arXiv:0910.0210v1 [hep-ph] 1 Oct 2009

Electromagnetic effects in η → 3π

Christoph Ditsche^∗ Helmholtz-Institut für Strahlen- und Kernphysik (Theorie) and Bethe Center for Theoretical Physics, Universität Bonn, D-53115 Bonn, Germany E-mail: ditsche@hiskp.uni-bonn.de

Bastian Kubis Helmholtz-Institut für Strahlen- und Kernphysik (Theorie) and Bethe Center for Theoretical Physics, Universität Bonn, D-53115 Bonn, Germany E-mail: kubis@hiskp.uni-bonn.de

Ulf-G. Meißner Helmholtz-Institut für Strahlen- und Kernphysik (Theorie) and Bethe Center for Theoretical Physics, Universität Bonn, D-53115 Bonn, Germany Institut für Kernphysik (Theorie), Institute for Advanced Simulations and Jülich Center for Hadron Physics, Forschungszentrum Jülich, D-52425 Jülich, Germany E-mail: meissner@hiskp.uni-bonn.de

We re-evaluate the electromagnetic corrections to η → 3π decays at next-to-leading order in the chiral expansion, arguing that effects of order e^2(m_d − m_u) disregarded so far are not negligible compared to other contributions of order e^2 times a light-quark mass. Despite the appearance of the Coulomb pole in η → π^0π^+π^− and cusps in η → 3π^0, the overall corrections remain small.

6th International Workshop on Chiral Dynamics July 6-10 2009 Bern, Switzerland

∗Speaker.

© Copyright owned by the author(s) under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike Licence. http://pos.sissa.it/

1. Introduction

The decay η → 3π is particularly interesting because it is forbidden by isospin symmetry and thus can only happen via isospin breaking due to either strong interactions,

H_{QCD}(x) = m_d − m_u 2 (d̄d − ūu)(x) , (1.1)

which are proportional to the light-quark mass difference m_d − m_u, or electromagnetic interactions,

H_{QED}(x) = − e^2 2 ∫ dy D^{μν} (x − y)T ( j_μ (x) j_ν (y)) , (1.2)

which are proportional to the electric charge squared. A well-known low-energy theorem by Sutherland [1] states that the electromagnetic effects in η → 3π are small. This decay is therefore very sensitive to m_d − m_u and hence it potentially yields a particularly clean access to the determination of quark mass ratios. The systematic machinery that can cope with both effects accurately and leads to many experimentally testable predictions like Dalitz plot parameters, the decay width and quark mass ratios is chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) [2 – 4] with the inclusion of electromagnetism [5]. In view of new and upcoming high statistics experiments [6 – 11] we reconsider the electromagnetic corrections to these observables.

While early calculations of the strong amplitude at tree level yielded a decay width which is off from the experimental value by a factor of a few, Gasser and Leutwyler (GL) [12] calculated the strong contributions at one-loop level and observed large unitarity corrections due to strong finalstate interactions (i.e. ππ rescattering), but their result still differs from experiment by a factor of roughly 2. Thus strong corrections beyond one loop were studied using dispersive methods [13, 14], unitarized ChPT [15, 16], and finally with a complete two-loop calculation [17]. All of these found considerable enhancement compared to the one-loop calculation.

According to Sutherland’s theorem, the electromagnetic contributions at tree level vanish. Baur, Kambor, and Wyler (BKW) [18] studied corrections to Sutherland’s theorem by evaluating the electromagnetic effects at one-loop level, but they found them to be very small. The motivation for reconsidering electromagnetic corrections at chiral order p^4 in the present work hinges on the fact that BKW neglected terms proportional to e^2δ , where δ = m_d −m_u, by arguing that these are of second order in isospin breaking and therefore expected to be suppressed even further. However, by restricting oneself to terms of the form e^2m_s and e^2m̂, where m̂ = (m_u + m_d)/2, one excludes some of the most obvious electromagnetic effects like real- and virtual-photon contributions as well as effects due to the charged-to-neutral pion mass difference ΔM^2_π = M^2_π± −M^2_{π0} = O(e^2), both of which scale as e^2δ . These mechanisms fundamentally affect the analytic structure of the amplitudes in question: in the charged decay channel η → π^0π^+π^− there is a Coulomb pole at the π^+π^− threshold s = 4M^2_{π±} , while in the neutral decay channel η → 3π^0 the pion mass difference induces a cusp behavior at this threshold due to π^+π^− → π^0π^0 rescattering, compare e.g. Ref. [19]. In contrast, the corrections identified by BKW are all polynomials (due to counterterms) or quasi-polynomials (due to kaon loop effects) inside the physical region. Furthermore, Sutherland’s theorem guarantees that at the soft-pion point these corrections scale as e^2m̂ only (and not e^2m_s); hence the relative suppression of the neglected terms is of the order of δ /m̂ ≈ 2/3 and therefore not a priori small.

The details of the presented analysis can be found in Ref. [20].

2. η → 3π decay amplitudes at O(e^2δ )

At leading chiral order the η → 3π decay amplitudes for the charged and the neutral channel,

⟨π^0π^+π^−|η⟩ = i(2π)^4δ^4(p_π0 + p_π+ + p_π− − p_η )A_c(s,t,u) , ⟨3π^0|η⟩ = i(2π)^4δ^4(p_π0_1 + p_π0_2 + p_π0_3 − p_η )A_n(s,t,u) ,

(2.1)

follow from the tree graphs where the fields in the LO Lagrangian are diagonalized by use of the ηπ^0 mixing angle ε = ( √ 3/4) × δ /(m_s − m̂) + O(δ^3). For the charged channel, the Mandelstam variables s = (p_η − p_π0 )^2, t = (p_η − p_π+ )^2 and u = (p_η − p_π− )^2 are related by s + t + u = M^2_η + M^2_{π0} + 2M^2_π = 3s^c_0. Expanding in isospin breaking parameters up to O(δ ,e^2,e^2δ ) and rewriting everything in terms of physical observables like M^2_η , M^2_{π0} , ΔM^2_π and the pion decay constant F_π yields for the charged amplitude at leading chiral order

A^{LO}_c = −

B_0δ 3 √ 3F^2_π { 1 + 3(s − s^c_0) + 2ΔM^2_π M^2_η − M^2_{π0} } = − (3s − 4M^2_{π0} )(3M^2_η + M^2_{π0} ) Q^216 √ 3F^2_π M^2_{π0}

. (2.2)

An additional electromagnetic term of order e^2δ cancels the pion mass difference that is implicitly included in s^c_0. The LO charged amplitude is completely proportional to δ and can thus be expressed in terms of the quark mass double ratio Q^2 = (m^2_s − m̂^2)/(m^2_d − m^2_u) which is particularly stable with respect to strong higher-order corrections [4, 21]. The amplitude depends linearly on s, and by inserting s^c_0 it explicitly displays the Adler zero at s = 4M^2_{π0} /3. For the neutral channel, the Mandelstam variables s = (p_η − p_π0_1 )^2, t = (p_η − p_π0_2 )^2 and u = (p_η − p_π0_3 )^2 are related by s + t + u = M^2_η + 3M^2_{π0} = 3s^n_0. The neutral amplitude at leading chiral order,

A^{LO}_n = −

B_0δ √ 3F^2_π = − 3(M^2_η − M^2_{π0} )(3M^2_η + M^2_{π0} ) Q^216 √ 3F^2_π M^2_{π0}

, (2.3)

also carries an overall factor of δ , but it contains neither derivatives nor electromagnetic terms and hence it is just a constant.

While for the charged decay invariance under charge conjugation implies that the amplitude A_c(s,t,u) is symmetric under the exchange of t and u, the amplitude A_n(s,t,u) for the neutral decay has to be symmetric under exchange of all pions and thus all Mandelstam variables due to Bose symmetry. All calculations of both η → 3π decay channels performed in ChPT so far used the following relation between the charged and the neutral amplitude that utilizes isospin symmetry,

A_n(s,t,u) = A_c(s,t,u) + A_c(t,u,s) + A_c(u,s,t) . (2.4)

However, this relation is only valid at leading order in isospin breaking and can not be used at O(e^2δ ). This is most easily seen by the fact that e.g. photon loop contributions do not respect it. Furthermore, an explicit check using the LO amplitudes (2.2) and (2.3) shows that this relation is only valid except for terms proportional to δ × (3s^c_0 − 3s^n_0) = δ × 2ΔM^2_π . Thus both decay channels have to be calculated separately.

At next-to-leading chiral order the η → 3π decay amplitudes receive various strong and electromagnetic contributions. Besides renormalization effects and ηπ^0 mixing at NLO, both strong and electromagnetic NLO low-energy constants enter the calculation via the tree diagram with a vertex from the NLO Lagrangian. The I = 0 rescattering of intermediate pions is particularly important since it gives rise to about half of the total NLO corrections, cf. Ref. [12]. For the charged decay, the infrared (IR) divergences due to virtual-photon loops are canceled by including real-photon radiation (bremsstrahlung) in the soft-photon approximation at the amplitude-squared level. The exchange of a virtual photon in the final state between the charged pions leads to a triangle loop function which has some interesting features: both the real and the imaginary part are IR-divergent; while the IR divergence in the real part is cancelled against bremsstrahlung contributions, the imaginary part can be resummed in the Coulomb phase; furthermore it contains a kinematical singularity at threshold s = 4M^2_π± , the Coulomb pole. The kinematical singularities in the radiative corrections, i.e. the Coulomb pole and the kinematical bremsstrahlung singularity at s = (M_η − M_π0 )^2, are part of the universal soft-photon corrections, see e.g. Ref. [22], that are usually already applied in the analysis of the experimental data in order to perform a meaningful fit of the Dalitz plot distribution. Hence we omit the unobservable Coulomb phase and subtract the Coulomb pole and the kinematical Bremsstrahlung singularity from the squared amplitude for the derivation of the numerical results.

We have checked both the charged and the neutral amplitude in several ways: they are finite and renormalization-scale independent and, by use of relation (2.4), both amplitudes reduce to the results of GL [12] at O(δ ) and of BKW [18] at O(e^2). In addition, we have checked explicitly that at the soft-pion point [1] the new electromagnetic corrections are relatively suppressed in comparison with the BKW corrections only by δ /m̂ ≈ 2/3, as expected.

3. Results

It is well known that one has to go beyond one-loop chiral order to obtain a phenomenologically successful representation of the η → 3π decay amplitudes. Since we focus on the electromagnetic contributions anyway, all results are given as relative corrections to the results obtained via the purely strong amplitude at O(δ ) which corresponds precisely to the GL amplitude. Furthermore we only consider uncertainties in the electromagnetic corrections and diregard higher-order hadronic corrections. Hence the purely electromagnetic corrections at O(e^2) corresponding to the BKW amplitude as well as the new mixed corrections at O(e^2δ ) are successively added to the strong amplitude and their uncertainties are obtained by variation of the rather unknown electromagnetic low-energy constants.

A comparison of the different electromagnetic contributions at the amplitude level is given in Figs. 1 and 2, where the real and the imaginary parts of the amplitudes at different orders in isospin breaking (GL, BKW and DKM) are shown separately for each decay channel. The amplitudes are plotted along the lines with t = u, the vertical dotted lines show the limits of the corresponding physical regions. The BKW corrections are purely real for both decay channels, as no pion rescattering diagrams contribute at that particular order, and thus the imaginary parts of GL and BKW coincide with each other. Furthermore, all imaginary parts are independent of any low-energy constants and therefore plotted without an error range. The charged decay amplitude exhibits the kinematical singularities at threshold s = 4M^2_{π±} (Coulomb pole & phase) that are retained here for illustrative reasons, while the IR divergences in the amplitude are cured by hand. By our choice

Figure 1: Real and imaginary parts of the charged amplitudes GL (dashed/black), BKW (dot-dashed/blue), and DKM (full/red) for t = u. The inserts show the region close to the two-pion thresholds. The line widths in the real part indicate the error bands.

Figure 2: Real and imaginary parts of the neutral amplitudes GL (dashed/black), BKW (dot-dashed/blue), and DKM (full/red) for t = u. The hatched regions denote the error bands.

of the neutral pion mass for the isospin limit, the threshold cusp in the GL amplitude is artificially removed from the physical threshold energy to s = 4M^2_{π0} . Since the LO neutral decay amplitude is constant and also at NLO the dependence on s is weak, the overall variation and thereby the scale of Fig. 2 is very small. Thus the electromagnetic uncertainties as well as the expected cusp at the energy of the π^+π^− threshold inside the physical region at O(e^2δ ) are clearly visible. Furthermore the figure shows that the size of the DKM contributions is comparable to or even larger than the BKW contributions.

The Dalitz plot for the charged decay is described in terms of the symmetrized coordinates x = √ 3 T_+ − T_− Q_c = √ 3(u − t) 2M_η Q_c

, y =

3T_0 Q_c

− 1 = 3 [ (M_η − M_π0 )^2 − s ] 2M_η Q_c

− 1 , (3.1)

whereas for the neutral decay it is convenient to use the fully symmetrized coordinate z = 2 3 3 ∑_{i=1} ( 3T_i Q_n − 1 )_2 = x^2 + y^2 . (3.2)

|N_c|^2 a b d GL 0.0325 −1.279 0.396 0.0744 ΔBKW (−1.1±0.9)% (+0.6±0.1)% (+1.4±0.2)% (+1.5±0.5)% ΔDKM (−2.4±0.7)% (+0.7±0.4)% (+1.5±0.7)% (+4.4±0.4)%

Table 1: Dalitz normalization and slopes for η → π^0π^+π^− resulting from the GL amplitude and relative electromagnetic corrections due to BKW and DKM amplitudes.

|N_n|^2 10^2 × α χ^2/ndf GL 0.269 1.27 ≡ 1 ΔBKW (−1.1±0.9)% (+3.7±0.5)% 0.99 ΔDKM (−3.3±1.8)% (−0.2±1.0)% 6.20 ΔDKM(w/o cusp) (−3.3±1.8)% (+5.0±1.1)% 0.35

Table 2: Dalitz normalization and slopes for η → 3π^0 resulting from the GL amplitude and relative electromagnetic corrections due to BKW and DKM amplitudes. For details, see main text.

Here Q_c = T_0 + T_+ + T_− = M_η − 2M_π± − M_π0 and Q_n = T_1 + T_2 + T_3 = M_η − 3M_π0 , where the T_i are the kinetic energies of the respective pions in the η rest frame. In order to obtain the Dalitz plot parameters the squared absolute values of the decay amplitudes are expanded around the center of the corresponding Dalitz distribution according to the standard parameterizations

|A_c(x,y)|^2 = |N_c|^2 { 1 + ay + by^2 + dx^2 + ... } , |A_n(x,y)|^2 = |N_n|^2 { 1 + 2αz + ... } . (3.3)

For the charged channel, the purely strong results and the successive electromagnetic relative corrections are given in Tab. 1. The normalization gets reduced and the slopes tend to increase. All corrections are at the percent level, but the BKW corrections do not represent a valid estimate of the dominant electromagnetic corrections. The Dalitz plot parameters for the neutral channel are shown in Tab. 2. By DKM(w/o cusp) we denote a fit to the inner part of the Dalitz plot with z ≤ z_0 such that the border region from the cusp outward is excluded, since the cusp is incompatible with a simple polynomial fit. As for the charged decay channel, the normalization gets reduced by a few percent. Here, the corrections of O(e^2δ ) are even bigger than those of O(e^2). Note that the cusp effect leads to the single biggest modification of any Dalitz plot parameter: trying to fit the cusp with the polynomial function reduces α by 4% (compare ΔDKM to ΔBKW), while excluding the cusp region increases it again by more than 5%. The significance of this non-analytic structure is also reflected in the fit quality as quantified by the quoted χ^2/ndf values. This behavior can easily be understood qualitatively by looking at the Dalitz plot distribution at O(e^2δ ) presented in Fig. 3. The distribution can be thought of as a bowl with three symmetrical handles where the surface bends down due to the cusp at constant π^+π^− threshold in s, t and u each.

The decay widths that can easily be calculated from the Dalitz plot distributions are given in Tab. 3. For comparison we also show the result for the charged amplitude without subtraction of the universal soft-photon corrections, named DKM(uc). For the neutral decay, the shifts of the width

Figure 3: η → 3π^0 Dalitz plot distribution corresponding to the DKM amplitude.

η → π^0π^+π^− η → 3π^0 r = Γ_n/Γ_c Γ^{GL} 154.5eV 222.8eV r^{GL} 1.442 ΔΓ^{BKW} (−1.0±0.9)% (−1.1 ± 0.9)% Δr^{BKW} (−0.1 ± 1.2)% ΔΓ^{DKM} (−1.9±0.5)% (−3.3 ± 1.8)% Δr^{DKM} (−1.4 ± 1.8)% ΔΓ^{DKM(uc)} (−1.0±0.5)% Δr^{DKM(uc)} (−2.3 ± 1.8)% ΔQ^{BKW} (+0.24±0.22)% (+0.28 ± 0.22)% ΔQ^{DKM} (+0.48±0.12)% (+0.84 ± 0.46)% Γ_{c/n} ∝ Q^{−4} ΔQ^{DKM(uc)} (+0.24±0.12)%

Table 3: Decay widths, branching ratio and quark mass ratio Q.

are completely dominated by the corrections of the Dalitz normalizations and the DKM corrections are twice as large as the BKW corrections. When looking at the neutral-to-charged branching ratio, the difference between the BKW and the DKM result becomes even larger, since at O(e^2) the relative shifts nearly cancel in the ratio. Finally, by use of the (approximate) relation Γ_{c/n} ∝ Q^{−4} one can read off the corrections to the quark mass ratio Q which are also quoted in Tab. 3. This relation does not hold for the BKW contributions, but the additional error in factorizing Q^{−2} in the complete amplitude can be safely neglected. In order to purify a real measurement (which includes electromagnetic effects) such that the purely strong value for Q can be extracted, the opposite shift has to be applied. Note that there are also ongoing theoretical efforts to obtain Q from a dispersive treatment of η → 3π decays [23].

4. Summary & Outlook

Although electromagnetic contributions to η → 3π decays are small in general, they ought to be accounted for in high-precision studies. The effects at isospin breaking O(e^2δ ) are as large as the effects at O(e^2).

Since the present calculation is performed in ChPT at NLO and hence includes the rescattering effect leading to the cusp only at LO in the quark mass expansion, it is not suited to serve for a precision extraction of ππ scattering lengths from the cusp effect, but rather illustrates the phenomenon. The theoretical framework perfectly suited for such an extraction is non-relativistic effective field theory [24 – 28]. The present calculation is in a sense dual to the non-relativistic calculation as it aims at predicting electromagnetic effects in those parts of the amplitude that are merely parameterized in the latter.

Acknowledgments

I am very grateful to my collaborators and thank the organizers for making this exciting conference possible. Partial financial support by the Helmholtz Association through funds provided to the virtual institute “Spin and strong QCD” (VH-VI-231), by the EU Integrated Infrastructure Initiative Hadron Physics Project (contract number RII3–CT–2004–506078), and by DFG (SFB/TR 16, “Subnuclear Structure of Matter”) is gratefully acknowledged.

References

[1] D. G. Sutherland, Current algebra and the decay η → 3π, Phys. Lett. 23 (1966) 384.

[2] S. Weinberg, Phenomenological Lagrangians, Physica A 96 (1979) 327.

[3] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, Chiral Perturbation Theory To One Loop, Annals Phys. 158 (1984) 142.

[4] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, Chiral Perturbation Theory: Expansions In The Mass Of The Strange Quark, Nucl. Phys. B 250 (1985) 465.

[5] R. Urech, Virtual photons in chiral perturbation theory, Nucl. Phys. B 433 (1995) 234 [arXiv:hep-ph/9405341].

[6] F. Ambrosino et al. [KLOE Collaboration], Measurement of the slope parameter α for the η → 3π^0 decay at KLOE, arXiv:0707.4137 [hep-ex].

[7] M. Bashkanov et al. [CELSIUS/WASA Collaboration], Measurement of the Slope Parameter for the η → 3π^0 Decay in the pp → ppη Reaction, Phys. Rev. C 76 (2007) 048201 [arXiv:0708.2014

[nucl-ex]].

[8] A. Antonelli et al. [KLOE Collaboration], Determination of η → π^+π^−π^0 Dalitz plot slopes and asymmetries with the KLOE detector, JHEP 0805 (2008) 006 [arXiv:0801.2642 [hep-ex]].

[9] C. Adolph et al. [WASA-at-COSY Collaboration], Measurement of the η → 3π^0 Dalitz Plot Distribution with the WASA Detector at COSY, arXiv:0811.2763 [nucl-ex].

[10] M. Unverzagt et al. [Crystal Ball at MAMI Collaboration, TAPS Collaboration and A2 Collaboration], Determination of the Dalitz plot parameter α for the decay η → 3π^0 with the Crystal Ball at MAMI-B, Eur. Phys. J. A 39 (2009) 169 [arXiv:0812.3324 [hep-ex]].

[11] S. Prakhov et al. [Crystal Ball at MAMI Collaboration and A2 Collaboration], Measurement of the Slope Parameter α for the η → 3π^0 decay with the Crystal Ball at MAMI-C, Phys. Rev. C 79 (2009) 035204 [arXiv:0812.1999 [hep-ex]].

[12] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, η → 3π To One Loop, Nucl. Phys. B 250 (1985) 539.

[13] J. Kambor, C. Wiesendanger and D. Wyler, Final State Interactions and Khuri-Treiman Equations in η → 3π decays, Nucl. Phys. B 465 (1996) 215 [arXiv:hep-ph/9509374].

[14] A. V. Anisovich and H. Leutwyler, Dispersive analysis of the decay η → 3π, Phys. Lett. B 375 (1996) 335 [arXiv:hep-ph/9601237].

[15] N. Beisert and B. Borasoy, Hadronic decays of η and η^′ with coupled channels, Nucl. Phys. A 716 (2003) 186 [arXiv:hep-ph/0301058].

[16] B. Borasoy and R. Nißler, Hadronic η and η^′ decays, Eur. Phys. J. A 26 (2005) 383 [arXiv:hep-ph/0510384].

[17] J. Bijnens and K. Ghorbani, η → 3π at Two Loops In Chiral Perturbation Theory, JHEP 0711 (2007) 030 [arXiv:0709.0230 [hep-ph]].

[18] R. Baur, J. Kambor and D. Wyler, Electromagnetic Corrections to the decays η → 3π, Nucl. Phys. B 460 (1996) 127 [arXiv:hep-ph/9510396].

[19] U.-G. Meißner, G. Müller and S. Steininger, Virtual photons in SU(2) chiral perturbation theory and electromagnetic corrections to ππ scattering, Phys. Lett. B 406 (1997) 154 [Erratum-ibid. B 407 (1997) 454] [arXiv:hep-ph/9704377].

[20] C. Ditsche, B. Kubis and U.-G. Meißner, Electromagnetic corrections in η → 3π decays, Eur. Phys. J.

C 60 (2009) 83 [arXiv:0812.0344 [hep-ph]].

[21] H. Leutwyler, The ratios of the light quark masses, Phys. Lett. B 378 (1996) 313 [arXiv:hep-ph/9602366].

[22] G. Isidori, Soft-photon corrections in multi-body meson decays, Eur. Phys. J. C 53 (2008) 567 [arXiv:0709.2439 [hep-ph]].

[23] S. Lanz, Dispersive analysis of η → 3π, in proceedings of 6th International Workshop on Chiral Dynamics, PoS(CD09)047.

[24] G. Colangelo, J. Gasser, B. Kubis and A. Rusetsky, Cusps in K → 3π decays, Phys. Lett. B 638 (2006) 187 [arXiv:hep-ph/0604084].

[25] M. Bissegger, A. Fuhrer, J. Gasser, B. Kubis and A. Rusetsky, Cusps in K_L → 3π decays, Phys. Lett.

B 659 (2008) 576 [arXiv:0710.4456 [hep-ph]].

[26] M. Bissegger, A. Fuhrer, J. Gasser, B. Kubis and A. Rusetsky, Radiative corrections in K → 3π decays, Nucl. Phys. B 806 (2009) 178 [arXiv:0807.0515 [hep-ph]].

[27] C.-O. Gullström, A. Kupść and A. Rusetsky, Predictions for the cusp in η → 3π^0 decay, Phys. Rev. C 79 (2009) 028201 [arXiv:0812.2371 [hep-ph]].

[28] B. Kubis and S. P. Schneider, The cusp effect in η^′ → ηππ decays, Eur. Phys. J. C 62 (2009) 511 [arXiv:0904.1320 [hep-ph]].