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A bstract
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orderp® or ! ° is ddenti ed and for this decay results up to order
p6 are presented.
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D jpion production In photon-photon collisions has been considered a good
test of Chiral Perturbation Theory (CHPT) sihce its rst calculations[l, 2]. For
the neutral pion case, its leading contribution is order p? in the chiral counting
and the tree level vanishes at this order. T he size of the prediction for the latter
case was afferwards con m edi3] but there was a discrepancy w ith the predicted
behaviour as a function of the center-ofm ass energy. T his discrepancy could be
understood w ithin the context of nalstate scattering e ectsaswas shown using
several ways of unitarizing the lowest order CHPT am plitudefd, §1. Tt has also
been calculated w ithin the fram ework of generalized CHP T [§].

Thisprocess ( ! ? 9) willbem easured w ith precision equalto or better
than the CrystalBalldata at DA NE and other -factories{!]. T his prom pted
the caloulation of the next-to-Jdeading correction ln CHPT . This is a two-loop
calculation and was performed in [§]. The new free param eters appearing i
the tree Jevel contrbution (order p°® in this case) need to be detem ined from
other processes, this is at present inm possbl and leaves an uncertainty in the
prediction from this calculation. A nother possibility is to estin ate them , here of
course m odel dependence enters and we are kaving pure CHPT . In the origihal
calculation B], this was done using resonance exchange dom inance in the same
way aswasdone n Q] orthe sin farprocess ! ° , see[10,11]. One ofthe
problem s appearing in this type of estim ates is that the size and signs of several
of the needed ocouplings of resonances are not well determm ined, still keaving an
undesirabl uncertainty to the prediction.

Intheprocess ! ¢ ,the Joop contriboutionsup to ordery are suppressed
by G -parity or the large kaon m assf]. Thiswas in fact con med i an explicit
calculation of the oneoop ] and part of the tw o-Joop am plitude to order p°® [[2].
T he latter reference also contains a rather exhaustive discussion of the present
theoretical status of this decay. T herefore, the tree level contribution to the am -
plitude is n fact the leading one and the above uncertainty becom es a dom inant
part of the uncertainty on the nalresul for thisprocess. W e will not treat this
process in the sam e detail as ! 9 9 forthe reasons given below .

The prediction of higher order coe cients n CHPT from various m odels
has som e history. However, the simn plest m odels are resonance exchange dom i-
nance, the constituent quark—-Joop m odeland the E xtended N am bu {Jona-Lasinio
ENJL) m odel. was ound in [13]that the EN JL m odel{l4,15] does give a good
representation ofthe orderp® coe cients, ie. the socalled L; coe cientsfl§]. Tn
particular it in proved on the description for the param eters In the explicit chiral
symm etry breaking sector (ie., Ls and Lg) . For the corresponding predictions of
resonance exchange dom inance and the constituent quark-loop m odelsee [l7]and
[[8] and references therein, repectively. The constituent quark-loop prediction
or ! % %wasgiven in l]andin @lr ! ° . The calkulation wihin
the EN JL m odel of these processes to order p° was also perform ed in two recent
papersflY, 20]. T here is som e disagreem ent between them . Tn this paper we take
the attitude that if the lading contributions start at rather high order in the



chiral expansion even higher orders m ight also contrbute signi cantly. This is
de nitely thecase or ! ¢ P, 12] where restriction to order § orm aking
all order estin ates signi cantly changes the results. In this Letter we therefore
use the techniques of P1] to calculate the process I 9% %o allorders in the
chiral expansion to lrading order n 1=N . in the ENJL m odel. This is equivalent
to calculating the treedevel contributions to all orders in the chiral expansion.
T he application ofthese results to the process ! ° is also perform ed. Here
N . is the num ber of colours ofthe QCD group. It is at this level of approxin a—
tion that thism odel hasbeen phenom enologically tested. T he Lagrangian of the
ENJL m odel is given by

Lgngy = gfi @ iv ia s) ™M + s 1Ips)gg

B6s* g de S Ty ¢ g o oiatR

+ 2 2
N. 2 . N.
1)

ab

Here summ ation over colour degrees of freedom is understood, aj;b are avour
Indices and we have used the llow Ing short-hand notations: g ﬁ;&;@ ;v o,
a , s and p are extemal vector, axialvector, scalar and pseudoscalar eld m atrix
sources In - avour space; M is the current quark-m assm atrix. For values of the
input param eters we use the results of Fit 1 n {I13]. These are Gg = 1216,
Gy = 1263 and a cuto in the proper tim e reqularization of1.16 G&V . For
the current quark-massesweusem,=mg= 32M&V andm = 83Me&V.These
are the values that give the physical neutral pion and kaon m asses in thism odel.
O ther phenom enological consequences can be found in {13, 14,15] and references
thereln.

Theampliude or () @)! @) @) can be written in tem s of two
am plitudes A (s; ) and B (s; ). W e use here the conventions ofE[B].

T( @ @! @) @) =
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where

s= @+®)’; t=@ p)i u=@ p); t u; =P P
3)
and 1, (@) are the polarization vectors ofphotons 1 and 2. Forp; = p? we have
2 g= 2 g= t u. The above am plitude ism anifestly gauge invariant.
T he crosssection In tem s of A (s; ) and B (s; ) can be found in a sin ple form
in [8], Section 2.



The calculation of the treeJdevel contrbutions at leading order in 1=N. to
A (s; )andB (s; ) n the ENJL m odelto allorders in the m om entum expansion
and quark m asses is the m ain purpose of this paper. The m ethod used is the
sam e one used In {15, 21] to calculate several threepoint functions. Here, we
need SVV, SPP, and VVP onedoop threepoint functions, and PPVV and
PVPV oneloop fourpoint functions and all possible full twopoint functions.
W e refer to [I5, 21] for notation and a detailed description of the m ethod used.
E ssentially we calculate num erically the G reen’s fiinction

(§]2;P1QP2) =
£ d'x dly dizefizERyviER A e )P ®)V )V @) Pi @)

X
to lrading order in 1N .. HereV (X) = Q. (4§ o) (x) isthe electrom agnetic

a

quark current, Q , isthe avour a quark ekctric charge in unisof #jand P (x) =
i(§ 5df) ). Then we form the correct avour (b in P (x)) com binations to obtain
the psaudoscalar current that couples to the neutral pion. W e calculate all the
form —-factors in (@ip1;p2), seeAppendix A in B]Prtheirde nition, and check
that they satisfy Bose relations and gauge nvariance in our num erical resuls
explicitly. W e then reduce the pion kgsby going on-shell follow ing the procedure
describbed in 1]. T he photon m om enta are also taken at the m ass<hell.

There are two m ain types of contrdbutions: The rst one is onedoop four-
point function w ith a constituent quark in the lJoop connected to the outside legs
via a chain of bubbls. W ith a bubbl we mean a one-Joop constituent quark
tw o-point function, bubbles are then pined by EN JL fourquark vertices to built
chains of bubbles. W e refer to these contrdbutions globally as jist the fourpoint
contrbution. In a bosonized language this would be fourm eson vertices (the
one-loop fourpoint function) coupled to the extermal sources (V (xX);P (y)) by
propagators (the chains of bubbls). The other contrbution is, in bosonized
language, diagram s w ith two threem eson vertices connected by a propagator
and the ram aining free legs connected to the extermal sources by propagators
as before. These we refer to as threepoint contrbutions and we label them by

the spinparity of the \m eson" connecting the two vertices. For I
these are states w ith either I1¢ ¥*¢)= 0" 0**), 0" @**),and J*¢ =1 ;1" ,
whikfor ! © thessarestateswitheither® (*°)=1 (0**),0" 2*"),and

JF¢ =1 ;1" .IhtheENJL modelweareusing, only J* = 0" orl structures
are present, other structures could be Introduced, for instance, adding operators
with extra derivatives n (L) ke in R2] and/or D irac structures. Consistently
we use the value of the param eters obtained from a global t to low-energy
data within this m odel and thus we expect a good description with just these
structures.

T here are then, three non-vanishing contributions in this m odel: The four-
point one, the threepoint scalar one and the threepoint vector one. T he vector



o

UL |

0.2

Figure 1: The fom —factor a* (s; ) in the ENJL m odel with the experim ental
value for the pion mass. The axisa® (s; ), sand aregiven n Ge&¥.

threepoint contribution is gauge-invariant by itself. The scalarthree point and

the fourpoint contributions need to be added in order to be chiral and gauge

Invarant. E g. at s = = 0 and for zero quark m asses the am plitude A (s; )
should vanish. This is equivalent to say that the treeJdevel contrdbutions in the

chiral lim it starts at order p® for the neutral pion process. O ur num erical resul

satis esthiswhich therefore provides a non-trivial num erical check on the calou-
lation. To take out the expected order ofm agniude of A (s; ) and B (s; ), we
de ne

202 2 202 2
a(s; ) 16 “£f° A (s; ); b(s; ) 16 “£f° B (s; ): )
From an analysis of the possibl tem s in the chiral Lagrangian, it follow s that
a6 )=am®+as; D6 )=h: ()

D eviations from thisbehaviour are an Indication of the size of the corrections of
counterterm s beyond order p® w ithin the EN JL m odel. T he couplings a;, a, and
b are orderN ? in the large N . counting. The amplitude a* (s; ) for the case of
real pion m ass is shown in Fig. ', and ¥ (s; ) in Fig.'2. W here the superscript
r m eans the corresponding nite reqularized part. The Bose symm etry requires
them to be symm etric exchanging by . In both cases s and vary between
0 and 02 GeV2. W e have only plotted for this range of s and  shoe we have
to stay away from the two constituent quark threshold where the artifacts of the
ENJL m odel start dom inating the results.



Figure 2: The din ensionless form -factorl’ (s; ) in the EN JL m odelw ith realistic
quark m asses. The axis s and are given in G &V?.

A good t to the non-zero pion m ass data digplayed is given by:

; ; 16265
a“(s; ) = 003035+ 0:3773s 082188 007967 *+ ———
p 0:3140 s
3s+ 2 01458 3s 2 0:1458
+ 04307 + ;
03182+ 05(s+ ) 03182+ 05(s )
B (s; ) = 02723+ 0:1604s+ 1:798< + 0:0983 ° .
1 1
+ 02258 +
03182+ 05(s+ ) 03182+ 05(s )
(7)
For the case w ith zero quark m asses a sin ilarly good t is:
. 5 1:513s
a“(s; ) = 00018+ 00919s+ 2380 + 0:13512 2+ —————
. 02810 , s
35+ 2 3s 2
+ 047527 + ;
03364+ 05(s+ ) 03364+ 05(s )
O (s; ) = 008432+ 0:3323s+ 2:059¢ + 0:0012 2 .
1 1
: 8)

+ 026426 +
03364+ 05(s+ ) 03364+ 05¢(s )

The constraint a* (0;0) = 0 is satis ed by our num erics to about 10* . That )
deviates by a little m ore is due to the quality ofthe t.A good t to the vector



contrbution alone in the case of non—zero pion m ass is

aj (s; ) = 008149 1:671s+ 073485 + 05022 2 ,
3s+ 2 0:458 3s 2 0:1458
+ 03333 + ;
03182+ 05(s+ ) 03182+ 05(s )
K (s; ) = 03545+ 02566s 0:1292¢ 0:371 ° ]
1 1
+ 04795 + : )
03182+ 05(s+ ) 03182+ 05(s )

In allthe tsabove the form -factord (s; ) isth GeV? and ¥ (s; ) is din ension—
less. In these results we have used consistently the Jarge N . ENJL values for £,
ie. n the hirrllm it £ = 889 M &V and Por the non—zero quark-masses £ =
90.0M &V . It should be ram arked that we have chosen a type ofm eson dom Inance
form to do the tting but the values of the poles have no physicalm eaning. The
expressions jist provide a good tw ithin the kinem atical regin em entioned. T he
scalar threepoint contribution only contributesto A (s; ), notto B (s; ). The
typical size of the vector contrdbution is about half of the total size for both
A(s; )and B ( ) oranalls and . From the ts in the chiral lim it we can
extract a5 and by, from the nite quark mass result we extract §. The resuls
are in Tabk . The seoond colimn is our ENJL result. The third colum n is the

Resonance Resonance Vector
ENJL E xchange E xchange Contrdbution | EN JL
(thiswork) | ENJL [19] E xperim ent EN JL 201
ay 233 202 375 45 41 123 121
ay 140 123 144 27 10 44 103
o3 1.66 130 31 024 05 0.73 0.97

Table 1: The com parison ofthe orderp® part ofour result w ith m eson dom inance
and existing EN JL m odel calculations.

resonance exchange dom inance prediction in Ref. 191w ithin the EN JL m odel. In
this reference, this resul is added to the constituent quark—loop fourpoint func-
tion contrbution. W e believe this is inconsistent and this procedure is actually
adding contributions from two di erent m odels: resonance exchange dom nance
and the quark—loop m odel. In fact, the fourpoint function alone does not ful 11
chiral sym m etry as said before whik the resonance exchange contribution does
by construction. T he com parison of the second and the third colum n show s that
the resonance exchange dom inance works in the EN JL to orderp® within 15 25
% sim {larly to what happened to other quantities at order p* fL3]. T he fourpoint
and the threepoint contributions com bine to do this rather well. This is quite



in portant, since contrary to the orderp* [17] this is not well established yet and
our resul can be used as support for the use of resonance exchange dom nance
to this order as well. In the fourth column we show the result of resonance ex-—
change dom nance using experin ental inputs. They include, of course, higher
than order p° corrections due for instance to quark m asses and next to leading
In 1=N . corrections. Here we have consistently used the experin entalvalie £ =
924 M &V . For the contrbution of the states with I¢ (J°¢) = 0" (0" ) we have
taken the signs favoured by phenom enology, see 2], and predicted also by the
ENJL model [I9]. The rst error shown is the one from the input values and the
second is the contrioution from the states whose sign is not well established; ie.
I° %)= 0" 2'*) Bl. Ascan be seen from the tabl only the ENJL result for
a; is com patible w ith the corresponding resonance exchange resul. For the other
two, although they only di erby one ortwo s, the central values are not quie
com patible. T he discrepancy ism ainly because thedecay ratesor ;! ! % are
not well reproduced by the EN JL m odelP3]. The ENJL m odel does reproduce
T 17 decay rate wellP3]. At present, these reported radiative vectorm eson
decays do not agree w ith nonet symm etry and therefore this discrepancy is not
solvable w ithin our approach. In the fth column we show the contrdbution of
the vector threepoint function type of contrbutions to the resuls in the second
colmn. In the sixth column we show the results obtained in Ref. RU]. We
disagree w ith RQ]1but a look at the tablem akes it clear that In that reference the
contrbution from the vector part (our fth column) was neglected. In view of
the In portance of this contridbution, the approxin ation used there is not valid.

In Fig. 3 we have plotted for the cross-section for ' % 9% the one-loop

result, the two-loop result w ith all the order p® countertem s set to zero and the
two—Joop result wih the fullENJL contrlbution added. The di erence between
the last two curves show thee ect ofthe countertem s. A sa com parison we have
also plotted the result with only the order p° part of the ENJL result plus the
two—Joop result. For the two—-Jdoop resul we have used the simpli ed formula as
given in Blwith , = 5 = 0.W e have also Indicated the presently availablk
dataf3] in this gure. The integration over the azim uthal angle was done up to
joos j 08 In this gure. From the formulas given above and the expressions in
B], the extension to the fi1ll integration range can be done easily. A s can also be
seen the totale ect of the order § is quite sm alland the e ect of the order §
and higher orders is extrem ely an all. So up to the energies shown, only a crude
estin ate of the extra countertem s is su cient for this process.

Theotherdecay ! ° ismoredi cul to treat to allorders In m om enta.
The problem is that our whol approach is kading in 1=N .. The pssudoscalar
m ass eigenstates there, do not correspond to thephysical and °sincetheU (1) —
breaking due to the fact that the anom aly is not present at this order. T herefore
we cannot directly calculate the relevant  am plitude as we did for [
W eoould resort to calculatethe decay at treedevelto allordersin CHP T leading
In 1N, ifwe could obtain the relkvant countertemm s allowed by the symm etry
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Figure 3: The crosssection or ' 0 9%wih joos j 0:8. Plotted are the
result to orderp?; the result to order p® adding only the tw o-loop resuls, the result
to the sam e order adding also the 1llEN JL resul or adding only the order p°
part.

from ourallorderscalculation of ! © 9, Thephysical eld in tem softhe
nonet g and singkt ; SU (3) avourstatesis = oos’s g sihh’p 1.Wehave
used sin’p = 1=3 P4]. Using the sam e basis as in Eq. ) but substituting
pr=p andp, = p everywhere, the amplitude ! ° can be written in

term sofA (s; ) and B (s; ) which to order and large N .. to be consistent w ith
our calculation ofthe am plitudes A (s; ) and B (s; ), can be param etrized as:

S

6 4 Eh 2 2 .
A®s; ) = 3 3 o @d; &) 8m’d+ &+ 8d)s ;
IS J—
BO ) = 2 g, (10)
’ 3f4 307

Here, di, &5 and dj are the order p° couplings of the e ective chiral Lagrangian
de ned n Eq. (11) of [I9}. They are order N > in the large N .. T hese couplings
also coincide w ith the ones de ned in 'B] when restricted to thetwo avour case.
In general mext-to lading in 1=N.) there are three m ore couplings {12] which
are order N.. Only two of them appear In the amplitudes A (s; ) and B (s; )
to order p° and can be seen as 1=N . corrections of the d&f and df couplings in
Eq. @) EZ2]. These same dj,; couplings enter in the order p° expression for

IN otice we disagree w ith the resul ora © (s; ) in that reference.



the amplitudes A (s; ) and B (s; ) for 199 se B,19]. The fact that
they appear there in three di erent com binations allow s us to disentanglk them
com pktely from the di erent tsto the ENJL data shown before. To ocbtain all
countertemn s contrbuting to the  decay from ! % 0 3t higher orders is not
possible. The underlying problm is easy to understand. D ue to relations lke
20 9= 2p1 P+ P+ pi, the combiations of counterterm s appearing in the
am plitudes for the decay and I %9 are clearly di erent. Therefore the
only possibility to m ake a prediction to allorders forthe decay is to determm ine
allthe couplingsm odulating the needed countertem s. H ow ever, a quick counting
show s that the number of di erent com binations of countertermm s appearing at
higher order (©® and higher) does not allow to detemm ine all possible tem s in
the chiral Lagrangian. It is enough however, as said before, for the order p°
countertermm s. O ne could hope that going to the o -shell parts of the fourpoint
finction In @) it could be done, but this is not the case. There are again tem s
that contribute to ! 0906 —helldi erently asto the decay and tem s
that contrbute to () but not to the decays. An exam pl of the latter is

tr ¥ F Y w ith = 2B, (s+ ip): 11)

where s and p are scalar and pseudoscalar extermnal sources as in (). And, of
course, the number ofdi erent com binations at order @ and higher isnot enough
to disentangle allpossible tem s In the chiral Lagrangian. For this reason we w ill
only use the order p° part of the calculation orthe -decay.

From Refs. B, 193] one can obtain the relation between the couplings a;, a,
and b in () and the d;,; couplings of the order p° Lagrangian,

9 1

d = l_OWbl 12)
9 1

d = l—&)m By + 2] 3)
9 1

d3 = %W [al + 28.2 + 4Q] . @4)

From our ENJL results in the second colimn of Table @:) we get
d= 60 160; &=39 10; d&=13 10: (15)

W e obsearve that the three couplings are of the sam e order of m agnitude In this
EN JL m odel. N otice that at order p® there is nonet symm etry and the di erence
between isosoin one and isospin zero is higher order.

One can also use resonance exchange dom inance in the eta decay to predict
the d&f couplings. This has been done before n ] for the di,, and in P3] to
predict also df using a, (980) data. Sice the actualdata on the a, (980) 4] do
not allow to m ake any trustabl prediction, we have used nonet symm etry to



obtain the d5 coupling from the fourth column in Tabk d with the omulas In
2). W eget

d= @2 20) 10; d= @3 10 10; dij= (04 2:7) 10 : (16)

The df couplings cbtained ;n ([6) contain higher than order p® corrections due
to quark m asses contributions to the m asses of the resonances as well as next-
to-Jeading In 1=N . corrections. K eesping this in m ind, we observe that only dj is
In com plete agreem ent although both resuls are com patible at the one  level.
N otice the large error bars In this way of estin ating the di couplings.

Thedecay mtefor ! °  can be written as follows
2 ZSZ th h 2j_

(1% ) = el dss? Jde Ho 3+ H. )5 an

wih the ne structure constant and

s, = (M m )%;
1h q 1
by = §m2+m2 s Mm2+m? s)? 4m2m? (18)
and
Hii(si ) = As; )+ 2B(s; )@ +2m? s);
m°m? ut
Hy (5 ) = 8B (s; )f: 19)
The experin ental value ofthedecay rate (! ° ) is
(! 0 )= (085 0:19)e&v R4]: (20)

U sing only the order p° treeJevel contrbutionsto A (s; ) and B (s; ) in «ID) we
get
(! % )= o0a8ev @1)

using our ENJL results for the df couplings in {15) and the chiral lin it EN JL
value for £ , ie. £ = 88.9 Me&V. The contrbution of the coupling d is not
dom nant and is ENJL valie resuls In a decreasing of the the decay rate w ith
respect to the case with df = 0. If one Instead uses the values in (14) then

(% )= (a8’ Prev: 2)

N otice that the variation w ithin the allowed range of values for d;, ; predicted
by the resonance exchange m odel produces a large uncertainty in the decay rate.
T his uncertainty is avoided in the EN JL m odel predictions.

T he contribution from the orderp! loops is either suppressed by G -parity or
the kaon m ass []. The analysis in [12] ofthe order p® Joop contributions, though
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partial, show s the sam e suppression. The order p® contrioutions included there,
which are expected to be the dom nant ones at that order, interfere destructively
decreasing the decay rate but only by 0.04 &V . At order p° there appears quali-
tatively new contrbutions {], they are the doubly-anom alous contrbutions. Tts
relative size com pared to the chiral Joop contributions analysed previously, cannot
be nferred from the chiraloounting since it isthe st in isclass of contributions.
T here is, for instance, no G -parity suppression in the couplings 1.

So, adding the order p* charged pion and kaon loop contributions plus the
doubly-anom alous contributions of order p® and the tree-Jevel order p° contribu-—
tionstoA (s; ) andB (s; ),weget

(! % )y=0380ev @3)

using our large N . ENJL results for the & couplings in (13). If we instead use
the values In {{6) one cbtains

(% )= 027 ev: 4)

T here isa very strong constructive interference betiween the orderp® treeJeveland
the order p* and p® loop contributions. Including the expected am all decreasing
of the order p° loops, we conclude that within the ENJL m odel, the order p°
prediction or the decay rate ( ! ° ) is o the experimental resul by
alm ost three  s. This is in disagreem ent w ith the results in {19].

In the present work, we have com puted the treeJdevel contributions to all or-
ders in the chiralexpansion and lading in 1=N . for ! 9 Owithi the ENJL
m odel. W e have predicted the corresponding cross-section and com pared w ith
experin ent. O ur result show s that tree-level contrbutions of order higher than
p® are negligbl for s and below 02 Ge&V?. W e have also predicted the or-
der p® countertemm s that contribute at large N . to this process. A com parison
w ith other estin ates of these counterterm s ism ade. W e have seen that the res—
onance exchange dom inance works w thin the ENJL modelto 15 25% . For the

[ we have m ade a prediction including the dom nant chiral loop correc—
tions [,12], ie those of order p* and the doubly-anom alous of order p°, and the
treeJevel order p® obtained w ithin the EN JL m odelat leading orderin 1=N .. W e
obtain a three s discrepancy w ith the experim ental result previously observed
in other estim ates. W e do not expect to obtain unusually large corrections for
A and B from higher order temm s because of the CHPT counting. This is the
case, for instance, for the order p° loops analysed in {12]. Tt should be noticed,
however, that a am all change In the values of A and B can result in a large en—
hancam ent of the decay rate. An exam pk is the enhancam ent due to the strong
constructive interference between the leading loop correction and the tree-level
contrbutions. This is also well illustrated by the increasing of 0.14 €V (@lm ost
one ) when higher order tree-level contributions are taken Into account by an
\allorders" vector m eson resonance exchange m odel @]. This would bring our
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order p® EN JL estin ate closer to the experin ental resul, but stillo the exper-
In ental result by not lss than two s. As said In the text, the next to leading
in 1=N . couplings could be regarded as corrections to df and d; [2]. T hese have
to be added to the errors Inherent in our large N, ENJL m odel. In view of the
large constructive interference m entioned above they could add a signi cant con-
tribution to the decay rate. In fact, reasonable 1=N . corrections (30 % ) together
w ith the higher orders e ect above could easily bring the nalresul wihin one

from the experim ental result. It is then of interest to have a high statistics
m easuram ent of this decay rate and the two-photon energy soectrum In order to
reduce the actual experin ental uncertainty and see if this discrepancy persists.
Tt could be also used to extract thee ective d couplings and therefore deviations
from our lJarge N . estin ate. D ue to is large present uncertainty, the decay rate

( ' 9% ) can withi one standard deviation be explained w ith higher order
correctionsboth in 1N, and CHPT.

A cknow ledgem ents

This work was partially supported by NorfA grant 93.15.078/00. JB and JP are
gratefil to the Benasque C enter for P hysics where part of this work was done.
JP is Indebted to the N ielsBohr Institute and NORD ITA wherem ost ofhiswork
was done for support, he also thanks CICYT (Spaln) for partial support under
Grant Nr. AEN 93-0234 and the DESY Theory group w here part ofhiswork was
done for hospitality.

R eferences

L] J.Bihensand F .Comet, Nucl. Phys.B296 (1988) 557.

R] J.Donoghue, B .Holsteln, and Y . Lin, Phys.Rev.D 37 (1988) 2423.

B] H .M arsiske et al. CrystalBallColl), Phys.Rev.D 41 (1990) 3324.

4] D .M organ and M .Pennington, Phys. Lett.B272 (1991) 134.

5] J.D onoghue and B . Holstein, Phys.Rev.D 48 (1993) 137.

6] M .Knedht, B.M oussallam , and J. Stem, Nucl. Phys. B429 (1994) 152.

[7] The Second DA NE Physics Handbook, L. M aiani, G . Pancheri, and N .
Paver (eds.) , INFN, Frascati (1995).

B] S.Bellucci, J.G asser, and M . Sainio, Nucl Phys.B423 (1994) 80; E rratum :
Jbid.B431 (1994) 413.

12



O] LLAmetller, J.Bihens, A .Bram on, and F .Comet, Phys. Lett.B276 (1992)
185.

L0] P.Ko,Phys.Rev D41 (1990) 1531;
S.Bellucciin [71.

[l1] J.Binhens, S.Dawson, and G .Valkncia, Phys.Rev.D 44 (1991) 3555.

2]M .Jetter, ! ° 1t 0 ) in Chiml Perturtation Theory, TRIUMF

[13] J.Binhens, C.Bruno, and E .de Rafael, Nucl. Phys. B390 (1993) 501.

4] T .Hatsuda and T . Kunihiro, Phys. Rep. 247 (1994) 221;
U.Vogland W .W eise, Prog.Part.Nucl. Phys. 27 (1991) 195.

[15] J. Bihens, Chiral Lagrangians and Nambu{Jona-Lasinio lke M odels ,

Rep.).

6] J.Gaserand H .Leutwylr, Ann.Phys. 158 (1984); NuclL P hys.B 250 (1985)
465, 517,539.

7] G .Ecker, J.Gasser, A .Pith and E.deRafael, NucL Phys.B321 (1989) 311.

[18] D .Espriy, E .deRafaeland J. Taron, Nucl Phys. B 345 (1990) 22; E rratum :
Jboid.B 355(1991) 278.

[L9] S.Belucciand C .Bruno, Nucl Phys.B452 (1995) 626.

R0] A .Belkov, A . Lanyov and S. Scherer, ' 99%and ! % ato @)

R1] J.Bihensand J.Prades, Z.Phys.C64 (1994) 475.

R2] E.Pallante and R .Petronzio, Z .Phys. C65 (1995) 487.

23] J.Prades, Z .Phys.C 63 (1994) 491.

R4] Particke D ata G roup, L. .M ontanet, Phys.Rev D 50 (1994) 1173.

5] P.Ko, Phys. Lett. B349 (1995) 555.

13


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9508407
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9502335
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506406

