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We present a phenomenological model for the vy —

T

9 reaction by including the production mechanism

of the a2(1320) resonance, as well as the contributions from the o/ fo(500) 7° and f2(1270) 7° production
channels. Furthermore, the vy — piﬂ'I — w77~ 7° channel, which is essential for a description in the low-
energy region, is investigated carefully by introducing the complete set of gauge invariant and Lorentz-covariant
tensors for the yy — piwjF subprocess. The full amplitude is constructed to yield a correct high-energy Regge
behavior. Within our model, we achieve a very reasonable description of ARGUS and L3 data of the total cross
section, as well as of the 770 and 777~ invariant mass distributions. We also predict the invariant mass
distributions in the v+ center-of-mass energy range from 0.8 GeV to 2.0 GeV, which will be studied by the

forthcoming data of the BESIII collaboration.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the precision measurement of the anomalous magnetic
moment of the muon, a,, = (g — 2)/2, released by the Muon
g — 2 collaboration [1] at Fermi National Accelerator Lab-
oratory (Fermilab) and combined with the measurement of
Brookhaven National Laboratory experiment [2], a discrep-
ancy of 4.2 ¢ is found in comparison with the current Standard
Model (SM) prediction [3]. To meet the accuracy (~ 1 part-per-
million) of the ongoing Fermilab experiment, further efforts
are needed to bring down the theoretical error of the SM value.
One of the major sources of uncertainty is the hadronic light-
by-light (HLbL) scattering contribution. The contributions due
to the single pole, the one-loop box diagram, the two-particle
cuts, are all well studied, especially for pions, e.g. [4-9]. Con-
tributions beyond that, in particular the three-pion intermediate
states and higher ones are required to achieve a good control
of the uncertainty, as stressed in the recent review by the Muon
g — 2 Theory Initiative [3].

Towards this goal, a next step is to investigate the two-photon
fusion to three pions in detail. This will eventually pave the
way towards estimating the four-point contributions to HLbL
with the three pion intermediate states. From the experimental
side, the existing data for the vy — w77 process are rather old
and have low statistics. Two early experimental investigations
of the vy — w7~ 70 reaction were performed by the ARGUS
and the L3 Collaborations around 25 years ago [10, 11]. An
updated analysis of L3 data was carried out in Ref. [12]. A
comparison between the updated L3 and the ARGUS cross
section data shows a significant difference in the low-energy
region, which is the most relevant for the HLbL contribution
to a,,. The prospect of new data from the BESIII experiment
motivates a renewed interest in this reaction [13, 14].

On the theoretical side, the studies of the vy — 77— x°

process are also limited. Based on the Current Algebra and the
linear sigma model, the vy — 777~ 7% amplitude has been
investigated at lowest order [15—18] in the 1970s. With the
chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) founded as a powerful tool to
describe processes involving low-energy pions, Bos et al. [19]
applied ChPT to estimate the total cross section for the vy —
atm~ 70 process at tree-level. Subsequently, the one-loop

calculation was carried out by Talavera et al. [20] and extended
within the “so-called” generalized ChPT by incorporating the
quark condensate in Ref. [21].

However, those studies focused on the very low-energy re-
gion, nearby the 37 threshold of the two-photon fusion reaction.
A phenomenological analysis of vy — 7+ 7~ 70 reaction of
the experimental data of L3 and ARGUS, covering the low-
and intermediate-energy regions, is still missing. Facing the
ongoing BESIII experiment, we develop a theoretical model
of the vy — 77~ ¥ process by accounting for the contribu-
tions of the a»(1320) resonance, as well as the o/ fo(500) 7°,
f2(1270) 7°, and p*(770) 7T production channels. As a re-
sult, we obtain a description for both the total cross section and
the invariant mass distributions of ARGUS and L3 experiments
[10-12] with a single parameter to be fixed. The model is able
to provide predictions for the forthcoming BESIII data, and
can serve as a starting point for further improvements once
new data are available.

Our paper is organized as follows: In Sect. II, we present
the vy — 77~ 7% amplitude in our phenomenological model.
Within this approach, the existing data of ARGUS and L3 are
described and predictions for the energy range of the forthcom-
ing BESIII data are given in Sect. III. We summarize the main
results in Sect. IV with perspectives.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we present the amplitude of the real photon
fusion process 7y — w7~ 7Y, which will be used to de-
scribe the current experimental data within the relatively large
~7y center-of-mass (c.m.) energy range of 0.8 GeV to 2 GeV.
As shown in Refs. [10, 11], this process is dominated by the
a2(1320) resonance. Besides that, the o/ fo(500), f2(1270),
and p*(770) resonances are involved as the intermediate states
of quasi two-body production channels due to their strong
decay mode to the 7m states. Therefore, in our model for
the y(k1)y(k2) — 7 (pa+ )7 (pr- )70 (pro) reaction, we
parametrize the total amplitude by several contributing subpro-
cesses: 7y — az(1320) — p*nF — 7t~ 70 resonance pro-
duction in the s-channel, vy — o/ fo(500)[f2(1270)]7° —
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Figure 1. Feynman diagrams for the yy — 777~ 7

in the calculation.

7 ta 70 production, and vy — p*rF — 77~ 70 with the
p and 7 exchanges in the ¢- and u-channel, in order to cover the
energy region up to 2 GeV. The kinematical invariants which
we will use in this work in describing the two-photon fusion
process are defined as

s = (k1 + k2)2, t = (k1 — pr+ *Pwo)z,
U = (kZ — Prt _pw0)2a M72+7r— = (pﬂ'Jr +p7r—)2a
M7%+71—0 = (p71'+ +p7r0)2a Mfﬁﬂﬂ = (pTl'_ +p770)2- (D
We denote the total amplitude of vy — 77~ 70 as
Moyt gom— = M® 4 M2 4 M7+ MPT, ()

where each contribution is described in the following subsec-
tions and represented by the corresponding Feynman diagrams
in Fig. 1.

A. 4y — a2(1320) = ptrT — 777~ 70 channel

The s-channel contribution of the a2(1320) resonance pro-
duction, as the dominant feature of the vy — 7+ 7~ 7 reac-
tion, via the pm decay in Fig. 1(a) is displayed first. Assum-
ing that the a2(1320) resonance is predominantly produced
in a state with helicity-2, the effective Lagrangian for the
vy — a2(1320) amplitude can be written as [22]

2 Yazvy A
L,W(LQ = e~ 2217 q);w s F)\V,
May
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where ®,,,, is the symmetric and traceless tensor describing the
spin-2 field, and F*¥ = gt A — 0¥ A" is the electromagnetic
tensor. The dimensionless coupling gq,~~ is determined from
the two photon decay width
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where a = e?/(4r) denotes the fine-structure constant. Using
the experimental value I'CXP = 1.00 £ 0.06 keV from

az—YY A
PDG [23], the absolute value of gq,~~ is fixed as |gq, | =

0.151 £ 0.005. Note that the PDG average value of I, .-

reaction in our model. The diagrams with crossed photon lines are not shown, but included

are dominated by the results of ARGUS and L3 shown in this
paper.

The effective Lagrangian of a5 (1320) decay to pr is written
as [24],

L:agpfr = Li;%ﬂ €uvio (3”‘1”'0‘ — 8”@’“")

[Oam x (0*p7 — 07 p")],

S)

where ®, 7r, p stand for the isovector as(1320), 7, and p fields,
respectively. From Eq. (5) we can calculate the decay width
for ay — pm

4 5 A(miQ,mz,mi) 5/2
P B Jazpm | T 4 ) (6)
az
with A being the Gunnar-Killén function
Nz, y,2) =2 +y? + 22 — 22y — 222 — 29z, (7)

The coupling g,y is estimated via the partial decay width of
Iay—pr = 75.0 £ 4.5 MeV, which is obtained by assuming
that the branch ratio B(as — 37) = 70.1 + 2.7% [23] is only
from as — p(770)7 decay channel, similar to Ref. [25]. As a
result, one obtains the value: |gq, | = 4.9 £ 0.2.

The Lagrangian of the rho-meson decay into two pions is
given by

®)

‘C,DTI'TF = Yprr (7T X auﬂ') *Pus

with the coupling g, = 5.97, which is fixed by the corre-
sponding decay width I, = 149 MeV, as the isospin average
value.

Combining the vertices above, the s-channel amplitude of
Y(k1)y(k2) = 7t (pr+ )™ (05 )70 (pro) via the ag(1320) res-
onance is given by

M(l2 — az + az

ptm— p—mt?

(€))
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with the a2(1320) momentum P = k; + ko and the p™ mo- 2\/ Pt

mentum p,+ = P+ + pro. In Eq. (10), e#(k;, A;) denotes the
polarization vector of the incoming photons with helicity \;.
The sum over the helicities of a5 (1320) is denoted by [26]

A (P Xgy) = 37 € (P Mgy )e ™ (P, Aay) (n
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where e (P, \,,) is the spin-2 polarization tensor with he-
licity A4,. The Blatt-Weisskopf form factors Dy (z) [27] are
taken into account in the amplitude for resonances which decay
in channels with ¢ # 0. For P and D-waves, they are given
by Di(z) = 1/(2? + 1) and Dy(x) = 1/(z* + 322 + 9).
The constants R,, , are the effective interaction radii (range
parameters), Wthh we fixed to R,, = 3.1 GeV"™ 1'[25) and
R,=5.3 GeV ™! [23]. Correspondingly, the energy depen-
dent widths of the intermediate a3(1320) and p* resonances
appearing in the propagators are
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B. vy — 0/f0(500) m° = 77~ 7° channel

Besides the dominant az(1320) production channel, we need
to account for the contributions to the vy — 77~ 70 process
in the low-energy region. The effective Lagrangian which
describes the “sigma” ! contribution to vy — 77~ 70 in the
linear sigma model is given by [15]

Ea—mode] F3 ( 14)

6 eum,g Frv pob 0 (- ),

where FRVZW = 1/(47%f3) with the pion decay constant
fr =92.4 MeV. The chiral contact amplitude is then given by

Pk, A2).

15)
The contact term in the effective field theory can be thought
of as the heavy vector meson exchange as shown in Fig. 1(b).
Therefore, including one effective vector meson mass, which
we approximate by m,, the amplitude, corresponding with
Fig. 2, can be generalized to

- 2 "WZW
Ma'_model =€ F?m. E;waﬁ ]f’f ks Ea(kl, )\1)

M7 = i€2 I3, (toa urr) €uvap

poy o s 2 (16)
Xk)l ]4326 (k‘l,/\l)&‘ (kg,)\g)Q(Mﬂ_Jrﬂ,),

where the F3, is parameterized as

2 \t, —m?

m? 1 1
F37T(tcrau0):F3VXZW |:p<t +
P

! Note that the “sigma" here stands for the contact interaction with production
of 7tw~inaJ = I = 0 state.



with t, = (k1 — pyro)? and u, = (ko — pro)?. Note that M?
amplitude reduces to the contact term in the limit m, — oo.
Besides, in the above amplitude, we considered the rescattering
effect of the final 77~ by including the S-wave isospin I = 0
Omnes function,

z [ dz’ 62’
Q(z) = exp {77[1 , :U’x’(—)x} )

with the elastic phase shift input from [28, 29]. It accounts for
the rescattering through the o/ f;(500) resonance.

Furthermore, to obtain the correct behavior of the ampli-
tude in the high-energy region, one needs to modify the La-
grangian based amplitude. In our approximation, we will use
the vertices from the corresponding Lagrangians and obtain
the correct high-energy behavior by taking into account the
exchange of a Regge trajectory (representing the exchange of
a family of particles with the same internal quantum numbers).
More specifically, the usual pole-like Feynman propagator of a
single particle is replaced by its Reggezied counterpart. The
details can be found in Ref. [30]. For instance, for the p me-
son propagator it amounts to the following replacements in
Eq. (17),

(18)

19)

where p stands either for k; — p?r (t-channel) or for ko — p?r
(u-channel). The Regge propagator of the p meson is given
by [30]

p s\ @t T, —1 4 e7imr(@)
PP(s,x) = (%) sin (o, (x)) < 2T (ap(z)) )7

(20)
where the Gamma function I'(«(x)) ensures that the propa-
gator only has poles in the time-like region. The p Regge
trajectory is given by a,(z) = 0.55 + 0.8« and the mass
scale is conventionally taken as so = 1 GeV?2. Note that the
Regge propagator reduces to the Feynman propagator when
approaching the first pole on the trajectory, i.e. for p? — mﬁ.

C. vy — f2(1270) 70 = 77~ 7" channel

The contribution of f5(1270) resonance is dominated by the
vector-meson left-hand cut in the ¢- and u-channel, as shown
in Fig. 1(c). In the following, we explicitly denote the p°
exchange contribution, and include the w counterpart in the
effective coupling. The needed effective Lagrangians for the
amplitude of vy — f2(1270) 70 — 77~ 70 channel are,

g v v
Lppy=e J;pw Dy FFM 050" — 07p%),
2

famn ®,, (0w 0"m),

mpg,

Lony =€ 91;77“7 €pvap 98 A+ (m-0%p"),

s

Lpynn 21

4

where the tensor ®,,,, denotes the f(1270) field. The dimen-
sionless coupling gf, -~ ~ 23.67 is fixed by the empirical
decay widths of ', - = 157.2 MeV [23] by using

2 2 5/2
fymm dm;
1-— . 22
12807rmf2< m2 ) 22
2
The coupling g, is determined via the p meson decay width

Ff2~>7r7r =

Fpo_mo,y,

ag?  m? m2\’
_ pmy Pp 7r
WMW'MT@O‘@)- @

Based on the isospin symmetry, we take I'jo_zo, =~
It =+ [23] and fix its value from PDG T+ _, 7+, = 68 £7
keV. The obtained coupling g, = 0.102 £ 0.005 is also con-
sistent with the value obtained from the extrapolation of the
lattice QCD result on y*)m — 77 Ref. [31, 32]. The coupling
Jf.p~ 18 an unknown parameter, which will be determined a fit
to the total cross section of vy — 777~ 7 in the following.

Thus, one can obtain the contribution of f5(1270) resonance
to the amplitude of (k1) (k2) — 7+ (prt )T~ (Pr- )70 (Do)
in the ¢- and u-channel as:

MP = M+ M 24)
with
f2 2¢ i v
Ml = 5 GannpaprGpmy € (k1 Ar)e” (2, Ao)

m My,
(Prt)o (Pr-) 3 A (pgy, M)
p3, —m3, +imp L, (p7,)
y \/ Dalgs,—pv(p7,) Ry] \/ Ds[qp,—snx (P, R1,]

Dy [Qjéﬁp’y (m?‘rz)sz] Dy [qf2%ﬂ’7T (mff?)sz]

X

X [Epn§n<(k2)6 (gy”(ppo)w - gwﬂ(ppo)u)

0)& (kp)"
+9us (9.2 ppo — (kz)"(Ppo)w)) (z;g)_(le)] :
° P
M,{EC = Mf»zc 1 2) 7
h t-ch <ku><_)<ku)
(25)

with the f>(1270) momentum pys, = pr+ + p,—, the p’ mo-
mentum po = k1 — pro for the t-channel and po = kz — pro
for the u-channel. The projector A% (pr, | Ay, ) represents
the sum over the helicities of f(1270), which follows the same
definition as given in Eq. (11), with the replacements as <> fo
and P « py,. Note that the energy dependent width I, (pfcz)
included in the propagator of the f5(1270) resonance has the
following form:

9 o\ My, qu—)‘lrW(p?fQ) ’
Ff2(pf2) = Ff2(mf2) \/pT Ufas (mg )
f2 27 f2

D, [qu—ﬂrﬂ(p?fz)sz]
X 2
DQ[quﬁﬁﬂ(me)Rﬁ]

@(paz _4m2)’



where the effective range radius Ry, = 3.6 GeV ™' was taken
from [33]. The rest frame momenta appearing in the Dy func-
tions are defined as

)‘1/2 (p?f2 5 (kl - pTrO)Qa O)
2/5 :

N2 (pF,,m2,m3)

2
2\/1s,
Furthermore, to obtain the correct behavior in the high-energy
region, the p meson propagators, in the ¢- and u-channel of

Eq. (25), are replaced by their Reggezied counterparts using
the replacement of Eq. (19).

dfy—py (pffz )=
(27)

qfs—mm (p?2 ) =

+

D. vy — ptaT — 77~ x° channel

For the vy — p*nT — nTn~n" processes, the Feynman
diagrams are given in Fig. 1(d-g), where the diagrams with
crossed photon lines are not shown but are included in the
calculation. The relevant effective Lagrangians are

Loynr =—€A, (mx 0'r),,
Loypp = e Ay (py x (0"p" — 5upu))37 (28)
Jor « v
Loyypr = e? ;l ! Cuvap (aﬂAM)A (m x p")g,

s

where the symbol (X )3 denotes the third component of isovec-
tor X.

The amplitude of the vy — pTnF — ntn 7
be written as

MPT = el (ky, Ar) " (ka, A2) M. (29)

U process can

The tensor M£7 is obtained by explicitly separating the whole
process into the subprocess vy — p= 7T with two-body final
states and the subprocess of p-meson decay to 7 final states,

as:

MPT = Mryry_),ﬁrﬂ—* gpﬂ'ﬂ'(pTrU - pﬂ"")BKgﬂ (p71'+ + pwo)

v pra M72r+7r0 —m/21+impr(M7f+7rU)

Dl [Qpﬁ‘n'ﬂ(M?ﬁ—ﬂ.o)Rp}
D, [qﬂ—ﬁrﬂ (m,%)Rp]
oot Gomn (P — 7o) s K5 (pr— + pro)

e M2 o —mp+im, (M2 o)
D, [Qpeﬂ-ﬂ(M?r—ﬂo)Rp]

Dl [Q/)—M'Tr (m/%)Rp} ’

(30)
with KPO‘B (p) = —g°? + p*p? /p®. The amplitudes of the
subprocess vy — pT7T are expressed through the tensor
decomposition,

6
+ _F .
yy—=prtat § % .
M,ul,ap - T,uu,a (kh k2’ppi - pﬂ':F)
i=1

+
x Ff ﬁ (M2 0, (k2 — paz)?, (k1 — par)?),
(31
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where the invariant amplitudes F 7 are free of kinematic
constraints. The complete set of gauge invariant and Lorentz-
covariant tensors Tﬁl,_’a for the vy — V P process is given
in Eq. (A.1) of the Appendix. The six scalar functions corre-
sponding to Eq. (28) are also given in Egs. (A.2)-(A.7).

To extend the above amplitude into the high-energy re-
gion, we will again assume the amplitude to be dominated
by Regge poles, and calculate the residues of the pion and
rho Regge exchanges based on the amplitudes calculated with
Feynman propagators. This amounts to drop the polynomial

. . T .
term in the scalar amplitude FQ" T, as it does not contribute
to the residues, and to replace the p and 7 propagators in the

+
scalar amplitudes F}_J i by their reggezied counterparts. The
Reggeized p-meson propagator is already given in Eq. (19). In
turn, the Reggeized m propagator has the following form [30]

1 2
P —mZ — P (s,p7), (32)
where p? stands again for the squared momentum transfer of
the corresponding ¢- or u-channel processes and

P (s,x) = (s)a«(r) . Ty ( L4 einor) ) ;
S0 sin (o (z)) \ 2T (1 + ax(x))
(33)
where the pion Regge trajectory is given by «(z) = 0.7(z —
m2).

It is worthy to point out that the contribution of the Deck
mechanism [34] via the double-exchange of p and © mesons
in ¢- and u-channels is also relevant to the vy — 7+t7x 70
process. We have evaluated their contributions and found the
corresponding effects to be around 10% or less of the vy — pm
contribution in the energy region 0.8 < W < 1.0 GeV. Facing
the current significant uncertainty when comparing the L3 and
ARGUS data in the low-energy region (see Fig. 3 in the range
0.8 < W < 1.0 GeV), we do not include the contribution of
Deck mechanism in the present work. Their effects will be
carefully investigated with the more accurate forthcoming data
from the BESIII experiment.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We are now in the position to describe the experimen-
tal observables of the vy — 7tm~ 70 reaction using the
constructed amplitude. The differential cross section for

Table I. Values of resonance (R) parameters used in our model.
mpg [MeV] I'r [MeV]

Gazyy YGazprm

a2(1320) 1316.9 105 0.151 4.9
9fapy Gfarm
f2(1270) 1275.5 186.7 —27.5 23.67
Gory  YGprw

p(770) 775 149 0.102 5.97
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Figure 3. Total cross section for vy — 7 7~ 7%, The gray dots and

brown squares are the data points from ARGUS [10] and L3 [12],
respectively. The solid line denotes the full results of our model.
The different contributions of o/ fo(500)7°, p* 77, a2(1320), and
f2(1270)7° channels are also presented.

Y(k1)y(k2) = 7 (pt )7 (py )7 (pro) process is given by

d*o
d Mgﬂrﬂ d Miﬁr, dtder,

1 ZZf |M’Y’Y*>7T+7T77TO|2
(2m)4 3252A1/2(s, M2, _,,m2)’

where the kinematical invariants are defined in Eq. (1). In the
following, we denote the total energy in the vy c.m. frame
as W = /s. The above form is convenient to generate the
Dalitz plot and to calculate the projected invariant mass dis-
tributions do/dM+,0 and do/dM,+,-. The solid angle
QF, = (0., ¢%,) is defined in the rest frame of 770, with
respect to the direction of the 7+ 7% momentum in the 7~ c.m.
frame.

The average over both photon helicities of the squared am-
plitude can be written as

(34)

5 M o

! 1f (35)
1 (M4 P+ My P+ My P+ M2,

where the M, », denotes the helicity amplitude of the photon
fusion process. Following the definition of the total amplitude
in Eq. (2), the s-channel a(1320) amplitude only contributes
to the M, _ and M _, amplitudes, while the o/ fo(500) 7°
channel has only M, and M__ components. Therefore,
these contributions do not interfere. The other two channels
with f5(1270) 7% and p=7¥ contribute to all helicity ampli-
tudes. Thus, one needs to specify the relative phases of ampli-
tudes from those four channels. The phases of M? and M*™

are determined by reproducing the chiral amplitudes at low en-
ergy. While, the relative phases of amplitudes M®2 and M2
are a priori not known. We find a slightly better description
of total cross section around W = 1.3 GeV for the case of
the constructive interference between the MP™ and M %2, thus
fixing the phase of M*%2, which fixes the sign of the product
Yazryy9Jazpn-

To describe the total cross section and the invariant mass dis-
tributions, we need to determine the effective couplings in our
model. As discussed in Section II, most couplings are obtained
by reproducing the corresponding decay widths. The only
unknown coupling in our description is gy, ,~, which is deter-
mined by reproducing the total cross section o(W = 1.85) =~
28 nb, because the ARGUS and L3 data are consistent in this
energy region and the contribution of the f»(1270)7° channel
is dominant. Furthermore, the description of the 7T~ invari-
ant mass distribution prefers a destructive interference between
M2 and M2, thus fixing the sign of gy, . In Table I, we
list the values of couplings and the PDG values of masses and
widths of resonances [23] as used in our calculation.

First we present the description of the total cross section as
compared to the ARGUS and L3 data in Fig. 3. As mentioned
in the introduction, the experimental data of ARGUS and L3
show significant differences in the low-energy region. Our
theoretical prediction is consistent with L3 data up to 1.1 GeV.
The unsatisfactory state of the data in the low-energy region
will hopefully be resolved by the forthcoming BESIII data.
The o/ fo(500) 7 contribution dominates around 0.8 GeV and
gradually decreases with increasing energy. Subsequently, the
pm channel starts contributing at 0.8 GeV and dominates up to
1.15 GeV before the effect of the a2(1320) production in the s-
channel takes over. In the energy region around 1.2 ~ 1.4 GeV,
the a2(1320) production provides the dominant contribution
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Figure 4. Our prediction of total cross section (black solid line) in
the low energy region: 3m, < W < 0.9 GeV. The chiral results
of Ref. [20] at LO (red dashed line) and NLO (blue dotted line) are
shown.



to the cross section. In our description, we do not include the
contribution of the w(1300) resonance [10, 11], because the
parameters of such large width 7(1300) state come with large
uncertainties. Its inclusion, however, might account for some
deviations in the total cross section observed at both sides of
the a2(1320) resonance peak. In the energy region beyond
1.4 GeV, the f5(1270)7° production mechanism in the ¢- and
u-channel starts contributing and becomes important beyond
1.6 GeV. Its inclusion yields a rather good description of the
total cross section in that region. Our results are more consis-
tent with ARGUS data rather than L3 data. In our analysis,
no indication is found for a significant contribution from the
m2(1670) and a2(1700) resonances.

Furthermore, in Fig. 4 we present our result of total cross
section in the low energy region: 3m, < W < 0.9 GeV.
The results of the LO and NLO ChPT [20] are also shown
for comparison. One can see that the vy — 7t7~7° cross
section obtained at one loop in ChPT is significantly larger
than the LO predictions. The rather small LO result is due to
the drastic destructive interference between the 7°-pole and
contact diagrams in the LO amplitude, as stated in Ref. [20].
Our prediction is also larger than the NLO cross section of
this energy region. Our amplitude contains the physics of the
vy — o channel, i.e. the physical o/ f;(500) contribution by
taking into account the rescattering effect of the final 7+7~
states through the Omnes function. This leads to a significant
enhancement as compared to the chiral calculations. Going
to the energy region where the experimental data of L3 and
ARGUS are available, our result is consistent with the L3 data
by including the contributions of the o7 and the pm channels.
Upon naive extrapolation, the chiral calculation seems to fall
significantly below the data points around 0.8 GeV. This likely
indicates that such extrapolation is unreliable and that the range
of validity of the chiral amplitude is much more limited for
this process.

Next, we show the prediction of our model for the invari-
ant mass distributions do /d M+ 0 and do/dM+,- and the
Dalitz plot (M 72r+7r0 versus Mfrﬂr,) for different v+ c.m. en-
ergies. In Fig. 5, several values of the total energy (W = 0.8,
1.0, 1.3, 1.7 and 2.0 GeV) are presented to cover the current
and forthcoming experimental energy range.

* The mass distributions at W = 0.8 GeV are saturated
by the o/ fo(500)7° and pr contributions. The behavior
of the o/ fp(500) production channel resembles a phase
space distribution. A similar phenomenon is observed
in the M+ o spectrum of the p7 channel, since the p
resonance cannot be produced on-shell at this energy.
In the M +,- distribution, the pm contribution presents
the typical behavior of the kinematic reflection of the
pr channel as shown in the Dalitz plot, which will be
explained in detail in the following.

Going to W = 1.0 GeV, both distributions are domi-
nated by the pm channel. Although the contribution from
o/ fo(500)7 is relatively small, its interference with
the p channel cannot be neglected. For the pr distribu-
tions, besides a p™ resonance peak clearly showing up in
the do/dM .+ o distribution, an interesting observation

is the increasing bump structures of both distributions
at low invariant masses. This is due to the kinematic
reflection of the production of p* and p~ resonances.
Such mechanism is clearly presented in the Dalitz plot:
the spin-1 p* resonance gives two enhancements at the
edges of the Daltiz plot with M2, , ~ (m, £T,/2),
and the p~ resonance produces the off-diagonal distri-
bution at the edges of M2, , ~ (m, +T,/2)? and
M2, __ ~ (m,+T,/2)% Furthermore, the broad peak
in do/dM + .- is mainly due to the constructive inter-
ference of pm and o/ fo(500) channels.

o At W = 1.3 GeV, the s-channel of a3 (1320) production
plays the leading role for both mass distributions. The
pm channel has a relatively small contribution. The p*
resonance peak is clearly seen in the M.+ o distribution
because of the intermediate decay mode of a2(1320) —
pTmT. The Dalitz plot also shows the bands due to the
p™T states. Then, the integration over M+ o leads to a
broad peak at do /dM + - around M +,.- = 0.9 GeV.

* For total energy of W = 1.7 GeV, the contribution of
the f2(1270)7° channel is dominant. Through the in-
terplay between the p™ 7T, as(1320), and f»(1270)7°
channels, the mass distributions present several charac-
teristic features: the asymmetric shapes with enhance-
ments at both end points of M.+ 0 and M+ - . For the
M+ ,0 spectrum, the p resonance peak is enhanced by
the constructive interference between pr and as(1320)
[f2(1270)7°] channels in combination with the destruc-
tive interference between az(1320) and fo(1270)7°
channels. A notable shoulder beyond the p peak is
mainly due to the f>(1270)7" contribution. At small
M+ 0 value, the shape is determined by fo(1270)7°
channel, while at large M +,0 value, the spectrum is
enhanced by the p7 channel, which originates from the
kinematic reflection of the p resonance production. For
the M .+ — distribution, the f2(1270) resonance peak is
prominent, which is not affected by the destructive in-
terference with the as(1320) channel. The enhancement
at both edges of the M +,- distribution is mainly from
the pm channel, which has the “two-peak” structure due
to the kinematic reflection. A similar observation of the
pm channel was recently found by Belle II collaboration
in the study of the BT — 777070 process [35].

o At W = 2 GeV, the role of the f2(1270) channel is the
main feature in both distributions, which is also repre-
sented in the Dalitz plot. In addition, the small p peak
is shown in the M+ o spectrum. For the M+ - distri-
bution, besides the pronounced f5(1270) peak, there is
also a visible enhancement at the largest M .+ .- due to
the edge bump of the pr channel.

In summary, the evolution with energy of the Dalitz plots in
Fig. 5 demonstrates the different underlying physical mech-
anisms in the energy range from 0.8 GeV to 2.0 GeV. It can
be probed in more detail by the forthcoming experiment data
from BESIII.
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Figure 5. The predicted M, +,0 and M, ;- mass distributions of vy — 777~ 7° and the Dalitz plot (M72r+7r0 versus M7%+7r_) for
W = 0.8, 1.0, 1.3, 1.7, and 2.0 GeV, respectively. The black curves denote the total results of our model. The individual contributions
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Figure 6. The comparison results of M +,0 and M+ - mass distributions at different energy intervals. The black curves represent the
weighted average results of our model. The normalized data points of ARGUS [10] and L3 [12] collaborations are denoted by the gray dots

(brown squares).

Finally, we present the description of the invariant mass
distributions do/dM,+,0 and do/dM+,- as compared to
the ARGUS and L3 data. The existing experimental data have
unfortunately low statistics, particularly for the L3 results [12].
As a result, both measurements do not report the M, + 0 and
M+ distributions at a single total energy but within some
energy intervals: ARGUS gives the mass distributions in Fig. 6
of Ref. [10] within two intervals, 1.05 < W < 1.45 GeV and
1.45 < W < 1.90 GeV; while L3 reports the data within the
energy intervals, 1.2 < W <14GeVand 1.6 < W < 1.9
GeV, as shown in Fig. 6 and 7 of Ref. [12]. Furthermore, the an-
gular distribution and efficiency of their detectors are unknown,
which causes difficulty to perform an exact comparison.

Therefore, in order to carry out a meaningful comparison, we
first perform the weighted average of our theoretical prediction
of the invariant mass distributions via the following formula:

> - 1 ag; dO‘i 7 (36)

( do
dMTr*ﬂ’O‘* avg n i—1 Omax dMTr*ﬂ'Ov*
in each energy interval Wy, < W < Whax. The number
of the selected points n is n = 1 + (Wiax — Winin) /AW,
where the energy step is taken as AW = 0.5 GeV accord-
ing to the bins of the total cross section of ARGUS and
L3. The weighting factor of the invariant mass distribu-
tion, do; /dM+z0,—, at W = W; is chosen 0 /0max, Where
0; = o(W; = Whin + (i — 1)AW), i = 1,...,n is the total
cross section, and o, 1S the maximum value of total cross
section among the selected points over the corresponding en-
ergy interval. Next, for the experimental distributions, we
normalize the ARGUS and L3 data to generate the same area
as our averaged mass distributions in the corresponding energy
intervals.

The comparison of the theoretical invariant mass distribu-

tions do/dM +r0 and do/dM,+,- with the experimental
ones is shown in Fig. 6. We notice that the shapes of our predic-
tion are globally very consistent with the ARGUS data in both
energy intervals and with the L3 data in the low-energy interval.
Note that there are no reported data points of L3 do /dM .+ ,-
distribution of M+ .- above 1 GeV with 1.2 < W < 1.4 GeV.
A relatively large deviation from our predicted distributions is
observed at the high-energy interval of L3 data. This is mainly
due to the difference which is observed between both data sets
in the total cross section from 1.6 to 1.8 GeV (Fig. 3). Besides,
there are some differences between our results and ARGUS
data, such as the do/dM+,- distribution at the low-energy
interval, the do/dM .+ o distribution at very small M+, -
with 1.45 < W < 1.90 GeV. Although, the data comparison
shows that our model captures the qualitative features of the
data, it also clearly calls for high statistics data to refine the
theoretical analysis.

IV. CONCLUSION AND PERSPECTIVES

We constructed a theoretical model for the vy — ntn— 70

process by including the contributions of the as(1320)
resonance excitation, as well as the contributions of the
o/ fo(500)7°, f2(1270)7°, and p*(770)7T channels. To
cover the interested energy range from 0.8 GeV to 2 GeV,
the p and 7 exchange mechanisms were Reggezied to achieve
a good high-energy behavior. As a proof of the applicabil-
ity, we analyzed the current experimental data of total cross
section and invariant mass distributions from ARGUS and L3
Collaborations and found a rather good description. In partic-
ular, our model favors the smaller total cross section values
of the L3 data at low energies. Furthermore, we also present



the theoretical predictions for the total energies W = 0.8,
1.0, 1.3, 1.7, and 2.0 GeV, which will be investigated by the
forthcoming BESIII measurements of the vy — 77~ 70 re-
action. Such renewed experimental effort is needed to clarify
the existing data situation on the 7y — 777~ 7" reaction,
as well as its extensions to single- and double-virtual photon
fusion processes. On the theoretical side, one needs to improve
the current model by corroborating the dispersion theory for
this 2 — 3 process, extending the success of the dispersive
approach in the y(*)y(*) — 77 reaction [36—41]. Our work
may serve as first step towards a data-driven approach for the
)~ ) — 7t~ 79 reaction, which is necessary to achieve a
controllable estimate of the hadronic light-by-light contribution

J
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o (g — 2), with the three-pion intermediate state.
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Appendix: Lorentz decomposition of the vy — V P reaction

We present below the general Lorentz decomposition for the scattering amplitude of two photons fusion to a pseudo-scalar
and a vector meson. Taking into account the crossing symmetry, the on-shell condition of final vector meson and the Schouten
identity, we found 6 independent tensor structures for the (k1 )y(k2) — V(p1)P(p2) reaction,

Ty o(k1 k2, A) = (k1 — k2)a €uypki ko,
T2, o (k1 k2, A) = (k1 + k2)a €uypki ko,
Wa(k ko, A) = [gun (k1 - ko) — ki uka, — k1 ka,) €aoyphn Tha? AP,
vk, ba, A) = = [(ka - Ak, + (ky - Ak — (k- k2)A] CavyshTko”
— (kg - A)kry, + (k1 - A)ka, — (1 - k2)A] €aprskk2”, (A1)
Ty, o (k1 ko, A) = [(ko - A)kyy + (k1 - Ak, — (k1 - k2)Au] kia €voypka Tk AP
— (k2 - Ak, + (k1 - A)kay, — (k1 - ko)A, kg €uo~/,@]€10k‘27A67
TW’ alk1s ke, A) = [(kQ D)k, + (k1 - A)kay, — (ky - k/’z)A#] kia Eyavﬁlﬁgk‘szﬁ
— (k2 - Ak, + (k1 - A)kay, — (k1 - k2)A] kag €ug7,@]€10k27A6,

with the momentum difference A = p; — po.

We applied these tensor structures to decompose the vy — p= 7T amplitude as shown in Fig. 1(d-f), and found the corresponding

scalar functions:

Ff’"’_’phf (s,t,u) = —Flw_)piﬁ(s,t,u)

€ Gpr 2 1 1
:4m:;’2{(2(mi—m§) —s(m2 +7m)+s){t_m%—u_m%}
1 1
—2((m2 —m2)” — s (3m2 +m2)) {t—m% u_m%}}, (A2)
ng%pﬂr— (s,t,u) = —Fgwﬁp_ﬁ(s,t,u)
:629’”” (2(m2—m2)2—3(m —9m)—|—s) L + L
4m, 52 i P t—m% u—mg
1 1
+2((mi—m§)2+5(3mi+m§)) Lm,% um%} +4s}, (A3)
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