arXiv:hep-ph/9506205v1 1 Jun 1995

On the M arriage of Chiral P erturbation
T heory and D ispersion R elations

John F .D onoghue

D gpartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y
University ofM assachusettsAm herst, M A 01003 U SA.

A bstract

I describe the m ethodology for the use of dispersion relations in
connection w ith chiralperturbation theory. T he conditions form atch—
Ing the two formm alisn s are given at O €2)and 0 E*). The two have
several com plem entary features, aswellas som e lim itations, and these
are descrbed by the use of exam ples, which Include chiral sum rules
related to the W einberg sum rules, form factors, and a m ore com pli-
cated reaction, !
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T heoretical predictions are transform ations from one set of known data
to a new set ofdata which we want to know . In renom alizabl eld theories
one predicts m any observables in temm s of the results of a few experin ents
m easuring the fundam entalconstantse and m . In chiralperturoation theory,
m easuram ents of a few low energy constants  ;L;), which com pactly sum —
m arize the e ects 0ofQCD , allow calculations of other processes. D ispersion
relations m ake predictions in the sam e sense, transform Ing m easurabl data
In som e process into predictions of the physics elsew here.

Tt iswellknown that in QCD one can m ake rigorous predictions at high
energy iIn a perturbative expansion In ¢, although one also needs structure
functions which are not perturbatively calculable and which must be m ea—
sured. Tt isbecom Ing better known that rigorous results can also be obtained
at very low energy using chiral perturbation theory, w ith calculations orga—
nized In an expansion in the energy. H ow ever the interm ediate energy region
is the m ost di cult. This is traditionally the realn ofm odels, such as the
quark m odel, Skym em odeletc. which, whik capturing som e of the physics,
su er from a lack of control. D igoersion relations can som etin es be used to
replace this m odel dependence by experim ental data. In principl, disoer—
sion relations form a rigorous technique for this intermm ediate energy region.
In practice, our know ledge of the input to dispersion relations is often som e~
what Inocom plete, so that som em odeldependence m ay enter, but it can often
be controlled or bounded to an acceptable kevel. D one properly, dispersive
technigques w ill alw ays enhance the reliability/range of chiral calculations.

In this tak, I bre y describe chiral perturbation theory and dispersion
relations separately. A lthough they have di erent starting points, it becom es
clear that the contents of chiral loops and of the digpersive Integrals are basi
cally sin ilar. T he ram aining features of the two m ethods are com plam entary
and we can m atch the two descrptions In ways that are mutually bene —
cial. I describbe how this m atching occurs at di erent orders In the energy
expansion, and give exam ples of what is gained from doing so.

1 ChiralPerturbation T heory

Chiral sym m etry provides relations between am plitudes w ith di erent num —
bers of zero energy pions.[1,2,3] C orrections to this lin it can be given in an
expansion in the energy. T here exist various reduced m atrix elem ents which



are not predicted by the sym m etry and which thereforem ust bem easured, at
Jeast until reliable m ethods succeed In predicting them from QCD . A cocord—
ing to the power counting theorem ofW einberg 3], at orderE ? in the energy
expansion one needs to consider tree level processes and the only ncalculable
param eters are the pion mass, m , and is decay constant, F . At orderE ¢,
one has am odest st of Iow energy constantsP], L;;i= 1:::10, and in addi
tion onem ust include one loop diagram s. At orderE ©, one calculates to two
loops and has a form idable array of low energy constants. It is unlikely that
orderE ° calculations w illbe practicalw ithout the use ofm odels to estin ate
these param eters.

An exam ple, which will also be useful later, is the pion electrom agnetic
orm factor. At Jowest order O (€ ?), one predicts sinply that £ () = 1,
while the tree kevel contrbution at O € *) ivolves the low energy constant
Lo with a ¢ dependence, plus constant tem s ie.,
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O f the Joop diagram s, Fig. 1b, ¢, that of Fig. 1b has no ¢ dependence,
contributing only a constant
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Since we know that the pion form factor is absolutely nom alized to unity
at ¢ = 0, we know that this constant must be canceled by the wavefiinc—
tion renom alization constant along with the diagram in Fig. lc, but the
latter also contains physics which ism ore nteresting. Fig. 1c also contains
In portant dynam ical inform ation of the propgagation of the two pion state,
Including the in aghary part of the am plitude due to on-shell Interm ediate
states, and the result involves a nontrivial fiinction of &,
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M ultiplying by the wavefiinction renom alization constant
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and de ning the renom alized value of L
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W hat then is the content of chiral loops? It is easy to state what are
not in portant features of the loops. First of all the high energy behavior
of the loop is not relevant, because we are using fom s of the vertices which
are valid only at low energy. This ensures that the high energy portions
of the diagram s are not correct. In a sim ilar vein, the divergences are not
the in portant physics since they are part of the high energy structure and
do not correspond to the divergences of QCD diagram s. Fortunately, all
high energy e ects can be absorbed In a shift n the low energy constants.
T his is true because the high energy portions m ust obey the symm etries of
the theory and must be locale ects when external particles carry only low
energy. They are thus equivalent to a localtermn In an e ective Lagrangian.
Likew ise, diagram s such as Fig. 1b do not have interesting physics because
they just are universal constants. In a Feynm an diagram approach, these
are needed to enforoe sym m etry properties. B ut they play no dynam ical role
and if we had other ways to enforoe symm etry constraints, aswe willn a
dispersive approach, they would not be needed.



T he in portant loop physics com es from low energy Interm ediate states in
diagram s such asF ig. 1lc. T his represents long range propagation and cannot
bem in icked by a shift ofa param eter In a Jocal chiral Lagrangian. N ote the
In agihary part which arises from this am plitude. T his represents the e ects
of unitarity com ing from physical interm ediate states. Unitariy is satis ed
order by order in the energy expansion. At one loop one uses the lowest
order couplings In the vertex and propagation w ithout any rescattering in the
Intermm ediate state. H igher order loop diagram swould allow form odi cation
of the vertices and for rescattering in the interm ediate state.

T he outputs of chiral perturbation theory are relations between am pli-
tudes, order by order in the expansion in E, m 4. At any given order, these
relations form low energy theorem sofQ CD .However, in applying them ethod
in phenom enology, we often push it to regions where it is less accurate than
desirable. In scattering am plitudes it is always tem pting to use chiral per-
turbation theory to describe reactions at higher energies until eventually the
result at a given order must break down. Sin ilarly, In som e calculations
w ith kaons, the st known corrections are Jarge enough that we would lke
to know yet higher order corrections. D espite the beauty of the m ethod,
In phenom enological applications the two m ain lim itations are the fact that
am plitudes are known only to a lim ited order In the energy expansion and
the proliferation of unknown constants at order E ¢ and higher.

2 D ispersion R elations

Scattering am plitudes and vertex functions w ill In general contain both real
and In aginary parts.(4,5] T he in aghhary portions are due to the propagation
of on-shell nterm ediate states. Causality in plies certain properties of the
analytic structure of the am plitudes that it allow s us to relate the real and
In agihary parts. Such dispersion relations have the general form
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one can w rte the fi1ll am plitude as an integral over its in agihary part,
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N otice that the dispersive integral nvolves all s°. In order to know £ (s)
at anall s, we need to know Im f (s¥) also at large s'. W e will see that
subtractions can lessen the dependence on large s%, but the integral still runs
overalls’. W e in generalneed to know the properties ofon shell interm ediate
states.

A 1l Feynm an diagram s share the required analytic structure and can be
rew ritten as dispersion relations, perhaps w ith subtractions. T herefore the
content of chiral loops can equally well be speci ed as a particular choice
or Im £ % in a dispersion integral. W hen it is phrased this way, it is clear
that the content of chiral Joop diagram s such as Fig. 1c and the content of
a dispersive Integral are sin ilar. T he chiral calculations uses a predicted ap-—
proxin ation to Im f (s°), while a properly perfomm ed dispersion integral uses
the realworld data for Im £ (%) . W e will also see that the chiral param eters
(L;) play a sim ilar role to the subtraction constants in digpersion relations.
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3 Example: The W einberg sum rules and
som e relatives

T he sim plest am plitudes are two point fiinctions, and within QCD the sin —
plest of these are the particular com bination of vector and axial vector cur—
rents.
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This combination is analytic in the com plex ¢ plane, except r a pole at
o =m? and a cut ©rf > 4m 2. T he vector current is conserved. T he axial
current is conserved In them o ! 0 Iim i, but w ith a G oldstone boson. Ifwe
de ne scalar function by
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we can prove the digoersion relations
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w ith the in aghhary parts conventionally nam ed via
1
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W hat is known theoretically about these am plitudes? At low energy,
chiral perturbation theory predicts the form R]
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HereL], isa Iow energy constantm easured in radiative pion decay, ! e

At high energy, pertrubative QCD m ay analyse the two point function.
In the chirallin it, m 4 = 0, which willbe used for the rest of this section, the
operator product expansion can be used to show that the di erence v A
falls as % and v (s) a (8) S% . In tem s of our quark operators, which
are here evaluated in the vacuum saturation approxim ation [6], one has

p_ |2 ( " 2 #)
_ 32 b ooudg s () 247
v A= 5 o 1+ 3 > +#]n 2 (16)
| ;1 s,
v (8) ! A(S)-Fl'i' ;s 1
P— .
8 h sogi
Ve a )



W e see that A and v » are very wellbehaved at Jarge o¢;s.

W e can combine up this Inform ation to get a st of sum rules. The
requirem ent that, asf ! 1 ,therejsnoé tem in the dispersion relation
Egql3 , requires
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These are the W einberg sum rules[/], the second ofwhich isonly true in the
mg! Olmit. At Jow energy, expansion of the dispersion integraland chiral
results in powers of ¢ inply B,2]
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Here I have given the sum rul for nitem ? sihce there is a behavior pro—
portional to Inm ? at the low energy end of the integral. These sum rules
llustrate one of the uses of chiral digpersion relhtions, which is the predic—
tion/calculation of Iow energy constants there F and L) .

Another use of chiral dispersion relations is In extending the reach of
calculations and even opening up the possibility of entirely new types of
calculations. Consider the Com pton am plitude ! . In the soft pion
Iin i, chiral sym m etry relates this to the vacuum polarization tensors
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If one takes the Com pton am plitude and ties together the two electrom ag-
netic currents w ith a photon propagator, one obtains the pion elctrom ag—
neticm ass shift.P] C learly the chiral representation, Eq. 15, would be inad-
equate to caloulate this, as the photon loop integral goes over all values of
f . However, after som e algebra plus the application of the W ennberg sum
rules, the dispersive representation allow s one to w rite this as
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which isan exact relation in the chirallin it. N ote that here chiral sym m etry
was used to relate di erent am plitudes In Eqg. 23 and to provide low energy
constraints , as in the W einberg sum rules, whilke dispersion relations were
needed to provide a predictive fram ew ork for the Intermm ediate energy region.
In a sin ilarway, one can calculate reliably a new weak nonlptonicm atrix

elem ent.[l0] C onsider the hypothetical weak H am iltonian
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Up to some KM factors, this would be the usual weak Ham iltonian if the
vector currents were replaced by @+ 5). In the chiral lim it, we have

another chiral sum rul
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which is exact in the chiral Iim it.

G ene G olow ich and T have recently provided a phenom enological analysis
ofthese sum rulkes.[l1] T he physics of the spectral functions v, is basically
sinple. At interm ediate energies they are measured In = decay and € e
annihilation, and the largest features are the and a resonances, w ith very
much smaller 4 ;5 etc. contrbutions. At low energy this can be m erged
an oothly to chiral predictions and at high energy a vanishes rapidly
and we m atched the data to QCD around s = 5G eV ?. There are som e ex—
perin ental uncertainties, but these can in principle be reduced in the future.



The Lig sum rule workswellw ith very little uncertainty as it is sensitive
to the lowest energy contributions. The W einberg sum ruls and that for
m 2 work wihin the experin ental uncertainties. W e have proceeded by
In posihg tham exactly on our y  a,whith requiresonl m noradjistm ents
w ithin the allowed error bars. That this is possble is a nontrivial test of
the theoretical fram ework. Finally the weak m atrix elem ent is predicted
@ = 0062 0:017GeV?). This can perhaps be com pared with fiture
Jattice calculations.

4 Subtractions

G iven a dispersion relation, one m ay also write a "subtracted" relation for
€ @) £O)=T,ie,
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which, sihce Im £ (0) = 0 isequivalent to
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Thismay beneeded if £ (z) § 0 at jz 3! 1 , as a good behavior at in n—
ity is required for the derivation of the dispersion relation. However, even
if subtractions are not required, it m ay still be desirabl to perform them .
Generally Im f (s) isnot wellknown at high energy. T he subtracted disper-
sion integral weights lower energies m ore heavily and lessens the in uence
ofthe high energy region. T he previous ignorance of the high energy e ects
of Im £ (s) is reduced to a single num ber, the subtraction constant. Further
subtractionsm ay be perfom ed, w ith the Introduction of further subtraction
constants.

The pion form factor obeys dispersion relations. An unsubtracted fom
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while w ith one subtraction the form is



f ()= 1+ 29)

Here the subtraction constant hasbeen xed to uniy by the nom alization
of the form factor. A tw ice subtracted fom is

4 Z 4 0 0
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w here ¢ is presently unknown.

5 M atching C onditions

In dispersion relations nvolring subtraction constantswe need a precise iden—
ti cation of them . Chiral perturbation theory provides an extensive m a—
chinery for the analysis of the low energy behavior and can provide these
constants.[12] T he key is to reform ulate chiral calculations as dispersion re—
lations, order by order. A s mentioned previously this is always possble
because the Feynm an diagram s them selves satisfy digpersion relations. An
in portant point isthat them atching isdi erent at orderE ? [13]and at order
E* [14,15].

At order E 2 one needs to reproduce only the tree level chiral resuls,
which do not involve Im aginary parts. Thus we only need to ensure that
the nom alization at low energy is correct. T he dispersion integralw ill then
produce new e ects at order E * which are equivalent to the prediction of
the Iow energy constants at orderE *, ie., of the L;. T his procedure w illbe
m ore sensitive to high energy e ects because one w ill be using a dispersion
Integralw ith at m ost one subtraction.

At order E * one know s m ore about the low energy structure so one can
use a dispersion relation w ith an extra subtraction. The low energy constants
L; are no longer predicted, but are nputs to x the subtraction constants
[T he dispersion integral then produces new e ects at order E ¢ and higher].
To m atch at this order one m ust reproduce the one loop chiral calculation.
T herefore the inputs to the dispersive Integralm ust involve the lowest order
vertices, and w ill only have free propagations of the intem ediate state, ie.,
the sam e Inputs that go into the Feynm an diagram calculation.
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A san exam pk, ket us rst consider the pion form factorw ith m atching at
orderE *.[14] The one loop diagram , Fig. 1c, involvesthe I = 1 scattering
am plitude, and the tree level ! vertex, so that
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W e use the tw ice subtracted fom , Eqg. 30, and the digpersion integral can
be exactly done using

ol !
d_s 1 Im a+ bsl _ @+ qu)H (qz) a 33)
a2 s° s s & 1 d 6m %P

1 2

f)=1+taf+ —— & 4’)H )+ o (34)
9 “F 3

Com paring thisw ith the chiralcalculation, Eq. 7, Jeads to the identi cation

of the subtraction constant

() !

2Lg 1 m 2

c= 72 56 7F 2 ]n—2+l (35)

Ifwe now retum to the full dispersive Integral, we must be sure that the
Input Im £ (s) agrees wih the lowest order chiral resul at low energies,
which of course it must In any case if chiral sym m etry is a valid description
at low energy. The use of the experin ental Im £ (s), thus constrained, then
generates the full f (F) at all?. In principle, the only lnaccuracy in this
calculation is that we have given the subtraction constant c by an expression
which is exact only to order E *. There can be corrections to this by extra
factors ofm ? orm ?Inm?.
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Let us also brie y consider the sam e quantity m atched at O € 2), usihg
Eqg. 29. Now the only m atching is the sin ple constraint £ (0) = 1, and the
e ect of the dispersive integral starts at g°. This Jeads to a prediction ofthe
low energy constant

|
m 2 5 21 ge 0
n—+1 =F —Im £ (s) (36)
2 2 s@

. 1
2Lg + 9 2
N ote that the lowest order form of Im £ (s) cannot be inserted In the once
subtracted digpersion Integral, as the resul diverges. T he lowest order fom
for Im £ (s) is not valid at high energies, but the tw ice subtracted integral
used above was not sensitive to this. The use of the realdata or Im £ (59
Jeads to a succesful prediction of Lg in temm s of the m ass of the rho m eson.

From these examples, we can see clearly the dynam ical content of dis-
persion relations. Ifm Inin ally subtracted (ie., jist barely convergent) this
Includes the e ects of Iow , m oderate and high energy intermm ediate states. If
oversubtracted (ie. m ore than is required by the high energy behavior), high
energy e ects are dam ped and we retain the e ects of low and m oderate en—
ergy propagation, and can rem ain consistent w ith the chiral constraintswhile
extending the calculation to higher o?.

Thus In the best of allworlds (filldata on Im f (s), m any related reac—
tions) the two technigues form a pow erfill com bination which allow s rigorous
results at all energies. Chiral perturbation theory provides the subtraction
constants from symm etry relations and dispersion relations allow s the ex—
trapolation to higher energy.

In real world phenom enology, we often have Incom plte Infom ation. In
addition, we m ay want/need to predict Im £ also.

6 TheE lastic A pproxin ation and the Om nes
P rob lem

Consider som e two particlke am plitude f (s) of a given isospin and angular
mom entum which is analytic In com plex s plane exospt for a cut above two
particle threshold s, = 4m 2. The inelastic thresholds are som ewhat higher,
or example spe = 16m?. In the elastic region, W atson’s theoram tells us
that the phase of the am plitude is that of the corresponding two partick

12



scattering am plitude

f)=¢e ©9f @) j @37)

In practice inelasticities do not play a signi cant role In low energy pion
physics up to 1 G&V K K threshold), and one offen assum es an approxi-
m ation of keeping only the elastic channel. W hik probably reasonable, it is
In portant to realize that the elastic approxin ation relies on m ore than jist
W atson’s theoram and producesm ore than just the phase of the am plitude.

The Om nes problm [16] is the m athem atical exercise of nding functions
which are analytic exoept ora cut 4m? < s< 1 , which are realwhen s is
real and less than 4m? and forwhich f (s)e* © is realwhen s is real and
greater than 4m 2. T he solution is given by

fis) = P (s)(D () ) (38)

Dl(s) exp — —

as long as

1o 39)

In the above P (s) is a polynomicalin s, and D ! (s) is called the Omnes
function.

N ote that this is not exactly the right problem f©orQ CD . The assum ption
that f (s)e! © is realabove the cut in plies that the reaction is elastic at all
energies. Once inelastic channels open up, the quantity £ (s)e! © rmapidly
deviates from being real. In QCD, once one is above 1 G &V, the nelastic
channels open rapidly and beocom e quite num erous, kading to perturbative
Q CD behavior at precociously low energies. It isnot known how to provide a
general solution to the Q CD type problam (although the form ofthe solution
to the two channel problem is also known), nor is it known how much of an
e ect the muliple inelasticies of Q CD have on the Om nes function.

13



7 Exam ple: M atching at order E 2

O ne of the earliest exam ples of the utility of m erging chiral perturbation
theory and dispersion relations cam e In the analysis of the possible decay of
a lIight H iggs to two pions.[13] T his isno longer of phenom enological interest,
but the technique developed illustrates the basic m ethodology. Am ong other
couplings, one is faced w ith the m atrix of the energy m om entum tensor,

hie) ') 3 Joi= @) ¥ 40)
At Iowest order, chiral perturbation theory tells us that

()= s+ 2m? 41)

whik at order E * the form is

)= (s+2m?)fl+ (s)g+ bs’+ 0 m*;sm?;E°®) 42)

whereb isa combination ofthe low energy constantsLi;;L12;L13 that occur
w hen one analyses the energy m om entum tensor[l7]and (s) isa known loop
function. T he trouble is that we have no phenom enology which m easuresb .
However, (s) can be shown to satisfy a dispersion relation, and the elastic
region only involves scattering In the I = 0;J = 0 channel. T herefore, n
the elastic approxin ation, we can reproduce both the right chiral properties
and satisfy the Om nes solution by choosing

)= Cm?+ s)D ' (s) @3)

[h practice, a two channel solution was found, Involving K K states above
1 GeV .However, for our exam ple, ket us neglect K K .] The Om nes function
was constructed from data by G asser.[18]

T he output of this representation is a prediction for (s) at higher en—
ergies than is possibl w ith chiral perturbation theory alone. O ne of the by
products is a prediction ofthe low energy constant.

b = 27GevV ? 44)

In this particular channel, the e ects of rescattering are signi cant. For
example at~ s= 035G eV , the Iowest order form ula gives
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(s)= 029 (45)
while at one loop, O E %) w ith the above valie of b one nds

(s)= 046+ 0413; (4o)
and the full digpersive am plitude is

(s) = 040+ 031; 47)
Thislargee ect istypicaloftheI= 0;J= 0 am plitude, which gets large
very quickly, somuch so that the lowest order chiral prediction for it violates
unitarity around 600 M &V .W hen the I = 0;J = 0 scattering channel
is in portant In a calculation, a dispersive treatm ent could be useful. Ik is
also typical that one can obtain good agreem ent for the m agniude 7 (s) J
w ith a suitably chosen low energy constant at O € ), but that the in agiary
part w illbe too an all at one loop when com pared to the ullanswer. This is
because the one loop in agihary part corresoonds to using the lowest order
am plitudes in the uniariy relation. This is not a big problm , because it
could be corrected by hand as the second order am plitudes are known and we
could use these to detemm ine the second order In aginary part. H owever, the
dispersive treatm ent does this autom atically, as well as including yet higher
orders.

8 Example: M atching at O rder E*

T he reaction ! ' and ! % 9 are of interest in the developm ent
of chiral theory because ! 0 9 rstarises asa pure oop e ect as there
are not tree kevel contrbutions at O E?2) orO E ?). For these reactions, we
have both a one-loop [19]and two loop ROJchiralanalysis aswell as dispersive
treatm entsP1,15] and experin ental data. T hism akes these reactions excel-
Ient illustrations of chiral techniques and ofthe ties w ith dispersion relations.

The ! m atrix elem ents can be decom posad nto isogoin am plitudes
. 1
£ ) = 3 Rty (s) + £2 ()] 48)
1 2
£ ) = 3 fo(s) £2(s)]
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The dom lnant partial waves at low energy are the S waves and these are
predicted in a one loop chiral analysis to be

. 1 2 1+ @ 2) +1
T (s) > 1 1 L (8) 1 49)
£2 () + . L5+ Li)s
where
S
mZ
= 1 . (50)
and t£? (s) are the owest order  scattering am plitudes
2s m (s sm?)
CA CA
== ghs T 51
o 32 F2 it 32 F2 c1)

T he dispersion relation hasbeen derived by M organ and Pennington R1],
In tem s of an am plitude p; (s) which has the sam e left-hand singularity
structure as f; (s) but which ismalfor s > 0. Then [f;(s) pr)D 1 (s)
satisfyies a tw ice subtracted dispersion relation and we have

n 221 do OI D 0
fI(S)=D11 () C1+ dis)+ pr)D 1 () s _SPI(S)m 1 ()

m2 s s s i

©2)
w ith two subtaction constants per channelc;;d; . A s a prelude to them atch—
ing we note that Low’s theorem requires that f; (s) be the Bom scattering
am plitude at low energies. T herefore

2

B orn l 1+
pr(s) = f; (s)+ O (s) = > In 1 + O (s) (53)

This isthe O E?) result. To proceed to order E ¢ we note that the leading
piece of Im D ; (s) is also known, ie.,

ImD; ()= £ () (54)
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asthis is the lowest order scattering am plitude. U sing this, the dispersive
Integral can be done exactly, keading to

"

f; () D! () g+s 4 tgA(O)!+D ()l 211’1 1+ (55)
S = S) C S S
. : f l2m2|# : 2 1

1 +1

— @1 HER (5)In? + :::

4( 5o (s) 1

A com parison of this with the O £ ) chiral results then indicates that this
procedure has reproduced all of the one loop resuls, as long as we choose
the subtraction constants as[l5]

t£2(0)
12 m?

Agaln we see that the dynam ical content of the one loop chiral calculation
is also contained in the digpersive treatm ent when the im aginary part is
taken to be the lowest order scattering am plitude. H owever, chiral sym m etry
also predicts the subtraction constants, which in this case are known from
m easuram ents in radiative pion decay.

Having identi ed the subtraction constants one can add the ingredients
to com plkte the calculation. The m ost in portant at threshold is the use of
the realworld D Il (s) [L8]. This change alone produces a signi cant e ect In
the am plitude even near threshold in the neutral case. The second step isa
better determ ination ofp; (s) which includes the O E *) chiral corrections to
it aswellasthe ;!;A1lpolkswhith are known (from ! etc. data) to
occur In the Com pton am plitude. Figure 2 show s the data for the reaction

! 0% 9 3long with the onedoop chiral prediction (dashed line) and the
m odi cation cbtained by the dispersive treatm ent (solid line). The one-
loop chiral resul is of the right rough size, its slope is Iow at threshold and
it grow s unphysically at high energy. Near threshold the di erence in the
two calculations com es aln ost exclusivly from the rescattering corrections
generated through the dispersion relation. T he change is sizeabl even at low
energy, since the rescattering n in the I = 0;J = 0 channel. . The Omnes
function alone has brought the threshold region into better agreem ent w ith
the data. It has also tam ed the high energy growth. The nalresul (W ith

2
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no free param eters) m atches the data very well, and also gives the charged
channel correctly.

Belucci, G asser and SainioR0] have perform ed the enom ously di cul
two Joop calculation. [In fact, technically they em ploy dispersive m ethods to
do portions of this.] At two loop order, new low energy constants appear,
which are not m easured in any other process. Therefore the authors have
to step outside of pure chiral perturbation theory In order to m odel these
constants, using vector m eson dom nence. M uch lke the dispersive work
described above, these constants play little role in the threshold region, but
are in portant for the shape of the am plitude form oderate energy. It is very
Interesting that their resuls look very sin ilar to the dispersive treatm ent
described above.

Both of these m ethods have potential lin itations. In principle, the only
lin itation ofthe dispersive treatm ent isthe fact that £ canm issO € ©) tem s
in the subtraction constants ¢;;d;. These would be corrections to resuls
given above by factors ofm ? orm 2 Inm ?. In practice we also need to m odel
the higher order tetm s In p; (). A s for the two loop chiral resul, its only
lin itation in principle is the fact that it m isses higher order dependnce in the
energy. By construction it is valid to order E ¢, but does not contain higher
order s dependence, and so would be expected to fall apart soon aftertheE °
dependence becam e in portant. In practice, this approach also needs to do
som e m odeling In order to estin ate the unknown low energy constants. The
fact that the results agree so wellw ith each other and w ith the data indicates
that these Iim itations are not very im portant at these energies. B oth capture
the In portant physics, and do so In a reasonably controlled fashion. T here
is of course a signi cant practical advantage to the digpersive approach{it is
far easier!

9 Summ ary

W e have seen how dispersion relations can add power to chiral perturbation
theory. At itsbest i usesm ore physics nput. It can m atch allchirale ects
to whichever order that they are known, and can be used to replace the
m odelling of unknown physics by using data Instead of m odels. However
there are som e 1im itations, com ing both from incom plete data and from the
fact that we can only determ ne the subtraction constants to a given order
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In the energy expansion.

The technology for combining these techniques is now developed. This
Involves rst know ing the chiral analysis of the am plitude to a given order in
the energy expansion . O ne also needs a dispersion relation for the am plitude
in question. T he num ber of subtractions is determm ined partially by the high
energy behavior of the am plitude, but the use ofm ore subtractions than are
required can help in them atching w ith the chiralresut. T hem atching occurs
order by order in the energy expansion. W hen i can be done, it ispreferable
to perform them atching at O € *) because the resulting dispersive treatm ent
is less sensitive to what happens at high energy since a twice subtracted
dispersion relation can be used. F inally, the realworld data has to be found
to use In the dispersive ntegral. O ften, the use of the elastic approxin ation
ism ade for this, allow Ing the use of known scattering data.

T he output of these e orts can be s=everal. M ost comm only, these tech—
nigques are used to extend the range and accuracy of the chiral calculations,
by getting around the lim itation of the energy expansion. The m ethod can
be used to predict unknown chiral coe cients, as was shown for the case of
Lip. W e can use these techniques to ram ove or reduce the m odel dependence
of som e result. F nally, dispersive techniques allow us to perform com pletely
new types of calculations, such as the hadronic m atrix elem ents of Section
V.

There is work going on which is pushing the frontier of what can be
done using these techniques. M ore di cult reactions, such asK ! or
K ! €' e , require m ore subtle analyses. P robably m ore in portant, the
use of dispersive and chiral techniques in hadronicm atrix elem ents can likely
be pushed further. D ispersion relations and chiral perturbation theory bring
di erent strengths to their union, and the m arriage, although not w ithout
an occasional aw, hasbeen fratfil.
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