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1 Introduction

Charge sym m etry isbroken at them ost fundam ental level in strong interaction physics
through the an allm ass di erence between up and down quarks in the Q CD Lagrangian.
A sa consequence the physical and ! m esons are not eigenstates of isospin but, or ex—
am ple, thephysical containsa sn alladm ixture ofan I = 0 gg state. Thisphenom enon,
known loossly as ! m ixing, has been cbserved In the charge form —factor of the pion,
which is dom inated by the in the tim e-like region. Indeed, vector m eson dom inance

(VM D) was constructed to take advantage of this fact.

N uclkar physics involves strongly interacting system s which are not yet am enabl to
calculations based directly on QCD itself. Instead the nuckon-nuckon (NN) force is
often treated in a sam Iphenom enologicalm anner using a one-or (wo-) boson exchange
model. W ithin such a fram ework, ! m ixing gives rise to a charge sym m etry violating

(CSV) NN potential which has been ram arkably e ective n explaining m easured C SV
In nuclear system s { notably In connection w ith the O kam oto-N olen-Schi er anom aly in
m irror nuclei. H owever, the theoretical consistency of this approach hasbeen challenged
by recent work suggesting that the ! m xing am plitude changes sign between the
pol and the space-lke region involved In the NN interaction.

Our ain isto provide a clear, up-to-date account of the ideas of VM D as they relate
particularly to the pion formm —factor and to ! mixing. W e begin wih an historical
review of VM D in Sec. 2. The evidence for ! mixing at the polk is presented In
Sec. 3 along w ith the standard theoretical treatm ent. In Sec. 4 we brie y highlight the
rok played by ! m ixing In the traditional form ulation of the CSV NN force. M ore
m odem theoretical concems about the theoretical consistency of the usual approach are
summ arised in Sec. 5, whik in Sec. 6 these new ideas are tested against the form —-factor
data. In Sec. 7 wemake a faw ram arks conceming shadow ng in the light of our new
appreciation of VM D , sum m arise our conclusions and outline som e open problem s.

2 VectorM eson D om inance

T he physics ofhadronswas a topic of intense study long before the gauge eld theory
ofquantum chrom odynam ics (QCD ) now believed to describe it com pletely was invented.
H adronic physics w as described using a variety ofm odels and incorporating approxin ate
symm etries. Ik is a testin ony to the insight behind these m odels (and the Inherent
di culties n solving non-perturbative Q CD ) that they stillplay an in portant role in our
understanding.

O ne particularly im portant aspect of hadronic physics which concems us here is the
interaction between the photon and hadronic matter {i]. This has been rem arkably
well described using the vector m eson dom nance (VM D ) m odel. This assum es that the
hadronic com ponents of the vacuum polarisation of the photon consist exclusively of the
known vectorm esons. This is certainly an approxin ation, but in the regions around the
vector m eson m asses, it appears to be a very good one. A s vector m esons are believed



to be bound states of quark-antiquark pairs P,3,4], i is tem pting to try to establish
a connection between the old language of VM D and the Standard M odel f§]. In the
Standard M odel, quarks, being charged, coupl to the photon and so the strong sector
contribution to the photon propagator arises, in a m anner analogous to the electron—
positron Ioops in QED , as shown in Fig.11.
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Figure 1: O neparticke-irreducible Q CD contribution to the photon prop—
agator.

The diagram ocontains dressed quark propagators and the proper (ie. one-particlke
irreducible) photon-quark vertex (the shaded circles include one-particlereducible parts,
while the em pty circles are one-particle-irreducbl B]). In QED we can approxin ate the
photon selfenergy reasonably well using bare propagators and vertices w ithout worrying
about higher-order dressing. H owever, iIn Q CD , the dressing of these quark loops can not
be 50 readily dism issed asbeing ofhigher order in a perturbative expansion. @ though for
the heavier quarks, higher order e ects can be ignored as a consequence of asym ptotic
freedom [7], one must be carefill about this §].) No direct translation between the
Standard M odeland VM D has yet been m ade.

2.1 H istorical developm ent of VM D

The seeds of VM D were sown by Nambu {9]in 1957 when he suggested that the charge
distrbution of the proton and neutron, as detemm ined by electron scattering, could be
acoounted for by a heavy neutral vector m eson contributing to the nuckon form factor.
This isogppin—zero eld isnow called the ! .

T he anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the nuckon was believed to be dom nated by a
two-pion state [[Q]. The pion form -factor, F (F), (to be discussed later in som e detail)
was taken to be unity In these Initial calculations | ie., the pions were treated as point—
like cb cts. By 1959 Frazer and Fuloo [[1] concluded (after an investigation of analytic



structure) that the pion form —factor had to satisfy the digpersion relation

Z
F (qz) =14+ i drM 1)
m2 r@x ¢ 1)

and that to be consistent w ith data a suiable peak in the pion form —-factor was required,
w hich they believed could result from a strong pion-pion interaction. T he analytic struc-
ture ofthe partialwave am plitude in the physical region could be approxin ated asa polk
of appropriate position and residue (a successfiil approxin ation In nuckon-nuckon scat-
tering) . An analysis detem Ined that the residue should be positive, raising the possibbility
of a resonance, which we now know asthe °.

Tt was Sakuraiwho proposed a theory of the strong interaction m ediated by vector
m esons flZ]based on the non-Abelian eld theory of Yang and M ills [13]. He was desply
troubled by the problem of the m asses of the 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 the hope that it would stim ulate further interest In the ed.

K roll, Lee and Zum o did pursue the idea of reproducing VM D from el theory [L4].
W ithin the sinplest VM D m odel the hadronic contribution to the polarsation of the
photon takes the form of a propagating vectorm eson (see Fig.72). Thisnow replaces the
QCD ocontrbution to the polarisation process depicted In F ig. 1.
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Figure2: A sinpl VM D -picture representation ofthe hadronic contribu—
tion to the photon propagator. T he heavier vector m esons are lnclided
In generalised VM D m odels.

This form arises from the assum ption that the hadronic electrom agnetic current op—
erator, 7", is proportional to the eld operators of the vector m esons (multiplied by
their m ass squared). This is referred to as the the eld-current identiy. This is then
Included in the general structure of the hadronic part of the Lagrangian, giving a precise
formulation of VM D in tem s of a local, Lagrangian eld theory. One starts w ith the
dentity for the neutral -m eson

" &)1 = ° x); 2)

m 2
g

and then generalises [{[5]to an isovector eld, ~ x), ofwhich ° (x) isthe third com ponent
fe., °(&) *®)].Eq. ) mpliesthat the eld ~ (x) is divergenceless under the strong
Interaction, which is just the usualP roca condition

@~ =0; 3)



for a m assive vector eld coupling to a conserved current. The resulting Lagrangian for
the hadronic sector is the sam e as the ( avour) YangM ills Lagrangian [13], but also has
a mass term which destroys the local gauge mvariance. A lthough gauge mvariance is
necessary for renom ahsabﬂltyﬁ , Kroll et al. were unoconcemed by this; stating that the
non-zero value for the m assm ade i possble to connect the eld conservation equation,
Eqg. @), wih the equation of motion of the eld. The case of a global SU (2) m assive
vector eld (the - eld) interacting with a triplkt pion eld and coupled to a conserved
current is treated in detailby Lurie [17].

2.2 G auge invariance and VM D

Sakurai’s analysis of VM D [1§,19] takes place In the context of a local gauge the-
ory. A lthough a mass temm in the Lagrangian breaks gauge symm etry, Sakurai viewed
the generation of nteractions by m inin al substitution In the Lagrangian 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 it only assum es
the Lagrangian to be invariant under glolalSU (2), the appearance ofm ass term s causes
no di culty. O ne can then exam Ine how to Inclide the photon In this system . Lurie’s
prin ary concem was to have the couple to a conserved current, and he did this by
constructing a Lagrangian whose equation ofm otion had the N oether current associated
w ith the global SU ) symm etry appearing on the right hand side. In doing this, he
arrives at the standard non-Abelian Lagrangian (given in p. 700 of Ref. R(]), which is
where we start.

W ebegin w ith the Lagrangian (whilke Sakuraiand Lurie worked in a Euclidean m etric,
we follow the conventions of B jprken and D rell P71])

L ! + 1z + lD D L. @)
= —_—~ ~ _m ~ ~ — ~ ~ _m ~ ~ *
ol 4 2 2 2 ’
w here
andé
D ~ = (@ g~ T)~; (6)
R @)

1T generalthere are only two cases in which a m assive vector eld is renom alisable, see Ref. Ll-§‘
p.61:
a) a gauge theory w ith m ass generated by spontaneous sym m etry breaking;
b) a theory wih a m assive vector boson coupled to a conserved current and w ithout additional self-
Interactions.

°W eusehem itian T ’sgiven by the algebra [T#;TP]= ic®*°T° and nom alissd by Tr(T3TP) = =2.
Thus, In the ad pint representation, (T ¢)p, = ic™P.



T his Lagrangian is sym m etric under the transform ation
TLTE T~y ®)

where ¥ represents the isovector elds of the ~ and ~. The generation of interactions
from m inin alsubstitution isused by Sakuraiand Lurie to m otivate universality (ie., the
coupling constant of the introduced via the covariant derivative, D , is the sam e for
all particles). However, as a slight violation to this rule is seen experim entally, we shall
distinguish between g and the constant g appearing in Eq. ), which Sakuraiequates
In order to satisfy a constraint on the pion form —-factor (to be discussed later).

From Eq. (]) i follows that

1 1 1 )
_D ~ D~=_ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ + — '~ ~ H 9
> S@ e~ g ~ @) 292( ) )

A fter som e algebra we cbtain the equation ofm otion for the ed

@ ~ +m v = gJN oether (10)
w here the N oether current is
QL QL
Tyostney = ———  ~ ~ 1)
N oethe: @(@ ~ ) @(@ ~)
giving
J'Noe‘cher: ~ ~ ot @~+ g(~ ~) == 12)

A s the N oether current is necessarily conserved, Eq. {10) tells us that the eld is diver-
genceless, as n Eq. @). Transferring the non-Abelian part of the eld strength tensor
(the cross product in Eq. @)) to the RHS ofEq. {1() gives us,

QR@~ @~)+m’ =gTeemeet @ &~ )= 13)

Agaln using the fact that the eld is divergenceless [EJ. (_3)), we can rew rite the
equation ofm otion In the inverse propagator form

@+ m%)~ =gJ; 14)
where J is also a divergenceless current given by

J = J'Noether-l— @ (N ~ )
= J"Noet'her-i- ~ @ ~os (15)

A s Lurie notes, the presence of the  eld itself in Jy ., Prevents us from w riting the
Interaction part ofthe Lagrangian in the simplke ~ J fashion which ispossbl for the
ferm ion-vector Interaction). A sin ilar situation for scalar electrodynam ics is discussed

by Ttzykson and Zuber P0] (.31{33).



Our task now is to Include electrom agnetian in thism odel, and to do thiswe shall
allow Eq. @) to guide us. Egs. £) and @4) nply (@s@ ! ig) a corresponding m atrix
elem ent relation for the electrom agnetic nteraction?

2
m
Bjef™ AL = elBj— Ai
g

——— pi (16)

-~ ;2erng3j’A.i: 17)
T his is to say that the photon appears to couple to the hadronic eld viaa meson, to
which it couples w ith strength em =g . (T hism odel is illustrated in F ig.4b, below .)
Before proceeding, we shallm ake, as Sakurai does, the sim plifying assum ption that
one can neglect the selfinteraction (from now on we shall refer only to the ° 3y,
ie., the parts of the current given by Eq. (I5) Involving temn s, and concem ourselves
only with the piece of the current that looks like

J = @~); (18)
which we shall refer to now sinply asJ . Changing from a Cartesian to a charge basis,
we can rewrite Eq. (18) as

J=1i @ ° e ): 19)

Asthe ° decaysaln ost entirely via the two-pion channel, this is a reasonable approxin a—
tion forthe current. W e can then w rite the sim ple linear coupling term in the Lagrangian,
and we shallchoose towrite g as g

L = g J : (20)

The In portant problem now is to ensure that after adding electrom agnetism we still
have a gauge Invariant theory. T he naive vertex prescription usually seen in discus—
sions of VM D,

form
L. = — °A : 1)

This is suggested by the substitution of the eld current identity €q. ¢)) into the -
teraction piece of the electrom agnetic Lagrangian, efMA . H owever electrom agnetism
cannot be moorporated into Eq. () sinply by adding Eq. ¢1) and a kinetic tem for
the photon. This would result in the photon acquiring an im aginary mass [12] when
one considers the dressing of the photon propagator in the m anner of F ig. 3 using
vertices detem ined by Eq. @1).

3W e take e to be positive, e = B
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Figure 3: VM D dressing of the photon propagator by a series of inter—
mediate propagators.

However, we can nd a term that emulates Eq. R1), but ensures that the photon
rem ainsm asslkess. Such a tem is
e
L = —F : 22)
29
W e need to reexpress this In m om entum space which can be done using integration by
parts to transform @ A @ to Q@A and then send @ ! ig giving

F ! 2fA @23)

Theothertem n F can be discarded because it contains a piece that can be w ritten
asq and thus vanishes as the eld is divergenceless.

H owever, the interaction Lagrangian of Eq. £2) isnot su cient as it would decouple
the photon from the (and hence then from hadronicm atter) at f = 0. W hat is needed
is another term which directly couples the photon to hadronicm atter. This is

eA J ; (24)

where J isthe hadronic current to which the oouples, the pion com ponent ofwhich is
given in Eq. {1§). Thus we have an interaction between the photon and hadronic m atter
ofexactly the sam e form asthat between the and hadronicm atter (though suppressed
by a factorofe=g ). Thistem ism ost noticeable at ¢ = 0 where the in uence ofthe
-m eson In the photon-pion interaction vanishes.
To summ arise the argum ents just given, the photon and vector m eson part of the
Lagrangian we require is

1 1 5 e

LymMp1 = ZF F 2 + Em g J eA J gF : (25)
W e shallrefer to thisasthe rst rpresentation ofVM D .W e note that this representation
has a direct photon | m atter coupling as well as a photon | coupling which vanishes at
¢ = 0.

Sakuraialso outlined an altemative form ulation of VM D, which has survired to be-
com e the standard representation. In many ways it is not as elegant as the =st; for
Instance, the Lagrangian has a photon m ass temm . D egpoite this it has established itself
as the m ost popular representation of VM D :

2
Lympz = %cFO ) %( PP+ %m% g °g % A%+ % g
(@6)

10



In the lim it of universality (@ =g ) the two representationsbecom e equivalent and one
can transform between them using

0 e
= n g—A ; @7)
A = A t1 < . ©8)
g_ 14
L = &1 29)

LQ|(D

Substituting for °;A° and €’ in Eq. ¢6) givesE
Eg. £6) as the second representation of VM D .

T he appearance of a photon m asstem at rst seam s slightly troublesom e. H ow ever,
when dressing the photon in the m anner of Fig.'3, we see that the propagator has the
correct om as® ! 0. W e have

.08 +0 (=g )’). W e shall refer to

Q

i i iem i iem i
D ()= S+ —— - S+ (30)
— ¢ 5 9 T mF g @ =
Sum m Ing this using the general operator identity
1 1 1.1 1_1_1
A B A aA'a A'acal oD
we obtain (m m )
) e’m? &m* i
D) = id g gF@ m?)
'" e?m 2 ?m 2 !
= id . R (32)
| * (33)
F 1+ &=g?)
as ! 0.W eare thus keft with a m odi cation to the coupling constant
€1 Q €=9°); (34)

and interestingly we see that the photon propagator is signi cantly m odi ed away from
o = 0.

W e conclude this discussion with a com parison of the use of the two m odels by de—

scribing the process | f . W e can dentify the relevant termm s in the Lagrangian
foreach case. From Lyyp: Eqg. £8)) and Lyyp, Eg. £8)) we have, respectively,
e
L, = —F eJ A g J ; (35)
29
em 2
L, = — A g J : (36)
g

11



If the photon coupled to the pions directly, then the Feynm an am plitude for this
process would be (as in scalar electrodynam ics R0))

M , . =h" ® Pi= e p); (37)

W here J isgiven n Eq. (19). However, in the presence of the vectorm eson interactions
of Egs. (88) and (36), the total am pliude ismodi ed. The pion form factor, F (),
which represents the contrbution from the interm ediate steps connecting the photon to
the pions, is de ned by the relation

M ,. = epP" p)F @); (38)

where now M |, . is the full am plitude incliding all possbl processes. The fom -
factor is the m uliplicative deviation from a pointlke behaviour of the coupling of the
photon to the pion eld.W ediscussF (f) i detail later.

To lowest order, we have forL; (see Eq. £23))

" #
_ € 9
F )= 1 W? ; (39)
and forL,
m? g
F )= W? (40)

In the Iim i of zero m om entum transfer, the photon \sees" only the charge of the pions,
and hence we m ust have
F ©0)= 1: 41)

T he readerm ay notice that Eq. 1) is autom atically satis ed by the dispersion relation
ofFrazerand Fuloo, Eq. ) andby VM D1 Eqg. 39)) butm ust be in posed on the VM D 2
resulk Eq. @0)) by demandingg = g .

This is the basis of Sakurai’s argum ent for universality m entioned earlier, ie., that
the photon couples to the asin Eq. (36) and that thereforeg  must equalg . This is
a direct consequence of assum ing com pkte  dom inance of the form —factor (ie., VM D 2).
The seocond part of universality, nam ely that g = gyny = = g resuls from the
assum ption that the Interactions are all generated from the gauge principlk (ie. by
m inin al substitution for the covariant derivative given in Eq. @)).

A s Sakuraipoints out, the two representations of VM D are equivalent in the lin it of
universality @swe would expect from Egs. @7{29)). W ithout universaliy only VM D 1,
m aintains the condition F (0) = 1. Due to the popularity of the second interpretation,
though, F (0) = 1 ism ore often viewed as a constraint on various introduced param eters
R2]. W e illustrate the di erence between the two representations in Fig. 4.

Interestingly, C aldiand Pagels 23] arrived at a sin ilar expression for the pion form —
factor to Eq. 39) from a direct photon contrbution and a xed vertex. T heir
coupling ofthe to thepion eld, though, ism om entum dependent, and it isbecause of
this that they reproduced the st representation.

12
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Figure 4: C ontrbutionsto thepion form —factor in the tw o representations
of vector m eson dom lnance a) VM D1 b) VMD 2.

2.3 The asadynam icalgauge boson

Bando et al. have succeeded in constructing a local gauge m odel which reproduces
VMD R4]. Thismodel is based on the idea of a hidden local symm etry originally de-
veloped in supergraviy theories. The -meson appears as the dynam ical gauge boson
of a hidden local symm etry In the non-linear, chiral Lagrangian. The m ass of the is
generated by the H iggsm echanian associated w ith the hidden local symm etry.

W e begi with the Lagrangian of the non-linear sigm a-m odel R3]

f2
L= ZTr[@ UuRQ UYj; 42)

where £ isthe pion decay constant (93 M €V) and

U &)= expPli &)=f I: 43)

Here (x) arethepion eds ()= ¢2T?, where T? are the generators of SU (2) (see
fotnote? on page 7). The ed U transform s under chiral SU 2);, SU ()r as:

U ! U &Ko ; (44)

where g,z 2 SU @)Lz :

A s it stands this particular Lagrangian is lnvariant under global SU 2)y, SU QR)x -
However, it can be cast into a form which possesses, In addition, a local @nd hidden)
SU @)y symm etry. W e can ssparate U (x) Into two constituents which transform respec—
tively under left and right SU )

Uk {® =z 45)

where the (x) are SU (2) m atrix-valued entities transform ing lke
LR ! L;Rg]}_,/;R: 46)

13



H owever, the Interesting part com es In supposing these com ponents also possess a local

SU )y symm etry,
LR ! hx) LR/ 47)

whereh ) = e ¥ ® T | The in portant point here isthat the eld U (x) doesnot \see" this
localSU )y transfom ation (pecause it is invariant under it, even though its com ponents
are not), and thuswe say it is a hidden symm etry.
The SU )y Invariant Lagrangian can now be rew ritten RJ] as

1 2
L=f2Tr2—i(@ i@ g Y) s 48)

However, ifwe now Introduce a gauge eld

D L,-R=@ LR igv LR - 49)

W e can w rite the origihal Lagrangian as R3]
_ g2pp & y vy,
Ll f°Tr 2l(D L 1 D R R) ’ (50)

which is easily seen to revert to Eq. {48) upon substitution for the covariant derivatives.
W e now sim ilarly construct

1
L, = fZTr—i(D L Y+D g Y (1)
" #2

1
= JfTr v Eg(@ L1+ @ & 3) (52)

which is invarant under the local SU (R)y transfom ation h x) provided that V trans-
form sunder SU 2)y as

V! h&Vh'&) + —h&)@ hY(x): (53)
g

Interestingly, the EulerLagrange equation forV is

QL QL
— — )= 0; 54
av @(@(@V)) 54)

which inpliesthat L, = 0. Thuswe need to do som ething to enable us to kesp our vector
eld,V (x).Bandoetal. assum ed that quantum (ordynam ical) e ects at the \com posite

14



Evel" where the underlying quark substructure brings QCD Into play) generate the
kinetic temm ofthe gauge eldV )

where, ke ~ M Egq. @),
F =@V @V qgv V: (55)

From thiswe construct a new Lagrangian of the formm
1
L=L;+ alL, ZF F (56)

where a is an arbitrary param eter. W enow x the SU (2)y gauge Eqg. {47)) by in posing
the condition
PR = )= ) =& (57)

Approxin ating by (1 + i» T=f ) our Lagrangian now has the ﬁvm:i"
£2 1, ., 1 1
L=—TrR URQ U]+ —ag" £V V —agV ~ @& -F F ; (58)
4 2 2 4
to order ?.W e can identify, by com parison w ith Eq. @),
m? = ag’f?; (59)
and from Eq. f12) we recognise the current
J =~ @~; (60)
and hence,
1
gy = Eag: (©1)

The next step towards reproducing VM D is to lncorporate electrom agnetism . W e
extend the hidden gauge group to a lJarger group, SU 2)y U (1)g where U (1), isnota
hidden symm etry as

U ! b)UK &): (©2)

T he transform ation bx) 2 U (1) = exp( igQ &)), where Q is the generator of the
oneparam eter U (1) group (@nalogousto T? for SU N )). The EM eld couples to

1
Q= EY + Ts; (63)

‘ForSU () fT?;TPg= =2 hence T3TP= i3®°T°=2+ =4,
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where Y is the hypercharge, which is zero In this case. Bando et al. draw attention to
the com plte Independence ofthe and photon source charges, which produces a sin ple
picture.

T he transform ation given in Eq. (62) means that the  elds transform Ike

Lr | oLmrD: (64)
W e therefore require for a covariant derivative,
D pzxg=0@ g gV T L& iy L& B T3; (65)

where B  is essentially the photon eld. W ith thiswe nd that the relevant parts ofthe
Lagrangian, nam ely
D .7 D g4

are nvariant under U (1), , provided B transfom s lke
i
B ! B — @ Pb: (66)
€

Incorporating our new covariant derivative Eq. §3)) we have as the new Lagrangian
1 1
L= Ll + aL2 ZF F ZB B H (67)

where B isthe strength tensorofthe eld B .W enow once again x the gauge in the
m anner of Eq. {57).
Expanding once again to rst order n ~, the new Lagrangian becom es
£2 1 1 )
L=ZTI[@U@UY] ZF F Z(@B @B )

1

1 1
+m’v vV Zem?V B + —(@)2m ‘B B
2 g 2g
1 a
EagV e~ ~) o E)B @~ ~): (68)

W e are now free to choose a value for a. Choosing a = 2 both reproduces the VM D 2
Lagrangian given in Eq. 26) and in poses universality asg = ag=2= g . One would
then be free to m ake the transfom ations given by Eq. £9) to cbtan VM D1 Eqg. €9)).

H owever, Instead ofdoing thisBando etal. ollow the procedure for ram oving them ass
oftheU (1) eld In the Standard M odel 5:], where an alm ost identical situation occurs for
the photon and the Z °. O ne saysthat the statesV; and B m ix, spontanecusly breaking
the SU R)y U (1)g down to U (1)en - W e set, as opposed to Egs. @7)-£9),

1
A =g—— (B + eV°) (69)
9+ &
0 1 3
Vi= g=———= @V~ B ) (70)
9+ &
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and the photon m ass vanishes as required. T he relevant part of the resulting Lagrangian
is now

1 1
L= L& 2 +vOove >+5<mo>2v°v0 @ VP+er )@ * % (1)
w here
m3 = a(g2+ eg)fz;
&9
e = T
g+ &
ge
g = —;
€
fora= 2.

W e note that this Lagrangian has no explicit coupling between the photon and the °,

although there is a direct coupling of the photon to the hadronic current. They can m ix,
however, via a pion—loop, which results n a ¢ dependent m ixing between the photon
and the -meson. Because we are working to lowest order in thepion eld Eq. (73) lacks
the seagullterm  (ie., one of the form ofthe naltem in Eq. (@) the resulting m ixing
am plitude w ill be neither transverse, nor vanish at = 0 (see section 5.0). However,
this is a departure from the usual form ulations of VM D which contain an explicit m ixing
tem In the Lagrangian. Bhadurim erely notes that once this transfom ation ism ade the
physical photon now has a hadron-lke part through Eq. (70) R5]. This issue is analysed
in m ore detailby Schechter RG]. He considers the diagonalbasis to be the physical one
(as the photon ism asskess and gauge invarance is preserved) and argues that the vector
m eson supplies a of correction to the pion form factor, rather than giving the whole thing.

Hung has extended this m odel to nclude the weak bosons R7]. W hat is especially
Interesting about his work in light of our presentation is his reproduction of the st
representation of VM D, which he dem onstrates is equivalent to \precisely the old vector
m eson dom nance" (y which he m eans the second representation), as universality is a
consequence ofhism odel.

24 Summ ary

W e have described how the interactions of the photon w ith hadronic system s can be
usefiillly m odelled using vector m esons. This idea was then m oulded into a Lagrangian
eld theory, but the m asses of the vector m eson prevented one from having a gauge
Invariant theory. Two equivalent form ulations of VM D were developed, VM D 1 in which
the coupling of the photon to the ism om entum dependent (vanishing at = 0), and
VM D 2 where it isnot. If universality is In posed these representations produce the sam e
physics.
In an attempt to put VM D on a m ore solid theoretical footing, Bando et al. were
able to write down a gauge invariant theory which reduces (cf. Eq. 68§)) to the VM D2
Lagrangian when one expands to second order in the pion eld.
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A uni ed picture of these above m entioned phenom enological approaches is a orded
by thebosonised N am bu{Jona-Lasinio O JL) m odel P§]. TheNJL m odel features a four-
point quark interaction. B osonising this chirally invariant m odelautom atically yields the

eld current identity of Eq. (’_2.) and, from this, VM D . The bosonised NJL m odel also
contains the hidden local symm etry of Bando et al. and one can dem onstrate, through
a chiral rotation, that the two e ective m eson Lagrangians are equivalent. In the full
quantum theory, the two representations, VM D1 and VM D 2 are related by a simple
change of m esonic integration variabls P9].

3 ! m ixing

W e shall discuss here how ! m ixing was seen experin entally and the challenge
it presented to physicists to explain the m echanian driving it. T he in portance of !
m ixing In the conventional understanding of charge sym m etry violation (CSV) in nuclkar
physics (c.f. Sec.4) has made i crucial for us to inprove our understanding of this
phenom enon.

3.1 The electrom agnetic form —factor of the pion

One problem in which VM D found particular success was the descrption of the
electrom agnetic form —factor of the pion BQ]. A s this hasplayed such a crucial roke in our
understanding of ! m xing it is usefil to outline what we mean by it and how the
theoretical predictions are com pared w ith experin ental data.

W e are concemed w ith the s-channel process depicted in F ig.5, n which an electron—
positron pair annihilate, form ing a photon which then decaysto two pions. W e de ne the

- -
€ ,
,
,
,
Y ’
’
,
/\/\/\/\g:),
N
AN
N
N
AN
N
N
+ N
€ T

Figure 5: E lectron-positron pair anniilating to form a photon which
then decays to a pion pair.

form -actor, F (s), by Eq. (38) . The fom —factor represents allpossib ke strong interactions
occurring w ithin the circle in Fig.$, which we m odelusing VM D .
In the tin edike region, F (f) is m easured experin entally in the process e'e !

, which, to lowest order in €, isgiven by the process shown in Fig.5. Them om enta

+
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of the electron and positron are p; and p, resgpectively, and p; and p; are the m om enta
ofthe * and . The di erential cross—section is given by

159 i posM 17
; - ~
PIES+ P B PrPes?  p? mé

e

d
a ; (72)
w here P is the unit vector in the direction ofp. W e are thus interested In calculating the
Feynm an am plitude, M ¢4, orthisprocess. T he kptonic and photon part of the diagram
are com pktely standard. The Interesting part of the diagram concems the coupling of
the photon to the pion pair represented by Fig.§. The form of this part of the diagram ,
M |, + ,isgiven ih Eq. BR). In full, the am plitude is

M =7V@ie uiD @eF )@ ps) ;i (73)
w ith the photon propagator being given by
" #
. (1) a9q
D @=-—7 9 + ( 1yY— : (74)
g S

Particular choices of corresoond to particular covariant gauges. The second tem in
Eqg. (74) vanishes because the phton couples to conserved currents.

In the centre ofm ass fram e in which we set pj= p,wehaveE? p*=m?2,E? p%=
m?,andp P= pplcos .Usihg s= 2E the di erential cross-section becom es
d & @Gs m?)'? g Em? (E' E@’*+md)+m’mi)locosg )NF ()7

= - B—
d 52 (%s2 sm 2)1=2 s 64 2
(75)
Sjnoewehavem(za << m? < s,we can sin plify the above ormula to
d e s dm?) 1
—=——p————€" E'm’)Q oof )F ©F:
d S s s 8

From thiswe obtain the total cross-section

2 4m2 3=2
-2y e 76)

E arly experim ents m easuring this cross-section produced enough data around the
resonance to enable the extraction of ¥ (s)F and led to the developm ent of the VM D
m odeldiscussed earlier. In the second representation of VM D thee'e !  ©  reaction
is given by the process illustrated in Fig.#§, which leads to the expression for the pion
form -factor, as given in Eq. @0),

m2

F (s)= — : a7)
S m<+ 1Im

The readerw illnotice Eq. (/1) di ers slightly from what would be naively expected from
Eqg. (0) asthew idth ofthe -m eson hasbeen ncluded. T hisw illbe fiully discussed later.
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Figure 6: VM D description ofe’ e !

3.2 The observation of ! m ixing
Asmoredatawascollected (orthereactione’e ! *  and other related reactions
sachas "+ p! * + *7) and the resolution of the resonance curve in proved, it

becam e clear that there was a kink in the otherw ise an ooth curve observed around
the mass of the ! -meson [31]. The strong Interaction was not believed to allow an !
to decay to the pion pair, as to do so would violate G parity. G lashow suggested In
1961 2] that EM e ects m ixed the two states of pure isospin, : and !;, resuling
In the mass eigenstates, and !, beihg superpositions of the two mnitial elds. The
m ost obvious possibbility, as this e ect is only very an all, was via the process shown in
Fig.7]. He also comm ented that other EM m ixing processes such as 1 ! + 00y
could not be ignored. H owever, calculations revealed that the process shown in Fig.7 is

e o
NN —N\ NN\ —
Y Y
e' \\_r[_

Figure 7: Elctromagnetic contrbution to the !-resonance of
ee ! 7

suppressed too much to account for what was seen In the experin ent. Being a sscond
order electrom agnetic e ect it contributed only around 8 keV to the observed partial
width ,, , =186kevV.

Hence i becam e necessary to abandon strict conservation of G -pariy in the strong
Interaction. The explanation for the kink In the data was that thedecay ! ! 2 was
interfering. It was even suggested [33] that, as the m asses are o close, perhaps the
and ! are just decay m odes (one to two pions and the other to three pions) of the one
particle, which, lke the photon, did not possess a welkde ned isosoin.

However, a concerted e ortto exam inethedecay ! ! 2 concluded that therewasnot
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signi cant statistical evidence for the direct decay B4]. It was suggested that perhaps,
despite a possbly substantial direct decay rate, som e process produced a cancellation
giving a zero resul. T hisargum ent for ignoring the direct decay wasgiven am athem atical
footing [35,36] that willbe discussed in Sec. 34.

A way out ofthisproblem seem ed at hand w ith the strong sym m etry breaking theory
of Colem an and G lashow [B7]. This allbwed for a m ixing of the two m esons, Introducing
the quantity h °M j!i, whereM denotes the m assm ixing operator which was taken to
be a free param eter B8]. U 1in ately, thism assm ixing has its origins in the quark m ass
di erences and EM e ects, but there is as yet no de nitive derivation from QCD .

e o
NN N—O—=E
—/
Y
e- \\ _,_[_
Figure 8: ! mixing contrbution toe’e !
3.3 Quantum m echanical view of ! m ixing
Our mitial presentation of ! m ixing will ©llow standard treatm ents {35,39] orig—
inally due to Colem an and Schnitzer @0d]. A fhough such m ethods are not usually em —
plyed today In the discussion of ! mixing, they contrbuted signi cantly to the

developm ent of the sub fct.
T he vector m eson propagator is given by
z
D )= d'xe T*OTV &)V 0)gPi (78)

which we can rew rite using the spectral representation fl:"/.]

%1 (x) q
D )= dr @ ) (79)

S0 ¢ r r
where (r) is the spectral density of the vector states. From Eq. (79) we can de ne the

propagator function, D (), such that (5]

1
D ) Dg + gaa ©0) D ()aq (80)

where we de ne for convenience here s . W e now w rite the propagator fiinction in
the follow ng way
1

D ()= ——— 1
(s) — @®1)
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where, In what ollow s, we shallregard D and W as operators. T he m asssquared oper—
ator, W , is a function of s In general and we w ill Jater use the fom

W (s)=m:+ (3); (82)

where (s) is the sslfenergy operator w ith com plex m atrix elem ents and is related to
the physical interm ediate states (we shall discuss this in section 5.31)). T he poles of the
m atrix elem ents of D correspond to the physical vector m eson states.

If we restrict our attention to the region near the ! mass, which corresponds to a
an allenergy range (cforder , orm, m ), we can safely neglect the s-dependence of
W . The decay widths can thus be taken as independent of s In this region.

T he physical states can be taken to be linear com binations of the pure isosoin states,
Bri,a= ;!,where

jii ;01
3 i ;01

In the isospin basis, L;3i. W and D would be diagonal ifthere were no isospin-violating
e ects, but the existence of such e ects producesm atrix elem ents which are not diagonal
and the o -diagonalelem ents contain the infom ation about ! m xing. A ssum Ing tim e
reversal nvariance these m atrix elem ents are sym m etric, though not real (@nd hence not
necessarily hem itian). T he physical states are those which diagonalise W and we denote
them by pi. E iher representation, the physical states pi or the isospin states ;i fom
a com plte orthonom albasis; ie.,

X X .
I= pihaj= Briharj (83)
a ar
and
b= Mmbi= ha;ri: (84)
Hence the two bases can be related by
X
pi=  Iribopi 85)
br
and X
Bri=  Jihopi 86)

b

W enote here that we de ne the kft eigenvectors hajby these de nitions. W ew ill see Jater
that the transform ation m atrix w ith elem entsHo; i isnot uniary and hence hajé (Ri)Y.
N aturally, D (s) can be represented in either basis, for exam pl in the physical or m ass
basis X
D= hitajs W (s)]" Jitbj ®7)
ajp
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with a sin ilar expression using the basis ri. Since the physical states are those that
diagonalis==e D and W we can write

hafW :bl: abZa 88)
and Eq. §1) becom es
X ik
p= = ©9)
A S 2z

Since them ixing is observed to be an all, we approxin ate the transform ation between
the two bases given in Eq. 85) by

ji = Jii 0 Jhi (90)
$i = pi+ 5.i 1)

where isa anall, com plex m ixing param eter. Here and in the ollow ng we always work
to rstorderin . Inmatrix form, we wrie

! !
hiji hl;iji 1
c = ©2)
hi3i h!';3i 1

and !
h jti h 11
w, o PrI el hadldad ©3)
hiy3 jri higH 3i
w here the script ketters are used to denote m atrices. The physical basis j i, J' 1 diago-

nalisesW so we have !

0
W =CW.Cct= ZO ) (94)

from which we deduce, neglecting all term s of order 2 and h;§ ! ;i and observing
that W ; must be symm etric so that h! ;W j:i=h W J' .4,

hof i
Z) Z )

95)

Since z, corresponds to the square of the com plex m ass, it is convenient to w rite @1]

Zy = (ma ia=2)2
 mZ im, 45 (96)

where , is the decay width of particle a which was seen In the fom —factor given in
Eq. (7). Hence we have

g
_ h W 3.1 . 97)

m? m2 im, . m )
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Now we recall that W is In generalm om entum dependent, and that we neglected the
m om entum dependence asa sin pli cation (@aswewere concemed w ith only a an all region
around the ! mass). Hence, Eq. (97) and therefore ! mixing will, In general, be
m om entum dependent. Interestingly, is seen to have the form (neglecting the ! width)
of a propagator evaluated at s = m? , whith we can compare with the discussion
surrounding Eq. @62).

T he am plitude for any process nvolving interm ediate vector states which m ix) will
Involve m atrix elem ents of the vector m eson propagator function, D , and can now be
w ritten as, using Eq. 89),

X pfpimdi

P @)jii= (98)

For the case ofe’e ! ", using the m ore popular second representation of VM D
Eg. £26)) we have

R P E)Fei
2 jih Fei M jinlge i
s m2Z+ im s mZ+dm,

M ¢

99)

It is from this that we can detemm ine the O rsay phase, [1,42], which is the relative
phase ofthe ! and Breit-W igner am plitudes oree ! 2
Com paring with Eq. (/3) we can identify the pion form factor to be

F o) = g 9 N 99
s m?+ im s m?4 im,
ALl N #
! + é ! (100)
9 9 s m?+ im sm%+jm11'
where
m 2
g = —:

g
Hence the quantity & @ =g )@@ =g ) govems the shape ofthe Interference and
hence of the cross—section around the ! m ass.

In the rem ainder of the paper, we m ake use of the follow Ing notational conveniences,

allvalid only when tem s oforder 2 and h:H 7 i can be neglected:

L h Jri=h W ji=z
W, ho§i 3oi= h! 1 Ji= z
W ! th'\T j! Ij-: (lOl)

34 The contribution of direct om ega decay

A s had been suggested [34] the existence of a direct decay of the pure isospin state,
1! 2 may have little e ect on the decay of the real ! . An argum ent was given for

24



this BY,36], and m ost m odem calculations do not include the controution of the direct
decay of the ! . It is usefiil to outline these argum ents and exam ine whether they still
hold for recent exam inations of ! m ixing.
The ocoupling of the physical ! to the two pion state can be expressed as (from
Eq. 1)
M, =M, + M ; (102)

I

where isgiven by Eq. (97). Neglecting the an allm ass di erence ofthe two m esons and
the decay w idth ofthe ! allow s usto approxinate , given in Eq. {97), by
|
. ReW 4+ iIm W

= i - (103)
m

Now assum ing the !; is ablk to couplk to two pions @fterall, som e m echanism is
required for CsV), ie, M ,;, 6 0, we would have the m ixing interaction, shown in
Fig.9, contrbuting to W ,, and hence also to

w , p
=
T[+
w P
o
Figure 9: Physical intem ediate states contributing to ! m ixing.
W e can determm ne the contridbution to W , from ! ! 1. To do this, however,

it is st usefill to consider the analogous case for the sin pler system . T he self energy
ofthe , W , is generated by a virtual pion loop as n Fig. 10, which m odi es the

Figure 10: Contrbution of a pion loop to the selfenergy.

propagator in the ollow ing way

; | ; (104)
¢ mi = ¢ W (P



1
" F meem (103)

wherem ( isthe barem ass, m the renom alised m ass and the width ofthe -meson.
W e now have the de nition of the im agihary part of F i. 1,

Im W m (f); (106)

where (n?) isthe decay width ofthe . Sin ilarly we can detem ine the in aghary part
of the onedoop diagram shown in Fig.9, which contrbutes to Im W , . If ollow ing the
analysis of Renard 35]we assum e that the pure isospin decay am plitudes are related by

_ g,

M M ; (107)
9,
we have g
W, =—"—uw ; (108)
g9,
and hence
ImW , = 2% Imw
g,
= gl;m : (109)
9.

Substituting Eq. 109) into Eq. {103) and then substititing that into Eq. {102) we have

R eW ! Im W !
g =g, I—g9, +  ——9g, (110)
m m
Thus
R eW |
g =9, 9. 9, (111)

A s can be seen the contrbution from the decay ofthe !: is cancelled.

So, In summ ary, we allowed CSV through !; ! (in the same form as 1 ! ),
which contributed to them ixing param eter, , through the processdepicted N Figid. W e
then found that the in agihary part of the single pion loop actually cancelled the decay
ofthe !; In the process ! ! . Hence the decay of the the !; can be ignored.

However, the approxin ation of neglecting the ! width and the ! mass di er-
ence n Eq. (L03) has recently been re-exam ined in detail 3]. W ithout m aking this
approxin ation it hasbeen found that the g,, contrdbution survives and can contribute
signi cantly.
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3.5 Summary

In this section we have concemed oursslves w ith the initial discovery of the G -parity
violating interactions of the ! -m eson which could notbe explained by electrom agnetisn
alone. W e also reviewed the early theoretical attem pts to explain these processes. W e
described the developm ent of the notion of ! m xing, a process which is still not
entirely understood at a findam ental level.

Tt is our purpose in the ram ainder of this report to develop a sin ple fram ework for
handling ! m ixing and show how to use i in practical calculations.

4 Charge sym m etry violation in nuclear physics

Before proceeding to discuss ! m ixIng in greater detail it is In portant to brie y
review its In portance in nuckar physics.

There are a number of ne review s of charge symm etry and the insight which the
am all violations of it can give us conceming strongly interacting system s §44,45,44]. Tt
would be napproprate to go over that m aterial at length. O ur cb gctive here is sin ply
to recalla few key exam ples where ! m xing isbelieved to play an In portant roke. In
this way we provide a fram ework wihin which our consideration of m eson m ixing and
VM D may be viewed.

The charge symm etry breaking interaction of m ost interest In nuclkar physics has
typically been the so-called class-III force 4] which has the fom,

VT (14 )V @ 17 2): 112)

~ ~

This is responsible for the di erence between the nn, Coulomb corrected) pp and np
scattering lengths. Tt also contrdbutes to a di erence between the m asses ofm irrvor nucli,
the fam ous O kam oto-N olen-Schi er ONS) anom aly @7]. G iven our ability to solve the
threebody problem , the*He 3H massdi erence is the m ost precisely studied exam ple.
A fter correcting for the EM interaction and the freen p mass di erence there ram ains
som e 70 keV to be explined in tem s of a charge symm etry violkting force §48]. The
classIII force associated w ith ! mixing predicts 90 14 keV 48] which is In good
agream ent.

Forheavier nuclkeithe EM correctionsaremuch m ore di cul to calculate accurately.
N evertheless, after the best estin ates have been m ade a CSV m ass di erence ram ains
which grows w ith nuclkar m ass number, A . A s illustrated In Tabk ::1: of the resuls of
B lunden and Igbal 9] (taken from Ref. B(]) am icroscopicN N potential, including C SV
e ects, can account form ost of this discrepancy | at least for low j. Once again, !
m ixing appear to be regponsible orthem aprity (roughly 90% ) of the calculated e ect.

There has also been considerable experin ental activity in the past few years pl,54]
conceming the classIV foroe:

VY = (1, 22) (1 2) N]'V(r)+ 1 )z (1 2) }N (®); (113)

~ ~ ~ ~
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Nuclkar Level | Required CSV (keV) | Calculated CSV  (keV)
DME SkIT total o
15 p, 250 190 210 182
P,5, 380 290 283 227
17 dse 300 190 144 131
15, 320 210 254 218
dacs 370 270 246 192
39 1sl, 370 270 337 290
d.L 540 430 352 281
41 £, 440 350 193 175
1ps-, 380 340 295 258
1pi— 410 330 336 282

Tablk 1: Summ ary of CSV in the singk particke levels for ssveral light
nucki in com parison w ith the theoretical expectations Y] | from {B01.

w here vectors in isospin-space have been denoted by overhead arrow s, and those in po—
sition space by underlining. Such a force only a ects the np system where it m ixes the
i singkt and triplkt channels $3]. It tums out that at TRIUMF energies b1] the
m easuram ent is insensitive to ! m xing and agrees well w ith the theoretical expec—
tations [53]. On the other hand, at the IUCF energy (2] the data agrees wellw ith the
theoretical prediction [B3,54], about half of which can be explained in tem s of !
m ixing. Unfortunately, the experin ental error is such that this is only a 1:5 standard
deviation e ect. It would be very infomm ative to reduce the errors by a factor of 2-3 in
the UCF energy region.

C karly there are a num ber ofexam pleswhere C SV in nuclkar physics seem s to require
the contrioution to the N N force arising from ! m ixing. In order to calculate such a
foroe one m ust take the Fourier transform of the Feynm an diagram shown in Fig.11.

/

N N
Figure 11: CSV In the nuclkar potential resulting from ! m ixing.

28



Schem atically this nvolves B3]:

Z .
141 sh@r) (&)
Vcsv(r)/} qq(q2+m2)(q2+m%) (114)
where 1 ( q2) is the ! m xing am plitude in the spacelike r=gion. Traditionally

this has been evaluated using contour integration and kesping only the poles associated
w ith the vectorm eson propagator. T hat is, Vcgy is proportionalto | (m ?), them ixing
am plitude at the (orthe !) polk. If | were to vary rapidly between the tin e-lke
and space-like regions, as rst suggested by G oldm an et al. (6], thiswould be a very bad
approxin ation. Indeed, if the behaviour found by G oldm an et al. (discussed in the next
section) were correct, ! m ixIng would contribute little or nothing In the exam ple we
have jist considered 7). O ne would then be faced w ith the task of nding altemative,
possbly quark-level [§,59,65,64], explanations. In any case, one would be foroed to
re-exam ine the understanding of nuclear m atter at a fairly findam ental level.

5 The behaviour of ! m ixing

T he various proposed m echanism s for ! m xing (as, for exam pl, the pion loops of
Fig.9) would have nescapably Jd to the conclusion that it wasam om entum dependent
process. However no direct calculations were ever m ade of these loop diagram s.

In the early studies of ! m xing them xing parameter  (c.£f. Egs.(3D) and (91))
was never precluded from being m om entum dependent. Unfortunately, experim ental
Iim itations m eant there was little hope that much could be known about away from
the mass. Faced wih this constraint it seem ed sensble to devote ones energies to

nding out asmuch as possblk about the m ixing process at ¢ = m § . The infom ation

cam e exclusively from the decay ! ! * , ie. two pion production at the ! mass
point, which (aswe discussed) wasbelieved to be entirely due to m ixing. (N ote, though,
that recently there hasbeen som e discussion of the experin entally moredi cult ! 3

decay {67].) Renard 5] gives a discussion of the behaviour of them ixing, in term s of W
in Eq. @2). He explains that there were two approxin ations m ade for the m om entum
dependence. The 1rst was to ignore any m om entum dependence, the second was to
assum e it was linear (n which case it would vanish fors= 0, aspredicted in section 5.1).

A s tin e went by any thought of being anything other than a xed param eter that
could be cleanly extracted from processes nvolying the two pion decay ofthe ! sinply
fellby the wayside (much lke the st representation of VM D).

W hile this has little e ect for som ething such as the EM fom factor of the pion,
its eventual application [68] to the spacelke world of nuckar physics where it has been
ncorporated Into them eson exchangem odelw as cause for ifnot concem, at least caution.
H ow ever, the success ofthisassum ption (outlined in Sec. 4) hasbeen seen asa com pelling
Justi cation.

T he question of m om entum dependence in ! m ixing was rst asked by G oldm an,
Henderson and Thomas GHT) B6] and has generated a signi cant am ount of work.
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The mitial GHT modelwas relatively sinple. The vector m esons were assum ed to be
quark-antiquark com posites, and the m ixing was generated entirely by the snallm ass
di erence between the up and down quark m asses. The m esons coupled to the quark
loop via a orm “factor F (k?) where k  is the free m om entum of the quark loop, which
m odels the nite size of the m eson substructure. Free D irac propagators were used for
the quarks, thus ignoring the question of con nement. M ore recent work [Y,./d] has
m odelled con nem ent by using quark propagatorswhich are entire (ie. they do not have
a pole in the com plex ¢ plane and thus the quarks are never on m assshell). T he vector
m esons couple to conserved currents w hich, asw illbe shown Jater, leads to a node In the
m ixing when the m om entum squared () of the m eson vanishes [/1]. A gauge nvariant
m odel, w ill produce a node at ¢ = 0 (see next section). H owever the form —factors used
In the GHT m odel spoil gauge nvariance, and thus their node is shifted slightly away
from o = 0.

The use of an interm ediate nucleon loop {/2] as the m echanism driving ! mixing
(relying on the m ass di erence between the neutron and proton) avoids the worries of
quark con nem ent, as well as enabling one to use wellkknown param eters in the calcula—
tion (m asses, couplings, etc). Thism odel has a node for them ixing at ¢ = 0. M itchell
et al. /U] concluded that in their bidocal theory (Where the meson elds are com pos-
ites of quark operators, eg. ! &;y) qy)i g&)) the quark loop mechanisn alone
generates an insigni cant charge symm etry breaking potential and suggest a pion loop
contribution should be exam ined 73], which is interesting in the light of our discussion
(Sec. 3.4) about the contribution of the direct ! decay. Subsequent calculations using
the N ambu{JonaT.asihnio m odel [/4], chiral perturbation theory [75,76,77], QCD sum
rules {76,78,79,8Q] and quark m odels Bl]have explored aspectsof ! m ixing, ncluding
sm om entum dependence.

Igbaland N iskanen [57]have studied the e ect ofa varying ! m ixing for neutron—
proton scattering. Using a m odel for the variation [7§] they conclude that it would
signi cantly alter our understanding of how to m odel the charge-sym m etry breaking
e ects in the strong nuclkar interaction.

5.1 G eneralConsiderations

W e review ourproof [/1]that them ixing am plitude vanishesat ¢ = 0 in any e ective
Lagrangian model e€g., L (~;!;~; ; )), where there are no explicit m ass m ixing
tems g, m?, °! or °! wih some scalar eld) in the bare Lagrangian and
w here the vector m esons have a local coupling to conserved currents which satisfy the
usual vector current comm utation relations. The boson-exchange m odel of Ref. [72]
where, eg.,, J, = g¢N N, is one particular exam ple. It follow s that the m xing tensor

(analogous to the full selfenergy function for a single vector boson such as the £[8:2])
7

C @=1i d'xe**M03T @ &)J, 0)) Pi: (115)

is transverse. Here, the operator J, is the operator appearing in the equation ofm otion
forthe eld operator ! | c£f Eq. @4). Note that when J, isa conserved current then
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@ J, = 0, which ensures that the P roca equation leads to the sam e subsidiary condition
asthe free ed cass, @ ! = 0 (see, eg., Lurde, pp. 186{190 [17], or other el theory
texts £1,83]). The operator J is sim ilarly de ned. W e see then that C  can be w ritten
in the fom, |
C @= g 2 ce: 116)
I

From this it follow sthat the oneparticle-irreducible selfenergy orpolarisation, @)
(de ned through Eq. (20) below), must alo be transverse [B2]. The essence of the
argum ent below is that since there are no m assless, strongly Interacting vector particles

cannotbe shgularat f = 0 and therefore (@?) (seeEq. (121) below ) m ust vanish at
& = 0, as suggested orthepure case [19]. A swe have already noted this is som ething
that was approxin ately true in allm odels, but guaranteed only in Ref. [/2].

Let usbrie y recall the proofof the transversality ofC (). A s shown, for exam ple,
by Ttzykson and Zuber (p.217{224) £Q], provided we use covariant tin e-ordering the
divergence of C  Jeads to a naive com m utator of the appropriate currents

z

gC @ = d'xe?" £ )3T ®)J, 0) Pi
+ ( ¥)M037, 0)J &) Pig 117)
Z
= Fx e *3u° 0;%);J, 01D, - (118)

T hat is, there is a cancellation between the seagull and Schw inger temm s. T hus, for any
m odelin which the isovector-and isoscalar-vector currents satisfy the sam e com m utation
relationsasQCD we nd

qC (@ = O: (119)

T hus, by Lorentz invariance, the tensor m ust be of the form given n Eq. {1§).

For sim plicity we consider rst the case ofa singlevectormeson (e€g.a or!)wihout
channel coupling. For such a system one can readily see that shoe C is transverse the
oneparticke irreducible selfenergy, , de ned through B2]

D =c D° (120)

@= g — @): 121)

W e are now In a position to establish the behaviour of the scalar function, (qz) .
In a general theory of m assive vector bosons coupled to a conserved current, the bare
propagator has the form  (com pared to Eq. (74) for the photon)

L 249 1
m? ¢ m?

D’ = g (122)
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whence
O =@m* g +qq: (123)
T he polarisation is incorporated in the standard way to give the dressed propagator

D =% +D%°i D + (124)

W e now use the operator dentity of Eq. (31) to give

D! = 09!+
2 2 (qz)'
= @® o+ @ng + 1 5 19 (125)
T hus the full propagator has the form
1 2\ __, 2
b = 2t @ )=T) @g=m°) 126)

F m? @?)

Having established this form for the propagator, we wish to com pare i with the
Renard spectral representation of the propagator given by Eq. @0). By com paring the
coe cientsofg  in Egs. {126) and (80) we deduce

1
D = ; 127
@ T m* @?) aen
whilke from the coe cientsofgq g we have
@ @®)=q) 1
= — 00 DE))
@ m?> @*)m? g o
2
_ 1 g+ O  @? ; 128)
F m2+ (0)@* m? @?))
from which we obtain
) 5 5
—— & m @N=0 ; 8 (129)
T
and thus
©0)= 0: (130)

This is an in portant constraint on the selfenergy fiinction, namely that (g?) should
vanish as? ! 0 at keast as fastas ¢ .

W hile the preceding discussion dealt w ith the single channel case, or ! m ixing
we are concemed w ith two coupled channels. O ur calculations therefore Involve m atrices.
A swe now dem onstrate, this does not change our conclision.

The m atrix analogue ofEq. ([25§) is

2
D != m°g + ( @) AT | (@)T ; 131)

L @)T mig + (&) )T

32



wherewe have de ned T g @ g =) Prbrevity. By dotaining the inverse ofthis
we have the two-channel propagator

1 sig +a(;h)aq (@)
D == ; 132
)T sg +al; )aq 132)
where

Sy QZ 1 (qz) m? (133)
s o ) m? (134)

1
a(;!) SE LG @)lsi g (135)

fm
) s (136)
In the uncoupled case [ | (@) = 0]Eqg. {132) clearly reverts to the appropriate form of

the one particle propagator, Eq. (12§), as desired.

W e can now m ake the com parison between Eq. {132) and the Renard form (33] of
the propagator, as given by Eq. (). The transversality of the o -diagonaltem s of the
propagator, dem andsthat , (0) = 0. A sin ilar analysis leads one to conclude the sam e
Pr (@)and . (). Notethatthephysical ° and ! m asseswhich arise from locating
the poles in the diagonalised propagatorm atrix D  no longer corresoond to exact isospin
elgenstates (as in the discussion of the historical treatment of ! m ixing, Sec.3.3). To
Jowest order in CSV the physical -m ass is given by mP¥s = 2+ (Prvs)2) 12, ie,,
thepoke n D . The physical ! -m ass is sin ilarly de ned.

In conclusion, it is in portant to review what hasand hasnot been established. T here
isnounigqueway toderive an e ective eld theory Including vectorm esons from QCD .Our
result that | (0) @swellas (0) and ., (0)) should vanish applies to those e ective
theories n which: (i) the vectorm esons have local couplings to conserved currents w hich
satisfy the sam e comm utation relations as QCD [e. Eq. (118) is zero] and (i) there
is no explicit m assm ixing term In the bare Lagrangian. This includes a broad range
of comm only used, phenom enological theories. Tt does not Include the m odel treatm ent
of Ref. [/Q] for exam ple, where the m esons are bidocal ob Fcts in a truncated e ective
action. H owever, it is interesting to note that a node near ¢ = 0 was Hund i thism odel
In any case. The presence of an explicit m assm xing term in the bare Lagrangian w ill
shift them ixing am plitude by a constant (ie., by m 2! ). W e believe that such a tem w ill
Jead to di culties In m atching the e ective m odel onto the known behaviour ofQCD in
the high-m om entum lim it.

Fially the fact that (g?) is m om entum -dependent or vanishes everywhere 1 this
class of m odels in plies that the conventional assum ption of a non—zero, constant !
m ixing am plitude rem ains questionable. T his study then lends support to those earlier
calculations, which we brie y discussed, where it was concluded that the m ixing m ay
play am nor roke In the explanation ofC SV in nuclear physics. &t ram ains an interesting
challenge to nd possbl altemate m echanian s to describe charge-—sym m etry violation in
the N N -nteraction [8,59,60,61,62,63,64].
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52 Them ixed propagator approach to ! m ixing

D i erent authors param eterise the ! m ixing contribution to the pion form -factor
in one oftwo ways. U sing the m atrix m ethod we shall show here the connection between
these two m odels, both of which are rst order in charge sym m etry breaking.

U sing a m atrix notation, the Feynm an am plitude for the process ! , proceeding
via vector m esons, can be w ritten in the form

. . . ) ™M
™M ., = M ™, iD o
H HE :IM

! @37)

-1

wherethem atrix D isgiven by Eq. (I32) and the otherFeynm an am plitudes are derived
from eitthertheVM D1 orVM D 2 Lagrangian [Egs. €5) and £§). Since we always couple
the vectorm esons to conserved currents, the term sproportionalto g g in the propagator
Eg. 132)) can always be neglkcted. Ifwe assum e that the pure isospin state !; does

not couple to two pions M ,_, = 0) then to lowest order in the m ixing, Eq. 37) is
Jast ! !
1=s 1=S S M 1
M = M 0 : : Tt 1
' v 1=S S 1=s, M 438)

E xpanding this just gives

1 1 1
M 1 =M ! —M [ + M ! - !—M [ (139)
S S S

which we recognise as the sum ofthe two diagram s shown I Fig.12.

T
ANNAN——
Y
N n—
_|_
T
ANNN—O—E
_/ <
y ., N
—
Figure 12: The contrbution of ! m ixing to the pion form —factor.
The couplings that enter this expression, through™M , ,M , jandM ,,,ak

ways Involve the unphysical pure isosoin states ; and !;. However, we can re-express
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Eqg. f139) In tem s of the physical states by st diagonalising the vector m eson propa—
gator. Follow ing the sam e procedure as in Sec.3.3, we introduce a diagonalising m atrix
!

1
C = 1 (140)

where, to lowest order in the m ixing,

= — (141)
S S
W e now insert ddentities nto Eq. (138) and dbtain
! !
M , = M , 0 cct 1=s 7SS oo Mo
' v 1=S S 1=s, Moy
| |
1=s 0 M |
= M 1 M, ’
! N 0 1=s, Mo (142)
where we have identi ed the physical am plitudes as
M = M , (143)
M, = Mo (144)
M 1 = M [ M [ (145)
M [ = M [ + M [ (146)
Expanding Eq. ({44), we nd
1 1
M \ = M I —M 1 + M 1 —M [
! tog o,
o1
=M, —M , +M , ——M 147)
’ S ’ S S S

which is the usually seen in older works. At st glance there seam s to be a slight
discrepancy between Egs. (139) and (41). T he source of this is the de nition used for
the coupling of the vector meson to the photon. The rst, Eq. @39), uses couplings
to pure isospin states, the second, Eq. {@47]) uses \physical' couplings (ie. couplings
to the m ass eigenstates) which introduce a Jptonic contribution to the O rsay phase,
as discussed by Coon et al. f5]. This phase is, however, rather small. Ifwe assume
M , ,=3M ,, andde nethe kptonicphase by

M [ 1

= —¢ 148
M, 3 (148)
then, to order ,
10
= —: (149)
3m
Thisgives = 5P for , = 4520, ascbtained by Coon etal. 55]. This an all leptonic

contrbution to the O rsay phase is the principalm anifestation of diagonalising the !
propagator.
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6 Phenom enological analysis of F

In this section we discuss various m ethods for both tting the pion form factor and

cbtaining the num erical valuie of |.Weextract | wih a t to the pion form -factor
(ushg VM D 1), but, asw illbe seen, this isnot them ethod used to obtain them ost w idely
quoted value.

+

Recent analysis ofthee'e ! data give us an Insight into how successfiil the
second form ulation hasbeen in describbing the process. W e nd that in both cases studied
a non-resonant contribution hasbeen included to optim ise the t, In direct contrast w ith
the soirit of the second form ulation. Follow Ing this we present an exam ple of the use of
the rst formulation to plot the curve for the crosssection ofefe !
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6.1 Recent ts

Benayoun et al. B4l examine e"'e ! * 1 an e ort to better understand the
process ! * , whith requires a thorough understanding of physics, ie. how
to e ectively param eterise i, and whether to include any non-resonant contributions to
the process. They are concemed prin arily wih tting the data, relying on as much
experin ental Input as possble, rather than trying to test the behaviour of a particular
m odel for the process Wwhich is our intention).

T heir expression for the am plitude takes the form descrbed in Eq. §/3), with

. . 1 . .
= . J J . J J
F (6)s pa) A 5707 ()+g — 7 @¢ 070

G, ;7M7) © pu); (150)

i

e

¢ im,

where j is the index associated w ith the helicity of the polarisation vectors .The rst
tem , A (), introduces their proposed non-resonant contribution to F () . N ote the use
ofthe m om entum dependent width for the butnot the ! (as itsm aprdecay channel,
3 , isnot included In the 2 data analysed, and one can, as an approxin ation, ignore
them om entum dependence of the w idth). The w idth was taken to be B4]

+ g

k) > m
= — 151
) rmh) To (151)
where isa param eter for tting,
19—
kd)=5 & 4m?; (152)
and . r T—
Gy = ]@T(qz) 6 my @ v o+ H (153)

N ote that, because ofk () n Eq. 152), thewidth, () given in Eq. {I51), w illbecom e
in aginary below threshold, ie. & = 4m 2. Considering Eq. {150), the w idth contribution
to the denom inator of the propagator Eq. ((51)) will actually becom e real and add to
the m ass term below threshold. The use ofa temn such as (¢ 4m?) i Eq. (I51)
would spoil the analytic continuation of the propagator below threshold. The width of
the is alm ost entirely due to the two pion decay, and thus the full w idth can be used
in Eq. 53) to detemm ine G . However this isnot the case for the !, so one has to m ake
the appropriate m odi cation
| |

kK@) ~ m,
km?) g

JORS]

L &@)=BR( ! " ), (154)
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whereBR (! ! © ) isthebranching ratio for the decay. N ote that Eq. (150) uses the
fullw idth of the !, rather than the branching fraction as in Eq. ({53). This is because
the width appearing in the propagator m easures the ux loss due to the decay of the
particle irrespective of its decay channel. C onverssly, G, describes the coupling of the !
to two pions only, so the partialw idth m ust be us=d.

T he form -factor is thus

F )=2 ) gS—G gs’—iG!: (155)

The ressm blance of Eq. {{55) to the older form given in Eq. (100) is in m ediately apparent
(ie. the sum ofthe contrbution and an O rsay-phased ! contrdbution). This can now
be used In Eq. (76) to com pute the cross-section.

Benayoun et al B4]now proceed along two paths, usihg the acoepted  gures for the
! aswellasboth kptonic decay w idths which are assum ed to be fairly wellunderstood) :

a) tting the param eters and the O rsay phase, ,assum ingA = 0;

b) tting A and kaving the mass xed at the world average, 768.7 0.7M&V,as it
isbelieved to be less sensitive than the w idth to param etrisation.

For the rst case they arrive at values for the m ass and w idth slightly higher than
usually ound using the G cunaris-Sakuraim odel 3Q] by, for exam ple, Barkhov et al. B3].

For the second case, A is assum ed to take the form

Af)= @+ odf+ad+ ): (156)

T he expansion is stopped as soon as the e ect of the next tem is negligbl. At this
point Benayoun et al. pause to relect on the condition F (0) = 1. A (0), as detem ined
by their t, would contribute 0.607 to ¥ (0). They dian iss the relevance of this as they
are using \an expansion valid in the range ( s=) Pm ;m o]." They go on to point out
that a good t Which, In addition, reproduces values for the param eters closer to the
usualones) can be obtained using

1
Ad)= ——— 157
) 1+ of=m? a7)

w hich, of course, would contrbute 1 to F (0) . They attem pt to get around this problem
by comm enting how it show s that values ocbtained using extrapolation cannot be trusted.
T his serves to highlight the confiision that surrounds the second representation of VM D
away from m assshell, and m ore speci cally, at g° = 0.

T hey conclude their Investigation by saying that eitherthe m ass isnearly degenerate
w ith the !, or evidence strongly suggests a non-VM D contribution to F (f). Interest—
ingly, they say that the Jatter is suggested by the work of Bando et al. R4].

Bemicha, Lopez C astro and Pestieau BCP) RP2]obtain, conversely, signi cantly lower
valuesthan the world average form and . Theirain isto detem ine these two quanti-
ties In asm odelindependent a way aspossible. T heir concem is that the values given by
the Particle D ata G roup (@ slightly m ore recent list than referred to by Benayoun et al.),
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7681 05and 151 12M eV arecbtained from di erent sources. Them ass is cbtained
from photoproduction and *N ! N ,andthewidth from € e ! * . Thusitis
possble that there is som e inconsistency due to di erent B reit-W igner param etrisations.
To rectify this they attem pt to derive both from the availabl data of the cross-section
forete ! * Bl UshgEqg. (76) they then plot the form —<factor.
T hey assum e the pion form —factor can be expressed in the form
A

F (s)= + B (s) (158)
s s

where s isthe position ofthe pol, A the residue ofthe polk, and B (s) the non—resonant

badkground near s m? im . To include the contrbution of the ! meson they

m odify Eq. (158), in two ways:
! !
A m 2
F (8)= + B (s) 1+vy - (159)
s s s s

or !
2

A m
F (8)= 1+vy - + B (s): (160)
S s s s

where A istaken tobea constant,A = am?.W ith B (s)= 0 these equations reduce to
the usual form , used, for exam ple, by Barkhov et al. B3].

Initially B too is set to a constant, b, and the curve is tted wih ve param eters.
Both param eterisations Eqgs. (159) and {160)) lead to essentially the sam e set of values
for the param eters that optim ise the t, so it is concluded that the ! m ixing and
background temm s are only very weakly coupled.

Interestingly, they t the space-like data (obtained from e scattering [B6]) using a
form —factor given by

2 s 2t

m
A 1+Db 2 ; (1el)

F ()=

which contains no contribution from the ! . They say that i is negligble for s < 4m 2.
W hether this is because ! m xing iself is mudch snaller in this region, or m ercly
because the ! pol does not appear in this region is uncertain.

T he caloulations are then redone imposing F (0) = 1. There is little di erence to the
results, as would be expected; if F (0) = 1 is a necessary ocondition, then any good t
should at least com e very close to ful 1ling it.

T hey then exam ine the ! m xing contrloution m ore closely and consider the factor

aym?=(s m?+ im ) being \frozen" at a particularvalue of s, s say. T his reproduces
the type of form -factorwe encountered in Eq. {100) and m ore recently in Eq. (55), which
looks sim ply like the sum oftwo BreitW igner am plitudes (one from the the other from
the ! ) attenuated by the O rsay phase, . This results in

2

F (s)= + (s)e

s m?2+ im s m?+ i, ,

+ by (162)
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where

am 2

s)g © = — : (163)
S m<+ In

T here is little theoretical reason to do this, but it does explain the origin of the O rsay
phase, , and is a reasonabl approxin ation (as the m ixing is only noticeable around
resonance) . T he reader fam iliarw ith Sec.’5 3 can recall the relationship between the two
form ulations of the m ixing, as outlined in Egs. {139) and {147). F itting this they cbtain

= (1223 12) 10°
= (1167 58)°:

Rearranging Eq. {163) ushge' = cos + isn  resultsin
j S _
s = m? m oot )7 (164)

_ s [(s m?)?+m? ?] 65
y = wmZE w2 : (165)

EEJS gives pg = 79218 M &V, closs, but not identical, to the ! mass. Substituting
s=m, In Eq. {164) reproduces the expression for the O rsay phase cbtained by Coon
etal. Eqg. (12) of Ref. B5]). They also have a contribution to the O rsay phase from a
phase di erence between the couplings of the vector m esons to the photon (as discussed

in Sec.59).
The value of y obtained, ( 216 0:35) 103, gives a value for the ! m xing

param eter

, = 4225 10°Gev? (166)

which agrees well with the value (4552 0:%) 10°3GeV? obtaied by Coon and
Barrett [6§], despite the fact that quite di erent values for the mass and width are
used. The Iniial param eterisations of BCP, though, yvield a much lower value, closer to

37 03) 10°3 Gev?. From thiswe see that the value of 1 Is quite sensitive to the
param eterisation of the form —factor.

6.2 The pion form —factor

To m ake our argum ents com pltely transparent, we shalluse the st form ofVM D
(@as given by Eq. 6_3-5)) In a caloulation ofthe pion form factor Eﬂ]
For the sinplest case of only -m esons and pions we would have from Egs. {38) and

©9).
F 1

- ) g
g m +Im @)
W e have ©llowed standard assum ptions arising from unitarity considerations B84] for the
mom entum dependence of the width, using the form given in Eq. (I51) with = 1.
O ne could, however, sin ply include a tem ofthe form (¢  4m ?) to the standard B reit—
W Igner m agihary piece, m . This is su cient to m odel the square root branch point

F )=1 167)
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of the pion loop selfenergy at threshold (f = 4m ?), and to ensure that the in aghary
part of the selfenergy is zero below this point. However, n practice we do not actually
show resultsbelow threshold. W e take the m odem values [88]

g =4 2:9; (168)
g*=4 20; 169)
com ing respectively from (! ) 149Mevand ( ! €e ) 68MeV.Equating

these two constants actually ruins our t to data.

To Include the contribution ofthe ! , we shallnow use them atrix elem ent ofEq. {47)
determ ined In Sec.5J from diagonalising them ixed propagator. A swe are using the rst
representation of VM D, this w ill provide us w ith the vector m eson contribution to the
form factor in the C SV analogue of the second term on the right hand side ofEq. {167).
So, including the non-resonant contriution from the direct coupling ofthe photon to the
pion pair and replacing the Feynm an am pliudes appearing in Eq. (39) or {47) wih
expressions derived from the VM D 1 Lagrangian Eqg. £5)) we have either

1 |
F -1 g 19 L q, 170)
S g, S S O,
or
1 | 1
Fo1 g 23 g L 171)
S g S S S O

depending on whether one w ishes to use the couplings of the pure isospin states to the
photon, as n Eq. {L7Q), or that of the physical states to the photon, as n Eq. {@71).
Use ofEqg. {L70) meansthatweunderstand the ! | % decay, before diagonalisation,
as proceeding via the process illustrated in Fig.12, rather than as an ! which decays
exactly likea ,butmodied by a factor =(s Sy ), which is the Interpretation of
Eq. €71).

W e shalluseEq. (I71) to tto the form sfactor data. T he explicit expression we use

0g T g

F =1 172
) gk m?+ im @] gk mi+im, ] &7

is

where (as i Eq. {141)),

m? m? im, . m (F))

@73)

Since them aprdecay channelofthe ! isthe three pion state, we have taken the w idth of
the ! tobea constant [B4], in contrast to the case ofthe which isgiven by Eq. (151) w ith
= 1. Thisapproxin ation isunlkely to seriously a ect our resuls since the w idth ofthe
! is so much sm aller than that ofthe . W euse the Particke D ata G roup’s PDG) {89]
valieof |, = 843 M &V .For sin ilar reasons, any m om entum dependence in ! m xing
is of little consequence for the tim e-like pion form —factor. Hence for now we take
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to be a constant. O f course, from the argum ents presented In Sec. 5.0 we expect the
mom entum dependence of | to be crucial in extrapolations into the space-like region.

Tt is of som e interest now , to com pare our om for the om —factor, Eq. (172) to that
used by D onges et al. PQ] who also use the rst representation of VM D . In contrast to
w hat we have done, though, they couple the ! directly to the pion state (In the sam eway
asthe )andneglct ! mixing. Theirfom factorwould beequaltooursiftheqg used
by them where equalto our g .However, because isa complex quantiy In general,
using real num bers, asDonges et al. do org, , is insu cient. They acknow ledge this
by stating that \phases could be chosen to correctly describe ! interference.”

T he coupling ofthe om ega to the photon has long been considered to be approxin ately
1/3 that of the to the photon [38], and this is supported In a recent QCD -based
investigation P1]. BCP R2]use the leptonic partial rate 9] to cbtain

g :ém (! ee)

_! = t ! ’

g m (! ete) 74
= 35 0:18: 175)

W ith g xed in one of these ways, the only ram aining free param eter is the !
m ixing parameter . It is therefore a smple matterto t it to thee'e ! *
cross—section. The ollow Ing graphs show the results of this t using the form factor of
Eq. (172). Since the orm factorgiven n Eq. (172) dependsonly on theratio =g, , the
choioe of gy =g signi cantly alters this. Using the value o£35 Eq. (I75)) for the ratio
we have, with *=d.of=141/25,

, = 3800 370Mev?’: 176)
In this analysis there are two principle sources of ervror In the valueof .The rstisa
statistical uncertainty of 310 M eV ? forthe tto data, and the second (200 M &V ?) is due
to the error quoted In Eq. f175). These errors are added in quadrature. The resul of
our tto data is shown in Fig.13 and resonance region is shown in closeup in Fig. i14.

It is now of interest to com pare our value for | wih the other valies cbtained.
F irstly, we cbserve that

1

| = - : 177
@ m? m? im, . m (Cf))g arn

This relation enables us to relate thewidth or! !+ to the width via

2
o = 1 ! 178
( : m? m? im, , m m?)) ( ) 478)
giving

! )= 0d157M &V 179)
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Figure 13: Crosssection ofe’'e ! * plotted as a function of 57 .
where we have ussd , = 3800 M eV? corresponding to the experin ental value of
35 for the ratio g, =g . This corresponds to a branching ratio BR (! ! ) = 186%,

com pared with the PDG value of221 0:30.
Com paring Eq. (172) wih Egs. (00), ((55) and {162), we also determ ine the O rsay
phase to be given by

m

1010 (180)

Independently of the value of .

6.3 Previous determ inations of

It is now of Interest to com pare our value or |, with the other values cbtained.
M N am ee et al. 02] base their predictions on the decay am plitude of the !, and cbtain
, from an approxin ation to Eq. 178),

(! y= —— (! ): (181)
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Figure 14: Crosssection forefe ! 7 in the region around the
resonance where ! m ixing ism ost noticeable.
T heir answer is thus detem ined by BR (! ! ), as is the phenom enological plot by

Benayoun et al. (see theirEgs. @ 6)—@A 10)), who also take account (as they have to to
plot the cross-section, som ething not done by C oon and B arrett) ofthe relative strengths
of the couplings of the m esons to the photon (appearing in Eq. A 10) of Ref. B4] via

v € e )). Our calculation of F () does not explicitly feature BR (! ! ), and
although all other param eters used by us are com plktely standard PDG ), we cbtain a
di erent value for . The 1974 data gave the result

;= 3400M eV ?; (182)

which agrees com pletely w ith the result we initially obtained from tting the form —factor
to the cross—section data.
M ore recently, however, Coon and Barrett repeated this calculation [6§], using the
data from Barkhov etal BJ]which increased the branching ratio ofthe ! decay, BR (! !
), from 1.7 to 2.3% giving
= 4520M eV *: (183)

W e note that whilk this is the typically quoted value for the ! m ixing am pliude @5],
it is not the value which provides the optim al t to the pion EM fom —factor.
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6.4 Conclusion

W e have shown that it is possble to obtain a very good t to the pion form factor
data using a f dependent coupling for (corresponding to the rst representation of
VMD), forwhich F (0) = 1 irespective of any values taken by param eters of the m odel.

Ourextraction of | given by Eq. (1786) agrees w ith early values, but is in disagree-
ment wih the m ore recent evaluation by other means EJg. {l:8:3)) . These di erences
are essentially a consequence of the choice of g =g, . W ih the m ost recent value of this
ratio, our preferred value or , m?) is 3800 370M eV? (where the error re ects the
uncertainty In g =g, ).

7 Concluding R em arks

W ehave provided a com prehensive review ofthe ideasofvectorm eson dom inancew ith
particular application to the pion fomm -factor. The less comm only used representation
of VM D, which naturally incorporates a f-dependent photon vectorm eson coupling,
seem s to be m ore appropriate in the m odem fram ework of strong-interactions where
quarksare the fundam entaldegrees of freedom (W e em phasise that the tw o representations
0of VM D are only equivalent when exact universality is assum ed). In this context the
recent work suggesting that the ! m ixing am plitude should also vanish atd = 0 ;n a
large class of m odels is not In the last surprising. A reanalysis of the pion form -factor
using this form ulation gave an excellent t to the data, whilk carefiil re-analysis near the
| pokgaveavalieof ,m?)= 3800 370MeV?.Thisdi ersfrom othermodem ts
m ainly because we used the m ost recent value of g =g, BY].

W hike ! m xing is of interest In its own right, in the usual fram ework of nuckar
physics it is vitalto our understanding of charge sym m etry violation. T he rapid variation
of thism ixing am plitude from the -pol Where i ism easured) to the spacelike region
where it is needed for the nuclkar Hroe) com plktely undem ines the assum ption of
Independence and generally leads to a very am allC SV potential. O nem ust then look for
alterative, possbly quark-based, explanations [B§,59,65,64].

It has been suggested that a strong ¢ -variation of the ! m ixing am plitude would
contradict VM D . O ur discussion ofthe original form ulation of VM D and the corresoond—
Ing t to the pion form —factor resolves this confusion. It has also been suggested that
having the photon—- coupling go like f would be in con ict with data on nuclear shad—
ow Ing. By now it is clear that shadow ing in photonuclear interactions is appropriately
described in the rst representation of VM D P3]. At ¢ = 0 the photon decouples from
the and interacts directly with a nuckon 4] to produce a which is then shadowed
by its hadronic interaction.

O f course, it could be argued that no-one has rigorously derived either the ! or

m xing am plitude from Q CD . Untilthat is done it ispossible to in agine that QCD
m Ight generate a contact nteraction proportionalto ! . However, such an Interaction
would Jead to a constant m ixing am plitude as ¥¥j! 1 , which is a contradiction w ith

45



the rigorous result from QCD sum —rules [7§,95]which show that this am plitude vanishes
In that lm it. A s the natural scale In the problm is the vector m eson m ass it is clear
that even In this case one would expect a substantial variation in | (qz) between the
tin elike and space-like regions.

In conclusion we m ention som e m atters needing further work. A s the vector m esons
are not point-lke, the m ixing am plitudes m ust deviate from the smple VM D form even—
tually. Thus, even the expressions we have given for the pion form -factor (or exam plk)
have a lim ited range of validity. F inally we retum to the question ofthe CSV NN force.
A Though we have argued strongly against the usual assum ptions surrounding the !
m ixingm echanisn , we note that ifthe °NN (or ! NN ) vertex were to have a am allC SV
(com ponent behaving like 1 rather than 3) one would obtaln a sim ilar force @ Yukawa
one rather than an exponential one) [60,61]. This deserves fiirther work as do the m ore
am bitious quark-based m odels of nuclkear CSV .
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