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1 Introduction

Chargesym m etryisbroken atthem ostfundam entallevelinstronginteractionphysics
through thesm allm assdi�erencebetween up and down quarksin theQCD Lagrangian.
Asa consequencethephysical� and ! m esonsarenoteigenstatesofisospin but,forex-
am ple,thephysical� containsasm alladm ixtureofan I = 0q�qstate.Thisphenom enon,
known loosely as�� ! m ixing,hasbeen observed in the charge form -factorofthe pion,
which is dom inated by the � in the tim e-like region. Indeed,vector m eson dom inance
(VM D)wasconstructed to takeadvantageofthisfact.

Nuclearphysicsinvolvesstrongly interacting system swhich are notyetam enable to
calculations based directly on QCD itself. Instead the nucleon-nucleon (NN) force is
often treated in a sem i-phenom enologicalm annerusing a one-or(two-)boson exchange
m odel.W ithin such a fram ework,�� ! m ixing givesriseto a chargesym m etry violating
(CSV) NN potentialwhich has been rem arkably e�ective in explaining m easured CSV
in nuclearsystem s{ notably in connection with theOkam oto-Nolen-Schi�eranom aly in
m irrornuclei.However,thetheoreticalconsistency ofthisapproach hasbeen challenged
by recentwork suggesting thatthe �� ! m ixing am plitude changessign between the �
poleand thespace-like region involved in theNN interaction.

Ouraim isto providea clear,up-to-dateaccountoftheideasofVM D asthey relate
particularly to the pion form -factor and to �� ! m ixing. W e begin with an historical
review ofVM D in Sec.2. The evidence for�� ! m ixing atthe � pole is presented in
Sec.3 along with the standard theoreticaltreatm ent. In Sec.4 we brie
y highlightthe
role played by �� ! m ixing in the traditionalform ulation ofthe CSV NN force. M ore
m odern theoreticalconcernsaboutthetheoreticalconsistency oftheusualapproach are
sum m arised in Sec.5,whilein Sec.6 these new ideasaretested againsttheform -factor
data. In Sec.7 we m ake a few rem arks concerning shadowing in the light ofour new
appreciation ofVM D,sum m ariseourconclusionsand outlinesom eopen problem s.

2 Vector M eson D om inance

Thephysicsofhadronswasatopicofintensestudy long beforethegauge�eld theory
ofquantum chrom odynam ics(QCD)now believed todescribeitcom pletely wasinvented.
Hadronicphysicswasdescribed using a variety ofm odelsand incorporating approxim ate
sym m etries. It is a testim ony to the insight behind these m odels (and the inherent
di�cultiesin solvingnon-perturbativeQCD)thatthey stillplay an im portantrolein our
understanding.

One particularly im portantaspectofhadronicphysicswhich concernsushere isthe
interaction between the photon and hadronic m atter [1]. This has been rem arkably
welldescribed using thevectorm eson dom inance(VM D)m odel.Thisassum esthatthe
hadroniccom ponentsofthevacuum polarisation ofthephoton consistexclusively ofthe
known vectorm esons.Thisiscertainly an approxim ation,butin theregionsaround the
vectorm eson m asses,itappearsto be a very good one. Asvectorm esonsare believed
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to be bound states ofquark-antiquark pairs [2,3,4],it is tem pting to try to establish
a connection between the old language ofVM D and the Standard M odel[5]. In the
Standard M odel,quarks,being charged,couple to the photon and so the strong sector
contribution to the photon propagator arises,in a m anner analogous to the electron-
positron loopsin QED,asshown in Fig.1.

γ γ

q

q
Figure1:One-particle-irreducibleQCD contribution tothephoton prop-
agator.

The diagram contains dressed quark propagators and the proper (i.e.,one-particle
irreducible)photon-quark vertex (theshaded circlesincludeone-particle-reducibleparts,
whiletheem pty circlesareone-particle-irreducible[6]).In QED wecan approxim atethe
photon self-energy reasonably wellusing barepropagatorsand verticeswithoutworrying
abouthigher-orderdressing.However,in QCD,thedressing ofthesequark loopscan not
besoreadilydism issed asbeingofhigherorderinaperturbativeexpansion.(Althoughfor
the heavier quarks,higherordere�ectscan be ignored asa consequence ofasym ptotic
freedom [7], one m ust be carefulabout this [8].) No direct translation between the
Standard M odeland VM D hasyetbeen m ade.

2.1 H istoricaldevelopm ent ofV M D

TheseedsofVM D weresown by Nam bu [9]in 1957when hesuggested thatthecharge
distribution ofthe proton and neutron,asdeterm ined by electron scattering,could be
accounted forby a heavy neutralvectorm eson contributing to the nucleon form factor.
Thisisospin-zero �eld isnow called the!.

The anom alousm agnetic m om entofthenucleon wasbelieved to bedom inated by a
two-pion state [10].The pion form -factor,F�(q2),(to be discussed laterin som e detail)
wastaken to beunity in theseinitialcalculations| i.e.,thepionsweretreated aspoint-
likeobjects.By 1959 Frazerand Fulco [11]concluded (afteran investigation ofanalytic
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structure)thatthepion form -factorhad to satisfy thedispersion relation

F�(q
2)= 1+

q2

�

Z

4m 2
�

dr
Im F�(r)

r(r� q2 � i�)
(1)

and thatto beconsistentwith data a suitablepeak in thepion form -factorwasrequired,
which they believed could resultfrom a strong pion-pion interaction.Theanalyticstruc-
tureofthepartialwaveam plitudein thephysicalregion could beapproxim ated asapole
ofappropriateposition and residue(a successfulapproxim ation in nucleon-nucleon scat-
tering).An analysisdeterm ined thattheresidueshould bepositive,raisingthepossibility
ofa resonance,which wenow know asthe�0.

ItwasSakuraiwho proposed a theory ofthe strong interaction m ediated by vector
m esons[12]based on thenon-Abelian �eld theory ofYang and M ills[13].Hewasdeeply
troubled by the problem ofthe m asses ofthe m esons in such a theory,as they would
destroy the local(
avour) gauge invariance. He published his work with this m atter
unresolved in thehopethatitwould stim ulatefurtherinterestin the�eld.

Kroll,Leeand Zum inodid pursuetheideaofreproducingVM D from �eld theory[14].
W ithin the sim plest VM D m odelthe hadronic contribution to the polarisation ofthe
photon takestheform ofa propagating vectorm eson (seeFig.2).Thisnow replacesthe
QCD contribution to thepolarisation processdepicted in Fig.1.

γ γρ

Figure2:A sim pleVM D-picturerepresentation ofthehadroniccontribu-
tion to the photon propagator.The heaviervectorm esonsare included
in generalised VM D m odels.

Thisform arisesfrom the assum ption thatthe hadronic electrom agnetic currentop-
erator,jEM� ,is proportionalto the �eld operators ofthe vector m esons (m ultiplied by
their m ass squared). This is referred to as the the �eld-current identity. This is then
included in thegeneralstructureofthehadronicpartoftheLagrangian,giving a precise
form ulation ofVM D in term s ofa local,Lagrangian �eld theory. One starts with the
identity fortheneutral�-m eson

[jEM� (x)]I= 1 =
m 2

�

g�
�
0
�(x); (2)

and then generalises[15]toan isovector�eld,~�(x),ofwhich �0(x)isthethird com ponent
[i.e.,�0(x)� �3(x)].Eq.(2)im pliesthatthe�eld ~�(x)isdivergencelessunderthestrong
interaction,which isjusttheusualProca condition

@�~�
� = 0; (3)
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fora m assive vector�eld coupling to a conserved current.The resulting Lagrangian for
thehadronicsectoristhesam easthe(
avour)Yang-M illsLagrangian [13],butalso has
a m ass term which destroys the localgauge invariance. Although gauge invariance is
necessary forrenorm alisability1,Krolletal. were unconcerned by this;stating thatthe
non-zero valueforthe m assm adeitpossible to connectthe �eld conservation equation,
Eq.(3),with the equation ofm otion ofthe �eld. The case ofa globalSU(2) m assive
vector�eld (the �-�eld)interacting with a tripletpion �eld and coupled to a conserved
currentistreated in detailby Lurie[17].

2.2 G auge invariance and V M D

Sakurai’s analysis ofVM D [18,19]takes place in the context ofa localgauge the-
ory. Although a m assterm in the Lagrangian breaksgauge sym m etry,Sakuraiviewed
the generation ofinteractionsby m inim alsubstitution in theLagrangian to be interest-
ing enough to ignore this problem . Lurie [17]has discussed the �;�;N system using
coupling to conserved currents which reproduces Sakurai’s results. As itonly assum es
theLagrangian to beinvariantunderglobalSU(2),theappearanceofm assterm scauses
no di�culty. One can then exam ine how to include the photon in thissystem . Lurie’s
prim ary concern was to have the � couple to a conserved current,and he did this by
constructing a Lagrangian whoseequation ofm otion had theNoethercurrentassociated
with the globalSU(2) sym m etry appearing on the right hand side. In doing this,he
arrivesatthe standard non-Abelian Lagrangian (given in p.700 ofRef.[20]),which is
wherewestart.

W ebegin with theLagrangian (whileSakuraiand Lurieworked in aEuclidean m etric,
wefollow theconventionsofBjorken and Drell[21])

Lfull= �
1

4
~��� � ~�

�� +
1

2
m

2
�~�� � ~�

� +
1

2
D �~� � D

�
~� �

1

2
m

2
�~� � ~�; (4)

where
~��� = @�~�� � @�~�� � g~�� � ~��; (5)

and2

D �~� = (@� � ig~�� �~T)~�; (6)

= @�~� � g~� � ~�: (7)

1In generalthere are only two casesin which a m assive vector�eld isrenorm alisable,see Ref.[16],

p.61:

a)a gaugetheory with m assgenerated by spontaneoussym m etry breaking;

b) a theory with a m assive vector boson coupled to a conserved current and without additionalself-

interactions.
2W euseherm itian T’sgiven by thealgebra[T a;T b]= � icabcT c and norm alised by Tr(T aT b)= �ab=2.

Thus,in the adjointrepresentation,(T c)ba = � iccab.
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ThisLagrangian issym m etricunderthetransform ation

~� ! ~� + ~� � ~�; (8)

where ~� represents the isovector �elds ofthe ~� and ~�. The generation ofinteractions
from m inim alsubstitution isused by Sakuraiand Lurietom otivateuniversality (i.e.,the
coupling constant ofthe � introduced via the covariantderivative,D�,isthe sam e for
allparticles). However,asa slightviolation to thisrule isseen experim entally,we shall
distinguish between g and the constantg� appearing in Eq.(2),which Sakuraiequates
in orderto satisfy a constrainton thepion form -factor(to bediscussed later).

From Eq.(7)itfollowsthat

1

2
D �~� � D

�
~� =

1

2
@�~� � @

�
~� � g~�� � (~� � @

�
~�)+

1

2
g
2(~�� � ~�)2: (9)

Aftersom ealgebra weobtain theequation ofm otion forthe� �eld

@�~�
�� + m

2
�~�

� = g~J
�

N oether (10)

wheretheNoethercurrentis

~J
�

N oether = �
@L

@(@�~��)
� ~�� �

@L

@(@�~�)
� ~� (11)

giving
~J
�

N oether = ~�
�� � ~�� + ~� � @

�
~� + g(~�� � ~�)� ~�: (12)

Asthe Noethercurrentisnecessarily conserved,Eq.(10)tellsusthatthe �eld isdiver-
genceless,asin Eq.(3). Transferring the non-Abelian partofthe �eld strength tensor
(thecrossproductin Eq.(5))to theRHS ofEq.(10)givesus,

@�(@
�
~�
� � @

�
~�
�)+ m

2
�~�

� = g(~J�N oether+ @�(~�
� � ~�

�)): (13)

Again using the fact that the � �eld is divergenceless (Eq.(3)), we can rewrite the
equation ofm otion in theinverse propagatorform

(@2 + m
2
�)~�

� = g~J
�
; (14)

where ~J� isalso a divergencelesscurrentgiven by

~J
� = ~J

�

N oether+ @�(~�
� � ~�

�)

= ~J
�

N oether+ ~�
� � @�~�

�
: (15)

AsLurie notes,the presence ofthe � �eld itselfin ~J
�

N oether preventsusfrom writing the
interaction partoftheLagrangian in thesim ple~�� �~J� fashion (which ispossibleforthe
ferm ion-vector interaction). A sim ilar situation forscalar electrodynam ics is discussed
by Itzykson and Zuber[20](p.31{33).
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Ourtask now isto include electrom agnetism in thism odel,and to do thiswe shall
allow Eq.(2)to guideus.Eqs.(2)and (14)im ply (as@� ! iq�)a corresponding m atrix
elem entrelation fortheelectrom agneticinteraction3

hB jejEM� jAi = ehB j
m 2

�

g�
�
3
� jAi

= e
m 2

�

g�
hB j

�gJ3�

q2 � m 2
�

jAi (16)

=
�iem 2

�

g�

�i

q2 � m 2
�

hB jgJ3� jAi: (17)

Thisisto say thatthephoton appearsto couple to thehadronic�eld via a � m eson,to
which itcoupleswith strength em 2

�=g�.(Thism odelisillustrated in Fig.4b,below.)
Before proceeding,we shallm ake,asSakuraidoes,the sim plifying assum ption that

one can neglectthe � self-interaction (from now on we shallreferonly to the �0 � �3),
i.e.,the partsofthe currentgiven by Eq.(15)involving � term s,and concern ourselves
only with thepieceofthecurrentthatlookslike

J
�
� = (~� � @

�
~�)0; (18)

which weshallreferto now sim ply asJ�.Changing from a Cartesian to a chargebasis,
wecan re-writeEq.(18)as

J� = i(�� @��
+ � �

+
@��

� ): (19)

Asthe�0 decaysalm ostentirely viathetwo-pion channel,thisisareasonableapproxim a-
tion forthecurrent.W ecan then writethesim plelinearcouplingterm in theLagrangian,
and weshallchooseto writeg asg���

L�� = �g�����J
�
: (20)

Theim portantproblem now isto ensurethatafteradding electrom agnetism westill
havea gaugeinvarianttheory.Thenaive
� � vertex prescription usually seen in discus-
sionsofVM D,

�
em 2

�

g�
;

as m otivated by Eq.(17),suggests a coupling term in the e�ective Lagrangian ofthe
form

Le� = �
em 2

�

g�
�
3
�A

�
: (21)

Thisissuggested by the substitution ofthe �eld currentidentity (Eq.(2))into the in-
teraction pieceoftheelectrom agneticLagrangian,�ejEM� A �.Howeverelectrom agnetism
cannot be incorporated into Eq.(4) sim ply by adding Eq.(21) and a kinetic term for
the photon. This would result in the photon acquiring an im aginary m ass [12]when
oneconsidersthedressing ofthephoton propagatorin them annerofFig.3 using � � 


verticesdeterm ined by Eq.(21).

3W e takee to be positive,e= jej.
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+ . . . 
+

=

Figure 3: VM D dressing ofthe photon propagatorby a seriesofinter-
m ediate� propagators.

However,we can �nd a term that em ulates Eq.(21),but ensures that the photon
rem ainsm assless.Such a term is

L
� = �
e

2g�
F���

��
: (22)

W e need to re-expressthisin m om entum space which can be done using integration by
partsto transform @�A �@

��� to �@�@�A ��
� and then send @� ! iq� giving

F���
�� ! 2q2A ��

�
: (23)

Theotherterm in F����� can bediscarded becauseitcontainsapiecethatcan bewritten
asq��� and thusvanishesasthe� �eld isdivergenceless.

However,theinteraction Lagrangian ofEq.(22)isnotsu�cientasitwould decouple
thephoton from the� (and hencethen from hadronicm atter)atq2 = 0.W hatisneeded
isanotherterm which directly couplesthephoton to hadronicm atter.Thisis

� eA �J
�
; (24)

whereJ� isthehadroniccurrentto which the� couples,thepion com ponentofwhich is
given in Eq.(18).Thuswehavean interaction between thephoton and hadronicm atter
ofexactly thesam eform asthatbetween the� and hadronicm atter(though suppressed
by a factorofe=g���).Thisterm ism ostnoticeableatq2 = 0 wherethein
uenceofthe
�-m eson in thephoton-pion interaction vanishes.

To sum m arise the argum ents just given,the photon and vector m eson part ofthe
Lagrangian werequireis

LV M D 1 = �
1

4
F��F

�� �
1

4
����

�� +
1

2
m

2
����

� � g�����J
� � eA �J

� �
e

2g�
F���

��
: (25)

W eshallrefertothisasthe�rstrepresentation ofVM D.W enotethatthisrepresentation
hasa directphoton| m attercoupling aswellasa photon| � coupling which vanishesat
q2 = 0.

Sakuraialso outlined an alternative form ulation ofVM D,which hassurvived to be-
com e the standard representation. In m any ways it is not as elegant as the �rst;for
instance,the Lagrangian hasa photon m assterm . Despite thisithasestablished itself
asthem ostpopularrepresentation ofVM D:

LV M D 2 = �
1

4
(F 0

��)
2 �

1

4
(�0��)

2 +
1

2
m

2
�(�

0
�)

2 � g����
0
�J

� �
e0m 2

�

g�
�
0
�A

0� +
1

2

 
e0

g�

! 2

m
2
�(A

0
�)

2
:

(26)
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In thelim itofuniversality (g�= g���)thetwo representationsbecom eequivalentand one
can transform between them using

�
0
� = �� +

e

g�
A �; (27)

A
0
� = A �

v
u
u
t 1�

 
e

g�

! 2

; (28)

e
0 = e

v
u
u
t 1�

 
e

g�

! 2

: (29)

Substituting for�0�;A
0
� and e

0 in Eq.(26)givesEq.(25)+O ((e=g�)3). W e shallreferto
Eq.(26)asthesecond representation ofVM D.

Theappearanceofa photon m assterm at�rstseem sslightly troublesom e.However,
when dressing the photon in the m annerofFig.3,we see thatthe propagatorhasthe
correctform asq2 ! 0.W ehave

iD (q2)=
�i

q2 �
e2m 2

�

g2
�

+
�i

q2 �
e2m 2

�

g2
�

�iem 2
�

g�

�i

q2 � m 2
�

�iem 2
�

g�

�i

q2 �
e2m 2

�

g2
�

+ � � � (30)

Sum m ing thisusing thegeneraloperatoridentity

1

A � B
=

1

A
+

1

A
B
1

A
+

1

A
B
1

A
B
1

A
+ � � � (31)

weobtain (m � m �)

iD (q2) = �i

"

q
2 �

e2m 2

g2�
�

e2m 4

g2�(q
2 � m 2)

#�1

= �i

"

q
2 �

e2m 2

g2�
+

e2m 2

g2�(1� q2=m 2)

#�1

(32)

!
�i

q2(1+ e2=g2�)
(33)

asq2 ! 0.W earethusleftwith a m odi�cation to thecoupling constant

e
2 ! e

2(1� e
2
=g

2
�); (34)

and interestingly we see thatthe photon propagatorissigni�cantly m odi�ed away from
q2 = 0.

W e conclude thisdiscussion with a com parison ofthe use ofthe two m odelsby de-
scribing the process
 ! �+ �� . W e can identify the relevant term sin the Lagrangian
foreach case.From LV M D 1 (Eq.(25))and LV M D 2 (Eq.(26))wehave,respectively,

L1 = �
e

2g�
F���

�� � eJ�A
� � g����

�
J�; (35)

L2 = �
em 2

�

g�
��A

� � g�����J
�
: (36)
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Ifthe photon coupled to the pions directly,then the Feynm an am plitude for this
processwould be(asin scalarelectrodynam ics[20])

M
�


! �+ ��
= h�+ �� jeJ�j0i= �e(p+ � p

� )�; (37)

W hereJ� isgiven in Eq.(19).However,in thepresenceofthevectorm eson interactions
ofEqs.(35) and (36),the totalam plitude is m odi�ed. The pion form factor,F�(q2),
which representsthecontribution from theinterm ediate stepsconnecting the photon to
thepions,isde�ned by therelation

M
�


! �+ ��
= �e(p+ � p

� )�F�(q
2); (38)

where now M
�


! �+ ��
is the fullam plitude including allpossible processes. The form -

factoris the m ultiplicative deviation from a pointlike behaviour ofthe coupling ofthe
photon to thepion �eld.W ediscussF�(q2)in detaillater.

To lowestorder,wehaveforL1 (seeEq.(23))

F�(q
2)=

"

1�
q2

q2 � m 2
�

g���

g�

#

; (39)

and forL2

F�(q
2)= �

m 2
�

q2 � m 2
�

g���

g�
: (40)

In thelim itofzero m om entum transfer,thephoton \sees" only thechargeofthepions,
and hencewem usthave

F�(0)= 1: (41)

Thereaderm ay noticethatEq.(41)isautom atically satis�ed by thedispersion relation
ofFrazerand Fulco,Eq.(1)and by VM D1(Eq.(39))butm ustbeim posed on theVM D2
result(Eq.(40))by dem anding g��� = g�.

This isthe basis ofSakurai’s argum entforuniversality m entioned earlier,i.e.,that
thephoton couplesto the� asin Eq.(36)and thatthereforeg��� m ustequalg�.Thisis
a directconsequenceofassum ing com plete� dom inanceoftheform -factor(i.e.,VM D2).
The second part ofuniversality,nam ely that g��� = g�N N = :::= g� results from the
assum ption that the interactions are allgenerated from the gauge principle (i.e., by
m inim alsubstitution forthecovariantderivative given in Eq.(6)).

AsSakuraipointsout,thetwo representationsofVM D areequivalentin thelim itof
universality (aswe would expectfrom Eqs.(27{29)).W ithoutuniversality only VM D1,
m aintainsthe condition F�(0)= 1. Due to the popularity ofthe second interpretation,
though,F�(0)= 1ism oreoften viewed asaconstrainton variousintroduced param eters
[22].W eillustratethedi�erencebetween thetwo representationsin Fig.4.

Interestingly,Caldiand Pagels[23]arrived ata sim ilarexpression forthepion form -
factor to Eq.(39) from a directphoton contribution and a �xed 
 � � vertex. Their
coupling ofthe� to thepion �eld,though,ism om entum dependent,and itisbecauseof
thisthatthey reproduced the�rstrepresentation.
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Figure4:Contributionstothepionform -factorinthetworepresentations
ofvectorm eson dom inancea)VM D1 b)VM D2.

2.3 T he � as a dynam icalgauge boson

Bando etal. have succeeded in constructing a localgauge m odelwhich reproduces
VM D [24]. This m odelis based on the idea ofa hidden localsym m etry originally de-
veloped in supergravity theories. The �-m eson appears as the dynam icalgauge boson
ofa hidden localsym m etry in the non-linear,chiralLagrangian. The m ass ofthe � is
generated by theHiggsm echanism associated with thehidden localsym m etry.

W ebegin with theLagrangian ofthenon-linearsigm a-m odel[25]

L =
f2�

4
Tr[@�U@

�
U
y]; (42)

wheref� isthepion decay constant(93 M eV)and

U(x)= exp[2i�(x)=f�]: (43)

Here �(x) are the pion �elds �(x) = �aTa,where Ta are the generators ofSU(2) (see
footnote2 on page7).The�eld U transform sunderchiralSU(2)L 
 SU(2)R as:

U(x)! gLU(x)g
y

R ; (44)

wheregL;R 2 SU(2)L;R:
As it stands this particularLagrangian is invariant under globalSU(2)L 
 SU(2)R .

However,itcan be castinto a form which possesses,in addition,a local(and hidden)
SU(2)V sym m etry.W ecan separateU(x)into two constituentswhich transform respec-
tively underleftand rightSU(2)

U(x)� �
y

L(x)�R (x) (45)

wherethe�(x)areSU(2)m atrix-valued entitiestransform ing like

�L;R ! �L;Rg
y

L;R: (46)
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However,the interesting partcom esin supposing these com ponentsalso possessa local
SU(2)V sym m etry,

�L;R ! h(x)�L;R; (47)

whereh(x)= e�i~�(x)�
~T.Theim portantpointhereisthatthe�eld U(x)doesnot\see"this

localSU(2)V transform ation (becauseitisinvariantunderit,even though itscom ponents
� arenot),and thuswesay itisa hidden sym m etry.

TheSU(2)V invariantLagrangian can now bere-written [25]as

L = f
2
�Tr

�
1

2i
(@��L�

y

L � @��R �
y

R)
�2

: (48)

However,ifwenow introducea gauge�eld

V� = ~V� �~T;

and covariantderivative(c.f.Eq.(7))

D ��L;R = @��L;R � igV��L;R: (49)

W ecan writetheoriginalLagrangian as[25]

L1 = f
2
�Tr

�
1

2i
(D ��L�

y

L � D ��R�
y

R )
�2

; (50)

which iseasily seen to revertto Eq.(48)upon substitution forthecovariantderivatives.
W enow sim ilarly construct

L2 = f
2
�Tr

�
1

2i
(D ��L�

y

L + D ��R�
y

R )
�2

(51)

= g
2
f
2
�Tr

"

V� �
1

2ig
(@��L�

y

L + @��R�
y

R )

#2

(52)

which isinvariantunderthe localSU(2)V transform ation h(x)provided thatV� trans-
form sunderSU(2)V as

V ! h(x)V hy(x)+
i

g
h(x)@�h

y(x): (53)

Interestingly,theEuler-Lagrangeequation forV� is

@L

@V�
� @� (

@L

@(@�V�)
)= 0; (54)

which im pliesthatL2 = 0.Thusweneed todosom ethingtoenableustokeep ourvector
�eld,V�(x).Bandoetal.assum ed thatquantum (ordynam ical)e�ectsatthe\com posite
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level" (where the underlying quark substructure brings QCD into play) generate the
kineticterm ofthegauge�eld V�(x)

�
1

4
~F�� �~F

��

where,like ~��� in Eq.(5),

~F�� = @�~V� � @�~V� � g~V� � ~V�: (55)

From thisweconstructa new Lagrangian oftheform

L = L1 + aL2 �
1

4
~F�� �~F

��
; (56)

wherea isan arbitrary param eter.W enow �x theSU(2)V gauge(Eq.(47))by im posing
thecondition

�
y

L(x)= �R (x)= �(x)= e
i~�(x)�~T=f�: (57)

Approxim ating � by (1+ i~� �~T=f�)ourLagrangian now hastheform 4

L =
f2�

4
Tr[@�U@

�
U
y]+

1

2
ag

2
f
2
�
~V� �~V

� �
1

2
ag~V � ~� � @�~� �

1

4
~F�� �~F

��
; (58)

to order�2.W ecan identify,by com parison with Eq.(4),

m
2
� = ag

2
f
2
�; (59)

and from Eq.(12)werecognisethecurrent

~J
V
� = ~� � @�~�; (60)

and hence,

gV �� =
1

2
ag: (61)

The next step towards reproducing VM D is to incorporate electrom agnetism . W e
extend thehidden gaugegroup to a largergroup,SU(2)V 
 U(1)Q where U(1)Q isnota
hidden sym m etry as

U ! b(x)Uby(x): (62)

The transform ation b(x) 2 U(1)Q = exp(�ie0Q�(x)),where Q is the generator ofthe
one-param eterU(1)group (analogousto Ta forSU(N )).TheEM �eld couplesto

Q =
1

2
Y + T3; (63)

4ForSU(2)fT a;T bg= �ab=2 henceT
aT b = � i�abcT c=2+ �ab=4.
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where Y isthe hypercharge,which iszero in thiscase. Bando etal. draw attention to
thecom pleteindependenceofthe� and photon sourcecharges,which producesa sim ple
picture.

Thetransform ation given in Eq.(62)m eansthatthe� �eldstransform like

�L;R ! �L;Rb
y
: (64)

W ethereforerequirefora covariantderivative,

D ��L;R = @��L;R � ig~V� ~T�L;R � ie0�L;RB �T
3
; (65)

whereB � isessentially thephoton �eld.W ith thiswe�nd thattherelevantpartsofthe
Lagrangian,nam ely

D ��L�
y

L � D ��R�
y

R

areinvariantunderU(1)Q ,provided B � transform slike

B � ! B � �
i

e0
@�b

y
b: (66)

Incorporating ournew covariantderivative(Eq.(65))wehaveasthenew Lagrangian

L = L1 + aL2 �
1

4
~F�� �~F

�� �
1

4
B ��B

��
; (67)

whereB �� isthestrength tensorofthe�eld B �.W enow onceagain �x thegaugein the
m annerofEq.(57).

Expanding � onceagain to �rstorderin ~�,thenew Lagrangian becom es

L =
f2�

4
Tr[@�U@

�
U
y]�

1

4
~F�� �~F

�� �
1

4
(@�B � � @�B �)

2

+
1

2
m

2
�
~V� �~V

� �
1

g
e0m

2
�V

3
� B

� +
1

2
(
e0

g
)2m 2

�B
�
B �

�
1

2
ag~V� � (@�~� � ~�)� e0(1�

a

2
)B �(@�~� � ~�)3: (68)

W e are now free to choose a value fora. Choosing a = 2 both reproduces the VM D2
Lagrangian given in Eq.(26)and im posesuniversality asg��� = ag=2 = g�.One would
then befreeto m akethetransform ationsgiven by Eq.(29)to obtain VM D1 (Eq.(25)).

However,instead ofdoingthisBandoetal.follow theprocedureforrem ovingthem ass
oftheU(1)�eld in theStandard M odel[5],wherean alm ostidenticalsituation occursfor
thephoton and theZ 0.OnesaysthatthestatesV �

3 and B � m ix,spontaneously breaking
theSU(2)V 
 U(1)Q down to U(1)em .W eset,asopposed to Eqs.(27)-(29),

A � =
1

q

g2 + e20

(gB � + e0V
3
� ) (69)

V
0
� =

1
q

g2 + e20

(gV 3
� � e0B �) (70)
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and thephoton m assvanishesasrequired.Therelevantpartoftheresulting Lagrangian
isnow

L = �
1

4
(A ��A

�� + V
0
��V

0��)+
1

2
(m �0)

2
V
0
� V

0� � (g���V
0
� + eA �)�3ab@

�
�
a
�
b
; (71)

where

m
2
�0 = a(g2 + e

2
0)f

2
�;

e =
e0g

q

g2 + e20

;

g��� =
ge

e0
;

fora= 2.
W enotethatthisLagrangian hasnoexplicitcouplingbetween thephoton and the�0,

although thereisa directcoupling ofthephoton to thehadroniccurrent.They can m ix,
however,via a pion-loop,which results in a q2 dependent m ixing between the photon
and the�-m eson.Becauseweareworking to lowestorderin thepion �eld Eq.(71)lacks
the seagullterm (i.e.,one ofthe form ofthe �nalterm in Eq.(9))the resulting m ixing
am plitude willbe neither transverse,nor vanish atq2 = 0 (see section 5.1). However,
thisisa departurefrom theusualform ulationsofVM D which contain an explicitm ixing
term in theLagrangian.Bhadurim erely notesthatoncethistransform ation ism adethe
physicalphoton now hasa hadron-likepartthrough Eq.(70)[25].Thisissueisanalysed
in m ore detailby Schechter[26].He considersthe diagonalbasisto be thephysicalone
(asthephoton ism asslessand gaugeinvarianceispreserved)and arguesthatthevector
m eson suppliesaq2 correction tothepion form factor,ratherthan givingthewholething.

Hung hasextended thism odelto include the weak bosons[27]. W hatisespecially
interesting about his work in light ofour presentation is his reproduction ofthe �rst
representation ofVM D,which hedem onstratesisequivalentto \precisely theold vector
m eson dom inance" (by which he m eansthe second representation),asuniversality isa
consequence ofhism odel.

2.4 Sum m ary

W ehavedescribed how theinteractionsofthephoton with hadronicsystem scan be
usefully m odelled using vectorm esons. Thisidea wasthen m oulded into a Lagrangian
�eld theory,but the m asses ofthe vector m eson prevented one from having a gauge
invarianttheory.Two equivalentform ulationsofVM D weredeveloped,VM D1 in which
the coupling ofthephoton to the � ism om entum dependent(vanishing atq2 = 0),and
VM D2 whereitisnot.Ifuniversality isim posed theserepresentationsproducethesam e
physics.

In an attem pt to put VM D on a m ore solid theoreticalfooting,Bando etal. were
ableto writedown a gaugeinvarianttheory which reduces(c.f.Eq.(68))to theVM D2
Lagrangian when oneexpandsto second orderin thepion �eld.
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A uni�ed picture ofthese above m entioned phenom enologicalapproachesisa�orded
bythebosonised Nam bu{Jona-Lasinio(NJL)m odel[28].TheNJL m odelfeaturesafour-
pointquark interaction.Bosonisingthischirally invariantm odelautom atically yieldsthe
�eld current identity ofEq.(2) and,from this,VM D.The bosonised NJL m odelalso
containsthe hidden localsym m etry ofBando etal. and one can dem onstrate,through
a chiralrotation,that the two e�ective m eson Lagrangians are equivalent. In the full
quantum theory,the two representations, VM D1 and VM D2 are related by a sim ple
changeofm esonicintegration variables[29].

3 �� ! m ixing

W e shalldiscuss here how �� ! m ixing was seen experim entally and the challenge
itpresented to physiciststo explain the m echanism driving it. The im portance of�� !
m ixingin theconventionalunderstanding ofchargesym m etry violation (CSV)in nuclear
physics (c.f.Sec.4) has m ade it crucialfor us to im prove our understanding ofthis
phenom enon.

3.1 T he electrom agnetic form -factor ofthe pion

One problem in which VM D found particular success was the description ofthe
electrom agneticform -factorofthepion [30].Asthishasplayed such a crucialrolein our
understanding of�� ! m ixing itis usefulto outline what we m ean by itand how the
theoreticalpredictionsarecom pared with experim entaldata.

W eareconcerned with thes-channelprocessdepicted in Fig.5,in which an electron-
positron pairannihilate,form ingaphoton which then decaystotwopions.W ede�nethe

e-

e+

π

π

+

-

γ

Figure 5: Electron-positron pair annihilating to form a photon which
then decaysto a pion pair.

form -factor,F�(s),byEq.(38).Theform -factorrepresentsallpossiblestronginteractions
occurring within thecirclein Fig.5,which wem odelusing VM D.

In the tim e-like region,F�(q2) is m easured experim entally in the process e+ e� !

�+ �� ,which,tolowestorderin e2,isgiven by theprocessshown in Fig.5.Them om enta
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ofthe electron and positron are p1 and p2 respectively,and p3 and p4 are the m om enta
ofthe�+ and �� .Thedi�erentialcross-section isgiven by

d�

d

=

~p2
3

j~p3j(p03 + p04)� p03p̂2 � (~p1 + ~p2)

1

4
�polsjM fij

2

64�2
q

(p1 � p2)2 � m 4
e

; (72)

where p̂ istheunitvectorin thedirection of~p.W earethusinterested in calculating the
Feynm an am plitude,M fi,forthisprocess.Theleptonicand photon partofthediagram
are com pletely standard. The interesting partofthe diagram concernsthe coupling of
thephoton to thepion pairrepresented by Fig.5.Theform ofthispartofthediagram ,
M 
! �+ �� ,isgiven in Eq.(38).In full,theam plitudeis

M fi= v(2)ie
�u(1)iD ��(q)eF�(q
2)(p4 � p3)

�
; (73)

with thephoton propagatorbeing given by

iD ��(q)=
(�i)

q2

"

g�� + (� � 1)
q�q�

q2

#

: (74)

Particular choices of� correspond to particular covariant gauges. The second term in
Eq.(74)vanishesbecausethephton couplesto conserved currents.

In thecentreofm assfram ein which wesetj~pj= p,wehaveE 2� p2 = m 2
e,E

2� p02 =
m 2

�,and ~p� ~p0= �pp0cos�.Using
p
s= 2E thedi�erentialcross-section becom es

d�

d

=
e4

s2

(1
4
s� m 2

�)
1=2

(1
4
s2 � sm 2

e)1=2
(E 4 � E 2m 2

� � ((E 4 � E 2(m 2
� + m 2

e)+ m 2
�m

2
e)cos

2�))jF�(s)j2
p
s64�2

:

(75)
Sincewehavem 2

e << m 2
� < s,wecan sim plify theaboveform ula to

d�

d

=
e4

s2

(s� 4m 2
�)

1=2

s
p
s

1

8�2
(E 4 � E

2
m

2
�)(1� cos2�)jF�(s)j

2
:

From thisweobtain thetotalcross-section

� =
�2�

3

(s� 4m 2
�)

3=2

s5=2
jF�(s)j

2
: (76)

Early experim ents m easuring thiscross-section produced enough data around the �
resonance to enable the extraction ofjF�(s)j2 and led to the developm ent ofthe VM D
m odeldiscussed earlier.In thesecond representation ofVM D thee+ e� ! �+ �� reaction
isgiven by the process illustrated in Fig.6,which leadsto the expression forthe pion
form -factor,asgiven in Eq.(40),

F�(s)=
�m 2

�

s� m 2
� + im ���

: (77)

ThereaderwillnoticeEq.(77)di�ersslightly from whatwould benaively expected from
Eq.(40)asthewidth ofthe�-m eson hasbeen included.Thiswillbefully discussed later.
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ρ
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Figure6:VM D description ofe+ e� ! �+ �� .

3.2 T he observation of�� ! m ixing

Asm oredatawascollected (forthereaction e+ e� ! �+ �� and otherrelated reactions
such as�+ + p ! �+ �� + � + + )and the resolution ofthe resonance curve im proved,it
becam e clear that there was a kink in the otherwise sm ooth curve observed around
the m ass ofthe !-m eson [31]. The strong interaction was not believed to allow an !

to decay to the pion pair,as to do so would violate G parity. Glashow suggested in
1961 [32]that EM e�ects m ixed the two states ofpure isospin, �I and !I,resulting
in the m ass eigenstates,� and !,being superpositions ofthe two initial�elds. The
m ostobviouspossibility,asthise�ectisonly very sm all,wasvia the processshown in
Fig.7. He also com m ented thatotherEM m ixing processessuch as�I ! 
 + �0 ! !I

could notbeignored.However,calculationsrevealed thattheprocessshown in Fig.7 is

π−

+

γ γ

ρ

π

ω

e

+

-

e

Figure 7: Electrom agnetic contribution to the !-resonance of
e+ e� ! �+ �� .

suppressed too m uch to account forwhatwas seen in the experim ent. Being a second
order electrom agnetic e�ect it contributed only around 8 keV to the observed partial
width �!! 2�=186 keV.

Hence itbecam e necessary to abandon strictconservation ofG-parity in the strong
interaction. The explanation forthe kink in the data wasthatthe decay ! ! 2� was
interfering. Itwas even suggested [33]that,as the m asses are so close,perhaps the �
and ! are justdecay m odes(one to two pionsand the otherto three pions)ofthe one
particle,which,likethephoton,did notpossessa well-de�ned isospin.

However,aconcerted e�orttoexam inethedecay! ! 2� concluded thattherewasnot
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signi�cantstatisticalevidence forthe directdecay [34]. Itwassuggested thatperhaps,
despite a possibly substantialdirect decay rate,som e process produced a cancellation
givingazeroresult.Thisargum entforignoringthedirectdecaywasgivenam athem atical
footing [35,36]thatwillbediscussed in Sec. 3.4.

A way outofthisproblem seem ed athand with thestrongsym m etry breaking theory
ofColem an and Glashow [37].Thisallowed fora m ixing ofthetwo m esons,introducing
thequantity h�0jM j!i,whereM denotesthem assm ixing operatorwhich wastaken to
bea freeparam eter[38].Ultim ately,thism ass-m ixing hasitsoriginsin thequark m ass
di�erencesand EM e�ects,butthereisasyetno de�nitivederivation from QCD.

π−

+π

γ

ω ρ

e

-

+

e

Figure8:�� ! m ixing contribution to e+ e� ! �+ �� .

3.3 Q uantum m echanicalview of�� ! m ixing

Ourinitialpresentation of�� ! m ixing willfollow standard treatm ents[35,39]orig-
inally due to Colem an and Schnitzer[40]. Although such m ethodsare notusually em -
ployed today in the discussion of�� ! m ixing, they contributed signi�cantly to the
developm entofthesubject.

Thevectorm eson propagatorisgiven by

D ��(q
2)=

Z

d
4
xe

�iq�x h0jTfV�(x)V�(0)gj0i (78)

which wecan rewriteusing thespectralrepresentation [17]

D ��(q
2)=

Z 1

s0

dr
�(r)

q2 � r
(g�� �

q�q�

r
) (79)

where �(r)isthespectraldensity ofthevectorstates.From Eq.(79)we can de�ne the
propagatorfunction,D (q2),such that[35]

D ��(q
2)� D (q2)g�� +

1

q2
(D (0)� D (s))q�q� (80)

where we de�ne forconvenience here s � q2. W e now write the propagatorfunction in
thefollowing way

D (s)=
1

s� W (s)
(81)
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where,in whatfollows,weshallregard D and W asoperators.Them ass-squared oper-
ator,W ,isa function ofs in generaland wewilllaterusetheform

W (s)= m
2
0 + �(s); (82)

where �(s)is the self-energy operatorwith com plex m atrix elem ents and isrelated to
the physicalinterm ediate states(we shalldiscussthisin section 5.1)). The polesofthe
m atrix elem entsofD correspond to thephysicalvectorm eson states.

Ifwe restrict our attention to the region near the ! m ass,which corresponds to a
sm allenergy range(oforder�! orm ! � m �),wecan safely neglectthes-dependenceof
W .Thedecay widthscan thusbetaken asindependentofs in thisregion.

Thephysicalstatescan betaken to belinearcom binationsofthepureisospin states,
jaIi,a = �;!,where

j�Ii � j1;0i

j!Ii � j0;0i

in theisospin basis,jI;I3i.W and D would bediagonaliftherewerenoisospin-violating
e�ects,buttheexistenceofsuch e�ectsproducesm atrix elem entswhich arenotdiagonal
and theo�-diagonalelem entscontain theinform ation about��! m ixing.Assum ingtim e
reversalinvariancethesem atrix elem entsaresym m etric,though notreal(and hencenot
necessarily herm itian).Thephysicalstatesarethosewhich diagonaliseW and wedenote
them by jai.Eitherrepresentation,thephysicalstatesjaiortheisospin statesjaIiform
a com pleteorthonorm albasis;i.e.,

I =
X

a

jaihaj=
X

aI

jaIihaIj (83)

and
�ab = hajbi= haIjbIi: (84)

Hencethetwo basescan berelated by

jai=
X

bI

jbIihbIjai (85)

and
jaIi=

X

b

jbihbjaIi (86)

W enoteherethatwede�nethelefteigenvectorshajbythesede�nitions.W ewillseelater
thatthetransform ation m atrix with elem entshbIjaiisnotunitaryand hencehaj6= (jai)y.
Naturally,D (s)can be represented in eitherbasis,forexam ple in the physicalorm ass
basis

D =
X

a;b

jaihaj[s� W (s)]�1 jbihbj (87)
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with a sim ilar expression using the basis jaIi. Since the physicalstates are those that
diagonaliseD and W wecan write

hajW jbi= �abza (88)

and Eq.(87)becom es

D =
X

a

jaihaj

s� za
(89)

Sincethem ixing isobserved tobesm all,weapproxim atethetransform ation between
thetwo basesgiven in Eq.(85)by

j�i = j�Ii� �j!Ii (90)

j!i = j!Ii+ �j�Ii (91)

where� isa sm all,com plex m ixing param eter.Hereand in thefollowing wealwayswork
to �rstorderin �.In m atrix form ,wewrite

C �

 
h�Ij�i h!Ij�i

h�Ij!i h!Ij!i

!

=

 
1 ��

� 1

!

(92)

and

W I �

 
h�IjW j�Ii h�IjW j!Ii

h!IjW j�Ii h!IjW j!Ii

!

(93)

where the scriptlettersare used to denote m atrices. The physicalbasisj�i,j!idiago-
nalisesW so wehave

W = CW IC
�1 =

 
z� 0
0 z!

!

(94)

from which we deduce,neglecting allterm s oforder �2 and �h�IjW j!Ii and observing
thatW I m ustbesym m etricso thath!IjW j�Ii= h�IjW j!Ii,

� =
h�IjW j!Ii

z! � z�
: (95)

Sinceza correspondsto thesquareofthecom plex m ass,itisconvenientto write[41]

za = (m a � i�a=2)
2

’ m
2
a � im a�a ; (96)

where �a is the decay width ofparticle a which was seen in the form -factor given in
Eq.(77).Hencewehave

� =
h�IjW j!Ii

m 2
! � m 2

� � i(m !�! � m ���)
: (97)
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Now we recallthat W is in generalm om entum dependent,and that we neglected the
m om entum dependenceasasim pli�cation (aswewereconcerned with onlyasm allregion
around the ! m ass). Hence,Eq.(97) and therefore �� ! m ixing will,in general,be
m om entum dependent.Interestingly,� isseen to havetheform (neglecting the! width)
ofa � propagator evaluated at s = m 2

!, which we can com pare with the discussion
surrounding Eq.(162).

The am plitude forany processinvolving interm ediate vectorstates(which m ix)will
involve m atrix elem ents ofthe vector m eson propagator function,D ,and can now be
written as,using Eq.(89),

hfjD (s)jii=
X

a

hfjaihajii

s� m 2
a + im a�

: (98)

Forthe case ofe+ e� ! �+ �� ,using the m ore popular second representation ofVM D
(Eq.(26))wehave

M fi = h2�jD (s)je+ e� i

=
h2�j�ih�je+ e� i

s� m 2
� + im ��

+
h2�j!ih!je+e� i

s� m 2
! + im !�

: (99)

Itisfrom thisthatwe can determ ine the Orsay phase,� [31,42],which isthe relative
phaseofthe! and � Breit-W igneram plitudesfore+ e� ! 2�.

Com paring with Eq.(73)wecan identify thepion form factorto be

F�(s) =
g���g�


s� m 2
� + im ���

+
g!��g!


s� m 2
! + im !�!

� g���g�


"
1

s� m 2
� + im ���

+�ei�
1

s� m 2
! + im !�!

#

; (100)

where

g�
 =
m 2

�

g�
:

Hencethequantity �ei� � (g!
=g�
)(g!��=g���)governstheshapeoftheinterferenceand
henceofthecross-section around the! m ass.

In therem ainderofthepaper,wem akeuseofthefollowing notationalconveniences,
allvalid only when term soforder�2 and �h�IjW j!Iican beneglected:

W �� � h�IjW j�Ii= h�jW j�i= z�

W !! � h!IjW j!Ii= h!jW j!i= z!

W �! � h�IjW j!Ii: (101)

3.4 T he contribution ofdirect om ega decay

Ashad been suggested [34]the existence ofa directdecay ofthe pure isospin state,
!I ! 2� m ay have little e�ecton the decay ofthe real!. An argum entwasgiven for
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this[35,36],and m ostm odern calculationsdo notincludethecontribution ofthedirect
decay ofthe !. Itisusefulto outline these argum entsand exam ine whether they still
hold forrecentexam inationsof�� ! m ixing.

The coupling ofthe physical ! to the two pion state can be expressed as (from
Eq.(91))

M !�� = M !I�� + �M �I��; (102)

where� isgiven by Eq.(97).Neglecting thesm allm assdi�erenceofthetwo m esonsand
thedecay width ofthe! allowsusto approxim ate�,given in Eq.(97),by

� = �i

 
R eW �! + iIm W �!

m ���

!

: (103)

Now assum ing the !I is able to couple to two pions (afterall,som e m echanism is
required for CSV),i.e.,M !I�� 6= 0,we would have the m ixing interaction,shown in
Fig.9,contributing to W �!,and hencealso to �.

π0

−

+π

π

ρω

ω

π

π
ρ

−

+

Figure9:Physicalinterm ediatestatescontributing to �� ! m ixing.

W e can determ ine the contribution to W �! from � ! �� ! !.To do this,however,
itis�rstusefulto considertheanalogouscaseforthesim pler�� system .Theselfenergy
ofthe �,W ��,is generated by a virtualpion loop as in Fig.10,which m odi�es the �

ρρ

−

+π

π

Figure10:Contribution ofa pion loop to the� self-energy.

propagatorin thefollowing way

1

q2 � m 2
0

!
1

q2 � W ��(q2)
(104)
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’
1

q2 � m 2
� + im ���

; (105)

wherem 0 isthebarem ass,m � therenorm alised m assand �� thewidth ofthe�-m eson.
W enow havethede�nition oftheim aginary partofFig.10,

Im W �� � �m ���(q
2); (106)

where��(m 2
�)isthedecay width ofthe�.Sim ilarly wecan determ inetheim aginary part

oftheone-loop diagram shown in Fig.9,which contributesto Im W �!.Iffollowing the
analysisofRenard [35]weassum ethatthepureisospin decay am plitudesarerelated by

M �! =
g!I��

g�I��
M ��; (107)

wehave
W �! =

g!I��

g�I��
W ��; (108)

and hence

Im W �! =
g!I��

g�I��
Im W ��

= �
g!I��

g�I��
m ���: (109)

Substituting Eq.(109)into Eq.(103)and then substituting thatinto Eq.(102)wehave

g!�� = g!I�� � i
R eW �!

m ���
g�I�� +

Im W �!

m ���
g�I�� (110)

Thus

g!�� = g!I�� � i
R eW �!

m ���
g�I�� � g!I��: (111)

Ascan beseen thecontribution from thedecay ofthe!I iscancelled.
So,in sum m ary,we allowed CSV through !I ! �� (in the sam e form as�I ! ��),

which contributed tothem ixingparam eter,�,through theprocessdepicted in Fig.9.W e
then found thatthe im aginary partofthe single pion loop actually cancelled the decay
ofthe!I in theprocess! ! ��.Hencethedecay ofthethe!I can beignored.

However, the approxim ation ofneglecting the ! width and the �� ! m ass di�er-
ence in Eq.(103) has recently been re-exam ined in detail[43]. W ithout m aking this
approxim ation ithasbeen found thattheg!I�� contribution survivesand can contribute
signi�cantly.
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3.5 Sum m ary

In thissection wehaveconcerned ourselveswith theinitialdiscovery oftheG-parity
violating interactionsofthe!-m eson which could notbeexplained by electrom agnetism
alone. W e also reviewed the early theoreticalattem pts to explain these processes. W e
described the developm ent ofthe notion of�� ! m ixing,a process which is stillnot
entirely understood ata fundam entallevel.

Itisourpurpose in the rem ainderofthisreportto develop a sim ple fram ework for
handling �� ! m ixing and show how to useitin practicalcalculations.

4 C harge sym m etry violation in nuclear physics

Before proceeding to discuss�� ! m ixing in greaterdetailitisim portantto brie
y
review itsim portancein nuclearphysics.

There are a num ber of�ne reviews ofcharge sym m etry and the insight which the
sm allviolationsofitcan give usconcerning strongly interacting system s[44,45,46]. It
would beinappropriateto go overthatm aterialatlength.Ourobjective hereissim ply
to recalla few key exam pleswhere�� ! m ixing isbelieved to play an im portantrole.In
thisway we provide a fram ework within which ourconsideration ofm eson m ixing and
VM D m ay beviewed.

The charge sym m etry breaking interaction ofm ost interest in nuclear physics has
typically been theso-called class-IIIforce[44]which hastheform ,

V
III� (�1z + �2z)v3(r

~
;�1
~
;�2
~
): (112)

This is responsible for the di�erence between the nn,(Coulom b corrected) pp and np

scatteringlengths.Italsocontributestoadi�erencebetween them assesofm irrornuclei,
the fam ousOkam oto-Nolen-Schi�er(ONS)anom aly [47].Given ourability to solve the
three-body problem ,the 3He� 3H m assdi�erenceisthem ostprecisely studied exam ple.
Aftercorrecting fortheEM interaction and thefreen � p m assdi�erencethererem ains
som e 70 keV to be explained in term s ofa charge sym m etry violating force [48]. The
class-III force associated with �� ! m ixing predicts 90�14 keV [48]which is in good
agreem ent.

ForheaviernucleitheEM correctionsarem uch m oredi�cultto calculateaccurately.
Nevertheless,after the best estim ates have been m ade a CSV m ass di�erence rem ains
which grows with nuclear m ass num ber,A. As illustrated in Table 1 ofthe results of
Blunden and Iqbal[49](taken from Ref.[50])am icroscopicN N potential,includingCSV
e�ects,can accountform ostofthisdiscrepancy | atleastforlow j.Onceagain,�� !
m ixing appearto beresponsibleforthem ajority (roughly 90% )ofthecalculated e�ect.

There hasalso been considerable experim entalactivity in the pastfew years[51,52]
concerning theclass-IV force:

V
IV = (�1z � �2z)(�

~
1 � �

~
2)� L

~
v(r)+ (~�1 � ~�2)z(�

~
1 � �

~
2)� L

~
w(r); (113)
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NuclearLevel Required CSV (keV) Calculated CSV (keV)
DM E SkII total �0 � !

15 p�1
3=2

250 190 210 182
p�1
1=2

380 290 283 227
17 d5=2 300 190 144 131

1s1=2 320 210 254 218
d3=2 370 270 246 192

39 1s�1
1=2

370 270 337 290
d�1
3=2

540 430 352 281
41 f7=2 440 350 193 175

1p3=2 380 340 295 258
1p1=2 410 330 336 282

Table 1: Sum m ary ofCSV in the single particle levels forseverallight
nucleiin com parison with thetheoreticalexpectations[49]| from [50].

where vectorsin isospin-space have been denoted by overhead arrows,and those in po-
sition space by underlining. Such a force only a�ectsthe np system where itm ixesthe
spin singlet and triplet channels [53]. It turns out that at TRIUM F energies [51]the
m easurem ent isinsensitive to �� ! m ixing and agrees wellwith the theoreticalexpec-
tations[53]. On the otherhand,atthe IUCF energy [52]the data agreeswellwith the
theoreticalprediction [53,54],about halfofwhich can be explained in term s of�� !
m ixing. Unfortunately,the experim entalerror is such that this is only a 1:5 standard
deviation e�ect. Itwould be very inform ative to reduce the errorsby a factorof2-3 in
theIUCF energy region.

Clearly thereareanum berofexam pleswhereCSV in nuclearphysicsseem storequire
thecontribution to theN N forcearising from �� ! m ixing.In orderto calculatesuch a
forceonem usttaketheFouriertransform oftheFeynm an diagram shown in Fig.11.

NN

0ρ ω

Figure11:CSV in thenuclearpotentialresulting from �� ! m ixing.
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Schem atically thisinvolves[55]:

VCSV (r)/
1

r

Z 1

�1

dqq
sin(qr)� �!(�q2)

(q2 + m 2
�)(q

2 + m 2
!)

(114)

where � �!(�q2) is the �� ! m ixing am plitude in the space-like region. Traditionally
thishasbeen evaluated using contourintegration and keeping only the polesassociated
with thevectorm eson propagator.Thatis,VCSV isproportionalto � �!(m 2

�),them ixing
am plitude atthe � (orthe !)pole. If��! were to vary rapidly between the tim e-like
and space-likeregions,as�rstsuggested by Goldm an etal.[56],thiswould beavery bad
approxim ation.Indeed,ifthebehaviourfound by Goldm an etal.(discussed in thenext
section)were correct,�� ! m ixing would contribute little ornothing in theexam ple we
have justconsidered [57].Onewould then befaced with the task of�nding alternative,
possibly quark-level[58,59,65,66],explanations. In any case,one would be forced to
re-exam inetheunderstanding ofnuclearm atterata fairly fundam entallevel.

5 T he behaviour of�� ! m ixing

Thevariousproposed m echanism sfor��! m ixing (as,forexam ple,thepion loopsof
Fig.9)would haveinescapably led to theconclusion thatitwasa m om entum dependent
process.Howeverno directcalculationswereeverm adeoftheseloop diagram s.

In the early studiesof�� ! m ixing the m ixing param eter� (c.f.Eqs.(90)and (91))
was never precluded from being m om entum dependent. Unfortunately, experim ental
lim itations m eant there was little hope that m uch could be known about� away from
the � m ass. Faced with this constraint it seem ed sensible to devote ones energies to
�nding outasm uch aspossible aboutthe m ixing processatq2 = m 2

!.The inform ation
cam e exclusively from the decay ! ! �+ �� ,i.e. two pion production at the ! m ass
point,which (aswediscussed)wasbelieved to beentirely dueto m ixing.(Note,though,
thatrecently therehasbeen som ediscussion oftheexperim entally m oredi�cult� ! 3�
decay [67].) Renard [35]givesa discussion ofthebehaviourofthem ixing,in term sofW
in Eq.(82). He explainsthatthere were two approxim ationsm ade forthe m om entum
dependence. The �rst was to ignore any m om entum dependence, the second was to
assum eitwaslinear(in which caseitwould vanish fors= 0,aspredicted in section 5.1).

Astim e wentby any thoughtof� being anything otherthan a �xed param eterthat
could be cleanly extracted from processesinvolving the two pion decay ofthe ! sim ply
fellby thewayside (m uch likethe�rstrepresentation ofVM D).

W hile this has little e�ect for som ething such as the EM form factor ofthe pion,
itseventualapplication [68]to the spacelike world ofnuclearphysicswhere ithasbeen
incorporated intothem eson exchangem odelwascauseforifnotconcern,atleastcaution.
However,thesuccessofthisassum ption (outlinedinSec. 4)hasbeenseen asacom pelling
justi�cation.

Thequestion ofm om entum dependencein �� ! m ixing was�rstasked by Goldm an,
Henderson and Thom as (GHT) [56]and has generated a signi�cant am ount ofwork.
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The initialGHT m odelwas relatively sim ple. The vector m esons were assum ed to be
quark-antiquark com posites,and the m ixing was generated entirely by the sm allm ass
di�erence between the up and down quark m asses. The m esons coupled to the quark
loop via a form -factorF(k2)where k� is the free m om entum ofthe quark loop,which
m odelsthe �nite size ofthe m eson substructure. Free Dirac propagatorswere used for
the quarks,thus ignoring the question ofcon�nem ent. M ore recent work [69,70]has
m odelled con�nem entby using quark propagatorswhich areentire(i.e.they donothave
a polein thecom plex q2 planeand thusthequarksareneveron m ass-shell).Thevector
m esonscoupleto conserved currentswhich,aswillbeshown later,leadsto a nodein the
m ixing when them om entum squared (q2)ofthem eson vanishes[71].A gaugeinvariant
m odel,willproduce a node atq2 = 0 (see nextsection).Howeverthe form -factorsused
in the GHT m odelspoilgauge invariance,and thus their node is shifted slightly away
from q2 = 0.

The use ofan interm ediate nucleon loop [72]asthem echanism driving �� ! m ixing
(relying on the m ass di�erence between the neutron and proton)avoids the worries of
quark con�nem ent,aswellasenabling oneto usewell-known param etersin thecalcula-
tion (m asses,couplings,etc).Thism odelhasa nodeforthe m ixing atq2 = 0.M itchell
etal.[70]concluded that in their bi-localtheory (where the m eson �elds are com pos-
ites ofquark operators,e.g. !�(x;y) � q(y)i
�q(x)) the quark loop m echanism alone
generatesan insigni�cantcharge sym m etry breaking potentialand suggesta pion loop
contribution should be exam ined [73],which isinteresting in the lightofourdiscussion
(Sec.3.4)aboutthe contribution ofthe direct ! decay. Subsequent calculations using
the Nam bu{Jona-Lasinio m odel[74],chiralperturbation theory [75,76,77],QCD sum
rules[76,78,79,80]and quark m odels[81]haveexplored aspectsof��! m ixing,including
itsm om entum dependence.

Iqbaland Niskanen [57]havestudied thee�ectofa varying �� ! m ixing forneutron-
proton scattering. Using a m odelfor the variation [78]they conclude that it would
signi�cantly alter our understanding ofhow to m odelthe charge-sym m etry breaking
e�ectsin thestrong nuclearinteraction.

5.1 G eneralC onsiderations

W ereview ourproof[71]thatthem ixingam plitudevanishesatq2 = 0in any e�ective
Lagrangian m odel(e.g.,L(~�;!;~�;� ; ;� � �)),where there are no explicit m ass m ixing
term s (e.g.,m 2

�!�
0
�!

� or ��0�!
� with � som e scalar �eld) in the bare Lagrangian and

where the vector m esons have a localcoupling to conserved currents which satisfy the
usualvector current com m utation relations. The boson-exchange m odelof Ref.[72]
where,e.g.,J�! = g! �N 
�N ,isone particularexam ple.Itfollowsthatthem ixing tensor
(analogousto thefullself-energy function fora singlevectorboson such asthe� [82])

C
��(q)= i

Z

d
4
xe

iq�xh0jT(J��(x)J
�
!(0))j0i: (115)

istransverse.Here,theoperatorJ�! istheoperatorappearing in theequation ofm otion
forthe�eld operator! | c.f.Eq.(14).Notethatwhen J�

! isa conserved currentthen
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@�J
�
! = 0,which ensuresthattheProca equation leadsto thesam esubsidiary condition

asthe free �eld case,@�!� = 0 (see,e.g.,Lurie,pp.186{190 [17],orother�eld theory
texts[21,83]).TheoperatorJ�� issim ilarly de�ned.W eseethen thatC �� can bewritten
in theform ,

C
��(q)=

 

g
�� �

q�q�

q2

!

C(q2): (116)

From thisitfollowsthattheone-particle-irreducibleself-energyorpolarisation,� ��(q)
(de�ned through Eq.(120) below),m ust also be transverse [82]. The essence ofthe
argum entbelow isthatsince there areno m assless,strongly interacting vectorparticles
� �� cannotbesingularatq2 = 0and therefore�(q2)(seeEq.(121)below)m ustvanish at
q2 = 0,assuggested forthepure� case[19].Aswehavealready noted thisissom ething
thatwasapproxim ately truein allm odels,butguaranteed only in Ref.[72].

Letusbrie
y recalltheproofofthetransversality ofC ��(q).Asshown,forexam ple,
by Itzykson and Zuber(pp.217{224)[20],provided we use covarianttim e-ordering the
divergence ofC �� leadsto a naivecom m utatoroftheappropriatecurrents

q�C
��(q) = �

Z

d
4
xe

iq�x
@� f�(x

0)h0jJ��(x)J
�
!(0)j0i

+ �(�x0)h0jJ�!(0)J
�
�(x)j0ig (117)

= �

Z

d
3
xe

i~q�~xh0j[J0�(0;~x);J
�
!(0)]j0inaive: (118)

Thatis,there isa cancellation between theseagulland Schwingerterm s.Thus,forany
m odelin which theisovector-and isoscalar-vectorcurrentssatisfythesam ecom m utation
relationsasQCD we�nd

q�C
��(q)= 0: (119)

Thus,by Lorentzinvariance,thetensorm ustbeoftheform given in Eq.(116).
Forsim plicity weconsider�rstthecaseofasinglevectorm eson (e.g.a� or!)without

channelcoupling.Forsuch a system onecan readily seethatsinceC �� istransversethe
one-particleirreducibleself-energy,� ��,de�ned through [82]

� ��
D �� = C

��
D

0
�� (120)

(whereD and D 0 arede�ned below)isalso transverse.Hence

� ��(q)=

 

g
�� �

q�q�

q2

!

�(q2): (121)

W e are now in a position to establish the behaviour ofthe scalar function,�(q2).
In a generaltheory ofm assive vector bosons coupled to a conserved current,the bare
propagatorhastheform (com pared to Eq.(74)forthephoton)

D
0
�� =

�

�g�� +
q�q�

m 2

�
1

q2 � m 2
(122)
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whence
(D 0)�1�� = (m 2 � q

2)g�� + q�q�: (123)

Thepolarisation isincorporated in thestandard way to givethedressed propagator

iD �� = iD
0
�� + iD

0
��i�

��
iD

0
�� + � � � (124)

W enow usetheoperatoridentity ofEq.(31)to give

D
�1
�� = (D 0)�1�� + � ��

= (m 2 � q
2 + �(q2))g�� +

 

1�
�(q2)

q2

!

q�q�: (125)

Thusthefullpropagatorhastheform

D ��(q)=
�g�� + (1� �(q2)=q2)(q�q�=m 2)

q2 � m 2 � �(q2)
: (126)

Having established this form for the propagator,we wish to com pare it with the
Renard spectralrepresentation ofthe propagatorgiven by Eq.(80). By com paring the
coe�cientsofg �� in Eqs.(126)and (80)wededuce

D (q2)=
�1

q2 � m 2 � �(q2)
; (127)

whilefrom thecoe�cientsofq �q� wehave

(1� �(q2)=q2)

(q2 � m 2 � �(q2))m 2
=

1

q2
(D (0)� D (q2))

=
1

q2

q2 + �(0)� �(q 2)

(m 2 + �(0))(q2 � m 2 � �(q2))
; (128)

from which weobtain

�(0)

q2
(q2 � m

2 � �(q2))= 0 ; 8q2 (129)

and thus
�(0)= 0: (130)

This is an im portant constraint on the self-energy function,nam ely that �(q2) should
vanish asq2 ! 0 atleastasfastasq2.

W hile the preceding discussion dealtwith the single channelcase,for� � ! m ixing
weareconcerned with twocoupled channels.Ourcalculationsthereforeinvolvem atrices.
Aswenow dem onstrate,thisdoesnotchangeourconclusion.

Them atrix analogueofEq.(125)is

D
�1
�� =

 
m 2

�g�� + (� ��(q2)� q2)T�� � �!(q2)T��
� �!(q2)T�� m 2

!g�� + (� !!(q2)� q2)T��

!

; (131)
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wherewehavede�ned T�� � g�� � (q�q�=q2)forbrevity.By obtaining theinverseofthis
wehavethetwo-channelpropagator

D �� =
1

�

 
s!g�� + a(�;!)q�q� � �!(q2)T��

� �!(q2)T�� s�g�� + a(!;�)q�q�

!

; (132)

where

s! � q
2 � � !!(q

2)� m
2
! (133)

s� � q
2 � � ��(q

2)� m
2
� (134)

a(�;!) �
1

q2m 2
�

f� 2
�!(q

2)� [q2 � � ��(q
2)]s!g (135)

� � � 2
�!(q

2)� s�s!: (136)

In theuncoupled case [� �!(q2)= 0]Eq.(132)clearly revertsto theappropriateform of
theoneparticlepropagator,Eq.(126),asdesired.

W e can now m ake the com parison between Eq.(132) and the Renard form [35]of
thepropagator,asgiven by Eq.(80).Thetransversality oftheo�-diagonalterm softhe
propagator,dem andsthat� �!(0)= 0.A sim ilaranalysisleadsoneto concludethesam e
for� ��(q2)and � !!(q2).Notethatthephysical�0 and ! m asseswhich arisefrom locating
thepolesin thediagonalised propagatorm atrixD �� nolongercorrespond toexactisospin
eigenstates(asin thediscussion ofthehistoricaltreatm entof�� ! m ixing,Sec.3.3).To
lowestorderin CSV thephysical�-m assisgiven by m phys

� = [m 2
�+ � ��((m phys

� )2)]1=2,i.e.,
thepolein D ��

��.Thephysical!-m assissim ilarly de�ned.
In conclusion,itisim portanttoreview whathasand hasnotbeen established.There

isnouniquewaytoderiveane�ective�eldtheoryincludingvectorm esonsfrom QCD.Our
resultthat� �!(0)(aswellas� ��(0)and � !!(0))should vanish appliesto thosee�ective
theoriesin which:(i)thevectorm esonshavelocalcouplingsto conserved currentswhich
satisfy the sam e com m utation relations as QCD [i.e.,Eq.(118) is zero]and (ii) there
is no explicit m ass-m ixing term in the bare Lagrangian. This includes a broad range
ofcom m only used,phenom enologicaltheories.Itdoesnotinclude the m odeltreatm ent
ofRef.[70]forexam ple,where the m esons are bi-localobjects in a truncated e�ective
action.However,itisinteresting tonotethatanodenearq2 = 0wasfound in thism odel
in any case. The presence ofan explicitm ass-m ixing term in the bare Lagrangian will
shiftthem ixing am plitudeby a constant(i.e.,by m 2

�!).W ebelievethatsuch a term will
lead to di�cultiesin m atching thee�ectivem odelonto theknown behaviourofQCD in
thehigh-m om entum lim it.

Finally the factthat �(q2)is m om entum -dependent orvanishes everywhere in this
classofm odelsim pliesthatthe conventionalassum ption ofa non-zero,constant� � !

m ixing am plitude rem ainsquestionable. Thisstudy then lendssupportto those earlier
calculations,which we brie
y discussed,where it was concluded that the m ixing m ay
play a m inorrolein theexplanation ofCSV in nuclearphysics.Itrem ainsan interesting
challengeto�nd possiblealternatem echanism stodescribecharge-sym m etry violation in
theN N -interaction [58,59,60,61,62,63,64].
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5.2 T he m ixed propagator approach to �� ! m ixing

Di�erentauthorsparam eterise the�� ! m ixing contribution to thepion form -factor
in oneoftwo ways.Using them atrix m ethod weshallshow heretheconnection between
thesetwo m odels,both ofwhich are�rstorderin chargesym m etry breaking.

Using a m atrix notation,theFeynm an am plitudefortheprocess
 ! ��,proceeding
via vectorm esons,can bewritten in theform

iM �;
! �� =
�

iM �
�I! �� iM �

!I! ��

�

iD ��

 
iM 
! �I

iM 
! !I

!

(137)

wherethem atrixD �� isgiven byEq.(132)andtheotherFeynm an am plitudesarederived
from eithertheVM D1orVM D2Lagrangian (Eqs.(25)and (26).Sincewealwayscouple
thevectorm esonstoconserved currents,theterm sproportionaltoq�q� in thepropagator
(Eq.(132))can always be neglected. Ifwe assum e thatthe pure isospin state !I does
notcouple to two pions(M �

!I! �� = 0)then to lowestorderin the m ixing,Eq.(137)is
just

M �

! �� =

�

M �
�I! �� 0

�
 

1=s� � �!=s�s!

� �!=s�s! 1=s!

!  
M 
! �I

M 
! !I

!

(138)

Expanding thisjustgives

M �

! �� = M �

�I! ��

1

s�
M 
! �I + M �

�I! ��

1

s�
� �!

1

s!
M 
! !I (139)

which werecogniseasthesum ofthetwo diagram sshown in Fig.12.

π−

+

γ
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ρ

γ

ω

π

π

π

I

ρωΠ

I

ρ

+

I

Figure12:Thecontribution of�� ! m ixing to thepion form -factor.

The couplingsthatenterthisexpression,through M �
�I! ��,M 
! �I and M 
! !I,al-

waysinvolve the unphysicalpure isospin states�I and !I. However,we can re-express

34



Eq.(139)in term softhe physicalstatesby �rstdiagonalising the vectorm eson propa-
gator.Following thesam eprocedureasin Sec.3.3,weintroducea diagonalising m atrix

C =

 
1 �

�� 1

!

(140)

where,to lowestorderin them ixing,

� =
� �!

s� � s!
: (141)

W enow insertidentitiesinto Eq.(138)and obtain

M �

! �� =

�

M �
�I! �� 0

�

CC
�1

 
1=s� � �!=s�s!

� �!=s�s! 1=s!

!

CC
�1

 
M 
! �I

M 
! !I

!

=
�

M �
�! �� M �

!! ��

�
 

1=s� 0
0 1=s!

!  

M 
! �

M 
! !

!

(142)

wherewehaveidenti�ed thephysicalam plitudesas

M �
�! �� = M �

�I! ��; (143)

M �
!! �� = �M �

�I! ��; (144)

M 
! � = M 
! �I � �M 
! !I; (145)

M 
! ! = M 
! !I + �M 
! �I: (146)

Expanding Eq.(142),we�nd

M �

! �� = M �

�! ��

1

s�
M 
! �+ M �

!! ��

1

s!
M 
! !

= M �
�! ��

1

s�
M 
! �+ M �

�! ��

� �!

s� � s!

1

s!
M 
! !; (147)

which is the usually seen in older works. At �rst glance there seem s to be a slight
discrepancy between Eqs.(139)and (147). The source ofthisisthe de�nition used for
the coupling ofthe vector m eson to the photon. The �rst,Eq.(139),uses couplings
to pure isospin states,the second,Eq.(147) uses \physical" couplings (i.e.,couplings
to the m ass eigenstates) which introduce a leptonic contribution to the Orsay phase,
as discussed by Coon etal.[55]. This phase is,however,rather sm all. Ifwe assum e
M 
! �I = 3M 
! !I and de�netheleptonicphase� by

M 
! !

M 
! �

=
1

3
e
i� (148)

then,to order�,

tan� =
10� �!

3m ���
: (149)

Thisgives� = 5:7o for� �! = �4520,asobtained by Coon etal.[55].Thissm allleptonic
contribution to theOrsay phaseistheprincipalm anifestation ofdiagonalising the�� !
propagator.
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6 P henom enologicalanalysis ofF�

In thissection we discussvariousm ethodsforboth �tting the pion form factorand
obtaining thenum ericalvalueof� �!.W eextract� �! with a �tto thepion form -factor
(usingVM D1),but,aswillbeseen,thisisnotthem ethod used toobtain them ostwidely
quoted value.

Recentanalysisofthe e+ e� ! �+ �� data give usan insightinto how successfulthe
second form ulation hasbeen in describingtheprocess.W e�nd thatin both casesstudied
a non-resonantcontribution hasbeen included to optim isethe�t,in directcontrastwith
thespiritofthesecond form ulation.Following thiswe presentan exam ple ofthe useof
the�rstform ulation to plotthecurve forthecross-section ofe+ e� ! �+ �� .
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6.1 R ecent �ts

Benayoun et al.[84]exam ine e+ e� ! �+ �� in an e�ort to better understand the
process �0 ! �+ �� 
,which requires a thorough understanding of� physics,i.e. how
to e�ectively param eterise it,and whetherto include any non-resonantcontributionsto
the process. They are concerned prim arily with �tting the data,relying on as m uch
experim entalinputaspossible,ratherthan trying to testthe behaviourofa particular
m odelfortheprocess(which isourintention).

Theirexpression fortheam plitudetakestheform described in Eq.(73),with

F�(s)(p3 � p4)� =

"

A(q2)�j�
j
�(
)�

j�
� (
)+ g�


1

m 2
� � q2 � im ���(q2)

G ��j�
j
�(�)�

j�
� (�)

+ g!

ei�

m 2
! � q2 � im !�!

G !�j�
j
�(!)�

j�
� (!)

#

(p3 � p4)
�
; (150)

wherej istheindex associated with thehelicity ofthepolarisation vectors��.The�rst
term ,A(q2),introducestheirproposed non-resonantcontribution toF�(q2).Notetheuse
ofthem om entum dependentwidth forthe� butnotthe! (asitsm ajordecay channel,
3�,isnotincluded in the 2� data analysed,and one can,asan approxim ation,ignore
them om entum dependence ofthewidth).Thewidth wastaken to be[84]

��(q
2)= ��

 
k(q2)

k(m 2
�)

! 3  
m �
p
q2

! �

(151)

where� isa param eterfor�tting,

k(q2)=
1

2

q

q2 � 4m 2
�; (152)

and

G V =
1

k3=2(q2)

r

6�m V

q

q2�V �+ �� : (153)

Notethat,becauseofk(q2)in Eq.(152),thewidth,��(q2)given in Eq.(151),willbecom e
im aginary below threshold,i.e.,q2 = 4m 2

�.Considering Eq.(150),thewidth contribution
to the denom inatorofthe propagator(Eq.(151))willactually becom e realand add to
the m ass term below threshold. The use ofa term such as �(q2 � 4m 2

�) in Eq.(151)
would spoilthe analytic continuation ofthe propagatorbelow threshold. The width of
the � isalm ostentirely due to the two pion decay,and thusthe fullwidth can be used
in Eq.(153)to determ ineG �.Howeverthisisnotthecaseforthe!,so onehasto m ake
theappropriatem odi�cation

�!(q
2)= BR(! ! �

+
�
� )�!

 
k(q2)

k(m 2
!)

! 3  
m !
p
q2

! �

; (154)
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whereBR(! ! �+ �� )isthebranching ratio forthedecay.NotethatEq.(150)usesthe
fullwidth ofthe !,ratherthan the branching fraction asin Eq.(153). Thisisbecause
the width appearing in the propagatorm easures the 
ux loss due to the decay ofthe
particleirrespectiveofitsdecay channel.Conversely,G ! describesthecoupling ofthe!
to two pionsonly,so thepartialwidth m ustbeused.

Theform -factoristhus

F�(q
2)= A(q2)�

g�


s�
G � �

g!


s!
e
i�
G !: (155)

Theresem blanceofEq.(155)totheolderform given in Eq.(100)isim m ediatelyapparent
(i.e.thesum ofthe� contribution and an Orsay-phased ! contribution).Thiscan now
beused in Eq.(76)to com putethecross-section.

Benayoun etal.[84]now proceed along two paths,using theaccepted �guresforthe
! aswellasboth leptonicdecay widths(which areassum ed tobefairly wellunderstood):

a)�tting the� param etersand theOrsay phase,�,assum ing A = 0;
b)�tting A and leaving the� m ass�xed attheworld average,768.7�0.7 M eV,asit

isbelieved to belesssensitive than thewidth to param etrisation.
Forthe �rstcase they arrive atvalues forthe m ass and width slightly higher than

usually found using theGounaris-Sakuraim odel[30]by,forexam ple,Barkhov etal.[85].
Forthesecond case,A isassum ed to taketheform

A(q2)= �(c0 + c2q
2 + c4q

4 + � � �): (156)

The expansion is stopped as soon as the e�ect ofthe next term is negligible. At this
pointBenayoun etal. pause to relecton the condition F�(0)= 1. A(0),asdeterm ined
by their�t,would contribute 0.607 to F�(0).They dism isstherelevance ofthisasthey
areusing \an expansion valid in therange(

p
s=)[2m �;m �0]." They go on to pointout

thata good �t (which,in addition,reproduces values forthe param eters closer to the
usualones)can beobtained using

A(q2)=
�1

1+ q2=m 2
�

(157)

which,ofcourse,would contribute1 to F�(0).They attem ptto getaround thisproblem
by com m enting how itshowsthatvaluesobtained using extrapolation cannotbetrusted.
Thisservesto highlighttheconfusion thatsurroundsthesecond representation ofVM D
away from m ass-shell,and m orespeci�cally,atq2 = 0.

Theyconcludetheirinvestigation bysayingthateitherthe� m assisnearlydegenerate
with the !,orevidence strongly suggestsa non-VM D contribution to F�(q2). Interest-
ingly,they say thatthelatterissuggested by thework ofBando etal.[24].

Bernicha,L�opezCastroandPestieau (BCP)[22]obtain,conversely,signi�cantlylower
valuesthan theworld averageform � and ��.Theiraim istodeterm inethesetwoquanti-
tiesin asm odel-independenta way aspossible.Theirconcern isthatthevaluesgiven by
theParticleDataGroup (aslightly m orerecentlistthan referred toby Benayoun etal.),
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768.1� 0.5and 151� 1.2M eV areobtained from di�erentsources.Them assisobtained
from photo-production and �+ N ! �N ,and the width from e+ e� ! �+ �� . Thusitis
possiblethatthereissom einconsistency dueto di�erentBreit-W ignerparam etrisations.
To rectify thisthey attem ptto derive both from the available data ofthe cross-section
fore+ e� ! �+ �� [85].Using Eq.(76)they then plottheform -factor.

They assum ethepion form -factorcan beexpressed in theform

F�(s)=
A

s� s�
+ B (s) (158)

wheres� istheposition ofthepole,A theresidueofthepole,and B (s)thenon-resonant
background near s� � m 2

� � im ���. To include the contribution ofthe ! m eson they
m odify Eq.(158),in two ways:

F�(s)=

 
A

s� s�
+ B (s)

!  

1+ y
m 2

!

s� s!

!

(159)

or

F�(s)=
A

s� s�

 

1+ y
m 2

!

s� s!

!

+ B (s): (160)

whereA istaken to bea constant,A = �am 2
�.W ith B (s)= 0 theseequationsreduceto

theusualform ,used,forexam ple,by Barkhov etal.[85].
Initially B too is set to a constant,b,and the curve is �tted with �ve param eters.

Both param eterisations(Eqs.(159)and (160))lead to essentially thesam esetofvalues
for the param eters that optim ise the �t,so it is concluded that the �� ! m ixing and
background term sareonly very weakly coupled.

Interestingly,they �tthe space-like data (obtained from e� scattering [86])using a
form -factorgiven by

F�(s)= �
am 2

�

s� m 2
�

"

1+ b

 
s� m 2

�

m 2
�

! #�1

; (161)

which containsno contribution from the !. They say thatitisnegligible fors < 4m 2
�.

W hether this is because �� ! m ixing itselfis m uch sm aller in this region,or m erely
becausethe! poledoesnotappearin thisregion isuncertain.

Thecalculationsarethen redoneim posing F�(0)= 1.Thereislittledi�erenceto the
results,aswould be expected;ifF�(0)= 1 isa necessary condition,then any good �t
should atleastcom every closeto ful�lling it.

They then exam inethe��! m ixing contribution m oreclosely and considerthefactor
�aym 2

�=(s� m
2
�+ im ���)being\frozen"ataparticularvalueofs,�ssay.Thisreproduces

thetypeofform -factorweencountered in Eq.(100)and m orerecently in Eq.(155),which
lookssim ply likethesum oftwo Breit-W igneram plitudes(onefrom the� theotherfrom
the!)attenuated by theOrsay phase,�.Thisresultsin

F�(s)= �
am 2

�

s� m 2
� + im ���

+ �(�s)ei�
m 2

!

s� m 2
! + im !�!

+ b; (162)
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where

�(�s)ei�(�s) = �
am 2

�

�s� m 2
� + im ���

: (163)

There islittle theoreticalreason to do this,butitdoesexplain the origin ofthe Orsay
phase,�,and is a reasonable approxim ation (as the m ixing is only noticeable around
resonance).Thereaderfam iliarwith Sec.5.2 can recalltherelationship between thetwo
form ulationsofthem ixing,asoutlined in Eqs.(139)and (147).Fitting thisthey obtain

� = (12:23� 1:2)� 10�3

� = (116:7� 5:8)o:

Rearranging Eq.(163)using ei� = cos� + isin� resultsin
p
�s = (m 2

� � m ���cot�)
1=2 (164)

y = �
� cos�[(�s� m2�)

2 + m 2
��

2
�]

am 2
�(�s� m 2

�)
: (165)

This gives
p
�s = 792:18 M eV,close, but not identical, to the ! m ass. Substitutingp

�s= m ! in Eq.(164)reproducestheexpression forthe Orsay phase obtained by Coon
etal. (Eq.(12)ofRef.[55]). They also have a contribution to the Orsay phase from a
phasedi�erence between thecouplingsofthevectorm esonsto thephoton (asdiscussed
in Sec.5.2).

The value ofy obtained,(�2:16� 0:35)� 10�3 ,gives a value forthe �� ! m ixing
param eter

� �! = �4:225� 10�3 GeV 2 (166)

which agrees well with the value �(4:52 � 0:6)� 10�3 GeV 2 obtained by Coon and
Barrett [68],despite the fact that quite di�erent values for the � m ass and width are
used. The initialparam eterisationsofBCP,though,yield a m uch lowervalue,closerto
�(3:7� 0:3)� 10�3 GeV 2.From thisweseethatthevalueof� �! isquitesensitiveto the
param eterisation oftheform -factor.

6.2 T he pion form -factor

To m ake ourargum entscom pletely transparent,we shalluse the �rstform ofVM D
(asgiven by Eq.(35))in a calculation ofthepion form factor[87].

Forthe sim plestcase ofonly �-m esonsand pionswe would have from Eqs.(38)and
(39).

F�(q
2)= 1�

q2

g�

1

q2 � m � + im ���(q2)
g���: (167)

W ehavefollowed standard assum ptionsarising from unitarity considerations[84]forthe
m om entum dependence ofthe � width,using the form given in Eq.(151)with � = 1.
Onecould,however,sim ply includeaterm oftheform �(q2� 4m 2

�)tothestandard Breit-
W ignerim aginary piece,m ���.Thisissu�cientto m odelthesquare rootbranch point
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ofthe pion loop self-energy atthreshold (q2 = 4m 2
�),and to ensure thatthe im aginary

partofthe self-energy iszero below thispoint.However,in practice we do notactually
show resultsbelow threshold.W etakethem odern values[88]

g
2
���=4� � 2:9; (168)

g
2
�=4� � 2:0; (169)

com ingrespectively from �(� ! ��)� 149M eV and �(� ! e+ e� )� 6:8M eV.Equating
thesetwo constantsactually ruinsour�tto data.

Toincludethecontribution ofthe!,weshallnow usethem atrix elem entofEq.(147)
determ ined in Sec.5.2from diagonalisingthem ixed propagator.Asweareusingthe�rst
representation ofVM D,thiswillprovide uswith the vectorm eson contribution to the
form factorin theCSV analogueofthesecond term on therighthand sideofEq.(167).
So,including thenon-resonantcontribution from thedirectcouplingofthephoton tothe
pion pairand replacing the Feynm an am plitudes appearing in Eq.(139)or(147)with
expressionsderived from theVM D1 Lagrangian (Eq.(25))wehaveeither

F� = 1� g���
1

s�

q2

g�I
� g���

� �!

s�s!

q2

g!I
; (170)

or

F� = 1� g���
1

s�

q2

g�
� g���

� �!

s� � s!

1

s!

q2

g!
; (171)

depending on whetherone wishesto use the couplingsofthe pure isospin statesto the
photon,as in Eq.(170),or that ofthe physicalstates to the photon,as in Eq.(171).
UseofEq.(170)m eansthatweunderstand the! ! �+ �� decay,beforediagonalisation,
as proceeding via the process illustrated in Fig.12,rather than as an ! which decays
exactly like a �,butm odi�ed by a factor��!=(s� � s!),which isthe interpretation of
Eq.(171).

W eshalluseEq.(171)to �tto theform -factordata.Theexplicitexpression we use
is

F�(q
2)= 1�

q2g���

g�[q2 � m 2
� + im ���(q2)]

�
q2�g���

g![q2 � m 2
! + im !�!]

(172)

where(asin Eq.(141)),

� =
� �!

m 2
! � m 2

� � i(m !�! � m ���(q2))
(173)

Sincethem ajordecay channelofthe! isthethreepion state,wehavetaken thewidth of
the! tobeaconstant[84],in contrasttothecaseofthe� which isgiven byEq.(151)with
� = 1.Thisapproxim ation isunlikely toseriously a�ectourresultssincethewidth ofthe
! isso m uch sm allerthan thatofthe �. W e use the Particle Data Group’s(PDG)[89]
valueof�! = 8:43 M eV.Forsim ilarreasons,any m om entum dependencein ��! m ixing
is oflittle consequence for the tim e-like pion form -factor. Hence fornow we take � �!
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to be a constant. Ofcourse,from the argum ents presented in Sec.5.1 we expect the
m om entum dependence of� �! to becrucialin extrapolationsinto thespace-like region.

Itisofsom einterestnow,to com pareourform fortheform -factor,Eq.(172)to that
used by D�ongesetal.[90]who also use the �rstrepresentation ofVM D.In contrastto
whatwehavedone,though,they couplethe! directly tothepion state(in thesam eway
asthe�)andneglect��! m ixing.Theirform factorwould beequaltooursiftheg!�� used
by them whereequalto our�g���.However,because� isa com plex quantity in general,
using realnum bers,asD�ongesetal. do forg!��,isinsu�cient. They acknowledge this
by stating that\phasescould bechosen to correctly describe �� ! interference."

Thecouplingoftheom egatothephotonhaslongbeen considered tobeapproxim ately
1/3 that of the � to the photon [38], and this is supported in a recent QCD-based
investigation [91].BCP [22]usetheleptonicpartialrate[89]to obtain

g!

g�
=

v
u
u
t
m !�(� ! e+ e� )

m ��(! ! e+ e� )
(174)

= 3:5� 0:18: (175)

W ith g! �xed in one ofthese ways,the only rem aining free param eter is the �� !
m ixing param eter � �!. It is therefore a sim ple m atter to �t it to the e+ e� ! �+ ��

cross-section. The following graphsshow the resultsofthis�tusing the form factorof
Eq.(172).Sincetheform factorgiven in Eq.(172)dependsonly on theratio� �!=g!,the
choice ofg!=g� signi�cantly altersthis. Using the value of3.5 (Eq.(175))forthe ratio
wehave,with �2= d.o.f.=14.1/25,

� �! = �3800� 370M eV 2
: (176)

In thisanalysistherearetwo principlesourcesoferrorin thevalueof� �!.The�rstisa
statisticaluncertainty of310 M eV 2 forthe�tto data,and thesecond (200 M eV 2)isdue
to the errorquoted in Eq.(175). These errorsare added in quadrature. The resultof
our�tto data isshown in Fig.13 and resonanceregion isshown in close-up in Fig.14.

It is now ofinterest to com pare our value for � �! with the other values obtained.
Firstly,weobservethat

g!�� =
� �!

m 2
! � m 2

� � i(m !�! � m ���(q2))
g���: (177)

Thisrelation enablesusto relatethewidth for! ! �+ �� to the� width via

�(! ! ��)=

�
�
�
�
�

� �!

m 2
! � m 2

� � i(m !�! � m ���(m 2
!))

�
�
�
�
�

2

�(� ! ��) (178)

giving
�(! ! ��)= 0:157M eV (179)
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Figure13:Cross-section ofe+ e� ! �+ �� plotted asa function ofs
1

2.

where we have used � �! = �3800 M eV 2 corresponding to the experim entalvalue of
3.5 forthe ratio g!=g�. This corresponds to a branching ratio BR(! ! ��)= 1:86% ,
com pared with thePDG valueof2:21� 0:30.

Com paring Eq.(172)with Eqs.(100),(155)and (162),we also determ ine theOrsay
phase� to begiven by

� = arg

 
� �!

m 2
! � m 2

� � i(m !�! � m ���(m 2
!))

!

= 101:0� (180)

independently ofthevalueof� �!.

6.3 P revious determ inations of� �!

It is now ofinterest to com pare our value for � �! with the other values obtained.
M cNam ee etal.[92]basetheirpredictionson thedecay am plitude ofthe !,and obtain
� �! from an approxim ation to Eq.(178),

�(! ! ��)=

�
�
�
�
�

� �!

im ���

�
�
�
�
�

2

�(� ! ��): (181)
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Figure 14: Cross-section for e+ e� ! �+ �� in the region around the
resonancewhere�� ! m ixing ism ostnoticeable.

Their answer is thus determ ined by BR(! ! ��),as is the phenom enologicalplot by
Benayoun etal.(seetheirEqs.(A.6)-(A.10)),who also takeaccount(asthey haveto to
plotthecross-section,som ething notdoneby Coon and Barrett)oftherelativestrengths
ofthe couplings ofthe m esons to the photon (appearing in Eq.(A10) ofRef.[84]via
�V (e+ e� )). Our calculation ofF�(q2) does not explicitly feature BR(! ! ��),and
although allotherparam etersused by usare com pletely standard (PDG),we obtain a
di�erentvaluefor� �!.The1974 data gavetheresult

� �! = �3400M eV 2
; (182)

which agreescom pletely with theresultweinitially obtained from �tting theform -factor
to thecross-section data.

M ore recently,however,Coon and Barrett repeated this calculation [68],using the
datafrom Barkhovetal.[85]which increased thebranchingratioofthe! decay,BR(! !

��),from 1.7 to 2.3% giving
� �! = �4520M eV 2

: (183)

W enotethatwhilethisisthetypically quoted valueforthe�� ! m ixing am plitude[45],
itisnotthevaluewhich providestheoptim al�tto thepion EM form -factor.

44



6.4 C onclusion

W e have shown thatitispossible to obtain a very good �tto the pion form factor
datausingaq2 dependentcouplingfor
�� � (correspondingtothe�rstrepresentation of
VM D),forwhich F�(0)= 1 irrespectiveofany valuestaken by param etersofthem odel.

Ourextraction of� �! given by Eq.(176)agreeswith early values,butisin disagree-
m ent with the m ore recent evaluation by other m eans (Eq.(183)). These di�erences
are essentially a consequence ofthe choice ofg�=g!. W ith the m ostrecentvalue ofthis
ratio,ourpreferred valuefor� �!(m 2

�)is�3800� 370M eV 2 (wheretheerrorre
ectsthe
uncertainty in g�=g!).

7 C oncluding R em arks

W ehaveprovided acom prehensivereview oftheideasofvectorm eson dom inancewith
particularapplication to the pion form -factor. The less com m only used representation
ofVM D,which naturally incorporates a q2-dependent photon�vector-m eson coupling,
seem s to be m ore appropriate in the m odern fram ework ofstrong-interactions where
quarksarethefundam entaldegreesoffreedom (weem phasisethatthetworepresentations
ofVM D are only equivalent when exact universality is assum ed). In this context the
recentwork suggesting thatthe�� ! m ixing am plitudeshould also vanish atq2 = 0 in a
largeclassofm odelsisnotin theleastsurprising.A re-analysisofthepion form -factor
using thisform ulation gavean excellent�tto thedata,whilecarefulre-analysisnearthe
!-polegavea valueof� �!(m 2

�)= �3800� 370M eV 2.Thisdi�ersfrom otherm odern �ts
m ainly becauseweused them ostrecentvalueofg�=g! [89].

W hile �� ! m ixing isofinterestin itsown right,in the usualfram ework ofnuclear
physicsitisvitaltoourunderstandingofchargesym m etry violation.Therapid variation
ofthism ixing am plitude from the �-pole (where itism easured)to the spacelike region
(where it is needed forthe nuclear force)com pletely underm ines the assum ption ofq2

independenceand generally leadstoa very sm allCSV potential.Onem ustthen look for
alternative,possibly quark-based,explanations[58,59,65,66].

Ithasbeen suggested thata strong q2-variation ofthe�� ! m ixing am plitudewould
contradictVM D.Ourdiscussion oftheoriginalform ulation ofVM D and thecorrespond-
ing �tto the pion form -factorresolves this confusion. It has also been suggested that
having thephoton-� coupling go like q2 would be in con
ictwith data on nuclearshad-
owing. By now itisclearthatshadowing in photo-nuclearinteractionsisappropriately
described in the�rstrepresentation ofVM D [93].Atq2 = 0 thephoton decouplesfrom
the � and interactsdirectly with a nucleon [94]to produce a � which isthen shadowed
by itshadronicinteraction.

Ofcourse,itcould be argued thatno-one hasrigorously derived eitherthe �� ! or

� � m ixing am plitudefrom QCD.Untilthatisdoneitispossibleto im aginethatQCD
m ightgeneratea contactinteraction proportionalto ��!�.However,such an interaction
would lead to a constantm ixing am plitude asjq2j! 1 ,which isa contradiction with
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therigorousresultfrom QCD sum -rules[78,95]which show thatthisam plitudevanishes
in thatlim it. As the naturalscale in the problem is the vector m eson m assitisclear
thateven in thiscase one would expecta substantialvariation in � �!(q2)between the
tim elike and space-like regions.

In conclusion we m ention som e m attersneeding furtherwork.Asthevectorm esons
arenotpoint-like,them ixing am plitudesm ustdeviatefrom thesim pleVM D form even-
tually.Thus,even the expressionswe have given forthe pion form -factor(forexam ple)
havea lim ited rangeofvalidity.Finally wereturn to thequestion oftheCSV N N force.
Although we have argued strongly againstthe usualassum ptionssurrounding the �� !
m ixingm echanism ,wenotethatifthe�0N N (or!N N )vertex weretohaveasm allCSV
(com ponentbehaving like 1 ratherthan �3)one would obtain a sim ilarforce(a Yukawa
oneratherthan an exponentialone)[60,61].Thisdeservesfurtherwork asdo the m ore
am bitiousquark-based m odelsofnuclearCSV.
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