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1 Introduction

Pion-pion scattering isa fundam entalstrong interaction processthatispar-

ticularly wellsuited for theoreticalinvestigations. The pion is the lightest

hadron and theprinciplesofaxiom atic�eld theory lead to a wealth ofrigor-

ousresults,som eofwhich havea directphysicalrelevance[1].Theseresults

are consequences ofanalyticity, unitarity and crossing sym m etry (isospin

violation e�ectsare ignored). On anotherfront,chiralperturbation theory

providesan extension ofthecurrentalgebratechniquesand producesexplicit

representationsforthelow energy pion-pion scatteringam plitudes[2].These

am plitudesexhibittherequired generalpropertieswithin theirdom ain ofva-

lidityand theirspeci�cstructurereectsthefactthatthepion isaGoldstone

boson associated with thespontaneousbreakingoftheaxialsym m etry ofthe

m asslessquark lim itofQCD [3].

Unfortunately,experim entalinform ation on pion-pion scattering ishard

to obtain. Phase shiftanalyses forthe S-and P-waves are available above

threshold and up to 1400 M eV [4]but large uncertainties prevailfor the

threshold param eters (scattering lengths and e�ective ranges) [5]. This is

an awkward state ofa�airs since these param eters play a centralrole in

chiralperturbation theory. The situation can be im proved by constructing

solutions ofRoy’s rigorous partialwave equations [6]which are consistent

with experim entalinform ation [7]. Howeverthisprocedure doesnot�x the
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threshold param etersuniquely.

In thispaperwe presentan alternative approach to the problem oflow

energy pion-pion scattering which doesnotresortto chiralperturbation the-

ory orto the Roy equations. W e derive constraintson pion-pion threshold

param eters which are consequences ofexact properties com bined with the

known low energy featuresofpion-pion scattering. Ourtoolsare sum rules

involving dispersion integralsthatare dom inated by the low energy S-and

P-waves. The wellknown Olsson sum rules[8]cannotbe used since they

aresensitive to thehigh energy absorptive parts.W ehave found three sum

ruleswhich ful�llourneeds. Theirdispersion integralsbeing dom inated by

low energy contributions,depend signi�cantly on threshold param etersand

this dependence cannot be ignored. This leads us to the following strat-

egy: the S- and P- wave absorptive parts occuring in the integrands are

param etrized to reproduce the m ain characteristicsofthe low energy cross-

sectionswith the scattering lengthsand e�ective rangesasfree param eters.

Theparam etrization weusehasbeen proposed by Schenk [9].Thesum rules

becom e non-linear equations for the S-and P-wave threshold param eters

and a com bination ofD-wave scattering lengths. W e show that the solu-

tionsoftheseequationswhich arecom patiblewith thedataarecon�ned toa

rathersm allportion oftheexperim entally allowed dom ain.Thisisourm ain

resultand itestablishestherelevance ofoursum rules.Onem ay hopethat

the expected im proved data [10]willallow a detailed check oftheir im pli-
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cations. Furtherm ore,the sum rulespresented here could be used asa tool

to estim atecorrectionsto certain oneloop predictionsofchiralperturbation

theory [11].

W ederive oursum rulesin Section 2 using a crossing sym m etric decom -

position ofthede�niteisospin am plitudesinto an S-and P-waveterm and a

higherwavescontribution.Theirim plicationsareestablished in Section 3by

m eansofquadraticand linear�tsoftheequationsforthethreshold param -

eters.The constraintsarediscussed and com pared with chiralperturbation

theory resultsin Section 4.

2 Low energy Sum R ules

W eexplain in thissection how oneobtainstheapproxim aterelationsbetween

the threshold param eters and low energy S-and P-wave absorptive parts

which areatthebasisofouranalysis.W ealso presentexactcounterpartsof

theserelationswhich includethecom pleteabsorptiveparts.

W e exploitthe quite rem arkable factestablished som e tim e ago [7,12],

that there is a set ofanalytic am plitudes T̂
�

which have the exact S-and

P-wave absorptive parts,are crossing sym m etric and respectthe Froissart

bound.Theseuniqueam plitudesaregiven by:
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T̂
�
(s;t;u)=

1

4
(s+ tCst+ uCsu)a0

�
+
1

�

Z
1

4

dx

x(x � 4)

�

( "
s(s� 4)

(x � s)
+
t(t� 4)

(x � t)
Cst+

u(u� 4)

(x � u)
Csu

#

Im f0
�
(x) (2.1)

+3

"
s(t� u)

x � s
+
t(s� u)

x � t
Cst+

u(t� s)

x � u
Csu

#

Im f1
�
(x)

)

Ournotationsarestandard:

T
�
=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

T0

T1

T2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;a0
�
=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

a00

0

a2
0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;f0
�
=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

f00

0

f2
0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;f1
�
=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0

f1
1

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(2.2)

HereTI designatestheisospin Is-channelam plitude,fI
l
isitsl-th partial

wave am plitude,aI
0
isan S-wave scattering length and Cst and Csu denote

the crossing m atrices. Our norm alization ofTI is such that its s-channel

partialwave expansion is

T
I(s;t;4� s� t)=

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)fI
l
(s)Pl(1+

2t

s� 4
); (2.3)

wheres isthesquareofthecenterofm assenergy and tisthesquareofthe

m om entum transfer,both in units ofm 2
�
,m � being the pion m ass. Below

theinelasticthreshold thepartialwaveam plitudesaregiven in term softheir

phaseshifts�I
l
:

f
I

l
(s)=

s
s

s� 4
e
i�
I

l
(s)sin�I

l
(s); (2.4)
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Ifwedecom posethefullam plitudesTI according to

T
�
= T̂
�
+ T
�

(2.5)

the absorptive parts ofthe second term T
�

turn out to be sum s ofpartial

wavesabsorptive partswith l� 2:Itthen followsthateq. (2.5)represents

a unique crossing sym m etric decom position ofthe am plitude TI into an S-

and P-wave contribution T̂I and a higher waves term T
I

. W e call T̂I a

truncated am plitude.ThepropertiesofT
I

areconsequencesofrigoroustwice

subtracted �xed-tdispersion relations.Notethat T̂I isanalyticin thethree

variabless;tand u with cuts[4;1 ).Therefore T
I

isanalytictoo.Clearly,

neither T̂I norT
I

ful�llsthe unitarity condition. Itshould also be keptin

m ind that T̂I doesnotcarry the com plete S-and P-waves;T
I

contributes

to therealpartsoftheiram plitudes.

According to (2.5),every pion-pion threshold param eter is a sum ofa

truncated partcom ing from T̂
�
and a higherwaves term due to T

�
. De�ni-

tion (2.1)im pliesthatthetruncated S-wavescatteringlengthscoincidewith

thefullscatteringlengths.Theothertruncated threshold param etersareob-

tained from (2.1)ascom binationsofintegralsoverS-and P-waveabsorptive

partsand S-wave scattering lengths.W earelooking forthreshold param e-

ters,orlinearcom binationsofsuch param eters,which arewellapproxim ated

by their truncated part. That is to say,we have to �nd com binations for

which thehigherwavescontribution isundercontroland can beassum ed to

besm all.W e�rsttry to do thisfor�0-�0 param eters.
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Let T(s;t;u)� 1

3
(T0(s;t;u)+ 2T2(s;t;u))be the full�0-�0 am plitude.

According to (2.1)itstruncated version is:

T̂(s;t;u)= a+
1

�

Z
1

4

dx

x(x � 4)

(2.6)

�

"
s(s� 4)

x� s
+
t(t� 4)

x� t
+
u(u � 4)

x� u

#

Im f(x)

with f = 1

3
(f00 + 2f20),a =

1

3
(a00 + 2a20).Eq.(2.6)givesfort= 0:

Re
�

T̂(s;0;4� s)� T̂(4;0;0)
�

s� 4
=

(2.7)

s

�
P

Z
1

4

dx
1

x(x � 4)

2x� 4

x(x � 4)� s(s� 4)
Im f(x)

Threshold param etersspecify thebehaviourofa scattering am plitudeas

s ! 4 from above. Som e care isrequired in taking the lim itofthe integral

in (2.7) since it appears to diverge at �rst sight. W e have to exploit the

threshold behaviourofIm f which allowsusto write:

Im f(x)=
1

16�

q

x(x � 4)�(x) (2.8)

with � regular at x = 4 (� is the S-wave �0-�0 totalcross-section). After

insertion of(2.8)into (2.7)one �nds�(x)can be replaced by (�(x)� �(4))

in theintegrand ifs> 4,withoutchanging thevalueoftheintegral.Thisis

dueto theidentity:

P

Z
1

4

dv
0

1
p
v0� 4(v0� v)

= 0; (2.9)
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which is true ifv > 4. The lim it s ! 4+ can be taken safely once this

subtraction hasbeen perform ed.

The lim itofthe left-hand side of(2.7)isequalto b̂=4,b̂being the trun-

cated �0-�0 S-wave e�ective range.W euse the standard de�nition ofscat-

tering lengthsaI
l
and e�ectiverangesbI

l
:

RefI
l
(�)= �

l(aI
l
+ b

I

l
� � + :::) (2.10)

where� isthesquareofthecenterofm assm om entum ,� � (s� 4)=4.Using

� astheintegration variable,weobtain thefollowing sum rule

b̂=
1

4�2

Z
1

0

d�
2� + 1

(�(� + 1))3=2
(�(�)� �(0)) (2.11)

A second sum ruleisobtained by com bining the derivative of(2.6)with

respecttotatthreshold with (2.11).Itgivesthetruncated D-wavescattering

length â(2) (a(2) =
1

3
(a02 + 2a22)):

â(2) =
1

60�2

Z
1

0

d�
�1=2

(� + 1)5=2
�(�) (2.12)

An im portantpointisthatwehavesum rulesnotonly forthetruncated

â(2) and b̂butalsoforthecom pleteD-wavescatteringlength a(2) and S-wave

e�ective range b [13]. The latterare consequences ofthe exact analyticity

propertiesofthefullam plitudesTI and crossingsym m etry.Com biningthem

with (2.11)and (2.12)oneobtainsthedecom positions:
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b= b̂+ b;

a(2) = â(2)+ a(2) (2.13)

thehigherwavecontributionsgiven by

b=
1

4�2

Z
1

0

d�
2� + 1

(�(� + 1))3=2
(�(�));

(2.14)

a(2) =
1

60�2

Z
1

0

d�

"
�1=2

(� + 1)5=2
�(�)+ 8�

2� + 1

(�(� + 1))2

@

@t
A(�;0)

#

;

where A(�;t)isthe absorptive partofT and �(�)isthe higherwavescon-

tribution to thetotalcrosssection:�(�)= 4�(�(� + 1))�1=2 A(�;0).

Theweightfunctionsappearing in (2.11),(2.12)and (2.14)favorthelow

energy partsofthe integrals. Asthe higherpartialwaves are sm allatlow

energieswe m ay expectthata(2) and baresm allwith respectto â(2) and b̂.

Indeed,one�ndsthatthecontribution oftheD-waveresonancef2(1270)[15]

to a(2) and b isofthe orderof10% ofthe accepted valuesofa(2) and b [5].

Thisindicatesthata(2) and barein factsm allcom pared to â(2) and b̂butnot

negligibly sm all.Thereforean evaluation ofb̂and â(2) givesonly a relatively

crude estim ate ofthe fullparam eters b and a(2). As it is our am bition to

derivem oreprecisepredictions,wehaveto �nd sum rulesgiving low energy

param eters which are wellapproxim ated by truncated integrals. W e m ust

adm itthatour�0-�0 sum rulesdo notreally m eetourrequirem ents.
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In order to achieve our aim s,we have to work with am plitudes having

thesam eanalyticity propertiesasthescattering am plitudesTI buta better

asym ptoticbehaviour.Thet� u antisym m etry ofT1(s;t;u)im pliesthat

H (s;t;u)=
T1(s;t;u)

t� u
(2.15)

issuch an am plitude.Furtherm ore,we�nd thatthefollowingthreefunctions

aresuitableforourpurposes:

F1

2

(s;t)= H (t;u;s)� (H (s;t;u)+ H (u;s;t))

(2.16)

F3(s;t)= H (t;u;s)+ H (u;s;t)

Proceeding asin the �0-�0 case,one �nds,forthe truncated versionsof

F̂� oftheF�’s:

�96 lim
s! 4+

@

@s
F̂1(s;0)=

�

2̂a0
0
� 5̂a2

0

�

� 18̂a1
1
+ 18̂b1

1
= (2.17)

1

4�2

Z
1

0

d�

"
1

�1=2(� + 1)5=2
(2�0(�)� 5�2(�))+

3
�2 + 4� + 2

(�(� + 1))5=2
�1(�)

#

�96 lim
s! 4+

@

@s
F̂2(s;0)=

3
�

2̂a00 � 5̂a20

�

� 2
�

2̂b00 � 5̂b20

�

� 18̂b11 = (2.18)

1

4�2

Z
1

0

d�
1

(�(� + 1))3=2

�

�
3� + 2

� + 1
(2�0(�)� 5�2(�))

+2(� + 1)(2�0(0)� 5�2(0))� 3
3�2 + 6� + 2

�(� + 1)
�1(�)

#
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�48 lim
s! 4+

 
1

�

@

@t
F̂3(s;0)

!

=

�

2̂a0
0
� 5̂a2

0

�

� 18̂a1
1
+ 30

�

2̂a0
2
� 5̂a2

2

�

= (2.19)

1

4�2

Z
1

0

d�
�

(�(� + 1))5=2
[� (2�0(�)� 5�2(�))+ 3�1(�)(� � 2)]

Asin (2.7),�I(�)= 4�(2l+ 1)(�(� + 1))1=2Im fI
l
(�),l= 0 forI = 0; 2

and l= 1 forI = 1.

One�ndsthat

lim
s! 4+

1

�

@

@t
H (s;0)

givesasum ruleofthesam etypefora13,theI = 1,F-wavescatteringlength,

which weshallnotuse.

Again thereareexactsum rulesforthehigherwavescontributionstothe

com binationsofthreshold param etersappearing in (2.17)-(2.19).Such sum

rulescan beobtained by a straightforward application ofthetechniqueused

for the �0-�0 am plitude in Ref.[13]to F1 and another totally sym m etric

am plitude constructed in Ref.[14]. W e display the results without going

through theproofs:

�18a1
1
+ 18b

1

1
=

1

4�2

Z
1

0

d�

"
1

�1=2(� + 1)5=2

�

2�0(�)� 5�2(�)
�

+ (2.20)

3
�2 + 4� + 2

(�(� + 1))5=2
�
1(�)

#
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�2
�

b
0

0
� b

2

0

�

� 18b
1

1
=

1

4�2

Z
1

0

d�
1

(�(� + 1))3=2

�

�
3� + 2

� + 1

�

2�0(�)� 5�2(�)
�

(2.21)

�3
3�2 + 6� + 2

�(� + 1)
�1(�)

#

�18a11 + 30(2a02 � 5a22)=

1

4�2

Z
1

0

d�

"
1

�1=2(� + 1)5=2

�

2�0 � 5�2 + 3�1
�

�
6(2� + 1)

(�(� + 1))5=2
�
1 (2.22)

+
16�

(�(� + 1))2

@

@t

�

2A
0
� 5A

2
+ 3A

1
�
#

In theseintegrals,�I and A
I

arethehigherwavescontributionstotheisospin

I totalcross-section and absorptive part. Furtherm ore,the factthata0
0
=

a2
0
= 0 hasbeen taken into account.

W e now have weight functions decreasing m ore rapidly than the corre-

sponding �0-�0 weightfunctionswehad before.Thisresultsin thecontribu-

tionsoff2(1270)to theintegralsreduced to theorderof1% oftheexpected

values ofthe com binations ofcom plete threshold param eters. As a conse-

quence,we can now transform eqs. (2.17)-(2.19)into reliable approxim ate

sum rules by replacing the truncated param eters in the left-hand sides by

theircom pletecounterparts.In thism anner,wearriveata very helpfultool

fortheanalysisoflow energy pion-pion scattering,which willbeestablished

in thenextSection.
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Itisworth noting thattheexistenceofthetruncated am plitudesde�ned

in eq.(2.1)isduetotheconvergenceoftwicesubtracted dispersion relations.

Their uniqueness im plies that crossing sym m etry alone does not constrain

the S-and P-wave absorptive parts. Furtherm ore,the uniqueness of T̂I

im pliestheuniquenessoftherighthand sidesof(2.17)-(2.19).Thisdoesnot

apply to therighthand sidesof(2.20)-(2.22).Asa m atteroffact,thereare

various inequivalent m ethods leading to di�erent expressions for the right

hand sides. The factthatthe valuesofthese expressions have to be equal,

leadstoconstraintson thehigherwavesabsorptiveparts,in contrasttothose

oftheS-and P-waves.

3 Transform ing the sum rules into equations

for threshold param eters

Thepresently availabledatadonotallow areliableevaluation oftheintegrals

appearing in our sum rules. In particular they are quite sensitive to the

values ofthe threshold param eters. Ifthese quantitites were to be known

precisely,one could use the sum rules to test their consistency with �eld

theoretic predictions. In the present situation som e threshold param eters

are only poorly known and the bestone can possibly do isto turn the sum

rulesintonon-linearequationsfortheseparam etersand determ ineifand how
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their possible values are constrained. To achieve this aim in a sim ple way

we require an analytic param etrization ofthe S-and P-wave phase shifts,

containingthescatteringlengthsand e�ectiverangesasfreeparam eters,and

reproducingtheirm ain known featuresabovethreshold and below theK � K

threshold. A param etrization hasbeen provided by Schenk [9]along these

lines,which we use with the I = 1 P-wave m odi�ed slightly in such a way

thatitdependsonly on a11 and b
1
1.Theexplicitform oftheparam etrization

weshalluseis:

tan�I
0
(�)=

�1=2

(� + 1)1=2

n

aI + [bI � aI=�
I

0
+ (aI)

3]�
o �I

0

(�I0 � �)
;I = 0;2; (3.1)

tan�1
1
(�)=

�3=2

(� + 1)1=2
fa1 + [b1 � a1=��]�g

��

(�� � �)
(3.2)

TheS-and P-waveparam etershavebeen relabelled:aI = aI
l
;bI = bI

l
;l= 0

ifI = 0;2 and l= 1 forI = 1. W e take �0
0
= 8:5; �2

0
= �5:0 asin Ref.[9]

and �� = 6:6,which istheposition ofthe�(770)resonance.Notethatthese

representationsforthephaseshiftsensurenorm althreshold behaviour.

Another representation ofthe S-and P-wave phase shifts m ay be ob-

tained from num ericalsolutions to the Roy equations that are consistent

with experim entaldata[7].Nevertheless,thedi�erencebetween thisand the

representation we use hasbeen found to yield a di�erence atthe levelofa

few percentin the presentanalysiswhen the param etersin (3.1)and (3.2)

arecorrectly adjusted [16].
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Oncethecross-sections�I determ ined by (3.1)and (3.2)areinserted into

the integralsof(2.17)-(2.19),these integralsbecom e non-linearfunctionsof

the 6 param etersaI and bI. W hen we evaluate these integralsnum erically,

we cut them o� at � = 11 corresponding to a totalenergy of970 M eV,

contributionsfrom higherenergiesbeing negligible.

W e shallexplore a restricted dom ain ofthe space spanned by these pa-

ram eters:

a0 2 (0;1);a2 2 (�0:1;0);a1 2 (0;0:1)

b0 2 (0;1);b2 2 (�0:2;0);b1 2 (0;0:02) (3.3)

Theexperim entaldata forthe5 �rstparam etersgive[5]:

a0 2 (0:21;0:31);a2 2 (�0:040;�0:016);a1 2 (0:036;0:040)

b0 2 (0:22;0:28);b2 2 (�0:090;�0:074); (3.4)

whileno experim entalinform ation on b1 isavailable.Notethatthesevalues

arewellinsidethedom ain de�ned by (3.3).

Since the sum rules integrals are sm ooth functions ofthe param eters,

we approxim ate them in the dom ain de�ned by eq. (3.3) by least square

quadratic �ts. The �ts I1; I2 and I3 ofthe integrals in (2.17),(2.18) and

(2.19)havetheform (� = 1;2;3):

I� = C� +

2X

I= 0

[R �IaI + S�IbI + T�I(aI)
2 + U�I(bI)

2 + V�IaIbI] (3.5)
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Thevaluesofthecoe�cientsaregiven in Table1.Therelativestandard

deviationofthe�t(3.5)islessthan4% foralltheintegralsandthecorrelation

coe�cientssquared arealllargerthan 0:99965.

W ith (3.5)thesum rulesproduce3 equationsofsecond degree in theS-

and P-waveparam etersaI and bI and theD-waveparam eter

A 2 � 2a0
2
� 5a2

2
(3.6)

Onem ayaskhow m anysolutionsoftheseequationsarelocatedin thedom ain

(3.3).In orderto �nd theanswer,weobservethatthefollowing sum rule

b1 �
5

3
A 2 =

1

12�2

Z
1

0

3� + 1

(�(� + 1))5=2
�1(�) (3.7)

isa consequence of(2.17)-(2.19). Rem arkably,itsintegraldependsonly on

the I = 1 P-wave cross section. The quadratic version ofthe integralis

(I1� I3)=18.Oneseesthatitdependsonly on theI = 1P-waveparam eters;

no �ctitious S-wave dependence is introduced through our �t ofthe I�’s.

Solving thequadraticapproxim ation of(3.7)with respectto b1,we�nd

b1 = �1:80+ 1:26a1 � [3:24� 4:51a1 + 3:72(a1)
2 + 6:31A 2]

1=2 (3.8)

Fitsto theexperim entaldata give[5]

A 2 = 2a0
2
� 5a2

2
= (0:275� 0:210)� 10�2 (3.9)

Ifweconstrain A 2 to thisrange,we�nd thatonly the+ solution in (3.7)

belongsto thedom ain (3.3).Introducing thissolution into (2.18)and (2.19)
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one gets two equations fora0; b0; a2; b2 and a1 at �xed A 2. It turns out

thatthey haveonly onesolution com patiblewith (3.3)ifA 2 isin theinterval

(3.9).Thatistosay thatifonechoosesany tripletam ongthe�rst5ofthese

param eterswhich ful�lls(3.3)and ifA 2 is�xed according to (3.9),then b1 is

determ ined by (3.8)and only onevalueoftherem aining pairofparam eters

obeys(3.3)and isallowed by thesum rules(2.18)and (2.19).

This results leads naturally to the question ofthe existence ofsets of

param eters which are com patible with the sum rules as wellas with the

experim entaldata.To answerthisquestion,we restrictthe S-and P-wave

param eterstothedom ain (3.4)and thephysically unknown b1 totheinterval

(0:002;0:010)by using (3.8). The sum rule integralsbehave nearly linearly

in thisdom ain and wesim plify ourdiscussion by replacing thequadratic�ts

(3.5)by linearones.Thenew correlation coe�cientsarelargerthan 0.996.

Thelinearized version of(3.7)is

b1 = 1:795A 2 + 0:053a1 � 0:001 (3.10)

Using (3.4)and (3.8)thisgives

b1 = 0:006� 0:004: (3.11)

The+ solution in (3.7)givesthesam evalue,thelargeerrorcom ing m ainly

from the largeuncertainty on A 2 in (3.9).Asfaraswe know,we have here

the �rst determ ination ofthe I = 1 P-wave e�ective range based on sum

rules.
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Inaddition to(3.7)wehavethe2independentsum rules(2.18)and(2.19).

Elim inating b1 by m eansof(3.10)in theirlinearized versionsoneisleftwith

2 linear equations relating 6 param eters. W e �nd it convenient to express

these equationsin term sofa0; a1; b0;A 0; B 0 and A 2 where A 0 and B 0 are

corrected versionsofthe di�erences(0:4a0 � a2)and (0:4b0 � b2)appearing

in thelefthand sidesofthesum rules:

A 0 � 0:27a0 � a2;B 0 � 0:27b0 � b2 (3.12)

Thelinearized sum rules(2.18)and (2.19)can now bewritten as:

A 0 � 0:529B 0 = �0:001a0 + 0:004b0 + 0:797a1 � 0:009

A 0 � 0:689B 0 � 1:692A 2 = 0:010a0 � 0:002b0 � 0:009 (3.13)

The equationsabove and eq. (3.10)expressthe constraintsim posed by

oursum rulesin a dom ain ofthreshold param etersconsistentwith thedata.

Theseconstraintsareanalyzed in thenextsection.

4 D iscussion ofthe constraints on threshold

param eters

Itisconvenientto discussthe im plicationsofeq. (3.13)in the (A 0;B 0;A 2)

space.Theexperim entaldata (3.4)de�nea dom ain � fortheseparam eters:
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�� fA 0 2 (0:072;0:124);B 0 2 (0:134;0:166);

A 2 2 (0:065� 10�2 ;0:485� 10�2 )
o

(4.1)

For given values ofa0;b0 and a1,the equations (3.13) constrain the point

with co-ordinates(A 0;B 0;A 2)toa straightlined(a0;b0;a1).One�ndsthat

thislineintersects� forallvaluesofa 0;b0 and a1 allowed by (3.4)along a

segm entd(a0;b0;a1)asshown in Fig. 1. The valuesof(A 0; B 0; A 2)which

are com patible with experim entaldata and the sum rules de�ne a dom ain

� which istheunion ofthesegm entsd(a 0;b0;a1)corresponding to allvalues

of(a0;b0;a1) in the dom ain (3.4). As a consequence ofour linearization,

� is a convex dom ain; it is shown in Fig. 2; apart from eq. (3.10) it

displaysalltheinform ation wehavederived from ourapproxim atesum rules.

The constraintswe obtain are quite spectacular. � isa very narrow prism

bounded by fourplanes and truncated by the faces of�. The faces A 0 =

0:072 and A 0 = 0:124 are com pletely excluded and the sam e isnearly true

for the faces A 2 = 0 and A 2 = 0:005. W hereas B 0 is unconstrained there

are strong correlations on the possible values ofA 0 and A 2 at given B 0.

Fig.3 showstheprojectionsof� onto the(A 0;A 2)-,(A 2;B 0)-and (A 0;B 0)-

planes. A very narrow strip is selected in the (A 0;B 0)-plane. The central

experim entalvaluesareslightly outsidethisstrip.

Ifwe restrictourselvesto the S-wave scattering lengths,we see thatA 0
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is con�ned to the interval(0:090;0:112). This de�nes a band bounded by

j0:27a0� a2� 0:101j< 0:011in the(a0;a2)plane.Thisband isshown in Fig.

4.A sim ilarband showsup in m any otheranalysesofpion-pion scattering;

the one used in Ref.[5]isalso shown in Fig. 4 togetherwith the rectangle

com patible with the data. Clearly,m ostofthe correlationsencoded in the

shapeof�arewashed outby theprojection ontothis(a 0;a2)plane.Despite

this,thesum rulesstillim posee�cientconstraints.

Finally we com pare our results with the predictions oftwo versions of

chiralperturbation theory (CHPT),theso called standard one(SCHPT)[2,

17,18]and thegeneralized one(GCHPT)[19,20,21].Table2givesthreesets

ofcentralvaluesofthreshold param etersobtainedfrom variousonelooppion-

pion scatteringam plitudes[18,20].They de�nepointsP in the(A 0;B 0;A 2)-

space whose locationsareindicated in Figs.5a-ctogetherwith therelevant

portions ofour allowed dom ain �. The SCHPT point P a is just at the

border ofthis dom ain although its a0 value is slightly below the interval

allowed in (3.4).TheGCHPT pointsPband Pcareoutside� whereastheir

(a0;b0;a1)obey(3.4).In otherwords,oneloop SCHPT threshold param eters

can be considered consistent with our sum rules com bined with Schenk’s

param etrization whilethisisnotquitetrueforGCHPT.

W hen discussing thepositionsofthepointsP with respectto sectionsof

�wedonottakeinto accounttheCHPT valuesofa 0;b0 and a1.W edothis

in a second exercise:inserting thevaluesofa0; b0; a1 and B 0 from Table 2
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into theconstraints(3.13)weobtain valuesofA 0 and A 2 also given in Table

2. They de�ne new points Q in Figs. 5a-c. That is to say,these points

are produced by oursum rulesim plem ented with Schenk’sparam etrization

(3.1)-(3.2) taken at CHPT values ofa0; b0 and a1. They are inside their

sectionsof�,indeed asthey m ustbe,butdo notcoincidewith thepointsP

de�ned earlier.Itm ay beinferred from thepeculiarfactthatoneloop chiral

am plitudesful�lloursum rulesidentically [11]thatthediscrepancy between

the Q’s and P’s is essentially due to the di�erence between Schenk’s and

the one loop chiralabsorptive parts. The form er being certainly closer to

thetrueonesabovethreshold and atinterm ediateenergies,weconcludethat

ourresultsestablish the necessity ofnon-negligible higherordercorrections

to oneloop calculations.

Two loop com putations in the fram ework ofGCHPT are presented in

Ref.[21]and asam pleoftwoloop threshold param etersisdisplayed in Table

2. Thissam ple de�nes two pointsQ and P which are practically identical

(Fig. 5d). This spectacular im provem ent m ust com e 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 role. These are sum rulesbased

on twice subtracted dispersion relationsinvolving high energy contributions

in contrastwith thelow energy sum rulesanalyzed here.Fora check ofsum

rule (3.7),the valuesofb1 asobtained via eq. (3.10)from the CHPT data
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forA 2 and a1 aregiven in Table 2.W hereasthe sum rule predictionsdi�er

from CHPT valuesatoneloop,theagreem entisagain excellentattwo loop

GCHPT.

Ourdiscussion ofCHPT pion-pion scattering illustratestherelevance of

low energysum rules.They revealde�nitely theneed oftwoloop corrections.

However,asnotwoloop resultsobtained in thestrictSCHPT fram ework are

availableatpresent,wecannottellwhetherourtoolsallow a discrim ination

between thatschem e and GCHPT.

Although ouranalysisisbased on exactsum ruleswe have had to m ake

two m ajorapproxim ationswhich arenotunderprecisequantitativecontrol.

First,the contributions from the higher partialwaves due to T
�
in the de-

com position (2.3) have been neglected. Second,we have played our gam e

using the very sim ple analytic param etrization (3.1)-(3.2)forthe S-and P-

waves.An im proved param etrization willm odify theshapeof� whereasan

evaluation ofthesizeoftheT
�
contributionswould allow an estim ation ofthe

uncertaintiescom ing from thesecontributions.Thiswould enlarge�.Since

our dom ain � is wellinside �,we believe that our results are robust and

willsurvive theseim provem ents.
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Table C aptions

Table 1 Coe�cientsofthequadratic �ts(3.5)ofthe sum rulesintegralsin

eqs.(2.17)-(2.19).

Table 2 Threshold param eters ofchiralperturbation theory (CHPT).For

each setofparam etersthe �rstcolum n givescentralCHPT valuesand the

second colum n givessum rulespredictionsbased on the valuesfound in the

�rstcolum n. The valuesofA 0 and A 2 in a �rstcolum n de�ne P in Fig. 5

whereasthose in the corresponding second colum n de�ne Q.(a)Threshold

param etersofastandard oneloop am plitudecarryingthecouplingconstants

L1; L2 and L3 given in the 4th colum n ofTable 2 in Ref.[18], (b)-(c)

threshold param eters oftwo generalized one loop am plitudes displayed in

Table1 of[20]corresponding to two valuesofthecoupling constantL3,(d)

threshold param etersofan extended two loop am plitude: 5th line in Table

1 of[21].
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1. The two planes in the (A 0;B 0;A 2)-space de�ned by eq. (3.13)

forthecentralvaluesofthe righthand sidesaccording to (3.4).The points

belonging to theintersection ofthese planeswhich areinside thedom ain �

[de�ned in eq.(4.1)]arephysically adm issible,com patiblewith thesum rules

and theexperim entalcentralvaluesof(a00;b
0
0;a

1
1).

Fig. 2. The dom ain � in the (A 0;B 0;A 2)-space which iscom patible with

experim entally allowed valuesof(a0
0
;b0

0
;a1

1
)asde�ned in (3.4).The vertices

of� are m arked by dots: they are atthe intersection ofa prism with the

facesof�.

Fig. 3. The projections of� and the centralexperim entalvalues onto

the(A 0;A 2)-,(A 2;B 0)-and (A 0;B 0)-planes.Thedotsrepresentthecentral

experim entalvaluesobtained from (3.4).

Fig. 4. Constraintson the S-wavesscattering lengths. The experim ental

datade�nea rectangleofallowed values,the\universal" strip [5]isbounded

by the dashed linesa2
0
= 0:4a0

0
� 0:131� 0:010 and ourband islim ited by

thefulllinesa2
0
= 0:27a0

0
� 0:101� 0:011.Theconstraintscon�ne(a0

0
;a2

0
)to

theshaded area.

Fig. 5. Sections of� and � at �ve �xed values of B 0 obtained from

CHPT,(a) oneloop SCHPT,B 0 = 0:140,(b)-(c)one loop GCHPT,B 0 =

0:149; 0:151,(d) two loop GCHPT,B 0 = 0:146. The signi�cance ofthe

pointsQ and P isexplained in thetext.
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� C� R �0 R �1 R �2 S�0 S�1 S�2 T�0 T�1 T�2

1 0:00 0:07 � 0:06 0:18 0:08 1:19 0:03 0:68 10:28 � 0:01

2 0:02 0:63 0:33 1:93 � 0:41 � 0:89 � 0:59 4:03 � 16:15 � 0:16

3 0:00 0:07 � 0:10 0:18 0:08 0:31 0:03 0:68 0:10 � 0:01

� U�0 U�1 U�2 V�0 V�1 V�2

1 0:02 � 12:42 � 0:11 0:09 10:11 � 0:69

2 � 0:16 � 240:3 0:75 � 2:49 1:24 0:58

3 0:02 � 7:67 � 0:11 0:09 � 1:82 � 0:69

Table1
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SCHPT one loop G CHPT one loop

(a) (b) (c)

Sum rules Sum rules Sum rules

a
0

0
0.20 0.27 0.28

b
0

0
0.25 0.26 0.28

a
1

1
0.037 0.039 0.039

A 0 0.095 0.095 0.096 0.102 0.097 0.099

B 0 0.140 0.149 0.151

A 2 0.0026 0.0038 0.0024 0.0036 0.0014 0.0028

b
1

1
0.0044 0.0056 0.0048 0.0054 0.0028 0.0034

G CHPT two loops

(d)

Sum rules

a
0

0
0.26

b
0

0
0.25

a
1

1
0.037

A 0 0.097 0.098

B 0 0.146

A 2 0.0026 0.0028

b
1

1
0.0054 0.0056

Table2
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