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1 Introduction

P jon-pion scattering is a fundam ental strong interaction process that is par-
ticularly well suited for theoretical investigations. The pion is the lightest
hadron and the principles of axiom atic eld theory lad to a wealth of rigor—
ous results, som e of which have a direct physical relevance fI,]. T hese results
are consequences of analyticity, unitarity and crossing symm etry (isospin
violation e ects are ignored). O n another front, chiral perturbation theory
provides an extension ofthe current algebra technigues and produces explicit
representations for the low energy pion-pion scattering am pliudes g]. These
am plitudes exhbit the required generalproperties w ithin their dom ain ofva—
lidity and their speci ¢ structure re ects the fact that the pion isa G oldstone
boson associated w ith the spontaneous breaking ofthe axialsym m etry ofthe
m asslkess quark lin it ofQCD [FI.

U nfortunately, experim ental inform ation on pion-pion scattering is hard
to obtain. Phase shift analyses for the S—and P-waves are available above
threshold and up to 1400 M &V H] but large uncertainties prevail for the
threshold param eters (scattering lengths and e ective ranges) [B]. This is
an awkward state of a airs since these param eters play a central roke In
chiral perturoation theory. The situation can be in proved by constructing
solutions of Roy’s rigorous partial wave equations [§] which are consistent

w ith experin ental inform ation []]. However this procedure does not x the



threshold param eters unigquely.

In this paper we present an altemative approach to the problem of low
energy pion-pion scattering which doesnot resort to chiral perturbation the-
ory or to the Roy equations. W e derive constraints on pion-pion threshold
param eters which are consequences of exact properties combined w ith the
known low energy features of pion-pion scattering. O ur tools are sum rules
Involving dispersion integrals that are dom inated by the low energy S—and
P-waves. The wellknown O lsson sum rules ] cannot be used since they
are sensitive to the high energy absorptive parts. W e have found three sum
rules which fiil 1l our needs. Their dispersion Integrals being dom inated by
low energy contributions, depend signi cantly on threshold param eters and
this dependence cannot be ignored. This leads us to the follow ing strat-
egy: the S—and P-wave absorptive parts occuring in the Integrands are
param etrized to reproduce the m ain characteristics of the low energy cross—
sections w ith the scattering lengths and e ective ranges as free param eters.
T he param etrization we use hasbeen proposed by Schenk ). The sum rules
becom e non-linear equations for the S—and P-wave threshold param eters
and a combination of D —wave scattering lengths. W e show that the solu-
tions of these equations w hich are com patible w ith the data are con ned to a
rather am all portion of the experim entally allowed dom ain. This isourm ain
result and it establishes the relevance of our sum rules. O ne m ay hope that

the expected inproved data [L0] will allow a detailed check of their in pli-



cations. Furthem ore, the sum rules presented here could be used as a tool
to estin ate corrections to certain one loop predictions of chiral perturbation
theory [1].

W e derive our sum rules In Section 2 using a crossing sym m etric decom —
position ofthe de nite isospin am plitudes Into an S—and P-wave tem and a
higher waves contribution. T heir iIn plications are established in Section 3 by
m eans of quadratic and linear ts ofthe equations for the threshold param —
eters. The constraints are discussed and com pared w ith chiral perturoation

theory results in Section 4.

2 Low energy Sum Rules

W eexplain in this section how one cbtainsthe approxin ate relationsbetween
the threshold param eters and low energy S—and P-wave absorptive parts
which are at the basis of our analysis. W e also present exact counterparts of
these relations which include the com plete absorptive parts.

W e exploit the quite rem arkable fact established som e time ago [I, 12],
that there is a set of analytic am plitudes T which have the exact S—and
P -wave absorptive parts, are crossing sym m etric and resoect the Froissart

bound. T hese unigue am plitudes are given by:
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Here T' designates the isospin I schannelam plitude, f; is its Ith partial
wave am plitude, a; is an S—wave scattering kength and Cg. and Cg, denote
the crossing m atrices. O ur nom alization of T! is such that its s—channel
partialwave expansion is
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where s is the square of the center ofm ass energy and t is the square of the
momentum transfer, both in units ofm?, m being the pion mass. Belw
the Inelastic threshold the partialwave am plitudes are given in tem s oftheir

phase shifts |:

S .
£l (s) = ﬁeli@’ sin I (s); 2 4)



Tf we decom pose the fiill am plitudes T ' according to
T=T+T @5)

the absorptive parts of the second term T tum out to be sum s of partial
waves absorptive partswih 1 2: It then follows that eq. (2.5) represents
a unigue crossing symm etric decom position of the am plitude TT into an S—
and P-wave contrbution TT and a higher waves temn T . We call TT a
truncated am plitude. T he properties of T  are consequences of rigorous tw ice
subtracted xed—t dispersion relations. N ote that T is analytic in the three
variables s; tand u wih cuts B;1 ). Thercre T is analytic too. C learly,
neither T nor T' fi1l Iis the unitarity condition. Tt should also be kept in
m ind that TT does not carry the com plkte S—and P -waves; T contributes
to the real parts of their am plitudes.

A coording to (2.5), every pion-pion threshold param eter is a sum of a
truncated part com ing from T and a higher waves tetmn due to T . De ni
tion (21) in plies that the truncated S—wave scattering lengths coincide w ith
the fill scattering lengths. T he other truncated threshold param eters are cb—
tained from (2.1) as com binations of integrals over S—and P —w ave absorptive
parts and S—wave scattering lengths. W e are Jooking for threshold param e-
ters, or linear com binations of such param eters, which are well approxim ated
by their truncated part. That is to say, we have to nd combinations for
which the higher waves contrbution is under controland can be assum ed to

be anall. We rsttry todo this or °- ° param eters.



Let T (s;tju) 3 (T°(sitju) + 2T 2 (s;tju)) be the ull °- ° am plitude.

A coording to (2.1) its truncated version is:
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T hreshold param eters specify the behaviour of a scattering am plitude as
s ! 4 from above. Som e care is required in taking the lm it of the integral
In (2.7) shoe it appears to diverge at st sight. W e have to exploi the

threshold behaviour of In £ which allow s us to w rite:
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with regqularat x = 4 ( is the S-wave °- ° total crosssection). A fter
Insertion of 2.8) Into (2.7) one nds ) can be replaced by ( X) 4))
in the Integrand if s > 4, w ithout changing the value of the integral. This is

due to the identity:




whith istrue ifv > 4. The limi s ! 4+ can be taken safely once this
subtraction has been perform ed.

The lin it of the keft-hand side of 2.7) is equalto =4, b being the trun-
cated °- Y S—-wave e ective range. W e use the standard de nition of scat—

tering lengths a; and e ective ranges by :
Ref{ ()= '@+ b + ) 210)

where isthe square ofthe center ofm assm om entum , (s 4)=4.Ushhg

as the integration variable, we obtain the follow ing sum rule
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A second sum rule is obtained by combining the derivative of (2.6) w ith
respect to tat threshold with (2.11). Tt gives the truncated D -w ave scattering
]ength é.(z) (a(z) = % (ag + 2a§)):
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An in portant point is that we have sum rules not only for the truncated
ap) and Bbut also orthe com pkte D —wave scattering length a;) and S-wave
e ective range b [13]. The latter are consequences of the exact analyticity
properties ofthe fiillam plitudes T ' and crossing sym m etry. C om bining them

wih (2.11) and (2.12) one obtains the decom positions:



b= b+ by
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the higher wave contributions given by
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where A ( ;) is the absorptive part Oof T and — () isthe higher waves con—
tribution to the totalcross section: —( )= 4 ( ( + 1))22a ( ;0).

T he welght functions appearing In 2.11), 212) and @.14) favor the low
energy parts of the Integrals. A s the higher partial waves are an all at low
energies we m ay expect that @,y and b are sm allw ith respect to &, and b.
Indeed, one ndsthat the contribution oftheD —w ave resonance f, (1270) [15]
to ap) and b is of the order of 10% of the acoepted valies ofap) and b Bl.
T his ndicates that @, and bare in fact am allcom pared to &, and Hbut not
negligbly an all. T herefore an evaluation ofb and &) gives only a relatively
crude estin ate of the full param eters b and ap). As it is our ambition to
derive m ore precise predictions, we have to nd sum rules giving low energy
param eters which are well approxin ated by truncated integrals. W e must

adm it that our °- % sum rules do not really m eet our requirem ents.



In order to achieve our ain s, we have to work w ith am plitudes having
the sam e analyticity properties as the scattering am plitudes T* but a better
asym ptotic behaviour. Thet u antisymm etry of T?! (s;t;u) in plies that

T (s;t5u)

H (s;55u)= —— (215)
t u

issuch an am plitude. Furthem ore, we nd that the llow ng three finctions

are suitable for our purposes:
FE(S;t)= H (Gu;s) © (s;tu)+ H @;s;b)
@.16)
Fi(sit)= H Gujs)+ H (U;s;d)

Proceeding as in the °- ° case, one nds, or the truncated versions of

F oftheF ’s:
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givesa sum rule ofthe sam e type foraj, the I = 1, F-wave scattering length,
which we shallnot use.

A galh there are exact sum rules for the higher waves contributions to the
com binations of threshold param eters appearing in 2.17)—2.19). Such sum
rules can be obtained by a straightforw ard application of the technique used
for the °-° amplinde in Ref. 13] to F; and another totally symm etric
am plitude constructed in Ref. [l4]. W e display the results without going

through the proofs:
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In these integrals, ~ ' and A arethe higherw aves contributions to the isospin
I total cross-section and absorptive part. Furthem ore, the fact that aj =
a; = 0 hasbeen taken into account.

W e now have weight functions decreasing m ore rapidly than the corre-
soonding °- © weight fiinctions we had befre. T his results in the contriou-
tions of £, (1270) to the integrals reduced to the order of 1% of the expected
values of the com binations of com plete threshold param eters. A s a conse—
quence, we can now transform egs. 217)—-(19) Into reliable approxin ate
sum rules by replacing the truncated param eters in the left-hand sides by
their com plete counterparts. In thism anner, we arrive at a very helpfiil tool
for the analysis of low energy pion-pion scattering, which willbe established

in the next Section.
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Tt isworth noting that the existence of the truncated am plitudes de ned
neg. 1) isdue to the convergence oftw ice subtracted dispersion relations.
T heir uniqueness In plies that crossing sym m etry alone does not constrain
the S—and P-wave absorptive parts. Furthem ore, the unigueness of Tr
In plies the uniqueness of the right hand sides of 2.17)-2.19). This doesnot
apply to the right hand sides of 2 20)—(2 22). A s a m atter of fact, there are
various Inequivalent m ethods lading to di erent expressions for the right
hand sides. The fact that the values of these expressions have to be equal,
Jleads to constraints on the higherw aves absorptive parts, in contrast to those

ofthe S—and P-waves.

3 Transform ing the sum rules into equations

for threshold param eters

T he presently available data do not allow a reliable evaluation ofthe integrals
appearing in our sum riles. In particular they are quite sensitive to the
values of the threshold param eters. If these quantitites were to be known
precisely, one could use the sum rules to test their consistency wih eld
theoretic predictions. In the present situation som e threshold param eters
are only poorly known and the best one can possbly do is to tum the sum

rules into non-linear equations for these param eters and determ ne ifand how

13



their possible values are constrained. To achive thisain In a sinplk way
we require an analytic param etrization of the S—and P —wave phase shifts,
containing the scattering lengths and e ective ranges as free param eters, and
reproducing theirm ain known features above threshold and below theK K
threshold. A param etrization has been provided by Schenk [] along these
Iines, which weusewih the I = 1 P-wavem odi ed slightly in such a way
that it depends only on a} and b} . The explicit form of the param etrization

we challuse is:

tan ()=
- 57 %
I pa—
(11 = br ar=,+ @)7] (I ),1—0,2, 31)
) 3=2
tanl()szal'l'l.bl a;= ]gi( ) 32)

T he S-and P -wave param eters have been relabelled: a; = aj; by = bj; 1= 0
ifI=0;2and1l= 1forI=1.Wetake (= 85; Z= 590 asihRef Q]
and = 6:6, which isthe position ofthe (770) resonance. N ote that these
representations for the phase shifts ensure nom althreshold behaviour.

A nother representation of the S—and P—wave phase shifts m ay be ob—
tained from num erical solutions to the Roy equations that are consistent
w ith experin entaldata [7]. N evertheless, the di erence between this and the
representation we use has been found to yield a di erence at the level of a
few percent In the present analysis when the parameters In (3.1) and (32)

are correctly adjuisted [16].
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O nce the cross—sections 1 determm ined by (3.1) and (32) are inserted Into
the Integrals of 2.17)—-@2.19), these integrals becom e non—-lnear functions of
the 6 param eters a; and by . W hen we evaluate these integrals num erically,
we cut them o at = 11 corresponding to a total energy of 970 M &V,
contributions from higher energies being negligble.

W e shall explore a restricted dom ain of the space spanned by these pa-

ram eters:

ap 2 ©0;1); a2 2 ( 01;0); a1 2 (0;0:1)

y2 0;1)ix2 ( 02;0); b 2 (0;002) 33)
T he experin entaldata forthe 5 rst param eters give [§]:

ap 2 (021;031); a, 2 ( 0:040; 0:2016); a; 2 (0:036;0:040)

Iy 2 022;028); b, 2 ( 0090; 0:2074); 34)

while no experim ental nform ation on b, is available. N ote that these values
are well inside the dom ain de ned by (33).

Sihce the sum rules integrals are sn ooth functions of the param eters,
we approxin ate them in the domain de ned by egq. (33) by last square
quadratic ts. The tsI;; I, and Iz ofthe integrals in 2.17), (2.18) and
(2.19) have the form ( = 1;2;3):

%2

I =C+ Ria+Sib+T:@)+U:@)+Viab] 3.5)
=0
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T he values of the coe cients are given in Tabl 1. T he relative standard
deviation ofthe t (3.5) islssthan 4% forallthe integralsand the correlation
coe cients squared are all Jarger than 0:99965.

W ith (3.5) the sum rules produce 3 equations of second degree In the S-—

and P -wave param eters a; and by and the D —wave param eter
A, 2a 5a; 3.6)

Onem ay ask how m any solutions ofthese equations are located in thedom ain

(33). In orderto nd the answer, we ocbserve that the follow Ing sum rule

b0 Oa,- 1 %1 3 41
3754122 ¢ (( +1)p2t

() 3.7)

is a consequence of 2.17)-(19). Rem arkably, its integral depends only on
the I = 1 P-wave cross section. The quadratic version of the integral is
(I; I3)=18.0ne seesthat t dependsonly on the I = 1 P-wave param eters;
no ctitious S—wave dependence is ntroduced through our t ofthe I ’s.

Solving the quadratic approxin ation of (3.7) wih respect to by, we nd
b= 180+ 126a; B24 45la;+ 372@1)° + 631A,172 (338)
F its to the experin ental data give B]
A,=2a) 5aj= (0275 0210) 10 (3.9)

Ifwe constrain A, to this range, we nd that only the + solution n (3.7)

belongs to the dom ain (3.3) . Introducing this solution into @2.18) and (2.19)
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one gets two equations for ag; Iy; ax; b and a; at xed A,. Ik tums out
that they have only one solution com patiblewih (3.3) ifA, isin the interval
(3.9). That isto say that ifone chooses any triplet am ong the st 5 ofthese
param eterswhich fiul 1Is (3.3) and ifA , is xed according to (3.9), then by is
detem ined by (3.8) and only one value of the ram aining pair of param eters
cbeys (3.3) and is allowed by the sum rules 2.18) and (2.19).

This resuls leads naturally to the question of the existence of sets of
param eters which are com patibl with the sum ruls as well as with the
experin ental data. To answer this question, we restrict the S—and P-wave
param eters to thedom ain (3.4) and the physically unknown b, to the Interval
(0:002;0010) by using (3.8). The sum rule integrals behave nearly linearly
in this dom ain and we sin plify our discussion by replacing the quadratic ts
(3.5) by linear ones. The new correlation coe cients are lJarger than 0.996.

T he linearized version of (3.7) is

Ih = 1795A, + 0053a; 0001 (3.10)

Using (34) and (3.8) this gives

b = 0006 0:004: (311)

The + solution n (3.7) gives the sam e value, the large error com ing m ainly
from the large uncertainty on A, n (3.9). As faraswe know, we have here
the 1rst determm ination ofthe I = 1 P-wave e ective range based on sum

rules.
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In addition to (3.7) we have the 2 independent sum rules (2.18) and (2.19).
E Iim lnating by by m eans of (3.10) in their lnearized versions one is left w ith
2 linear equations relating 6 param eters. W e nd it convenient to express
these equations in tem s of ag; a;; y;Ag; Bg and A, where Ay and By are
corrected versions of the di erences (04ay, a) and 04y by) appearing

in the left hand sides of the sum rules:
Ay 012780 a,; By 0:27k}) bz (3.12)
T he linearized sum ruls (2.18) and (2.19) can now be w ritten as:

A, 0529B,= 0001lag+ 0004k, + 0:797a; 0:009

Ay, 0#689B, 1692A,= 00103, 0002, 0009 (313)

T he equations above and egq. (3.10) express the constraints in posed by
our sum rules in a dom ain of threshold param eters consistent w ith the data.

T hese constraints are analyzed in the next section.

4 D iscussion of the constraints on threshold

param eters

Tt is convenient to discuss the In plications of eq. (313) In the @A ¢;Bg;A»)

goace. The experim entaldata (34) de neadomain forthese param eters:

18



fA o2 (0072;0:124); By 2 (0:134;0:166);

@)
A,2 (0065 10 ;0485 10) @a1)

For given values of ag;ly and a;, the equations (3.13) constrain the point
w ith co-ordinates @ o; Bg; A,) to a straight Ined (@y;ly;a:1) - One ndsthat
this line intersects forallvaluesofa o; Iy and a; allowed by (3.4) along a
segmenta(ao;b);al) asshown In Fig. 1. The values of @A (; Bg; A,) which
are com patibl with experin ental data and the sum rules de ne a dom ain
~ which is the union ofthe ssqm ents d (@ ¢ ;ly;a;) corresponding to all valies
of @g;lysai;) In the domamn (B4). As a conssquence of our linearization,
~ is a convex damain; it is shown In Fig. 2; apart from eg. (3.10) it
displays allthe Infom ation we have derived from our approxin ate sum rules.
The constraints we cbtain are quite spectacular. is a very narrow prism
bounded by four planes and truncated by the faces of . The faces A ( =
0072 and Ay = 0:124 are com plktely excluded and the sam e is nearly true
for the faces A, = 0 and A, = 0:005. W hereas B is unconstrained there
are strong correlations on the possibl values of Ay and A, at given By.
Fig. 3 show s the proctions of ontothe @ 0iA5)— @A5;Bg)—and @Ay;Bg)—
planes. A very narrow strip is selected In the @ o;By)plane. The central
experin ental values are slightly outside this strip.

If we restrict oursslves to the S—wave scattering lengths, we see that A
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is con ned to the Interval (0:090;0:112). This de nes a band bounded by
P27a, a; 0401j< 0011 In the (@g;a2) plane. Thisband isshown in F ig.
4. A sin ilar band show s up In m any other analyses of pion-pion scattering;
the one used in Ref.H] is also shown in Fig. 4 together w ith the rectangle
com patible w ith the data. C Jkarly, m ost of the correlations encoded in the
shape of arewashed out by the proction onto this @ ¢;a,) plane. D espite
this, the sum rules still In pose e cient constraints.

Finally we com pare our results with the predictions of two versions of
chiral perturbation theory (CHPT), the so called standard one (SCHPT) [,
17,18] and the generalized one (GCHPT) [13,204,22]. Tablk 2 gives three sets
ofcentralvalues ofthreshold param eters obtained from variousone loop pion—
pion scattering am pliudes [1§, 203]. They de nepointsP inthe @A ;B o;A2)-
goace whose locations are indicated in F igs. 5a—c together w ith the relevant
portions of our allowed domain . The SCHPT point P 5 is just at the
border of this dom ain although its a; value is slightly below the interval
allowed in 34). TheGCHPT points Py and P ¢ are outside "~ whereas their
(@oslpral) odbey 34). In otherwords, one Ioop SCHPT threshold param eters
can be considered consistent with our sum rules combined with Schenk’s
param etrization whilke this is not quite true or GCHPT .

W hen discussing the positions of the points P w ith respect to sections of
~ we do not take into account the CHP T values ofa 0; Iy and a; . W edo this

In a second exercise: inserting the values ofag; ky; a; and By from Tablk 2
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Into the constraints (3.13) we obtain values of A and A, also given In Tablk
2. They de ne new points Q in Figs. 5a—c. That is to say, these points
are produced by our sum rules In plem ented w ith Schenk’s param etrization
(B31)-(32) taken at CHPT values of ay; Iy and a;. They are inside their
sections of_, Indeed as they m ust be, but do not coincide w ith the pointsP
de ned earlier. Tt m ay be Inferred from the peculiar fact that one loop chiral
am plitudes fiil llour sum rules identically fl1}] that the discrepancy between
the Q's and P ’s is essentially due to the di erence between Schenk’s and
the one loop chiral absorptive parts. The fom er being certainly closer to
the true ones above threshold and at Interm ediate energies, we conclude that
our resuls establish the necessity of non-negligil higher order corrections
to one loop calculations.

Two Joop computations In the framework of GCHPT are presented in
Ref. Plland a sam ple oftwo loop threshold param eters is digplayed in Table
2. This sam ple de nes two points Q and P which are practically identical
Fig. 5d). This spectacular In provem ent must come from the two loop
corrections to the absorptive parts and a larger exibility in the choice of
e ective coupling constants. The circum stance that this choice is partly
based on sum rulesm ay also be playing a roke. These are sum rules bassd
on tw ice subtracted dispersion relations mvolving high energy contributions
In contrast w ith the lIow energy sum rules analyzed here. For a check of sum

rule (3.7), the values of b as obtained via eq. (310) from the CHPT data
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forA, and a; are given in Tabl 2. W hereas the sum rul predictions di er
from CHPT values at one loop, the agreem ent is again excellent at two loop
GCHPT.

Our discussion of CHPT pion-pion scattering illustrates the relevance of
low energy sum rules. T hey revealde nitely the need oftwo loop corrections.
H owever, asno two Joop results obtained in the strict SCHP T fram ework are
available at present, we cannot tellwhether our tools allow a discrim nation
between that scheme and GCHPT .

A Tthough our analysis is based on exact sum rules we have had to m ake
two m apr approxin ations which are not under precise quantitative control.
F irst, the contributions from the higher partial waves due to T in the de-
com position (2.3) have been neglected. Seocond, we have played our gam e
using the very sin plk analytic param etrization (3.1)-(32) for the S—and P-
waves. An in proved param etrization w illm odify the shape of whereas an
evaluation ofthe size ofthe T contrbutionswould allow an estin ation ofthe
uncertainties com ing from these contrbutions. Thiswould enlarge . Sihce
ourdomain iswell nside , we believe that our results are robust and

w il survive these In provem ents.
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Table C aptions

Table 1 Coe cients of the quadratic ts (3.5) ofthe sum rules Integrals in

egs. 217)-219).

Table 2 Threshold param eters of chiral perturbation theory (CHPT). For
each st of param eters the rst column gives central CHP T values and the
second colum n gives sum rules predictions based on the values found in the

rst coluimn. The valuesofAyg and A, ha rstwlimndeneP In Fig. 5
w hereas those In the corresponding second colimn de ne Q . (@) Threshold
param eters of a standard one loop am plitude carrying the coupling constants
Li; L, and L3 given in the 4th comn of Tablk 2 in Ref. {[§], (b)-(c)
threshold param eters of two generalized one loop am plitudes displayed in
Tablk 1 of P(] corresponding to two values of the coupling constant L3, (d)
threshold param eters of an extended two loop am plitude: 5th line in Tablk

1 of P11
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1. The two planes in the @A y;Bg;A,)— space de ned by eq. (3.13)
for the central values of the right hand sides according to (34). The points
belongihg to the intersection of these planes which are nside the dom ain
de ned in eq. (4.1)]arephysically adm issble, com patdble w ith the sum rules
and the experin ental central values of @9;5);a7) -

Fig. 2. Thedomain 1 the @ ;Bg;A,)- space which is com patble w ith
experim entally allowed values of @J;18;al) asde ned .n (34). T he vertices
of are marked by dots: they are at the intersection of a prisn with the
fBcesof .

Fig. 3. The progctions of and the central experin ental valies onto
the Ag;A2)5 A2;Bg)—and @Ay;By)—plnes. The dots represent the central
experin ental values cbtained from (34).

Fig. 4. Constraints on the S—waves scattering lengths. The experin ental
data de ne a rectangk ofallowed values, the \universal" strip f] isbounded
by the dashed linesa? = 0#4aj 0:131 0010 and our band is lim ited by
the filllinesaj = 027a] 0:101 0:011. The constraints con ne (@3;a3) to
the shaded area.

Fig. 5. Sections of and at ve =xed valies of B , cbtained from
CHPT, (a) one Ioop SCHPT, B, = 0:140, (b)—(c) one oop GCHPT, By =
0149; 0151, (d) two Joop GCHPT, By = 0:146. The signi cance of the

polntsQ and P is explained In the text.
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C R o R 1 R - S o S 1 S 2 T o T 1 T ,
000 | 0:07 006|018 | 0:08 119 003 | 0:68| 1028 001
0:02| 063 | 033 | 193 041 089 059 | 403 16:15 016
0:00 | 007 0:10 | 018 | 0:08 031 0:03 | 0:68 0:10 0:01

U 0 U 1 §) 2 \Y% 0 \% 1 4 2

1| 002 1242 011 ] 0:09 1011 069

2 0:16 2403 | 0:5 249 | 124 058

3| 0:02 767 011 | 0:09 1:82 0:69

Tabk 1




SCHPT one loop

GCHPT one loop

@) ©) ©
Sum rules Sum rules Sum rules
ad | 020 027 028
B | 025 026 028
at | 0.037 0.039 0.039
Ao | 0095 0.095 0.096 0102 0.097 0.099
By | 0140 0.149 0151
A, | 00026 | 00038 | 0.0024| 00036 | 00014 | 0.0028
bl | 00044 | 00056 | 00048 | 0.0054 | 0.0028 | 0.0034
GCHPT two loops
@)
Sum rules
ad | 026
| 025
at | 0.037
Aoy | 0.097 0.098
Bo | 0146
A, | 00026 | 0.0028
bl | 00054 | 0.056
Tabk 2
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