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In this paper, a coherent study of the e+e− annihilation into K+K−π0, K0
SK

0
Lπ

0 and K0
SK

±π∓

is carried out within the framework of resonance chiral theory. The amplitudes are fixed by fitting
to the experimental cross-section and invariant mass spectrum. With these amplitudes, one can
calculate the hadronic vacuum polarization form factors of these processes. The leading order
contributions of σ(e+e− → KK̄π) to the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, (g − 2)µ, is
obtained as aHVP,LO

µ (e+e− → KK̄π) = (3.07± 0.07)× 10−10 up to Ecm = 2.3 GeV.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) is widely accepted
as the basic theory of the strong interaction, of which the
running coupling constant αs reflects the strength of the
interaction among quarks and gluons. Due to the asymp-
totic freedom nature of αs [1, 2], i.e., αs decreases with
increasing energy, it allows people to apply perturbative
QCD (pQCD) to describe strong interactions in the high
energy region, Ecm ≥ 2 GeV, where Ecm is the energy
in the center-of-mass frame (c.m.f.). However, at low en-
ergy region, αs becomes extremely too large to be taken
as a perturbative parameter. Alternatively, one can use
the effective field theory (EFT) to obtain the relevant
hadronic dynamic information in the non-perturbative
regime. As an effective theory of QCD in the low en-
ergy region, chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) [3, 4] de-
scribes the interactions between the lightest pseudoscalar
mesons successfully. The Goldstone bosons arise due to
chiral symmetry breaking, and they are treated as the de-
grees of freedom in EFT. Lorentz invariance, chiral sym-
metry, and discrete symmetry are implemented to con-
struct the effective Lagrangians. ChPT has made signif-
icant achievements in studying the interactions between
the lightest pseudoscalars composed of the lightest u, d,
and s valence quarks, but it is restricted to be applied at
very low energies, e.g., ππ and πK scattering around the
threshold, as the power-counting is based on expansions
of momenta.

In the middle energy region, both pQCD and ChPT fail
to give an excellent description of the strong interaction.
Further, there are many heavier resonances that appear
in these regions, like vector V (1−−), axial-vector A(1++)
and B(1+−). In the spirit of EFT, one can include these
resonances as the new degrees of freedom. The chiral
and discrete symmetries, i.e., the conservation of parity
(P ), charge conjugation (C), and hermiticity (h.c.), can
still be applied to construct the interaction Lagrangians
between them and the pseudoscalars. Such a success the-
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ory tool is the resonance chiral theory (RChT) [5–8]. It
works well in the energy region where the lightest res-
onance states appear, e.g., Mρ ⩽ Ecm ≲ 1.5 GeV, with
Mρ the mass of ρ(770). As discussed above, RChT is a
systematic theoretical tool that works in the energy re-
gion where the hadronic contribution to the anomalous
magnetic moment of the muon is significant.

The muon anomalous magnetic moment, aµ = (g −
2)µ/2, is one of the most precise indicators of new
physics that can be both calculated reliably in the Stan-
dard Model (SM) and measured in experiments with
very high statistics [9]. Therefore, the deep understand-
ing of aµ may give a definitive answer to the ques-
tion of whether there exists new physics beyond the
SM or not. In 2021, the Fermilab National Accelera-
tor Laboratory (FNAL) published an accurate experi-
mental result on the muon anomalous magnetic moment,
aµ(Exp) = 116592040(54) × 10−11 (0.46 ppm) [10]. Af-
ter combining the result measured by the Brookhaven
National Laboratory (BNL) [11], it deviated from the
theoretical prediction of SM [12] by 4.2 σ. This re-
veals a possible new physics signal and draws ex-
tensive attention to particle physics. Very recently,
the FNAL released their latest result in August 2023,
aµ(Exp) = 116592055(24)× 10−11 (0.20 ppm) [13], lead-
ing to an average value of experimental measurements as
aavgµ (Exp) = 116592059(22) × 10−11 (0.19 ppm). Now
the discrepancy between the theoretical prediction of
SM and the experimental measurement reaches ∆aµ =
aavgµ (Exp)− aµ(SM) = (249± 48)× 10−11, with a signif-
icance of 5.1 σ. Nevertheless, the theoretical predictions
of different models have apparent discrepancies. Unlike
what is done by the data-driven method [14–17], the lat-
tice QCD has progressed on the study of aµ and gives
a much larger hadronic vacuum polarization (HVP) con-
tribution [18–20], resulting in a much closer theoretical
prediction to the experimental one, i.e. a much smaller
significance. Besides, it is worth mentioning that the lat-
est measurement of the cross-section of e+e− → ππ by
CMD-3 [21] is larger than the previous measurements,
e.g. Refs. [22–25], implying a larger HVP contribution
(to the theoretical aµ) which is close to the results of the
lattice QCD.
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In the theoretical predictions, the most significant un-
certainties come from the HVP and the hadronic light-
by-light (HLBL) scatterings, where the former has even
larger uncertainties than the latter. The essential error
source of HVP is from the processes of electron-positron
annihilation into the lightest pseudoscalar mesons. In
our previous studies [26, 27], we have studied the e+e−

annihilation processes to some of the two and three pseu-
doscalar states, i.e. ππ,KK̄, πγ, ηγ and πππ, ππη within
the framework of RChT, and their contributions to the
(g − 2)µ are given. In the present analysis, we will con-
tinue to analyze the processes of e+e− → KK̄π with a
similar theoretical framework as before. Unlike the case
of e+e− → πππ, the tensor mesons appear as the inter-
mediate states in the process of e+e− → KK̄π and play
an important role in the interactions with pseudoscalars,
vectors, and photons. This needs further systematical
study within RChT 1. Other than the interaction La-
grangians of one tensor coupling with two pseudoscalars
(TPP) [29, 32], we build all the other Lagrangians associ-
ated with one tensor, e.g. tensor electromagnetic current-
pseudoscalar (TJP), tensor-vector-pseudoscalar (TVP).
They are constructed in the framework of RChT, tak-
ing into account the Lorentz invariance, chiral symmetry,
and discrete symmetries.

On the experimental side, the process e+e− → KK̄π
has been measured a few times by different collabora-
tions, such as DM1, DM2, BABAR, SND, CMD-3, and
BESIII from 1982 to 2024 [35–44]. Especially there are
also measurements about two body invariant mass spec-
tra [40, 42], which contain the Dalitz plot information and
can be somewhat helpful for refining the amplitudes [45–
47]. These datasets, together with the theoretical tools of
RChT, provide an appropriate way to refine the analysis
of the processes of e+e− → KK̄π.

The remaining parts of the paper are organized as fol-
lows. In section II, we will briefly introduce the the-
oretical framework based on RChT and construct all
the required interaction Lagrangians. Then, we derive
the form factors for KK̄π and discuss the high energy
behavior constraints. In section III, we will show our
numerical results and obtain the HVP contributions of
σ(e+e− → KK̄π). Finally, we summarize the conclu-
sions.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Effective Lagrangians

As mentioned above, at very low energies, ChPT de-
scribes well the interactions of pseudoscalar Goldstone

1For previous works that focus on the interactions of tensors, we
refer to Refs. [28–33]. Recently, Ref. [34] studies the properties of
the lightest tensor nonet with RChT.

bosons generated by the spontaneous breaking of chiral
symmetry. These pseudoscalars (π,K, η) can be filled
in an octet field Φ, which is realized nonlinearly by the
unitary matrix in the flavor space

u(Φ) = exp

{
i√
2F

Φ

}
, (1)

with

Φ =


π0
√
2
+ η8√

6
π+ K+

π− − π0
√
2
+ η8√

6
K0

K− K̄0 − 2η8√
6

 ,

where F is the pion decay constant, and its value is taken
as 92.2 MeV [48]. The physical states η and η′ are com-
posed of a mixture of the octet η8 and the singlet η0
through the mixing angle θP :(

η8
η0

)
=

(
cos θP sin θP
− sin θP cos θP

)(
η

η′

)
. (2)

In this analysis, K0
S and K0

L are in final states and they
can be written in terms of K0− K̄0 mixture, i.e., |K0

S⟩ =
1/
√
2 (|K0⟩+ |K̄0⟩) and |K0

L⟩ = 1/
√
2 (|K0⟩−|K̄0⟩) with

the assumption of conservation of CP transformations.
In the intermediate energy regions, there appears a

large number of resonances, e.g., vectors V (ρ, ω, ϕ,K∗)
and tensors T (a02, f2, f

′
2,K

∗
2 ). It is difficult for ChPT

to include the interactions involving these resonances,
and RChT can be applied to expand the working en-
ergy region of ChPT, where the resonances are filled in
the octets and singlets as

R =

8∑
i=1

λi√
2
Ri +

R0√
3
1, (3)

where R = V, T denotes vector and tensor resonances,
respectively. The vector mesons are described by the
anti-symmetric tensor field [49], which can be filled in an
explicit matrix form as

Vµν=


ρ0

√
2
+ ω8√

6
+ ω0√

3
ρ+ K∗+

ρ− − ρ0

√
2
+ ω8√

6
+ ω0√

3
K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 − 2ω8√
6
+ ω0√

3


µν

,

and the tensor mesons are described by the symmetric
tensor field [32]

Tµν=


a0
2√
2
+

f8
2√
6
+

f0
2√
3

a+2 K∗+
2

a−2 − a0
2√
2
+

f8
2√
6
+

f0
2√
3

K∗0
2

K∗−
2 K̄∗0

2 − 2f8
2√
6
+

f0
2√
3


µν

,

where Vµν = −Vνµ and Tµν = Tνµ. For simplicity, all
states are considered to be ideal mixing if not specified.
For example, the ρ0 − ω mixing is ignored. The octet ω8
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and singlet ω0 of the vectors can be written as a linear
combination of physical ω and ϕ resonances,

ω8 =

√
1

3
ω +

√
2

3
ϕ, ω0 =

√
2

3
ω −

√
1

3
ϕ.

The mixing mechanism of the tensors is similar to the
vectors. One has

f8
2 =

√
1

3
f2 +

√
2

3
f ′
2, f0

2 =

√
2

3
f2 −

√
1

3
f ′
2 .

The interaction Lagrangians can be divided into two
parts: one is the interaction between the pseudoscalars
themselves, LGB, where GB represents the Goldstone
bosons, while the other part contains at least one res-
onance, LR. According to the chiral counting, the La-
grangians up to O(p4) [7] will be considered in this anal-
ysis. The total interaction Lagrangians of RChT is

LRChT = LGB + LR
kin + LR

int, (4)

where LR
kin stands for the kinetic term of the resonances,

and LR
int is for the interaction term. Further, the inter-

action term is

LR
int = LR

(2) + LR
(4) + LRR

(2)

= LV
(2) + LV

(4) + LVV
(2) + LT

(2) + LT
(4) + LTV

(2) , (5)

where the number in the bracket of the subscripts repre-
sents the order of the chiral counting, and R, RR in the
superscripts denote the interactions involving one or two
resonances, respectively.

For the process of e+e− annihilation into KK̄π, the
leading order contribution to LGB is from the Wess-
Zumino-Witten (WZW) anomaly [50, 51], at O(p4),
which is of odd-intrinsic-parity [49],

LGB
(4) = i

NC

√
2

12π2F 3
εµνρσ⟨∂µΦ∂νΦ∂ρΦvσ⟩, (6)

where the operator vσ is the external vector current. The
more explicit interaction Lagrangians after expansion are

LWZW
(4) = −ie

NC

12π2F 3
εµνρσ∂

µK+∂νK−∂ρπ0Aσ

−ie
NC

12π2F 3
εµνρσ∂

µK0∂νK̄0∂ρπ0Aσ. (7)

The kinetic Lagrangians for the lightest vector mesons
are given as

LV
kin = −1

2
⟨∇λVλµ∇νV

νµ⟩+ 1

4
M2

V ⟨VµνV
µν⟩. (8)

The explicit forms of the interaction Lagrangians in-
volved with one vector meson are as follows [52, 53]

LV
(2) =

FV

2
√
2
⟨Vµνf

µν
+ ⟩+ i

GV√
2
⟨Vµνu

µuν⟩, (9)

LV
(4) =

7∑
j=1

cj
MV

Oj
VJP +

5∑
j=1

gj
MV

Oj
VPPP, (10)

with

O1
VJP = εµνρσ⟨{V µν , fρα

+ }∇αu
σ⟩,

O2
VJP = εµνρσ⟨{V µα, fρσ

+ }∇αu
ν⟩,

O3
VJP = iεµνρσ⟨{V µν , fρσ

+ }χ−⟩,
O4

VJP = iεµνρσ⟨V µν [fρσ
− , χ+]⟩,

O5
VJP = εµνρσ⟨{∇αV

µν , fρα
+ }uσ⟩,

O6
VJP = εµνρσ⟨{∇αV

µα, fρσ
+ }uν⟩,

O7
VJP = εµνρσ⟨{∇σV µν , fρα

+ }uα⟩, (11)

O1
VPPP = iεµναβ⟨V µν(hαγuγu

β − uβuγh
αγ)⟩,

O2
VPPP = iεµναβ⟨V µν(hαγuβuγ − uγu

βhαγ)⟩,
O3

VPPP = iεµναβ⟨V µν(uγh
αγuβ − uβhαγuγ)⟩,

O4
VPPP = εµναβ⟨{V µν , uαuβ}χ−⟩,

O5
VPPP = εµναβ⟨uαV µνuβχ−⟩ . (12)

The interaction Lagrangians with two vector mesons is
given as [52, 53]

LVV
(2) =

4∑
j=1

djOj
VVP, (13)

with the explicit forms

O1
VVP = εµνρσ⟨{V µν , V ρα}∇αu

σ⟩,
O2

VVP = iεµνρσ⟨{V µν , V ρσ}χ−⟩,
O3

VVP = εµνρσ⟨{∇αV
µν , V ρα}uσ⟩,

O4
VVP = εµνρσ⟨{∇σV µν , V ρα}uα⟩. (14)

The Lagrangians involved with tensor mesons are as
follows: the kinetic term is given as [28, 32]

LT
kin = −1

2
⟨TµνD

µν,ρσ
T Tρσ⟩ (15)

where one has

Dµν,ρσ
T = (□+M2

T )

[
1

2
(gµρgνσ + gµσgνρ)− gµνgρσ

]
+gρσ∂µ∂ν+gµν∂ρ∂σ− 1

2

(
gνσ∂µ∂ρ+gρν∂µ∂σ

+gµσ∂ρ∂ν + gρµ∂σ∂ν
)
,

with □ the d’Alembert operator. The tensor Feynman
propagator GT

µν,ρσ(x) and polarization tensor εµν are

given in the Appendix A. The interaction term of LT
(2)

of the lowest chiral counting is [28, 32]

LT
(2) = ⟨TµνJ

µν
T ⟩ . (16)
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Here, the current Jµν
T = Jνµ

T is also symmetric, and it
consists of two parts at O(p2) [32]:

Jµν
T = gT {uµ, uν}+ gµν(βuµuµ + γχ+).

Notice that in the calculation of the interactions between
one tensor and two pseudoscalars, i.e., TPP vertex, the
second part of Jµν

T has no contributions at leading order,
and one can ignore the relevant terms with couplings β
or γ. Hence, the lowest order Lagrangian of TPP is

LT
(2) ⊃ L(2)

TPP = gT ⟨Tµν{uµ, uν}⟩. (17)

The other interaction Lagrangians relevant to the tensors

are of odd-intrinsic parity, e.g., L(4)
TJP and L(2)

TVP. These
Lagrangians had not been given in RChT before [33].
Here, we construct them concerning the chiral symmetry,
discrete symmetries, P and C, and hermiticity. Details
can be found in Appendix B. They are at order O(p4) for
TJP vertexes and O(p2) for TVP ones,

LT
(4) ⊃ L(4)

TJP =

3∑
j=1

cTj O
j
TJP, (18)

LTV
(2) ⊃ L(2)

TVP =

3∑
j=1

dTj O
j
TVP, (19)

with

O1
TJP = iεµνρσ⟨[Tµα, fρσ

+ ]∇αu
ν⟩,

O2
TJP = iεµνρσ⟨[∇νTµ

α , f
ρσ
+ ]uα⟩,

O3
TJP = iεµνρσ⟨[∇νTµ

α , f
ρα
+ ]uσ⟩. (20)

O1
TVP = iεµνρσ⟨[Tµα, V ρσ]∇αu

ν⟩,
O2

TVP = iεµνρσ⟨[∇νTµ
α , V

ρσ]uα⟩,
O3

TVP = iεµνρσ⟨[∇νTµ
α , V

ρα]uσ⟩. (21)

B. Observables for e+e− → KK̄π

Following Ref. [49], the Feynman diagrams are built
according to e+(q1)e

−(q2) → γ∗(q) → K(p1)K̄(p2)π(p3),
and the amplitudes can be written as

M = −4πα

q2
iFR(q

2, s, t)εµναβp
ν
1p

α
2 p

β
3 v̄(q1)γ

µu(q2),

(22)

where q = p1+p2+p3 is the c.m.f. energy and FR(q
2, s, t)

is the relevant form factor. The Mandelstam variables
are defined as s = M2

KK̄
= (p1 + p2)

2, t = M2
K̄π

=

(p2 + p3)
2, and u = M2

Kπ = (p1 + p3)
2. It is not hard to

check that there is a relation between them, s+ t+ u =
q2 + m2

K + m2
K̄

+ m2
π. Thus, only three variables are

independent. Notice that the masses ofmK , mK̄ , andmπ

in the form factors are taken as the averaged values of the

charged and neutral mesons. Their physical masses will
be inputted into the phase space. See the next paragraph.
Since we focus on the energy region from the KK̄π

threshold, it is safe to ignore the mass of the electron.
The cross-section for e+e− → KK̄π can be expressed as

σ(q2) =
α2

192πq6

∫ s+

s−

ds

∫ t+

t−

dt ϕ(q2, s, t)
∣∣FR(q

2, s, t)
∣∣2 ,
(23)

where ϕ(q2, s, t) is the three body phase space function
of KK̄π,

ϕ(q2, s, t) = −m2
K̄(m2

K̄+q2−s−t)2+(−m2
K−m2

K̄+s)

×(m2
K̄+m2

π−t)(−m2
K̄−q2+s+t)

−m2
π(m

2
K+m2

K̄−s)2−m2
K(m2

K̄+m2
π−t)2

+4m2
Km2

K̄m2
π,

and s±/t± are the integration limits,

s− = (mK +mK̄)2 s+ =
(√

q2 −mπ

)2

t± =
1

4s

{
(q2 −m2

K +m2
K̄ −m2

π)
2 − [λ1/2(q2, s,m2

π)

∓λ1/2(s,m2
K ,m2

K̄)]2
}
,

with λ(a, b, c) = (a+b−c)2−4ab. The masses of the kaon
and pion applied in the phase space function ϕ(q2, s, t)
and the upper and lower limits, s± and t±, are the phys-
ical ones. The invariant mass spectra of MKK̄ =

√
s and

MK̄π =
√
t can be obtained from Eq.(23), that is

dσ

d
√
s
(q2,

√
s) =

α2
√
s

96πq6

∫ t+

t−

dt ϕ(q2, s, t)
∣∣FR(q

2, s, t)
∣∣2 ,

dσ

d
√
t
(q2,

√
t) =

α2
√
t

96πq6

∫ s+

s−

ds ϕ(q2, s, t)
∣∣FR(q

2, s, t)
∣∣2 .

(24)

In addition, normalization constants (N) should be mul-
tiplied to the differential cross section to compensate for
the unknown efficiencies of the experimental events dis-
tribution data sets.

C. Form factors of e+e− → KK̄π

The Feynman diagrams contributing to e+e− → KK̄π
at leading order in the 1/NC expansion is shown in Fig. 1.
The chiral anomaly term LWZW

(4) drives Fig. 1 (a), and the

electromagnetic current (virtual photon) will couple to

the pseudoscalars directly. Fig. 1 (b) is from the Oj
VPPP.

Fig. 1 (c) is related to the Oj
VJP, LV

(2), O
j
TJP, and LT

(2)

terms, and Fig. 1 (d) is related to the Oj
VVP, LV

(2), O
j
TVP,

and LT
(2) terms. Compared with those diagrams for the
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(a) (b)

V

V (T )

(c) (d)

V V (T )

FIG. 1. Diagrams contributing to the processes of e+e− →
KK̄π at leading order in the 1/NC expansion. (a) The Wess-
Zumino-Witten anomaly term coming from LGB

(4) ; (b), (c), and
(d) are related to the contributions of vector and tensor res-
onances.

processes of e+e− → πππ, ππη [26, 49], the difference is
that now we have extra vertexes involving tensors, i.e.,
the VJP, VVP and VPP vertexes can be replaced by TJP,
TVP and TPP vertexes, respectively, See Figs. 1 (c) and
(d). The form factors are given as

F j
R(q

2, s, t) = F j
a + F j

b + F j
c + F j

d . (25)

Here, the subscripts ‘a, b, c, d’ correspsond to the Feyn-
man diagrams, and the superscript ‘j = 1, 2, 3’ denotes
for K+K−π0, K0

SK
0
Lπ

0, and K0
SK

±π∓ channels, respec-
tively. The form factors for the process of e+e− →
K+(p1)K

−(p2)π
0(p3) are given as

F 1
a = − NC

12π2F 3
,

F 1
b =

2
√
2FV

F 3MV

{[ 1

M2
ρ−q2

+
1

3(M2
ω−q2)

]
GR1(q

2, s)

−2GR2(q
2, s)

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

}
,

F 1
c = − 2

√
2GV

3F 3MV

{[ 1

M2
ρ−s

+
3

M2
ω−s

]
CR1(q

2, s,m2
π)

+
[CR2(q

2, t)

M2
K∗−t

+t ↔ u
]}

+
2gT

F 3M2
K∗

2

{
CRT (q2, s, t)

M2
K∗

2
−t

+t ↔ u

}
,

F 1
d =

2FV GV

F 3

{[ 2DR(q2, s,m2
π)

(M2
ρ−q2)(M2

ω−s)
+
1

3

(
M2

ρ ↔ M2
ω

)]
+
[ 1

M2
ρ−q2

+
1

3(M2
ω−q2)

− 2

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

]
×
[DR(q2,m2

K , t)

M2
K∗−t

+t ↔ u
]}

− FV gT√
2F 3M2

K∗
2

{[ 1

M2
ρ−q2

+
1

3(M2
ω−q2)

+
2

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

][DRT (q2, s, t)

M2
K∗

2
−t

+t ↔ u
]}

, (26)

where the functions GR1,2, CR1,2, DR, CRT and DRT

are defined in the Appendix C. Similarly, the form factors
for e+e− → K0

S(p1)K
0
L(p2)π

0(p3) process are derived as

F 2
a =

NC

12π2F 3
,

F 2
b = −2

√
2FV

F 3MV

{[ 1

M2
ρ−q2

− 1

3(M2
ω−q2)

]
GR1(q

2, s)

+
2GR2(q

2, s)

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

}
,

F 2
c = − 2

√
2GV

3F 3MV

{[ 1

M2
ρ−s

− 3

M2
ω−s

]
CR1(q

2, s,m2
π)

−2
[CR1(q

2, t,m2
K)

M2
K∗−t

+t ↔ u
]}

,

F 2
d = −2FV GV

F 3

{[ 2DR(q2, s,m2
π)

(M2
ρ−q2)(M2

ω−s)
− 1

3

(
M2

ρ ↔ M2
ω

)]
+
[ 1

M2
ρ−q2

− 1

3(M2
ω−q2)

+
2

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

]
×
[DR(q2, t,m2

K)

M2
K∗−t

+t ↔ u
]}

+
FV gT√
2F 3M2

K∗
2

{[ 1

M2
ρ−q2

− 1

3(M2
ω−q2)

− 2

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

][DRT (q2, s, t)

M2
K∗

2
−t

+t ↔ u
]}

. (27)

Notice that the tensor part of Fig. 1 (c) does not
have contributions to this process. The form factors of
K0

SK
+π− and K0

SK
−π+ differ by one overall phase, so

we only need to know one of the form factors in these
two processes, e.g., e+e− → K0

S(p1)K
+(p2)π

−(p3). One
has

F 3
a = 0,

F 3
b =

2
√
2FV

F 3MV

{
(g1+2g2−g3)(t−u)

M2
ρ−q2

−GR1(q
2, s)

3(M2
ω−q2)

+
2GR2(q

2, s)

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

}
,

F 3
c =

2
√
2GV

3F 3MV

{
CR1(q

2, s,m2
π)

M2
ρ−s

− 2CR1(q
2, t,m2

K)

M2
K∗−t

+
CR2(q

2, u)

M2
K∗−u

}
− 2gT

F 3

{
(2cT1 −2cT2 −cT3 )(t−u)

M2
a2
−s

+
CRT (q2, s, u)

M2
K∗

2
(M2

K∗
2
−u)

}
,

F 3
d = −2FV GV

F 3

{
2DR(q2, s,m2

π)

3(M2
ω−q2)(M2

ρ−s)

−
[ 1

M2
ρ−q2

− 1

3(M2
ω−q2)

+
2

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

]
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×DR(q2, t,m2
K)

M2
K∗−t

+
[ 1

M2
ρ−q2

+
1

3(M2
ω−q2)

− 2

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

]
×DR(q2, u,m2

K)

M2
K∗−u

}
+
FV gT√
2F 3

{
2(2dT1 −2dT2 −dT3 )(t−u)

(M2
ρ−q2)(M2

a2
−s)

− 1

M2
K∗

2

[( 1

M2
ρ−q2

− 1

3(M2
ω−q2)

− 2

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

)
×DRT (q2, s, t)

M2
K∗

2
−t

−
( 1

M2
ρ−q2

+
1

3(M2
ω−q2)

+
2

3(M2
ϕ−q2)

)
×DRT (q2, s, u)

M2
K∗

2
−u

]}
. (28)

Notice that for the processes with final states
K0

S(p1)K
±(p2)π

∓(p3), Fig. 1 (a) has no contribution,
i.e., the Wess-Zumino-Witten anomaly term does not
contribute. One needs to add the two cross sec-
tions, σ(K0

SK
±π∓) = σ(K0

SK
+π−) + σ(K0

SK
−π+) =

2σ(K0
SK

+π−) to calculate the HVP contributions to the
(g − 2)µ.

D. Constraints on the form factors

There are dozens of unknown couplings coming from
the effective Lagrangians that need to be fixed, as shown
in the form factors of Eqs. (26, 27, 28). One can match
the Green functions between RChT and QCD in the high
energy region to solve this problem [52, 54]. Here, we
use the constraints obtained by Ref. [49] that focus on
the processes with final states πππ and ππη. In that
analysis, demanding the two-point Green function of the
vector current (with the contributions from the exclusive
channels of πππ and ππη) to vanish in the energy region
q2 → ∞ gives

g1 + 2g2 − g3 = 0,

g2 =
NCMV

192
√
2π2FV

,

c1 − c2 + c5 = 0,

c1 + c2 + 8c3 − c5 = 0,

c1 − c2 − c5 + 2c6 = − NCMV

96
√
2π2GV

,

d3 = − NCM
2
V

192π2FV GV
. (29)

Moreover, if we adopt the same scheme as Ref. [49] to
get short distance constraints in the process of e+e− →
KK̄π, the matching procedure gives two extra con-

straints for the tensor couplings,

2cT1 − 2cT2 − cT3 = 0,

2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 = 0.

Unfortunately, the widths of Γ(a±2 → π±γ), Γ(K∗
2 →

K∗π), Γ(K∗
2 → ρ(ω)K), and Γ(K∗±

2 → K±γ) would van-
ish if we apply these short distance constraints, which is
incompatible with the experimental data [48]. See dis-
cussions in the next sections. This conflict may be due
to the lack of insight into the tensor current. Therefore,
we leave 2cT1 − 2cT2 − cT3 and 2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 free, but
determine them with the fit to the experiment data for
the tensor resonances. In addition, g4 and c4 have been
studied in the analysis of τ → KKπντ [53], which can be
a guide to the present analysis. We also take the short
distance constraints obtained in other analyses, such as
those from the two-pion vector form factor and from the
study of matching the three-point ⟨V V P ⟩ Green func-
tions between QCD and RChT [52],

FV GV = F 2, d1 + 8d2 − d3 =
F 2

8F 2
V

. (30)

With these constraints, we have reduced the unknown
coupling constants, and only a few of them are left, i.e.,
FV , g4, c4, 2g4 + g5, gT , c

T
3 , d

T
3 , 2c

T
1 − 2cT2 − cT3 , and

2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 .
The interaction Lagrangians discussed above are only

for the lightest vector and tensor mesons, which domi-
nate the interactions around 1 GeV. However, the heav-
ier states appear in the higher energy region and would
contribute, too. In order to account for the excited res-
onance effects up to the energy region that we studied,
Ecm ∼ 2.3 GeV, we adopt the same strategy as done in
Refs. [26, 27, 49] to deal with the heavier states. Here, we
include two multiplets of the vector resonances (V ′

µν and
V ′′
µν) and one multiplet of tensor resonances (T ′

µν), since
the second excited tensor resonances lie above the energy
region we focus on. These heavier multiplets are included
by extension of the Breit-Wigner propagator [49]

1

M2
R − x

→ 1

M2
R − x

+
βR′

j

M2
R′ − x

+
βR′′

j

M2
R′′ − x

, (31)

where R = V, T and βT ′′

j = 0. The subscript ‘j = 1, 2, 3’

represents the K+K−π0, K0
SK

0
Lπ

0, and K0
SK

±π∓ chan-
nels, respectively. Indeed, assuming that one writes down
these heavier fields explicitly in the chiral effective La-
grangians, the Feynman diagrams will have the identical
topologies as those given in Fig. 1, and the form factors
will have similar formalism with only some energy func-

tions absorbed into the parameters of βR′,R′′

j . For con-
venience, we collect the lightest vector and tensor reso-
nances R and their heavier partners R′, R′′ that are used
in the present analysis,

R =
{
ρ(770), ω(782), ϕ(1020),K∗(892),
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a2(1320),K
∗
2 (1430)

}
,

R′ =
{
ρ(1450), ω(1420), ϕ(1680),K∗(1410),

a2(1700),K
∗
2 (1980)

}
,

R′′ =
{
ρ(1700), ω(1650), ϕ(2170),K∗(1680)

}
.

In addition, one would notice that the propagator in
the form factors of Eq. (25) are real, while in the real
world, the resonances have unignorable widths. Also, the
energy-dependent widths can give a better description of
the data. These are fulfilled by applying the well-known
Breit-Wigner propagators

1

M2
R − x

→ 1

M2
R − x− iMRΓR(x)

, (32)

where the widths of ρ(770) and K∗(892) and their
corresponding excited states are taken in the energy-
dependent form. See Appendix D. For the other reso-
nances, constant widths from PDG [48] are adopted.

Besides, in the high energy region, the form factors
will be divergent, as the terms of m2

K (multiplied to-
gether with the momentum) have significant contribu-
tions, while it is ignored in the chiral limit when the high
energy constraints are obtained. To fix this problem, we
follow the method applied in Ref. [27] and implement a
regulator f(q2) = exp

{
−q6/Λ6

}
[55] in the form factors,

where the cut off is chosen as Λ = 2.5 GeV. Here is a
point to be emphasized this function works like a step
function and will have little contribution in the energy
region below 2.0 GeV.

In order to take more constraints from the experi-
ment, the correlated decay processes of the vector me-
son, K∗, and tensor mesons, a2 and K∗

2 , are also calcu-
lated, that is, K∗ → PP/Pγ, a2 → PP/Pγ and K∗

2 →
PP/V P/Pγ, where P is the pseudoscalar. Here, one has
K∗ = K∗(892), a2 = a2(1320) and K∗

2 = K∗
2 (1430). The

complete expressions for these decay widths are collected
in Appendix E. What is more, the mixing angle θP will
affect the decay widths of a2 → ηπ, η′π, and it should
also be determined by the fit. Also, there need three
normalization factors, N1, N2, N3, which are multiplied
by the differential cross section to fit the events distribu-
tion of the invariant mass spectra. Finally, the processes
of e+e− → KK̄π and the correlated decays of the reso-
nances are studied within RChT. After taking the short
distance constraints, there are still some parameters left
to be fixed by the experimental data, i.e., FV , g4, c4,
2g4 + g5, gT , c

T
3 , d

T
3 , 2c

T
1 − 2cT2 − cT3 , 2d

T
1 − 2dT2 − dT3 ,

βV ′

j , βV ′′

j , βT ′

j , and the mixing angle θP of η− η′. In ad-
dition, the masses and widths of the heavier resonances
are restricted by PDG [48].

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To reach a comprehensive analysis and obtain reliable
form factors, we fit our amplitudes to all the datasets
of the cross sections, two-body invariant mass spectra,

and decay widths of vectors and tensors. The cross sec-
tions of the processes of electron-positron annihilation
into KK̄π (K+K−π0, K0

SK
0
Lπ

0 and K0
SK

±π∓) are mea-
sured by Refs. [35–44]. Following the strategy applied in
Refs. [26, 27], we only fit the data sets after the year
2000, and the ones before 2000 are only plotted for the
reader’s convenience due to their poor statistics. As is
well known, the angular distribution data sets are help-
ful for constraining the amplitude [45, 46]. Here, there
are three kinds of datasets for the invariant mass spec-
tra [40, 42], (MK±π0 , MK0

S/L
π0 and MK0

SK0
L
) for the rel-

evant processes of e+e− → KK̄π, which are included in
our fit to refine the present analysis, as t, u are functions
of the Mandelstam variable s in the s-channel and the
scattering angle θs. Most of these invariant mass spectra
are in the energy region of [1.5 − 1.75] GeV, which can
help check the reliability of our model, where the general-
izing propagators are applied to include the contributions
of the heavier resonances. We summarize all the datasets
in Table I.

Collaboration

Process
K+K−π0 K0

SK
0
Lπ

0 K0
SK

±π∓

DM1 − − [35]

DM2 [36] − [36]

BABAR [37] [39] [37]

SND [42] [40] −
CMD-3 [38] [41] −
BESIII [43] [44] −

TABLE I. The datasets of the process of e+e− → KK̄π
adopted for the present analysis.

The fitting parameters are listed in Table II. In prac-
tice, it is found that one can set βT ′

j = βV ′

j , and the
results are almost as good as what is obtained by setting
them free. In the present analysis, the magnitude of the
parameter 2g4+g5 is much smaller than what is obtained
from the analyses on e+e− → πππ, ππη [26, 49]. The
reason is that in the πππ and ππη cases, the 2g4 + g5
is multiplied with the mass term m2

π, while we have
(2g4 + g5)m

2
K here. See Eq. (C1). One would need a

smaller 2g4 + g5 multiplying m2
K to have similar contri-

butions with that of (2g4 + g5)m
2
π. Parameters obtained

in other works [26, 27, 49] and those from PDG are also
listed for comparison. A consistent set of parameters is
obtained in this work, considering the corresponding un-
certainties. The masses and widths of the ground states
of vectors and tensors that are used in this analysis are
fixed by PDG [48].
The decay widths predicted by our model are given in

Table III. In an overall view, they are compatible with
those of PDG. Indeed, all the other decay widths are
in good agreement with the data, except for the decay
widths of K∗

2 → ρK, ωK, and K∗π, which deviates from
the PDG about fifty percent. The reason may be that in
these processes, the final states include a vector meson,
while in all other decays, the final states contain only
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Parameters This analysis Ref. [49] Ref. [26] Ref. [27] PDG [48]

FV (GeV) 0.1469± 0.0007 0.148± 0.001 0.142± 0.001 0.138± 0.001

g4 −0.0331± 0.0012 − − −
c4 −0.0013± 0.0001 − − −

2g4 + g5 −0.0166± 0.0041 −0.493± 0.003 −0.492± 0.002 −
gT (GeV) 0.0233± 0.0004 − − −

cT3 0.2809± 0.0348 − − −
dT3 −0.5893± 0.4253 − − −

2cT1 − 2cT2 − cT3 0.0214± 0.0012 − − −
2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 0.5535± 0.0133 − − −

θP (
◦) −20.50± 0.26 −21.37± 0.26 −19.61± 0.10 −20.50± 0.30

βV ′
1 −0.3154± 0.0032 − − −

βV ′′
1 −0.0345± 0.0021 − − −
βV ′
2 −0.4447± 0.0018 − − −

βV ′′
2 0.0205± 0.0030 − − −
βV ′
3 −0.4395± 0.0022 − − −

βV ′′
3 0.0332± 0.0083 − − −

Mρ′(GeV) 1.5500± 0.0005 1.550± 0.012 1.519± 0.002 1.519± 0.001 1.465± 0.025

Γρ′(GeV) 0.2400± 0.0004 0.238± 0.018 0.340± 0.001 0.381± 0.003 0.400± 0.060

Mω′(GeV) 1.4253± 0.0043 1.249± 0.003 1.253± 0.003 1.250± 0.003 1.410± 0.060

Γω′(GeV) 0.1612± 0.0073 0.307± 0.007 0.310± 0.003 0.290± 0.002 0.290± 0.190

Mϕ′(GeV) 1.6540± 0.0014 1.641± 0.005 1.640± 0.003 1.656± 0.003 1.680± 0.020

Γϕ′(GeV) 0.1680± 0.0011 0.086± 0.007 0.090± 0.002 0.136± 0.001 0.150± 0.050

MK∗′ (GeV) 1.4500± 0.0060 − − − 1.414± 0.015

ΓK∗′ (GeV) 0.2500± 0.0056 − − − 0.232± 0.021

Mρ′′(GeV) 1.7600± 0.0019 1.794± 0.012 1.720± 0.001 1.720± 0.001 1.720± 0.020

Γρ′′(GeV) 0.3500± 0.0228 0.297± 0.033 0.150± 0.005 0.250± 0.001 0.250± 0.100

Mω′′(GeV) 1.6303± 0.0555 1.700± 0.011 1.725± 0.010 1.725± 0.002 1.670± 0.030

Γω′′(GeV) 0.3997± 0.0868 0.400± 0.013 0.400± 0.003 0.400± 0.001 0.315± 0.035

Mϕ′′(GeV) 2.1741± 0.0051 2.086± 0.022 2.126± 0.025 2.160± 0.001 2.162± 0.007

Γϕ′′(GeV) 0.1075± 0.0072 0.108± 0.017 0.100± 0.014 0.105± 0.010 0.100+0.031
−0.023

MK∗′′ (GeV) 1.7500± 0.0590 − − − 1.718± 0.018

ΓK∗′′ (GeV) 0.4300± 0.0612 − − − 0.322± 0.110

TABLE II. Fitted parameters of our solution, compared with Fit 4 in Ref. [49], Fit II in Ref. [26], Fit B in Ref. [27], and
PDG [48]. The uncertainties of the parameters are taken from MINUIT [56].

pseudoscalars and/or photons. The vector meson will
decay into the lighter mesons and/or photons, and one
lacks the dynamical description of the final state interac-
tions (FSI) for these subsequent processes. Also, they are
all for the tensors, which have been inadequately studied
until now. Nevertheless, the fit to the decay widths gives
more constraints on the coupling constants and helps to
extract the form factors more reliably. We apply the
Bootstrap method [57] to obtain the uncertainties of our
solution, which are calculated by varying the experimen-
tal data points within their errors and multiplying a nor-
mal distribution function. In contrast, the errors from
MINUIT [56] are tiny and ignorable.

An overall sound fit to the cross sections and invariant

mass spectra are shown in Fig. 2. As can be found, ours
fits the data well. There is a broad peak in the energy
region of Ecm ∈ [1.5− 1.7] GeV for the cross sections. It
may be caused by the complicated interaction involving
the excited resonances, V ′(′′), except for the ϕ(2170). The
solution in this energy region is strongly constrained by
the invariant mass spectra as given in the graphs in the
right column of Fig. 2. Indeed, our solution fits the total
cross sections better than that of the invariant mass spec-
tra. In the right side graph of the second row of Fig. 2,
the ‘peak’ looks like it has been shifted a bit to the left
side. This may be caused by a lack of accurate methods
to describe the final state interactions between the pion
and kaon, of which we apply an energy-dependent width
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Width Unit (GeV) This analysis PDG [48]

Γ(K∗→Kπ) 10−2 4.549± 0.154 4.935± 0.065

Γ(K∗0→K0γ) 10−4 1.055± 0.014 1.164± 0.100

Γ(K∗±→K±γ) 10−5 3.450± 0.316 5.040± 0.470

Γ(a2→ηπ) 10−2 2.198± 0.089 1.552± 0.147

Γ(a2→KK̄) 10−3 5.680± 0.232 5.243± 0.890

Γ(a2→η′π) 10−4 4.515± 0.216 5.885± 1.002

Γ(a±
2 →π±γ) 10−4 4.458± 0.239 3.114± 0.323

Γ(K∗
2 →Kπ) 10−2 4.304± 0.176 5.215± 0.217

Γ(K∗
2 →K∗π) 10−2 1.365± 0.133 2.581± 0.180

Γ(K∗
2 →ρK) 10−3 4.899± 0.476 9.092± 0.891

Γ(K∗
2 →ωK) 10−3 1.424± 0.138 3.031± 0.842

Γ(K∗±
2 →K±γ) 10−4 2.476± 0.164 2.400± 0.503

TABLE III. Fitting results for the decay widths and PDG
data are for 2022.

for K∗(892) to restore it partly. See Eq. (D1). Also, the
‘peak’ in the right side graph of the third row looks like
it is shifted a bit to the right side. This may be caused
by a lack of a precise model to describe KK̄ FSI. All the
experimental data sets of invariant mass spectra are from
SND [40, 42], and the statistics are not high. Neverthe-
less, a combination fit to the invariant mass spectra and
the rich data sets of the cross sections imposes a strong
constraint on the parameters of our solution, which helps
to give a reliable estimation of the KK̄π contribution to
HVP.

IV. THE MUON ANOMALOUS MAGNETIC
MOMENT

With the cross sections obtained above, one can predict
their contributions to the leading order (LO) HVP of the
muon anomalous magnetic moment. One has [58, 59]

aHVP,LO
µ =

α2
e(0)

3π2

∫ ∞

sth

ds
K̂(s)

s
Rh(s), (33)

where αe(0) = e2/(4π) is the electromagnetic fine-

structure constant and the kernel function K̂(s) can be
found in Ref. [12]. The hadronic R-ratio is derived as

Rh(s) =
3s

4πα2
e(s)

σ

(
e+e− → hadrons

)
. (34)

Here, the αe(s) can be found in Ref. [27]

αe(s) =
αe(0)

1−∆α(s)
, ∆α(s) = Π′

γ(0)−Π′
γ(s) ,

where Πγ(s) is the vacuum polarization operator. The
total cross sections of e+e− → KK̄π include three kinds
of final states as [15]

σ(KK̄π)=σ(K+K−π0)+σ(K0
SK

0
Lπ

0)+2σ(K0
SK

±π∓) .
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FIG. 2. Fit to the cross sections and invariant mass spec-
tra. The left three graphs are for the cross sections of
e+e− → K+K−π0, K0

SK
0
Lπ

0 and K0
SK

±π∓, where the data
are from DM1 [35], DM2 [36], BABAR [37, 39], SND [40, 42],
CMD-3 [38, 41] and BESIII [43, 44]. The right three graphs
are for the invariant mass spectra of MK±π0 , MK0

S/L
π0 and

MK0
S
K0

L
from the K+K−π0 and K0

SK
0
Lπ

0 processes measured

by SND [40, 42].

The prediction of the (g − 2)µ from e+e− → KK̄π are
given in Table IV and their contributions to HVP from
other works [15, 16] are listed for comparison. It is

aµ × 10−10 This analysis KNT18 [15] DHMZ19 [16]

aKK̄π
µ [1.260 ≤ q ≤ 1.937 GeV] 2.62± 0.07 2.71± 0.12 −

aKK̄π
µ [th. ≤ q ≤ 1.8 GeV] 2.30± 0.06 2.44± 0.11 2.45± 0.13

aKK̄π
µ [th. ≤ q ≤ 2 GeV] 2.73± 0.07 2.80± 0.12 −

aKK̄π
µ [th. ≤ q ≤ 2.3 GeV] 3.07± 0.07 − −

TABLE IV. Our predictions of the contributions of the muon
anomalous magnetic moment from e+e− → KK̄π. We also
list the results of other works to give a comparison [15, 16].
The th. denotes the threshold of KK̄π.

found that our estimation of the contributions of KK̄π
is in good agreement with those gained by data-driven
method [15, 16] below 2 GeV. Moreover, our calculation
of KK̄π channel contribution is up to 2.3 GeV within
RChT, with the corresponding aµ as (3.07±0.07)×10−10.
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For reader’s convenience, we also give an estimation of
the aµ from threshold up to 1.8 GeV, as (2.30± 0.06)×
10−10. This is a bit smaller than those of Refs. [15, 16].
It would be rather helpful if the experiments could per-
form measurements about the cross sections and angular
distributions with higher statistics. Studies on other pro-
cesses with multi-pseudoscalar, e.g., e+e− → 4π would
refine the estimation on the theoretical prediction of HVP
and give an answer to the discrepancy of (g − 2)µ.

V. CONCLUSION AND SUMMARY

In this work, we systematically studied the processes
of e+e− → K+K−π0, K0

SK
0
Lπ

0, and K0
SK

±π∓ within
the framework of resonance chiral theory. The experi-
mental data of scattering cross sections, invariant mass
spectra, and decay widths of the vectors and tensors
are fitted to fix the unknown parameters. A high-
quality solution is obtained. With it, we predict the
LO HVP contributions to the muon anomalous magnetic
moment, aKK̄π

µ = (3.07 ± 0.07) × 10−10, from threshold
up to Ecm =2.3 GeV, or for convenience of the reader,
aKK̄π
µ = (2.30 ± 0.06) × 10−10, from threshold up to

Ecm = 1.8 GeV. Further theoretical studies and experi-
mental measurements on the electron-positron annihila-
tion into hadrons are needed to improve the prediction
on (g − 2)µ from the Standard Model.
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Appendix A: Feynman propagator and polarization
of tensor

The Feynman propagator of the tensor is defined as [28,
32]

GT
µν,ρσ(x) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
iPµν,ρσ(k)

M2
T − k2 − iϵ

e−ikx, (A1)

where k is the momentum, and one has

Pµν,ρσ(k) =
1

2
(PµρPνσ + PνρPµσ)−

1

3
PµνPρσ ,

Pµν = gµν − kµkν
M2

T

.

The tensor field operator Tµν acting on the state of a
spin-2 particle is expressed in terms of the polarization
tensor εµν(k, λ) [32]:

⟨0|Tµν(0)|T (k;λ)⟩ = εµν(k;λ). (A2)

with λ the polarization. The sum over all polarizations
gives ∑

λ

εµν(k;λ)ερσ(k;λ)
∗ = Pµν,ρσ(k).

Appendix B: Effective Lagrangians with tensor

As is known, the effective Lagrangians should satisfy
discrete symmetries [5, 60, 61]. The properties of chi-
ral operators transforming under the parity (P ), charge
conjugation (C), and hermiticity (h.c.) are given in Ta-
ble V. Following it, we construct the Lagrangians about

Operator Dim P C h.c.

uµ 1 −uµ (uµ)
T uµ

hµν 2 −hµν (hµν)
T hµν

χ± 2 ±χ± (χ±)
T ±χ±

fµν
± 2 ±f±µν ∓(fµν

± )T fµν
±

Vµν 0 V µν −(Vµν)
T Vµν

Tµν 0 Tµν (Tµν)
T Tµν

εµνρσ 0 −εµνρσ εµνρσ εµνρσ

TABLE V. The chiral dimension (Dim), P , C and h.c. trans-
formation properties of operators for constructing chiral La-
grangians.

TJP and TVP terms mentioned in the above sections.
We use the following constraints to select the linearly in-
dependent terms among all the possible combinations of
the operators [52]:
(i) Equations of motion (EOM) [60].

∇µu
µ =

i

2

(
χ− − 1

nf
⟨χ−⟩

)
, (B1)

with nf the number of light flavors (nf = 3 in our case).
With this equation, ∇µu

µ will not appear in the chiral
effective Lagrangians as it can be replaced by χ−.
(ii) Total derivative [62, 63].

⟨∇µ (ABC · · · )⟩ = ⟨(∇µA)BC · · · ⟩+ ⟨A (∇µB)C · · · ⟩

+ ⟨AB (∇µC) · · · ⟩+ · · · , (B2)

where∇µ is the covariant derivative, andA,B,C, · · · rep-
resent the operators. The total derivative would lead to
a vanished action integrated from the Lagrangians with a
total derivative. Correspondingly, one should reduce one
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of the terms on the right side of the equal sign as they
are not independent.
(iii) Schouten identity.

gαλεµνρσ + gαµενρσλ + gανερσλµ

+gαρεσλµν + gασελµνρ = 0. (B3)

With these constraints, we are able to pick out the inde-
pendent effective Lagrangians, and finally, the TJP and

TVP interaction Lagrangians are given in Eqs. (20, 21).

Appendix C: Notations for the form factors

The notations of the form factors employed in the text
are specified below:

GR1(q
2, s) = (g1 + 2g2 − g3)(q

2 + s− 4m2
K −m2

π) + 4(2g4 + g5)m
2
K − 4g2(q

2 − 2m2
K −m2

π)− 4g4(m
2
K −m2

π),

GR2(q
2, s) = (g1 + 2g2 − g3)(q

2 − s−m2
π) + 2(2g4 + g5)m

2
π − 2g2(q

2 − 2m2
K −m2

π) + 4g4(m
2
K −m2

π),

CR1(q
2, x,m2) = (c1 − c2 + c5)q

2 − (c1 − c2 − c5 + 2c6)x+ (c1 + c2 + 8c3 − c5)m
2,

CR2(q
2, x) = (c1 − c2 + c5)q

2 − (c1 − c2 − c5 + 2c6)x+ (c1 + c2 + 8c3 − c5)m
2
K + 24c4(m

2
K −m2

π),

DR(q2, x,m2) = (d1 + 8d2 − d3)m
2 + d3(q

2 + x),

CRT (q2, s, x) = (2cT1 − 2cT2 − cT3 )
[
M2

K∗
2
(q2 − 2s− x+ 3m2

K) + (q2 − x−m2
K)(m2

K −m2
π)
]

+2cT3 (M
2
K∗

2
− x)(m2

K −m2
π),

DRT (q2, s, x) = (2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 )
[
M2

K∗
2
(q2 − 2s− x+ 3m2

K) + (q2 − x−m2
K)(m2

K −m2
π)
]

+2dT3 (M
2
K∗

2
− x)(m2

K −m2
π). (C1)

Appendix D: The energy-dependent widths of the
vector resonances

The energy-dependent widths of the vector resonances
taken from Refs. [49, 64, 65]

Γρ(s) =
Mρs

96πF 2

{
σ3
π(s)θ(s− 4m2

π)

+
1

2
σ3
K(s)θ(s− 4m2

K)
}
,

Γρ′(s) = Γρ′

√
s

Mρ′

{ σ3
π(s)

σ3
π(M

2
ρ′)

}
θ(s− 4m2

π),

Γρ′′(s) = Γρ′′

√
s

Mρ′′

{ σ3
π(s)

σ3
π(M

2
ρ′′)

}
θ(s− 4m2

π),

ΓK∗(s) =
MK∗

128πF 2s2

{
λ3/2(s,m2

K ,m2
π)θ(s−(mK+mπ)

2)

+λ3/2(s,m2
K ,m2

η)θ(s− (mK +mη)
2)
}
,

ΓK∗′(s) = ΓK∗′
M4

K∗′

s2

{ λ(s,m2
K ,m2

π)

λ(M2
K∗′ ,m

2
K ,m2

π)

}3/2

θ(s−(mK+mπ)
2),

ΓK∗′′(s) = ΓK∗′′
M4

K∗′′

s2

{ λ(s,m2
K ,m2

π)

λ(M2
K∗′′ ,m

2
K ,m2

π)

}3/2

θ(s−(mK+mπ)
2).

(D1)

where σP (s) =
√
1− 4m2

P /s is the phase space factor
and θ(x) is the step function.

Appendix E: Two-body decays

The two-body decay widths of vectors and tensors are
listed below,

Γ(K∗ → Kπ) =
G2

V

64πF 4

λ3/2(M2
K∗ ,m2

K ,m2
π)

M3
K∗

,

Γ(K∗0 → K0γ) =
α(M2

K∗−m2
K)3

24M5
K∗

{
4
√
2

3FMV

[
(c1+c2+8c3−c5)m

2
K−(c1−c2−c5+2c6)M

2
K∗

]
−2FV

F

(
1

M2
ρ

− 1

3M2
ω

+
2

3M2
ϕ

)[
(d1+8d2−d3)m

2
K+d3M

2
K∗

]}2

,

Γ(K∗± → K±γ) =
α(M2

K∗−m2
K)3

24M5
K∗

{
2
√
2

3FMV

[
(c1+c2+8c3−c5)m

2
K−(c1−c2−c5+2c6)M

2
K∗+24c4(m

2
K−m2

π)
]

−2FV

F

(
1

M2
ρ

+
1

3M2
ω

− 2

3M2
ϕ

)[
(d1+8d2−d3)m

2
K+d3M

2
K∗

]}2

,
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Γ(a2 → ηπ) =
g2T

360πF 4

λ5/2(M2
a2
,m2

η,m
2
π)

M7
a2

{
− 2

√
2 sin(2θP )− cos(2θP ) + 3

}
,

Γ(a2 → KK̄) =
g2T

120πF 4

(M2
a2

− 4m2
K)5/2

M2
a2

,

Γ(a2 → η′π) =
g2T

360πF 4

λ5/2(M2
a2
,m2

η′ ,m2
π)

M7
a2

{
2
√
2 sin(2θP ) + cos(2θP ) + 3

}
,

Γ(a±2 → π±γ) =
α

80

(
M2

a2
−m2

π

Ma2

)5{
−

√
2

F
(2cT1 − 2cT2 − cT3 ) +

FV

FM2
ρ

(2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 )

}2

,

Γ(K∗
2 → Kπ) =

g2T
80πF 4

λ5/2(M2
K∗

2
,m2

K ,m2
π)

M7
K∗

2

,

Γ(K∗
2 → K∗π) =

3(2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 )
2

1280πF 2M2
K∗

λ5/2(M2
K∗

2
,M2

K∗ ,m2
π)

M5
K∗

2

,

Γ(K∗
2 → ρK) =

3(2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 )
2

1280πF 2M2
ρ

λ5/2(M2
K∗

2
,M2

ρ ,m
2
K)

M5
K∗

2

,

Γ(K∗
2 → ωK) =

(2dT1 − 2dT2 − dT3 )
2

1280πF 2M2
ω

λ5/2(M2
K∗

2
,M2

ω,m
2
K)

M5
K∗

2

,

Γ(K∗±
2 → K±γ) =

α

80

(
M2

K∗
2
−m2

K

MK∗
2

)5{
−

√
2

F
(2cT1 −2cT2 −cT3 )+

FV

2F

(
1

M2
ρ

+
1

3M2
ω

+
2

3M2
ϕ

)
(2dT1 −2dT2 −dT3 )

}2

.

(E1)
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