arXiv:hep-ph/0401019v1 6 Jan 2004
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A bstract W e study ! interferenceby analyzingJ= ! * 0 9, PDG-2002data
on J= decays Into PP and PV (P denotes pseudoscalar m esons; V , vector m esons)
are used to t a generic m odel which describes the J= decays. From the ts, we ob-

tain anom alously large branching ratio Br(° ! * % 10 ® 10 2. A theoret—

ical analysis for it is also provided, and the prediction is In good agreem ent w ith the

anom alously large Br(° ! * 9). By the t, we also get the % m ixing angle
= 1968 149 and the constituent quark m ass ratio m ,=m ¢ 0:%6 which are all

reasonable.

K eyword J= decays, ! interference, SU (3)-breaking e ect, Om ixing

1 introduction

r

Recently it has been predicted in ref 2] that there is a large isospin symm etry breaking
enhancemente ect in thedecay °! ° comparngwih ! due to ! -interference,
which was called as hidden isospin-Rreaking e ects in 1) This prediction hasbeen con m ed
by the renewed data in PDG 20029, Follow ing the discussion of 3, i could be expected
that a sin ilar Jarge hidden isospin-breaking e ect should also exist in ° ! 3 due to !
interference. In this paper we try to analyze J= ! (% 1)( % ;9! 3 )(% ; 9, and to
reveal ! “interference e ect and then nally to abstract out the branching ratio of ° ! 3
Such an analysis should be necessary for further con m ing the enhancem ent e ectsm entioned
above, and be also interesting for the G parity violating process studies.

It is very di cult to directly measure B . ( ° ! 3 ) experin entally both because > >

m, m ) and because the G parity conserving decay mode of ! ! 3 is dom inate. Tl'ns' is
the reason why there is stillno a reliable value orB,.( ! 3 ) yet so far in the ]jreramre'g]‘;].
Fortunately, this quantiy can be cbtained by tting thedataofJ= ! PP andPV (WhereP
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denotes the pseudoscalarm eson nonet ( ;K ; ; %, and V, the vectorm esons ( ;! ;K ; ))'fh.
Actually, m orethan fteen yearsago,B.( ° ! 3 )wasestin ated in ref®! by using theM ARK —
IOTdataof J= ! PP; PV)decayswithP = ( ;K)andV = ( ;!;K ). However, people
including the authors of ref.= doesnot think their resultof B, ( ° ! 3 ) isvery reliable (see the
discussion in ref.['_4] and ref.‘:“’]) . The reasons arem ultiply, and som e of them m ay be as ollow s:
1, the J= -decay data quality at that tim e was not good enough ; 2, the tting isnot com plete
because the processes of (J= ! Vv; OV; P ) were not considered; 3, lacking a, theoretical
understanding why their result is so signi cantly di erent from the result of ref. Bl which is
quoted by PD G ¥!, 0 urm otive of this paper is tq try to solve those problem s: 1, W e shalluse
nowadaysdataof (J= ! PP;PV)nPDG-2002% toperform the t;2, 0= ! V; W;P )
w illbe considered in our analysis; 3, And the rationality of the result w jJIlbe argued, ie. we'll
see that the resul is just consistent w ith the theoretical analysis In ref 1,

The contents of the paper are organized as ollows. In section 2 we describe the
! interference i the process J= ! ¢ 9 9, and give the the branching ratio omulas
for 0 ! PP; PV). In section 3, by using the PD G 2002 J= decay data and the form ulas
given in the section 2 we perform the datum ts. TheBr(°% ! * 0) is obtained. The
section 4 is devoted to estinateBr( %! 7 %) by theoretical analysis. F inally, we brie y
discuss the resuls.

2 ! Interference and branching ratios of J= decays
into PV and PP

0 + + 0 0

The elusive 0 decay could be dbserved In J= decays into the
nal state®. Indeed, this decay can proceed through the interfering channels J= ! ! © 1
* 00 and Jg= ! E 0 0 Because J= ! 0 is caused both by stron
interaction via 3 glions and by electrom agnetic EM ) interaction and J= ! ! 9 is caused
by EM Interaction m erely, the passbility of the decay J= ! 0 ismuch larger than one of
J= 1 ! % de, @= ! Oy>> (= ! ! % (oy usihg the 2002-PDG data¥’ we have
g= ! Oy 25 10° = ! ! 9)). Consequently, even though (! ! ¥ %) may
bemuch largerthan ( ! * 0), it isstillhopefiltomeasure ( ! ° %) by studying
the ! -interference e ects in the processofJ= ! ¥ 0o,

ToJd= ! (;!) %! 3 9, the corresponding s-dependence B reitW igner is w ritten as‘fj]
. 0
F(s) BW,(s)+ & BW (s)where

m; 1
BW ;= - . @)
S am;

is the nom alized BreitW igner curve for i= !, resonance wih the mass ofm; and total
width of ;. The factor (9 isthe m odulus(phase) of the am plitude proceeding through the
resonance relative to ! resonance,which can be w ritten as:

S

A= ! 00y BR(O! 3)
= — 0= 2)
AT= ! ! 0)] BR( ! 3)

and %= . ,io,+ @ 3,wihi= ;!.



A swe have the relationsm ' m, = m and € ,the totale ect is Integrated over s,

z P —
ds¥ ©)F =1+ 2+ 2 oosof!: 3)

p_
T he third term oftheexpress:tond 2 cos (

), isthe ! interference tem . A coording
to J:ef['fi. i, the phase isequalto zero, and the Jnterferenoe e ectproducesam agni cent factor
as a whole we assum e that the ! resonance contridbution is one),ie.
Z
ds¥ ©F =1+ *+ ; @)

w here ' 16 ‘.2] has been used. T hen, the interference between and ! in theJ= ! 4
provides a relation as follow s

BR@= ! !'()°%! 4 )= @+ %+ BR@= ! ! %1 4): ®)
TheBR @@= ! ! () %! 4 ) can be detected directly in experin ents, but there isno a direct
experinentway tomeasureBR = ! ! %! 4 ) i the right hand side ofthe above relation.
Fortunately, it can be got by tting the branch raticsofJ= ! PP and PV (whereP and V
denote pseudoscalar- and vector m esons J:eqaectjyely)fh. AsbothBR @@= ! ! ()%! 4
andBR (= ! ! °! 4 )areknown,wewillhave byEq.b and then obtain desired quantity
BR(°! 3 )vaEq.4.
Decays of J= into PV) and into PP ) can be factorized by a very sinpl and general
consideration described as ©llow s&!. T he decays proceed through a strongly interacting three—
glion (ggg) Interm ediate state and through electrom agnetic interaction m ediated by one photon

and ( gg) states. In the glionic case, therearetwo I = 0 transitionscc ! ggg ! Bﬁ;ﬂ and

cc! ggg ! ss,which are proportionalto the am plitude A and p% respectively. T he param eter

accounts for avorSU (3) breaking e ect. T he electrom agnetic transitions generatethe I = 1
state Bp% and two I = 0 states (Mptﬁ and ss). T heir am plitude are proportionalto 3a; a
and P3 2 a respectively. The avor space wave fiinctions HrP incliding and ° read

0 1

Prt RGPS ' K7
P-B C
p= 2 3= 328 P+ oL+ Bk K ° A ; (©)
K K 2 g+ st
6 3
where g= cos + ’sin and ;= Ccos sn wih as( 9-mixing angle, and the
V -wave functions including ’s read
0 & , 1
Rl H
C
vV = 2% p%+p‘_§ K 0K : 7)
K K ©
W ih the above, the decay am plitudesof J= ! PP; PV) are as ollows
+
A ( )= 3a; 8)
' =0mJd= ! (ort)y®1r * 20%and = =2ind= ! (or!) o * 0 in the paper of

A Bram on and JC asulleras,P hyslLett.1986,173B : 97.



1
AK'K )=3a A+ 2+ )a; )
0 0 1
ARKO=-a A @ ) 10)
A" =f@+a); a1
AK?TK >=fv%<1+ A+ 2 )al a2)
2?0 1
AK K0>=fV[5(1+ A @+ )ak a3)
A %= £ Ba); 14)
A( 9= £ GBaX o); @s)
o P- P
Al V= f[@A + a)X o+ 2rA ( 2X o+ Y o]; (16)
A( )=£@aX ); a7
o= P -
A )=f,[A+a)X + 2rA( @)X +Y J; (18)
. @+ )
A( )= f[A 2a) Y + rA( 2X +Y) 1; 19)
0 p— @+ )
A ( )= £, [A 2a) Yo+ rA ( 2X o+ Y o) 1 (20)
q— q— q— q—
where X =  1cos 2sin ,Xo= Zsih + 2c0s ,Y = X o¥o=X . The

additionalparam eter r is the relative w eight of the disconnected diagram to connected diagram
fr the decays involving the nalstate or OB The Eqgs.8-14 are sam e as ones in ref.!,
and others are new .

T he corresponding branching ratios of these decays are ollow ing

Br(* )= 9a% (1)
+ 1 .
BrK 'K )= 35(1 A+ 2+ )ae ¥; 22)
1 .
BrK 'K ) = A A @ ae i 23)
Br(® %)= £25a + ae' )¥; ©4)
2+ 1 -
BrK "K )= fsz(l+ A+ 2 ad F; @5)
BrK °k 9) = ffjé(l+ A 1+ ae §; 26)
Br( (% %= a+ + ?)£f29?%; @7)
Br( %= flBax of; 28)
0 2 i b b
Br(! 9= f23@ + ae" )X o+ 2rA( 2X o+ Y oF; 29)
Br( )= £Pax §; (30)
2 i P P -
Br(! )=f3a+ac" )X + 2rA( @)X +Y f; (31)



. jop 1+
Br( )= fjA 2ae') Y +rA( 2X +Y )Tf; (32)

1+

B Oy _ £2 i P .
r( 9= £330 2ae’) Yo+ rA( 2X o+ Y o) ¥; (33)

where is their relative phase between A and a, and the param eter A and a are real. In the

Eq.:2-4'the ! Interference e ect is subtracted from the branching ratio ofJ= ! 0. In the
Eq.gﬁ, amagni cent factor1+ + 2 hasbeen added due to Eq."g' In order to taking the !
Interference e ects into acocount. A ctually, through directly detecting the data ofJ= ! 4

onecan only get Br(! () ?) ratherthan Br(! °) which isequalto £29a2.
In the branching ratio form ulae of E qs.:_éil—'é;i‘ w e do not w rite out the corresponding phase—

Soace factors explicitly which are proportional to the cube of the nalm om enta In two-body
decays. They w illbe taken Into account In the practical phenom enological t later.

3 Datum tto obtain BR( ! * 0)

Let'snow usethedata in PD G 2002 5-2] to perform the ttoallbranching ratios oqu.z-]_;—:_B-.z:.
This t will lead to determ ining the and BR( ! * %). The experin ental branching
ratio data ofPD G 2002 are listed in the second coluimn ofTable 1.

F irstly, follow ing r_ef.['f’:], we use the branch ratio data of 0= ! PP; V ( %;K)) onk to
perform a tto Eqs.?il:—z-z:(calljt as PP;V ( %;K)) t hereafter). In this case, there are
seven equations w ith six adjustable free parameters a; A; ; ; & ; , and hence i is an
over-detem ination problem with potential of predictions. The twith minimum 2 = 0:46
leads to the values of the param eters and seven corresponding branching ratios listed In the

third colum n of Tablk 1, in which (! %)uncor and (! %)eor representBr(@= ! ! () %! 4 )
andBr@d= ! ! %! 4 ) respectively, ie.,
Br@g= ! ! %)= £29a%: 34)

Inthe t (seeTabkl),wehave (! %)yncor = 42 0%61) 10 *,a= 021 002,A = 2:94 072
and the interference factor = 0:71 058, then we obtain (! %)eor = £79a° = (189 083)
10 *. Tn other hand, from Egs.@) (1) ((4), reads

s
+ ae' ] Br( ! 3
_R : J ( ): 35)
Baj Br(!! 3)
Then thebranching ratio of ! * 0 is predicted as ©llow s
344
Br( ! 3 )=Br(l! 3) (323 )22, 36)
A+ aet j
Substituting thea ; A and values obtained from the t (see the third column of Ta-
bl 1) and experiment data of Br(! ! 3 ) into Eq.:_3_4 and Eq.:_3§, we then obtain the
®P;V (%K) t'sresulsasdllows
Brd= ! ! Qerderw(oxy = (@89 083) 10 % @37)
Br( ! * Ndepw (oxy = @0 164) 10 *: (38)



TABLE 1: The second colum n displayed the experin ental values for the branch ratios
ofJ= ! PP andJ= ! PV in PDG-2000 datum . The resultsofa t to the
rst seven branching ratios is listed in the third colum n.The resultsofa t to the

total thirteen branching ratios is listed in the forth coumn.

J= decay PDG-2002(10 %) | apartial t1 (10 *) | aglbal t2(10 )
1: ° 147 023 144 023 1:92 005
2K 'K 237 031 245 028 2:04 008
3K K © 108 0:14 106 0:14 087 005
4:00 420 5 43:04 448 4197 068
5K K 250 20 2411 141 2364 05
6K 'k ° 210 20 2166 17 2421 049
7:(! “)uncor | 42 06 42 061 42 02
8:( 9 105 0:18 077 005
9:(! 9 167 025 173 0:11
10:( ) 1:93 023 182 008
11:(! ) 158 1% 1832 036
12:( ) 6:5 0:7 585 023
13:( 9 33 04 255 023
046=1 21:4=5
EDM 045E 06 0%69E 06
ta 021 0:02 024 0012
A 2:94  0:72 269 0:17
06 01 062 003
137 0:14 16 0:11
£ 126 036 138 0:1
071 0358 03 0:16
0343 0026
r 0:144 0:001
(" Meor 189 083) 10° | 302 02) 10°
13 @0 1%4) 1072 (0559 0315) 10 °
Secondly, we perform m ore com plete datum t in which the processes of J= ' V. and
J= ! V are incluided. In this case, there are 13 equations £1-83) and eight free param eters:

a;A; ; ;L%; ; ;r.Andhence i isan overdeterm nation problem w ith m ore constraints,
and willbe called as PP;V ( %;K; ; 9) thereafter. The results are as ©llow s

Br= ! ! Oeorderw(ox;;0n = 602 02) 10 % (39)

Br( ! * O)j(PP;V( ox; ;o = (059 0315 10 2; 0)

= 0343 0026 = 1968  1:49°; (41)

where % m ixing angle jsagreementwjthonejnref.@‘f;]ianclbothBr(J= 11 0. and
Br( ! * %) are reasonable agreem ent w ith the resuls {37) 38) cbtainedby P P;V ( °;K ))

w ithin the errors.

Theparam eter isthe constituent quark m assratiom ,=m ¢ w hich should be about0.6‘_6”:j'”§]
due to light avor SU (3)-breaking. The resultsof ’ 06 01 for PP;V ( %;K)) tand

' 062 0:03or @P;V (%K; ;9) tindicatethe tsm eet this requirem ent, and, hence,
the results yielded by them are rather reliable.



4 Large isospin breaking e ect in decay °! * 0

In this section, ©llow ing J:ef[]‘],we provide a theoretical estin ation toBr(°%! ¥ ).
U sing Feynm an propagators m ethod, the on—she]lamphmdeﬂ*] of the decay [ 0 is
determ ined by
2
! f|
M o3 = £3 + 5 '2(p).'3 i 42)
p* m{+m, | p?=m?

where, them om entum -dependent ° ! interference am plitude | () isde ned by the !
interaction Lagrangian L ;, as Pllow s
Z g
p i 2
L = e Pox |
! 2 ) P @ 2

) ) O &) @3)

The rst and second tem of expression @%‘) correspond to the contributions of direct coupling
(0 3 ) and ! resonance exchange respectively. Becausem ' m, and , is snall, the
denom inator of the second tem is am all. T herefore, contrbution from ! resonance exchange
is large. T his is called "hidden isospin symm etry breaking e ect" according to Ll:] . Thise ect

bringsa signi cant contribution and plays an essentialrok in thedecay | * . Sowhen
we dealw ith the decay of ! * 0 theprocess ! ! ! * % must be considered.
In fact, the contributions of ° ! interference are dom inant and the direct coupling can

be om itted. The direct coupling £ 3 / Mg my), therefore, it is very an all. In order to
be sure of this point, we'derjye this quantity in a practicalmodel called as U ), U (Q)r
chiral theory of mesons ¥ i fllows. Denoting the direct vertices of © 3 asL 3 =

f 5 i °@ '@ @ *,then £ 3 canbe calulated in this theory!g] and has the form
myg my lé6c 62  8c 1 3
f3= —— 1 —+ = — 2 10 "Mev 7; (44)
2gf3m 3g g? 3g°3
w here the values of m odel's param etersm ; g; ¢ detem ined in ref. Ig] have been used. To the
second term In the parentheses of expression C42 , m ?) has be detem ined to approxin ate
4 10°M ev? s . ! 1 3 isthedom nant channelfor ! decays, and hence f,3 can be

estin ated by using thewidth |, 3 = 7:5M eV . t’s approxin atevalue isabout3 10 "M &V 3.
Thus the typical value of the second tem in expression {42) is 5+ 21) 10 ®M eV ° approxi-
m ately. C om paring it w ith expression @4_;), we can see that the direct coupling £ 3 is lndeed
very am all, and it is ignorable. T herefore, discarding £ 3 in expression {_412_3), w e have, approx—

n ately,

1 m?) 2
| = - [ . 45
o1 3 n? mitim, 113 45)
T his equation m eans that the contrbutions due to ! Jnterferenoeto Br(®! 3)ar

dom inate, or the hidden Jsospm—breakjng e ects introduced in "]‘] are dom nate for the process
1 3 :From expression [_4§ we obtain desired result as follow s

BR(°! 3 )7 02 10 2: (46)

Our experim ent datum tting result @C_;) is consistent w ith this theoretical estin ation resul.
This fact indicates that both PP;V ( %;K)) tand ®PP;V ( %;K; ;%) tare reasonable
even though the J:esultmgBR (%1 3 ) ismuch largerthan one in ref® and rather closes the
upper lin it r it refll !



5 D iscussion

T hrough the study presented in the above, we conclude that ! interferencee ectscan be
detected n theg= ! * 0 0 decay, which receives a contribution from the ° ! * 0
decay mode. J= decays o er an aln ost unique opportunity ©r observing ° ! °,
where the smalhess of Br( % ! * N=Br¢ ! * %) is com pensated by the large
ratio A = ! O=Aa = ! ! 9) between a (sinply Zweig-Hrbidden) strong am plitude
over an EM one. This is the key point for the practical determ ining Br(° ! * 0y
through em ploying J= decay branching radios. Our results for 2 datum - ts are Br( !

* MYepw (oxy = @0 164) 10 andBr( ! * Ndepw (o ; ;o) = (059
0:315) 10 ? respectively, which are anom alously large and m atch each otherw ithin the errors.

T order to pursue whether these anom alously large results of Br( ! * %) are rea—

sonable or not, a theoretical estim ation for ! Interference e ects to the process of ( !

* %) has also been discussed in this paper. Follow ing ref.¥, we ound that the contribu-—
tions due to so called hidden isospin-breaking e ects are dom inate fortheprocess !+ 0,
T he theoretical prediction sBR (%! 3 )’ 02 10 2 which is in good agreem ent w ith our
datum — t resuls. T hen, considering this fact and noting that both resul of % angk and
the result of constituent quark ratio = m,=m s obtalned by the ts are also reasonable, we
concluide that Br( ! * %) 10 ® 10 ? isreliablk.

Finally, we lke to argue that in order to reduce the errorbarofBr( ! ), more

precisely experin entalm easurem entsto (J= ! PP; PV) areexpected. The high quality data
for J= 1n the fiture BESIII would be usefull.
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