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A bstract W estudy �� !� interferenceby analyzing J= ! �+ �� �0�0.PDG -2002 data

on J= decays into P P and P V (P denotes pseudoscalar m esons; V ,vector m esons)

are used to �t a generic m odelwhich describes the J= decays. From the �ts,we ob-

tain anom alously large branching ratio B r(�0 ! �+ �� �0) � 10� 3 � 10� 2. A theoret-

icalanalysis for it is also provided,and the prediction is in good agreem ent with the

anom alously large B r(�0 ! �+ �� �0). By the �t,we also getthe � � �0� m ixing angle

� = � 19:68o � 1:49o and the constituent quark m ass ratio m u=m s � 0:6 which are all

reasonable.

K eyw ord J= � decays,� � ! interference,SU(3)-breaking e�ect,� � �0 m ixing

1 introduction

Recently it has been predicted in ref.[1] that there is a large isospin sym m etry breaking

enhancem ente�ectin thedecay �0 ! �0 com paringwith �� ! ��  dueto �� !-interference,

which wascalled ashidden isospin-breaking e�ectsin [1]. Thisprediction hasbeen con�rm ed

by the renewed data in PDG -2002[2]. Following the discussion of [1],it could be expected

thata sim ilar large hidden isospin-breaking e�ect should also existin �0 ! 3� due to � � !

interference.In thispaperwe try to analyze J= ! (�0;!)(�o;�;�0)! (3�)(�0;�;�0),and to

reveal� � !-interferencee�ectand then �nally to abstractoutthebranching ratio of�0 ! 3�.

Such an analysisshould benecessary forfurthercon�rm ing theenhancem ente�ectsm entioned

above,and be also interesting forthe G -parity violating processstudies.

It is very di�cult to directly m easure B r(�
0 ! 3�) experim entally both because �� > >

(m ! � m �)and because the G -parity conserving decay m ode of! ! 3� isdom inate. Thisis

thereason why thereisstillno a reliablevalueforB r(� ! 3�)yetso farin theliterature[2][3].

Fortunately,thisquantity can beobtained by �tting thedata ofJ= ! P P and P V (whereP

�Supported by N ationalN aturalScience Foundation ofChina (90103002)
yE-m ailaddress:liuf@ m ail.ihep.ac.cn
zCorresponding author;E-m ailaddress:m lyan@ sta�.ustc.edu.cn

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0401019v1


denotesthe pseudoscalarm eson nonet(�;K ;�;�0),and V ,the vectorm esons(�;!;K �;�))[4].

Actually,m orethan �fteen yearsago,B r(�
0 ! 3�)wasestim ated in ref.[4]by usingtheM ARK -

IIIdata of(J= ! P P; P V )-decayswith P = (�;K ) and V = (�;!;K �). However,people

includingtheauthorsofref.[4]doesnotthink theirresultofB r(�
0 ! 3�)isveryreliable(seethe

discussion in ref.[4]and ref.[2]).Thereasonsarem ulti-ply,and som eofthem m ay beasfollows:

1,theJ= -decay data quality atthattim ewasnotgood enough ;2,the�tting isnotcom plete

because the processes of(J= ! �V; �0V; P �) were not considered;3,lacking a theoretical

understanding why their result is so signi�cantly di�erent from the result ofref.[3] which is

quoted by PDG [2].O urm otiveofthispaperisto try to solvethoseproblem s:1,W e shalluse

nowadaysdataof(J= ! P P;P V )in PDG -2002[2]toperform the�t;2,(J= ! �V;�0V;P �)

willbeconsidered in ouranalysis;3,And the rationality ofthe resultwillbe argued,i.e.,we’ll

seethatthe resultisjustconsistentwith the theoreticalanalysisin ref.[1].

The contents of the paper are organized as follows. In section 2 we describe the � �

!� interference in the process J= ! �+ �� �0�0,and give the the branching ratio form ulas

for(J ! P P; P V ). In section 3,by using the PDG -2002 J= decay data and the form ulas

given in the section 2 we perform the datum �ts. The B r(�0 ! �+ �� �0) is obtained. The

section 4 isdevoted to estim ate B r(�0 ! �+ �� �0)by theoreticalanalysis.Finally,we briey

discussthe results.

2 � � ! Interference and branching ratios of J= decays

into PV and PP

The elusive �0 ! �+ �� �0 decay could be observed in J= decays into the �+ �� �0�0

�nalstate[4]. Indeed,thisdecay can proceed through the interfering channelsJ= ! !�0 !

�+ �� �0�0 and J= ! ��0 ! �+ �� �0�0. Because J= ! ��0 is caused both by strong

interaction via 3 gluons and by electrom agnetic (EM ) interaction and J= ! !�0 is caused

by EM interaction m erely,the passibility ofthe decay J= ! ��0 ism uch largerthan one of

J= ! !�0,i.e.,�(J= ! ��0)> > �(J= ! !�0)(by using the 2002-PDG data[2] we have

�(J= ! ��0)’ 2:5� 102�(J= ! !�0)). Consequently,even though �(! ! �+ �� �0)m ay

bem uch largerthan �(� ! �+ �� �0),itisstillhopefultom easure�(� ! �+ �� �0)by studying

the � � !-interferencee�ectsin the processofJ= ! �+ �� �0�0.

To J= ! (�;!)�0 ! 3��0,the corresponding s-dependence Breit-W igneriswritten as[4]

F (s)� B W !(s)+ �ei�
0

B W �(s),where

B W i =

r
m i�i

�

1

m 2
i
� s� im i�i

(1)

is the norm alized Breit-W igner curve for i= !,� resonance with the m ass ofm i and total

width of�i.Thefactor�(�
0)isthem odulus(phase)oftheam plitudeproceeding through the�

resonancerelativeto ! resonance,which can be written as:

� =
jA(J= ! �0�0)j

jA(J= ! !�0)j
�

s

B R(�0 ! 3�)

B R(! ! 3�)
(2)

and �0= �(J= ! i�0)+ �(i! 3�) with i= �;!.

2



Aswehavethe relationsm � ’ m ! = m and �� 6= �!,the totale�ectisintegrated overs,

Z

dsjF (s)j2 = 1+ �
2
+ 2� cos�

0
2
p
�!��

�! + ��
: (3)

Thethird term oftheexpression(3),2� cos�0(
2

p
�! ��

�! + ��

),isthe�� ! interferenceterm .According

toref.[4]1,thephase�0isequaltozero,and theinterferencee�ectproducesam agni�centfactor

asa whole(weassum ethatthe ! resonancecontribution isone),ie.

Z

dsjF (s)j2 = 1+ �
2
+ �; (4)

where �� ’ 16�!
[2] hasbeen used. Then,the interference between � and ! in the J= ! 4�

providesa relation asfollows

B R(J= ! !(�)�
0 ! 4�)= (1+ �

2
+ �)B R(J= ! !�

0 ! 4�): (5)

TheB R(J= ! !(�)�0 ! 4�)can bedetected directly in experim ents,butthereisno a direct

experim entway to m easureB R(J= ! !�0 ! 4�)in therighthand sideoftheaboverelation.

Fortunately,itcan be gotby �tting the branch ratiosofJ= ! P P and P V (whereP and V

denote pseudoscalar-and vectorm esons respectively)[4]. As both B R(J= ! !(�)�0 ! 4�)

and B R(J= ! !�0 ! 4�)areknown,wewillhave� by Eq.5and then obtain desired quantity

B R(�0 ! 3�)via Eq.2.

Decays ofJ= into (P V ) and into (P P ) can be factorized by a very sim ple and general

consideration described asfollows[4].Thedecaysproceed through a strongly interacting three-

gluon (ggg)interm ediatestateand through electrom agneticinteraction m ediated by onephoton

 and (gg)states.In thegluoniccase,therearetwoI = 0transitionsc�c! ggg !
(u�u+ d �d)

p
2

and

c�c! ggg ! s�s,which areproportionalto theam plitudeA and �Ap
2
respectively.Theparam eter

� accountsforavor-SU (3)breakinge�ect.Theelectrom agnetictransitionsgeneratetheI = 1

state
(u�u� d �d)

p
2

and two I = 0 states(
(u�u+ d �d)

p
2

and s�s).Theiram plitudeareproportionalto 3a;a

and �
p
2�a respectively.The avorspacewavefunctionsforP including � and �0 read

P = �
a
�
a
=
p
2

0

B
@

�
0

p
2
+

�8p
6
+

�1p
3

�+ K +

�� � �
0

p
2
+

�8p
6
+

�1p
3

K 0

K � �K 0 � 2p
6
�8 +

�1p
3

1

C
A ; (6)

where�8 = � cos� + �0sin� and �1 = �0cos� � � sin� with � as(� � �0)-m ixing angle,and the

V -wavefunctionsincluding �’sread

V =
p
2

0

B
@

�
0

p
2
+ !p

2
�+ K � +

�� �
�
0

p
2
+ !p

2
K � 0

K � � �K � 0 �

1

C
A : (7)

W ith the above,the decay am plitudesof(J= ! P P;P V )areasfollows

A(�
+
�� )= 3a; (8)

1� = 0 in J= ! (� or !)�0 ! �+ �� 2�0 and � = �=2 in J= ! (� or !)�0 ! �+ �� �0 in the paper of

A .Bram on and J.Casulleras,Phys.Lett.,1986,173B :97.
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A(K
+
K

�
)=

1

2
(1� �)A + (2+ �)a; (9)

A(K
0 �K 0)=

1

2
(1� �)A � (1� �)a; (10)

A(�
0
�
0
)= fv(A + a); (11)

A(K
?+
K

�
)= fv[

1

2
(1+ �)A + (2� �)a]; (12)

A(K
?0 �K 0)= fv[

1

2
(1+ �)A � (1+ �)a]; (13)

A(!�
0
)= fv(3a); (14)

A(��
0
)= fv(3aX �0); (15)

A(!�
0
)= fv[(A + a)X �0 +

p
2rA(

p
2X �0 + Y�0]; (16)

A(��)= fv(3aX �); (17)

A(!�)= fv[(A + a)X � +
p
2rA(

p
(2)X � + Y�]; (18)

A(��)= fv[(A � 2a)�Y� + rA(
p
2X � + Y�)

(1+ �)

2
]; (19)

A(��
0
)= fv[(A � 2a)�Y�0 + rA(

p
2X �0 + Y�0)

(1+ �)

2
]; (20)

where X � =

q
1

3
cos� �

q
2

3
sin�,X�0 =

q
1

3
sin� +

q
2

3
cos�,Y� = � X �0,Y�0 = X �. The

additionalparam eterristherelativeweightofthedisconnected diagram to connected diagram

forthe decaysinvolving the �nalstate � or�0[5][6].The Eqs.8-14 are sam e asonesin ref.[4],

and othersarenew.

The corresponding branching ratiosofthese decaysarefollowing

B r(�
+
�
�
)= 9a

2
; (21)

B r(K
+
K

�
)= j

1

2
(1� �)A + (2+ �)ae

i�j2; (22)

B r(K
0 �K 0)= j

1

2
(1� �)A � (1� �)ae

i�j2; (23)

B r(�
0
�
0
)= f

2

vj(A + ae
i�
)j2; (24)

B r(K
?+
K

�
)= f

2

vj
1

2
(1+ �)A + (2� �)ae

i�j2; (25)

B r(K
?0 �K 0)= f

2

vj
1

2
(1+ �)A � (1+ �)ae

i�j2; (26)

B r(!(�
0
)�

0
)= (1+ � + �

2
)f

2

v9a
2
; (27)

B r(��
0
)= f

2

vj3aX �0j
2
; (28)

B r(!�
0
)= f

2

vj(A + ae
i�
)X �0 +

p
2rA(

p
2X �0 + Y�0j

2
; (29)

B r(��)= f
2

vj3aX �j
2
; (30)

B r(!�)= f
2

vj(A + ae
i�
)X � +

p
2rA(

p
(2)X � + Y�j

2
; (31)
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B r(��)= f
2

vj(A � 2ae
i�
)�Y� + rA(

p
2X � + Y�)

1+ �

2
j2; (32)

B r(��
0
)= f

2

vj(A � 2ae
i�
)�Y�0 + rA(

p
2X �0 + Y�0)

1+ �

2
j2; (33)

where � istheirrelative phase between A and a,and the param eterA and a are real. In the

Eq.24 the�� ! interferencee�ectissubtracted from thebranchingratio ofJ= ! ��0.In the

Eq.27,a m agni�centfactor1+ � + �2 hasbeen added dueto Eq.5 in orderto taking the� � !

interference e�ects into account. Actually,through directly detecting the data ofJ= ! 4�

onecan only getB r(!(�0)�0)ratherthan B r(!�0)which isequalto f2v9a
2.

In thebranching ratio form ulaeofEqs.21-33 wedo notwriteoutthecorresponding phase-

space factorsexplicitly which are proportionalto the cube ofthe �nalm om enta in two-body

decays.They willbe taken into accountin the practicalphenom enological�tlater.

3 D atum �t to obtain B R(�! �
+
�
�
�
0)

Let’snow usethedatain PDG -2002[2]to perform the�tto allbranchingratiosofEq.21-33.

This �t willlead to determ ining the � and B R(� ! �+ �� �0). The experim entalbranching

ratio data ofPDG -2002 arelisted in the second colum n ofTable1.

Firstly,following ref.[4],we use the branch ratio data of(J= ! P P; V (�0;K )) only to

perform a �t to Eqs.21-27(callit as (P P;V (�0;K ))� �t hereafter). In this case,there are

seven equations with six adjustable free param eters a; A; �; �; fV ; �,and hence it is an

over-determ ination problem with potentialofpredictions. The �t with m inim um �2 = 0:46

leads to the values ofthe param eters and seven corresponding branching ratios listed in the

third colum n ofTable1,in which (!�0)uncor and (!�
0)cor representB r(J= ! !(�)�0 ! 4�)

and B r(J= ! !�0 ! 4�)respectively,i.e.,

B r(J= ! !�
0
)cor = f

2

v9a
2
: (34)

In the�t(seeTable1),wehave(!�0)uncor = (4:2� 0:61)� 10� 4,a = 0:21� 0:02,A = 2:94� 0:72

and theinterferencefactor� = 0:71� 0:58,then weobtain (!�0)cor = f2v9a
2 = (1:89� 0:83)�

10� 4.In otherhand,from Eqs.(2)(11)(14),� reads

� =
jA + aei�j

j3aj
�

s

B r(� ! 3�)

B r(! ! 3�)
: (35)

Then thebranching ratio of� ! �+ �� �0 ispredicted asfollows

B r(� ! 3�)= B r(! ! 3�)� (
3jaj

jA + aei�j
)
2
�
2
: (36)

Substituting the a� ; A� and �� values obtained from the �t (see the third colum n ofTa-

ble 1) and experim ent data of B r(! ! 3�) into Eq.34 and Eq.36, we then obtain the

(P P;V (�0;K ))� �t’sresultsasfollows

B r(J= ! !�
0
)corj(P P;V (�0;K )) = (1:89� 0:83)� 10

� 4
; (37)

B r(� ! �
+
�
�
�
0
)j(P P;V (�0;K )) = (2:0� 1:64)� 10

� 2
: (38)
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TABLE 1:The second colum n displayed the experim entalvaluesforthe branch ratios

ofJ= ! P P and J= ! P V in PD G -2000 datum .The resultsofa �tto the

�rstseven branching ratiosislisted in the third colum n.The resultsofa �tto the

totalthirteen branching ratiosislisted in the forth colum n.

J= decay PD G -2002(10
�4
) a partial�t1(10

�4
) a global�t2(10

�4
)

1:�
+
�
�

1:47� 0:23 1:44� 0:23 1:92� 0:05

2:K
+
K

�
2:37� 0:31 2:45� 0:28 2:04� 0:08

3:K
0 �K 0 1:08� 0:14 1:06� 0:14 0:87� 0:05

4:�
0
�
0

42:0� 5 43:04� 4:48 41:97� 0:68

5:K
?+
K

�
25:0� 2:0 24:11� 1:41 23:64� 0:5

6:K
?0
K

0
21:0� 2:0 21:66� 1:7 24:21� 0:49

7:(!�
0
)uncor 4:2� 0:6 4:2� 0:61 4:2� 0:2

8:(��
0
) 1:05� 0:18 0:7� 0:05

9:(!�
0
) 1:67� 0:25 1:73� 0:11

10:(��) 1:93� 0:23 1:82� 0:08

11:(!�) 15:8� 1:6 18:32� 0:36

12:(��) 6:5� 0:7 5:85� 0:23

13:(��
0
) 3:3� 0:4 2:55� 0:23

�
2

0:46=1 21:4=5

ED M 0:45E � 06 0:69E � 06

�ta 0:21� 0:02 0:24� 0:012

A 2:94� 0:72 2:69� 0:17

� 0:6� 0:1 0:62� 0:03

� 1:37� 0:14 1:6� 0:11

fv 1:26� 0:36 1:38� 0:1

� 0:71� 0:58 0:3� 0:16

� � 0:343� 0:026

r � 0:144� 0:001

(!�
0
)cor (1:89� 0:83)� 10

�4
(3:02� 0:2)� 10

�4

� ! 3� (2:0� 1:64)� 10
�2

(0:59� 0:315)� 10
�2

Secondly,we perform m ore com plete datum �t in which the processes ofJ= ! V � and

J= ! V �0areincluded.In thiscase,thereare13 equations(21-33)and eightfreeparam eters:

a;A;�;�;fV ;�;�;r.And henceitisan over-determ ination problem with m oreconstraints,

and willbe called as(P P;V (�0;K ;�;�0))� �thereafter.The resultsareasfollows

B r(J= ! !�
0
)corj(P P;V (�0;K ;�;�0)) = (3:02� 0:2)� 10

� 4
; (39)

B r(� ! �
+
�
�
�
0
)j(P P;V (�0;K ;�;�0)) = (0:59� 0:315)� 10

� 2
; (40)

� = � 0:343� 0:026 = � 19:68o � 1:49
o
; (41)

where�� �0� m ixingangle� isagreem entwith onein ref.[5][6],and both B r(J= ! !�0)cor and

B r(� ! �+ �� �0)arereasonableagreem entwith theresults(37)(38)obtainedby(P P;V (�0;K ))� �t

within the errors.

Theparam eter� istheconstituentquarkm assratiom u=m s which should beabout0.6
[6][7][8]

due to light avor SU(3)-breaking. The results of� ’ 0:6� 0:1 for (P P;V (�0;K ))� �t and

� ’ 0:62� 0:03for(P P;V (�0;K ;�;�0))� �tindicatethe�tsm eetthisrequirem ent,and,hence,

the resultsyielded by them areratherreliable.
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4 Large isospin breaking e�ect in decay �
0 ! �

+
�
�
�
0

In thissection,following ref.[1],we provide a theoreticalestim ation to B r(�0 ! �+ �� �0).

Using Feynm an propagators m ethod,the on-shellam plitude[1] ofthe decay � ! �+ �� �0 is

determ ined by

M �0! 3� =

�

f�3� +
� �!(p

2)f!3�

p2 � m 2
! + im !�!

��
�
�
p2= m 2

�

; (42)

where,them om entum -dependent�0� ! interferenceam plitude� �!(q
2)isde�ned by the�� !

interaction Lagrangian L�! asfollows

L�! =

Z
d4p

(2�)4
e
� ip� x

� �!(p
2
)(g

�� �
p�p�

p2
)!�(p)�

0

�(x): (43)

The�rstand second term ofexpression (42)correspond to thecontributionsofdirectcoupling

(�0 � 3�) and ! resonance exchange respectively. Because m � ’ m ! and �! is sm all,the

denom inatorofthe second term issm all. Therefore,contribution from ! resonance exchange

islarge.Thisiscalled "hidden isospin sym m etry breaking e�ect" according to [1].Thise�ect

bringsa signi�cantcontribution and playsan essentialrolein thedecay � ! �+ �� �0.So when

wedealwith the decay of� ! �+ �� �0,the process� ! ! ! �+ �� �0 m ustbe considered.

In fact,the contributions of�0 � ! interference are dom inantand the directcoupling can

be om itted. The direct coupling f�3� / (m d � m u),therefore,it is very sm all. In order to

be sure ofthis point,we derive this quantity in a practicalm odelcalled as U (2)L � U (2)R

chiraltheory of m esons [9] in follows. Denoting the direct vertices of �0 � 3� as L�3� =

f�3��
�����ijk�

0
�@��

i@��
j@��

k,then f�3� can be calculated in thistheory
[9] and hasthe form

f�3� = �
m d � m u

�2gf3�m

�

1�
16c

3g
+
6c2

g2
�
8c3

3g3

�

� � 2� 10
� 11

M eV
� 3
; (44)

where the valuesofm odel’sparam etersm ; g; c determ ined in ref.[9] have been used. To the

second term in theparenthesesofexpression (42),� �!(m
2
�)hasbedeterm ined to approxim ate

� 4� 103M eV
2 [10;11].! ! 3� isthedom inantchannelfor!� decays,and hencef!3� can be

estim ated byusingthewidth �!! 3� = 7:5M eV.It’sapproxim atevalueisabout3� 10� 7M eV
� 3
.

Thusthetypicalvalueofthesecond term in expression (42)is(5+ 2i)� 10� 8M eV
� 3

approxi-

m ately.Com paring itwith expression (44),we can see thatthe directcoupling f�3� isindeed

very sm all,and itisignorable.Therefore,discarding f�3� in expression (42),wehave,approx-

im ately,

��0! 3� =

�
�
�

� �!(m
2
�)

m 2
� � m 2

! + im !�!

�
�
�
2

�!! 3�: (45)

This equation m eans that the contributions due to � � !� interference to B r(�0 ! 3�) are

dom inate,orthe hidden isospin-breaking e�ectsintroduced in [1] aredom inateforthe process

�0 ! 3�:From expression (45)weobtain desired resultasfollows

B R(�
0 ! 3�)’ 0:2� 10

� 2
: (46)

O urexperim entdatum �tting result(40)isconsistentwith thistheoreticalestim ation result.

This factindicates thatboth (P P;V (�0;K ))� �tand (P P;V (�0;K ;�;�0))� �t are reasonable

even though theresulting B R(�0 ! 3�)ism uch largerthan onein ref.[3]and ratherclosesthe

upperlim itforitin ref.[12].
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5 D iscussion

Through thestudy presented in theabove,weconcludethat�� !� interferencee�ectscan be

detected in theJ= ! �+ �� �0�0 decay,which receivesa contribution from the�0 ! �+ �� �0

decay m ode. J= decays o�er an alm ost unique opportunity for observing �0 ! �+ �� �0,

where the sm allness ofB r(�0 ! �+ �� �0)=B r(! ! �+ �� �0) is com pensated by the large

ratio A(J= ! ��0)=A(J= ! !�0) between a (sim ply Zweig-forbidden) strong am plitude

over an EM one. This is the key point for the practicaldeterm ining B r(�0 ! �+ �� �0)

through em ploying J= decay branching radios. O ur results for 2 datum -�ts are B r(� !

�+ �� �0)j(P P;V (�0;K )) = (2:0� 1:64)� 10� 2 and B r(� ! �+ �� �0)j(P P;V (�0;K ;�;�0)) = (0:59�

0:315)� 10� 2 respectively,which areanom alously largeand m atch each otherwithin theerrors.

In order to pursue whether these anom alously large results ofB r(� ! �+ �� �0) are rea-

sonable ornot,a theoreticalestim ation for � � !� interference e�ects to the processof(� !

�+ �� �0)hasalso been discussed in thispaper. Following ref.[1],we found thatthe contribu-

tionsduetosocalled hidden isospin-breakinge�ectsaredom inatefortheprocess� ! �+ �� �0.

The theoreticalprediction isB R(�0 ! 3�)’ 0:2� 10� 2 which isin good agreem entwith our

datum -�tresults.Then,consideringthisfactand noting thatboth resultof� � �0� angle� and

the resultofconstituentquark ratio � = m u=m s obtained by the �ts are also reasonable,we

concludethatB r(� ! �+ �� �0)� 10� 3 � 10� 2 isreliable.

Finally,we like to argue that in order to reduce the error-barofB r(� ! �+ �� �0),m ore

precisely experim entalm easurem entsto(J= ! P P;P V )areexpected.Thehigh quality data

forJ= in the future BESIIIwould be useful.
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