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A bstract

W ecalculatewithin theExtended Nam bu{Jona-Lasiniom odelthelead-

ing in 1=N c contribution to 

 ! �0�0 to allorders in the externalm o-

m enta and quark m asses. This result is then com bined with the known

two-loop ChiralPerturbation Theory and com pared with the data and

other calculations. A technicaldi� culty in the sam e calculation beyond

orderp6 for� ! �0

 isidenti� ed and forthisdecay resultsup to order

p6 are presented.
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Dipion production in photon-photon collisions has been considered a good

testofChiralPerturbation Theory (CHPT)since its�rstcalculations[1,2].For

the neutralpion case,itsleading contribution isorderp4 in the chiralcounting

and thetreelevelvanishesatthisorder.Thesizeoftheprediction forthelatter

casewasafterwardscon�rm ed[3]buttherewasa discrepancy with thepredicted

behaviourasa function ofthecenter-of-m assenergy.Thisdiscrepancy could be

understood within thecontextof�nalstatescattering e�ectsaswasshown using

severalways ofunitarizing the lowestorderCHPT am plitude[4,5]. Ithasalso

been calculated within thefram ework ofgeneralized CHPT[6].

Thisprocess(

 ! �0�0)willbem easured with precision equalto orbetter

than the CrystalBalldata atDA�NE and other�-factories[7]. Thisprom pted

the calculation ofthe next-to-leading correction in CHPT.This is a two-loop

calculation and was perform ed in [8]. The new free param eters appearing in

the tree levelcontribution (order p6 in this case) need to be determ ined from

other processes,this is at present im possible and leaves an uncertainty in the

prediction from thiscalculation.Anotherpossibility isto estim atethem ,hereof

course m odeldependence entersand we are leaving pure CHPT.In the original

calculation[8],this was done using resonance exchange dom inance in the sam e

way aswasdonein [9]forthesim ilarprocess� ! �0

,see[10,11].Oneofthe

problem sappearing in thistypeofestim atesisthatthesizeand signsofseveral

ofthe needed couplings ofresonances are not welldeterm ined,stillleaving an

undesirableuncertainty to theprediction.

In theprocess� ! �0

,theloop contributionsup toorderp6 aresuppressed

by G-parity orthelargekaon m ass[9].Thiswasin factcon�rm ed in an explicit

calculation oftheone-loop[9]and partofthetwo-loop am plitudeto orderp6[12].

The latterreference also contains a ratherexhaustive discussion ofthe present

theoreticalstatusofthisdecay.Therefore,thetreelevelcontribution to theam -

plitudeisin facttheleading oneand theaboveuncertainty becom esa dom inant

partoftheuncertainty on the�nalresultforthisprocess.W ewillnottreatthis

processin thesam edetailas

 ! �0�0 forthereasonsgiven below.

The prediction of higher order coe�cients in CHPT from various m odels

hassom e history. However,the sim plest m odels are resonance exchange dom i-

nance,theconstituentquark-loop m odeland theExtended Nam bu{Jona-Lasinio

(ENJL)m odel.Itwasfound in [13]thattheENJL m odel[14,15]doesgiveagood

representation oftheorderp4 coe�cients,i.e.theso-called Li coe�cients[16].In

particularitim proved on thedescription fortheparam etersin theexplicitchiral

sym m etry breaking sector(i.e.,L5 and L8).Forthecorresponding predictionsof

resonanceexchangedom inanceand theconstituentquark-loop m odelsee[17]and

[18]and references therein,respectively. The constituentquark-loop prediction

for

 ! �0�0 wasgiven in [11]and in [9]for� ! �0

.Thecalculation within

theENJL m odeloftheseprocessesto orderp6 wasalso perform ed in two recent

papers[19,20].Thereissom edisagreem entbetween them .In thispaperwetake

the attitude that ifthe leading contributions start at rather high order in the
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chiralexpansion even higher orders m ightalso contribute signi�cantly. This is

de�nitely the case for� ! �0

[9,12]where restriction to orderp6 orm aking

allorderestim atessigni�cantly changesthe results. In thisLetterwe therefore

usethetechniquesof[21]to calculatetheprocess

 ! �0�0 to allordersin the

chiralexpansion to leading orderin 1=N c in theENJL m odel.Thisisequivalent

to calculating the tree-levelcontributions to allorders in the chiralexpansion.

Theapplication oftheseresultsto theprocess� ! �0

 isalso perform ed.Here

N c isthe num berofcoloursofthe QCD group.Itisatthislevelofapproxim a-

tion thatthism odelhasbeen phenom enologically tested.TheLagrangian ofthe

ENJL m odelisgiven by

LEN JL = qfi

� (@� � iv� � ia�
5)� (M + s� ip
5)gq

+
8�2G S

N c�
2

X

a;b

�

q
a
R q

b
L

� �

q
b
Lq

a
R

�

�
8�2G V

N c�
2

X

a;b

h�

q
a
L


�
q
b
L

� �

q
b
L
�q

a
L

�

+ (L ! R)
i

:

(1)

Here sum m ation over colour degrees offreedom is understood,a;b are 
avour

indices and we have used the following short-hand notations: q �
�

u;d;s
�

;v�,

a�,sand p areexternalvector,axial-vector,scalarand pseudoscalar�eld m atrix

sourcesin 
avourspace;M isthe currentquark-m assm atrix.Forvaluesofthe

input param eters we use the results ofFit 1 in [13]. These are G S = 1:216,

G V = 1:263 and a cut-o� � in the propertim e regularization of1.16 GeV.For

thecurrentquark-m assesweusem u = m d = 3.2 M eV and m s = 83 M eV.These

arethevaluesthatgivethephysicalneutralpion and kaon m assesin thism odel.

Otherphenom enologicalconsequencescan befound in [13,14,15]and references

therein.

The am plitude for
(q1)
(q2)! �0(p1)�
0(p2)can bewritten in term softwo

am plitudesA(s;�)and B (s;�).W euseheretheconventionsof[8].

T(
(q1)
(q2)! �
0(p1)�

0(p2)) =

e
2
A(s;�)[(q1 � q2)(�1 � �2)� (q1 � �2)(q2 � �1)]

+e24B (s;�)[(q1 � q2)(� � �1)(� � �2)+ (� � q1)(� � q2)(�1 � �2)

�(� � q2)(q1 � �2)(� � �1)� (� � q1)(q2 � �1)(� � �2)] (2)

where

s= (q1 + q2)
2
; t= (q1 � p1)

2
; u = (q1 � p2)

2
; � � t� u; � = p1 � p2

(3)

and �1;2(q1;2)arethepolarization vectorsofphotons1and 2.Forp
2
1
= p2

2
wehave

�2� � q1 = 2� � q2 = t� u.The above am plitude ism anifestly gaugeinvariant.

The cross-section in term sofA(s;�)and B (s;�)can be found in a sim ple form

in [8],Section 2.
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The calculation ofthe tree-levelcontributions at leading order in 1=N c to

A(s;�)and B (s;�)in theENJL m odelto allordersin them om entum expansion

and quark m asses is the m ain purpose ofthis paper. The m ethod used is the

sam e one used in [15,21]to calculate severalthree-point functions. Here,we

need SV V ,SPP,and V V P one-loop three-point functions,and PPV V and

PV PV one-loop four-point functions and allpossible fulltwo-point functions.

W e referto [15,21]fornotation and a detailed description ofthe m ethod used.

Essentially wecalculatenum erically theGreen’sfunction

� ��(q2;p1;p2) =

i
3

Z

d4x

Z

d4y

Z

d4zei(�q 2�x+ p1�y+ p2�z)h0jT (P(0)P(x)V�(y)V�(z))j0i (4)

to leading orderin 1=N c.Here V�(x)=
X

a

Q a (�q
a
�q

a)(x)istheelectrom agnetic

quark current,Q a isthe
avoura quark electricchargein unitsofjejand P(x)=

i(�qb
5q
b)(x).Then weform thecorrect
avour(bin P(x))com binationstoobtain

the pseudoscalarcurrentthatcouplesto the neutralpion. W e calculate allthe

form -factorsin � ��(q2;p1;p2),seeAppendixA in[8]fortheirde�nition,and check

that they satisfy Bose relations and gauge invariance in our num ericalresults

explicitly.W ethen reducethepion legsby goingon-shellfollowingtheprocedure

described in [21].Thephoton m om enta arealso taken atthem ass-shell.

There are two m ain types ofcontributions: The �rst one is one-loop four-

pointfunction with a constituentquark in theloop connected to theoutsidelegs

via a chain ofbubbles. W ith a bubble we m ean a one-loop constituent quark

two-pointfunction,bubblesarethen joined by ENJL four-quark verticesto built

chainsofbubbles.W ereferto thesecontributionsglobally asjustthefour-point

contribution. In a bosonized language this would be four-m eson vertices (the

one-loop four-point function) coupled to the externalsources (V�(x);P(y)) by

propagators (the chains ofbubbles). The other contribution is, in bosonized

language,diagram s with two three-m eson vertices connected by a propagator

and the rem aining free legs connected to the externalsources by propagators

asbefore. These we referto asthree-pointcontributionsand we labelthem by

the spin-parity ofthe \m eson" connecting the two vertices. For 

 ! �0�0

these are stateswith eitherIG (JP C )= 0+ (0+ + ),0+ (2+ + ),and JP C = 1�� ;1+ � ,

whilefor� ! �0

 thesearestateswith eitherIG (JP C )= 1� (0+ + ),0+ (2+ + ),and

JP C = 1�� ;1+ � .In theENJL m odelweareusing,only JP = 0+ or1� structures

arepresent,otherstructurescould beintroduced,forinstance,adding operators

with extra derivatives in (1) like in [22]and/or Dirac structures. Consistently

we use the value of the param eters obtained from a global�t to low-energy

data within this m odeland thus we expect a good description with just these

structures.

There are then,three non-vanishing contributions in this m odel: The four-

pointone,thethree-pointscalaroneand thethree-pointvectorone.Thevector
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Figure 1: The form -factor ar(s;�) in the ENJL m odelwith the experim ental

valueforthepion m ass.Theaxisar(s;�),s and � aregiven in GeV2.

three-pointcontribution isgauge-invariantby itself. The scalar-three pointand

the four-point contributions need to be added in order to be chiraland gauge

invariant. E.g. ats = � = 0 and forzero quark m asses the am plitude A(s;�)

should vanish. Thisisequivalentto say thatthe tree-levelcontributionsin the

chirallim itstartsatorderp6 forthe neutralpion process.Ournum ericalresult

satis�esthiswhich thereforeprovidesa non-trivialnum ericalcheck on thecalcu-

lation. To take outthe expected orderofm agnitude ofA(s;�)and B (s;�),we

de�ne

a(s;�)�
�

16�2f2�

�2
A(s;�); b(s;�)�

�

16�2f2�

�2
B (s;�): (5)

From an analysisofthepossibleterm sin thechiralLagrangian,itfollowsthat

a
(6)(s;�)= a1m

2

� + a2s; b
(6)(s;�)= b1: (6)

Deviationsfrom thisbehaviourarean indication ofthesizeofthecorrectionsof

counterterm sbeyond orderp6 within theENJL m odel.Thecouplingsa1,a2 and

b1 areorderN
2
c in thelargeN c counting. Theam plitudear(s;�)forthecaseof

realpion m assisshown in Fig. 1 and br(s;�)in Fig. 2. W here the superscript

r m eansthe corresponding �nite regularized part. The Bose sym m etry requires

them to besym m etricexchanging � by ��.In both casess and � vary between

0 and 0:2 GeV 2. W e have only plotted forthisrange ofs and � since we have

to stay away from thetwo constituentquark threshold wheretheartifactsofthe

ENJL m odelstartdom inating theresults.
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Figure2:Thedim ensionlessform -factorbr(s;�)in theENJL m odelwith realistic

quark m asses.Theaxiss and � aregiven in GeV2.

A good �tto thenon-zero pion m assdata displayed isgiven by:

a
r(s;�) = �0:03035+ 0:3773s� 0:8218s2 � 0:07967�2 +

1:626s

0:3140� s

+ 0:4307

"
3s+ 2� � 0:1458

0:3182+ 0:5(s+ �)
+

3s� 2� � 0:1458

0:3182+ 0:5(s� �)

#

;

b
r(s;�) = 0:2723+ 0:1604s+ 1:798s2 + 0:0983�2

+ 0:2258

"
1

0:3182+ 0:5(s+ �)
+

1

0:3182+ 0:5(s� �)

#

:

(7)

Forthecasewith zero quark m assesa sim ilarly good �tis:

a
r
�(s;�) = 0:0018+ 0:0919s+ 2:380s2 + 0:13512�2 +

1:513s

0:2810� s

+ 0:47527

"
3s+ 2�

0:3364+ 0:5(s+ �)
+

3s� 2�

0:3364+ 0:5(s� �)

#

;

b
r
�(s;�) = 0:08432+ 0:3323s+ 2:059s2 + 0:0012�2

+ 0:26426

"
1

0:3364+ 0:5(s+ �)
+

1

0:3364+ 0:5(s� �)

#

: (8)

Theconstraintar�(0;0)= 0 issatis�ed by ournum ericsto about10�4 .That(8)

deviatesby a littlem oreisdueto thequality ofthe�t.A good �tto thevector
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contribution alonein thecaseofnon-zero pion m assis

a
r
V (s;�) = 0:08149� 1:671s+ 0:7348s2 + 0:5022�2

+ 0:3333

"
3s+ 2� � 0:1458

0:3182+ 0:5(s+ �)
+

3s� 2� � 0:1458

0:3182+ 0:5(s� �)

#

;

b
r
V (s;�) = �0:3545+ 0:2566s� 0:1292s2 � 0:1371�2

+ 0:1795

"
1

0:3182+ 0:5(s+ �)
+

1

0:3182+ 0:5(s� �)

#

: (9)

In allthe�tsabovetheform -factorar(s;�)isin GeV2 and br(s;�)isdim ension-

less.In theseresultswehaveused consistently thelargeN c ENJL valuesforf�,

i.e. in the chirallim itf� = 88:9 M eV and forthe non-zero quark-m asses f� =

90.0M eV.Itshould berem arked thatwehavechosen atypeofm eson dom inance

form to do the�tting butthevaluesofthepoleshaveno physicalm eaning.The

expressionsjustprovideagood �twithin thekinem aticalregim em entioned.The

scalarthree-pointcontribution only contributesto A(s;�),notto B (s;�). The

typicalsize ofthe vector contribution is about halfofthe totalsize for both

A(s;�) and B (�) for sm alls and �. From the �ts in the chirallim it we can

extractar2 and br1,from the �nite quark m assresultwe extractar1. The results

arein Table1.Thesecond colum n isourENJL result.The third colum n isthe

Resonance Resonance Vector

ENJL Exchange Exchange Contribution ENJL

(thiswork) ENJL[19] Experim ent ENJL [20]

ar
1

�23.3 �20.2 �37.5 � 4.5 � 4.1 �12.3 �12.1

ar2 14.0 12.3 14.4 � 2.7 � 1.0 4.4 10.3

br
1

1.66 1.30 3.1 � 0.24 � 0.5 0.73 0.97

Table1:Thecom parison oftheorderp6 partofourresultwith m eson dom inance

and existing ENJL m odelcalculations.

resonanceexchangedom inanceprediction in Ref.[19]within theENJL m odel.In

thisreference,thisresultisadded to theconstituentquark-loop four-pointfunc-

tion contribution. W e believe thisisinconsistentand thisprocedure isactually

adding contributionsfrom two di�erentm odels:resonance exchange dom inance

and thequark-loop m odel.In fact,the four-pointfunction alonedoesnotful�ll

chiralsym m etry assaid before while the resonance exchange contribution does

by construction.Thecom parison ofthesecond and thethird colum n showsthat

theresonanceexchangedom inanceworksin theENJL to orderp6 within 15�25

% sim ilarly to whathappened to otherquantitiesatorderp4[13].Thefour-point

and the three-pointcontributionscom bine to do thisratherwell. Thisisquite
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im portant,sincecontrary to theorderp4 [17]thisisnotwellestablished yetand

ourresultcan be used assupportforthe use ofresonance exchange dom inance

to thisorderaswell. In the fourth colum n we show the resultofresonance ex-

change dom inance using experim entalinputs. They include,ofcourse,higher

than orderp6 correctionsdue forinstance to quark m assesand nextto leading

in 1=N c corrections.Herewehaveconsistently used theexperim entalvaluef� =

92.4 M eV.Forthe contribution ofthe stateswith IG (JP C )= 0+ (0+ + )we have

taken the signsfavoured by phenom enology,see [12],and predicted also by the

ENJL m odel[19].The�rsterrorshown istheonefrom theinputvaluesand the

second isthecontribution from thestateswhosesign isnotwellestablished;i.e.

IG (JP C )= 0+ (2+ + )[8].Ascan beseen from thetableonly theENJL resultfor

ar
2
iscom patiblewith thecorresponding resonanceexchangeresult.Fortheother

two,although they only di�erby oneortwo �s,thecentralvaluesarenotquite

com patible.Thediscrepancy ism ainlybecausethedecayratesfor�;! ! �0
 are

notwellreproduced by the ENJL m odel[23]. The ENJL m odeldoesreproduce

�+ ! �+ 
 decay ratewell[23].Atpresent,thesereported radiativevectorm eson

decaysdo notagree with nonetsym m etry and therefore thisdiscrepancy isnot

solvable within ourapproach. In the �fth colum n we show the contribution of

thevectorthree-pointfunction typeofcontributionsto theresultsin thesecond

colum n. In the sixth colum n we show the results obtained in Ref. [20]. W e

disagreewith [20]butalook atthetablem akesitclearthatin thatreferencethe

contribution from the vectorpart(our�fth colum n)was neglected. In view of

theim portanceofthiscontribution,theapproxim ation used thereisnotvalid.

In Fig. 3 we have plotted forthe cross-section for

 ! �0�0 the one-loop

result,thetwo-loop resultwith alltheorderp6 counterterm ssetto zero and the

two-loop resultwith the fullENJL contribution added. The di�erence between

thelasttwocurvesshow thee�ectofthecounterterm s.Asacom parison wehave

also plotted the resultwith only the orderp6 partofthe ENJL resultplusthe

two-loop result. Forthe two-loop resultwe have used the sim pli�ed form ula as

given in [8]with � A = � B = 0. W e have also indicated the presently available

data[3]in this�gure. The integration overthe azim uthalangle wasdone up to

jcos�j� 0:8in this�gure.From theform ulasgiven aboveand theexpressionsin

[8],theextension to thefullintegration rangecan bedoneeasily.Ascan also be

seen the totale�ectofthe orderp6 isquite sm alland the e�ectofthe orderp8

and higherordersisextrem ely sm all.So up to theenergiesshown,only a crude

estim ateoftheextra counterterm sissu�cientforthisprocess.

Theotherdecay � ! �0

 ism oredi�cultto treatto allordersin m om enta.

The problem is that ourwhole approach is leading in 1=N c. The pseudoscalar

m asseigenstatesthere,donotcorrespond tothephysical� and�0sincetheU(1)A-

breaking dueto thefactthattheanom aly isnotpresentatthisorder.Therefore

we cannotdirectly calculate the relevant� am plitude aswe did for

 ! �0�0.

W ecouldresorttocalculatethe� decayattree-leveltoallordersinCHPT leading

in 1=N c ifwe could obtain the relevantcounterterm s allowed by the sym m etry

7
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Figure 3: The cross-section for
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resulttoorderp4;theresulttoorderp6 addingonlythetwo-loop result,theresult

to the sam e orderadding also the fullENJL resultoradding only the orderp6

part.

from ourallorderscalculation of

 ! �0�0.Thephysical� �eld in term softhe

nonet�8 and singlet�1 SU(3)
avourstatesis� = cos’P �8� sin’P �1.W ehave

used sin’P = �1=3 [24]. Using the sam e basis as in Eq. (2)butsubstituting

p1 = p� and p2 = �p� everywhere,the am plitude � ! �0

 can be written in

term sofA(s;�)and B (s;�)which to orderp6 and largeN c to beconsistentwith

ourcalculation oftheam plitudesA(s;�)and B (s;�),can beparam etrized as:

A
(6)(s;�) =

4

3f4�

s

2

3

h

8m 2

�(2d
r
3
� d

r
2
)� 8m 2

�d
r
2
+ (dr

1
+ 8dr

2
)s
i

;

B
(6)(s;�) = �

2

3f4�

s

2

3
d
r
1
: (10)

Here,dr
1
,dr

2
and dr

3
are the orderp6 couplingsofthe e�ective chiralLagrangian

de�ned in Eq.(11)of[19]1.They areorderN 2
c in thelargeN c.Thesecouplings

also coincidewith theonesde�ned in [8]when restricted to thetwo 
avourcase.

In general(next-to leading in 1=N c) there are three m ore couplings [12]which

are order N c. Only two ofthem appear in the am plitudes A(s;�) and B (s;�)

to order p6 and can be seen as 1=N c corrections ofthe d
r
1
and dr

2
couplings in

Eq. (10) [12]. These sam e dr1;2;3 couplings enter in the order p6 expression for

1Notice wedisagreewith the resultforA (6)(s;�)in thatreference.
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the am plitudes A(s;�) and B (s;�) for 

 ! �0�0,see [8,19]. The fact that

they appearthere in three di�erentcom binationsallowsusto disentangle them

com pletely from thedi�erent�tsto theENJL data shown before.To obtain all

counterterm scontributing to the� decay from 

 ! �0�0 athigherordersisnot

possible. The underlying problem is easy to understand. Due to relations like

2q1 � q2 = 2p1 � p2 + p21 + p22,the com binationsofcounterterm sappearing in the

am plitudes forthe � decay and 

 ! �0�0 are clearly di�erent. Therefore the

only possibility to m akea prediction to allordersforthe� decay isto determ ine

allthecouplingsm odulatingtheneeded counterterm s.However,aquickcounting

shows that the num ber ofdi�erent com binations ofcounterterm s appearing at

higher order (p8 and higher) does not allow to determ ine allpossible term s in

the chiralLagrangian. It is enough however,as said before,for the order p6

counterterm s.Onecould hopethatgoing to the o�-shellpartsofthe four-point

function in (4)itcould bedone,butthisisnotthe case.There areagain term s

thatcontribute to 

 ! �0�0 o�-shelldi�erently asto the � decay and term s

thatcontributeto (4)butnotto thedecays.An exam pleofthelatteris

tr
�

F��F
��
��

y
�

with � = 2B 0(s+ ip): (11)

where s and p are scalar and pseudoscalar externalsources as in (1). And,of

course,thenum berofdi�erentcom binationsatorderp8 and higherisnotenough

to disentangleallpossibleterm sin thechiralLagrangian.Forthisreason wewill

only usetheorderp6 partofthecalculation forthe�-decay.

From Refs. [8,19]one can obtain the relation between the couplingsa1,a2
and b1 in (6)and thed1;2;3 couplingsoftheorderp

6 Lagrangian,

d1 = �
9

10

1

(16�2)2
b1 (12)

d2 =
9

160

1

(16�2)2
[a2 + 2b1] (13)

d3 =
9

320

1

(16�2)2
[a1 + 2a2 + 4b1]: (14)

From ourENJL resultsin thesecond colum n ofTable(1)weget

d
r
1
= �6:0� 10�5 ; d

r
2
= 3:9� 10�5 ; d

r
3
= 1:3� 10�5 : (15)

W e observe thatthe three couplingsare ofthe sam e orderofm agnitude in this

ENJL m odel.Noticethatatorderp6 thereisnonetsym m etry and thedi�erence

between isospin oneand isospin zero ishigherorder.

One can also use resonance exchange dom inance in the eta decay to predict

the dri couplings. This has been done before in [9]for the dr
1;2 and in [25]to

predictalso dr
3
using a0(980)data.Since the actualdata on the a0(980)[24]do

not allow to m ake any trustable prediction,we have used nonet sym m etry to

9



obtain the dr3 coupling from the fourth colum n in Table 1 with the form ulasin

(12).W eget

d
r
1
= �(8:2� 2:0)� 10�5 ; d

r
2
= (4:3� 1:0)� 10�5 ; d

r
3
= (0:4� 2:7)� 10�5 :(16)

The dri couplingsobtained in (16)contain higherthan orderp6 correctionsdue

to quark m asses contributions to the m asses ofthe resonances aswellasnext-

to-leading in 1=N c corrections.Keeping thisin m ind,weobserve thatonly d
r
2 is

in com plete agreem entalthough both resultsare com patible atthe one � level.

Noticethelargeerrorbarsin thisway ofestim ating thedri couplings.

Thedecay ratefor� ! �0

 can bewritten asfollows

�(� ! �
0


) =

�2

64�m 3
�

Z s2

0

dss2
Z t2

t1

dt
h

jH + + (s;�)j
2
+ jH + � (s;�)j

2
i

(17)

with � the�nestructureconstantand

s2 = (m � � m �)
2
;

t2;1 =
1

2

h

m
2

� + m
2

� � s�
q

(m 2
� + m 2

� � s)2 � 4m 2
�m

2
�

i

(18)

and

H + + (s;�) = A(s;�)+ 2B (s;�)(2m2� + 2m 2

� � s);

H + � (s;�) = 8B (s;�)
m 2

�m
2
� � ut

s
: (19)

Theexperim entalvalueofthedecay rate�(� ! �0

)is

�(� ! �
0


)= (0:85� 0:19)eV[24]: (20)

Using only theorderp6 tree-levelcontributionsto A(s;�)and B (s;�)in (10)we

get

�(� ! �
0


)= 0:18eV (21)

using ourENJL results forthe dri couplings in (15)and the chirallim it ENJL

value for f�,i.e. f� = 88.9 M eV.The contribution ofthe coupling dr
3
is not

dom inantand itsENJL value resultsin a decreasing ofthe the decay rate with

respectto thecasewith dr3 = 0.Ifoneinstead usesthevaluesin (16)then

�(� ! �
0


)= (0:18+ 0:15�0:10 )eV: (22)

Notice thatthe variation within the allowed range ofvaluesfordr
1;2;3 predicted

by theresonanceexchangem odelproducesa largeuncertainty in thedecay rate.

Thisuncertainty isavoided in theENJL m odelpredictions.

The contribution from theorderp4 loopsiseithersuppressed by G-parity or

thekaon m ass[9].Theanalysisin [12]oftheorderp6 loop contributions,though

10



partial,showsthesam e suppression. The orderp6 contributionsincluded there,

which areexpected tobethedom inantonesatthatorder,interferedestructively

decreasing the decay rate butonly by 0.04 eV.Atorderp8 there appearsquali-

tatively new contributions[9],they arethedoubly-anom alouscontributions.Its

relativesizecom pared tothechiralloopcontributionsanalysed previously,cannot

beinferred from thechiralcountingsinceitisthe�rstin itsclassofcontributions.

Thereis,forinstance,no G-parity suppression in thecouplings[9].

So,adding the order p4 charged pion and kaon loop contributions plus the

doubly-anom alouscontributionsoforderp8 and thetree-levelorderp6 contribu-

tionsto A(s;�)and B (s;�),weget

�(� ! �
0


)= 0:30eV (23)

using ourlarge N c ENJL resultsforthe dri couplingsin (15). Ifwe instead use

thevaluesin (16)oneobtains

�(� ! �
0


)= (0:27+ 0:18�0:07 )eV: (24)

Thereisaverystrongconstructiveinterferencebetween theorderp6 tree-leveland

the orderp4 and p8 loop contributions.Including the expected sm alldecreasing

ofthe order p6 loops,we conclude that within the ENJL m odel,the order p6

prediction for the decay rate �(� ! �0

) is o� the experim entalresult by

alm ostthree�s.Thisisin disagreem entwith theresultsin [19].

In thepresentwork,wehavecom puted thetree-levelcontributionsto allor-

dersin thechiralexpansion and leading in 1=N c for

 ! �0�0 within theENJL

m odel. W e have predicted the corresponding cross-section and com pared with

experim ent. Ourresultshowsthattree-levelcontributionsoforderhigherthan

p6 are negligible for s and � below 0.2 GeV2. W e have also predicted the or-

derp6 counterterm s thatcontribute atlarge N c to thisprocess. A com parison

with otherestim atesofthese counterterm sism ade.W e have seen thatthe res-

onanceexchange dom inance workswithin theENJL m odelto 15�25% .Forthe

� ! �0

 wehave m adea prediction including thedom inantchiralloop correc-

tions[9,12],i.ethoseoforderp4 and thedoubly-anom alousoforderp8,and the

tree-levelorderp6 obtained within theENJL m odelatleading orderin 1=N c.W e

obtain a three �sdiscrepancy with the experim entalresultpreviously observed

in otherestim ates. W e do notexpect to obtain unusually large correctionsfor

A and B from higher orderterm s because ofthe CHPT counting. This is the

case,forinstance,forthe orderp6 loopsanalysed in [12]. Itshould be noticed,

however,thata sm allchange in the valuesofA and B can resultin a large en-

hancem entofthedecay rate.An exam pleistheenhancem entdueto thestrong

constructive interference between the leading loop correction and the tree-level

contributions. Thisisalso wellillustrated by the increasing of0.14 eV (alm ost

one �)when higherordertree-levelcontributions are taken into accountby an

\all-orders" vector m eson resonance exchange m odel[9]. This would bring our

11



orderp6 ENJL estim atecloserto theexperim entalresult,butstillo� theexper-

im entalresultby notlessthan two �s. Assaid in the text,the nextto leading

in 1=N c couplingscould beregarded ascorrectionsto d
r
1 and d

r
2 [12].Thesehave

to be added to the errorsinherentin ourlarge N c ENJL m odel. In view ofthe

largeconstructiveinterferencem entioned abovethey could add a signi�cantcon-

tribution to thedecay rate.In fact,reasonable1=N c corrections(30 % )together

with thehigherorderse�ectabovecould easily bring the�nalresultwithin one

� from the experim entalresult. It is then ofinterest to have a high statistics

m easurem entofthisdecay rateand thetwo-photon energy spectrum in orderto

reduce the actualexperim entaluncertainty and see ifthisdiscrepancy persists.

Itcould bealsoused toextractthee�ectivedri couplingsand thereforedeviations

from ourlargeN c estim ate.Dueto itslargepresentuncertainty,the decay rate

�(� ! �0

)can within one standard deviation be explained with higherorder

correctionsboth in 1=N c and CHPT.
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