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A bstract

Taken by itself,theinterferencewith the�0appearstostrongly a�ect
theam plitudeofthetransition �! 3�.Ipointoutthatthise�ectis
�ctitiousand also occursin them assspectrum ofthepseudoscalars.
Chiralsym m etry im pliesthatthesam ecom bination ofe�ectivecou-
pling constantswhich determ inesthesm alldeviationsfrom theGell-
M ann-Okubo form ula also speci�esthesym m etry breaking e�ectsin
thedecay am plitudeand thusensuresthatthesearesm all.
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The decay � ! 3� is ofparticular interest,because it violates isospin
sym m etry. The electrom agnetic interaction is known to produce only very
sm allcorrections[1].Disregarding these,thetransition am plitudeispropor-
tionalto m d � m u and thus represents a sensitive probe ofthe sym m etry
breaking generated by thequark m asses.

Since the quark m ass term qm q= m uuu + m ddd+ m sss breaks SU(3),
it generates transitions between the octet and the singlet ofpseudoscalar
m esons.Theconsequencesforthetransition am plitude arediscussed in the
literature,buttheresultsarecontradictory:W hilea directevaluation ofthe
m ixing e�ects[2]leadsto theconclusion thatthecurrentalgebra prediction
ism odi�ed drastically,thechiralperturbation theory calculation tooneloop
[3]yieldstheoppositeresult.Thepurposeofthepresentpaperisto resolve
thisparadox.

Thedirectcalculationisbasedonthee�ectiveLagrangianwhich describes
the low energy structure ofQCD in term s ofa sim ultaneous expansion in
powers of1=N c,powers ofthe m om enta p and powers ofthe quark m ass
m atrix m . Fora discussion ofthisfram ework to �rstnonleading orderand
referencesto theliterature,seeref.[4].Therelevante�ective�eld U(x)isan
elem entofU(3)and includesthedegreesoffreedom ofboth thepseudoscalar
octetand thesinglet.Thelatterisdescribed bythephaseofthedeterm inant,
detU = ei�0.Counting thethreeexpansion param etersassm allquantitiesof
order 1=N c = O (�); p = O (

p
�); m = O (�),the expansion starts with a

contribution oforderone,given by

Leff =
1

4
F
2
h@�U
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@
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2
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B hm U

y + m Ui� 1

2
��

2

0
+ O (�) ; (1)

where m atrix traces are abbreviated with the sym bolh:::i. The expres-
sion involves three e�ective coupling constants: the pion decay constant
F = O (

p
N c),the constant B = O (1) which determ ines the m agnitude of

the quark condensate and the topologicalsusceptibility � = O (1). The rel-
ative m agnitude ofthe three leading contributions depends on the relative
m agnitude ofthe expansion param eters: the �rst involves two powers of
m om entum ,the second is proportionalto the quark m ass m atrix and the
coe�cient� ofthethird issm allerthan F 2 orF 2B by onepowerof1=N c.

Setting U = expi’=F,the singlet�eld isgiven by the trace �0= h’i=F,
so thatthe term s quadratic in ’ are 1

4
h@�’@

�’i� 1

2
B hm ’2i� 1

2
�h’i2=F 2.

Forthose�eldswhich carry electricchargeorstrangeness,thisexpression is
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diagonaland leadsto thestandard currentalgebra m assform ulae,

M
2

�+
= (m u + m d)B ; M

2

K + = (m u + m s)B ; M
2

K 0 = (m d + m s)B :

Thestates�0;� and �0undergo m ixing.Them ixing m atrix isan elem entof
O(3)and m aythusberepresented in term softhreeangles,���0;�;�0.The�rst
arisesfrom the m assdi�erence between the strange and nonstrange quarks
and breaksSU(3),whiletheothertwo areisospin breaking e�ects,driven by
m d� m u.To �rstorderin isospin breaking,therelation between theneutral

com ponentsofthe�eld,’ = ’3�3 + ’8�8 + ’9

q
2

3
and them asseigenstates

�0;�;�0isoftheform

’3= �
0
� � � � �

0
�
0 (2)

’8= cos���0(� + ��
0)+ sin���0(�

0+ �
0
�
0)

’9= � sin���0(� + ��
0)+ cos���0(�

0+ �
0
�
0) :

In the eigenvalues, the isospin breaking e�ects are of order (m d � m u)2.
Neglecting these,the �0 is degenerate with �� ,M 2

�0
= (m u + m d)B . The

rem ainingtwoeigenvaluesinvolveanew scale,setbythetopologicalsuscepti-
bility.Elim inating it,thediagonalization leadsto two independentrelations
am ong thethreequantitiesM �;M �0;���0,e.g.

sin2���0 = � 4

3

p
2
M 2

K
� M 2

�

M 2

�0
� M 2

�

; (3)

M
2

�
= 1

3
(4M 2

K
� M

2

�
)+ 2

3

p
2tg���0(M

2

K
� M

2

�
) : (4)

Theisospin breaking angles�;�0areproportionalto thequark m assratio

�0 �

p
3

4

(m d � m u)

(m s � m̂ )
; m̂ = 1

2
(m u + m d) :

Thecoe�cientsofproportionality m ay beexpressed in term sof� ��0,

�= �0 cos���0
cos���0 � sin ���0

p
2

cos���0 + sin ���0=
p
2

(5)

�
0= �2�0 sin ���0

cos���0 + sin ���0=
p
2

cos���0 � sin ���0
p
2

:
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Notethat,in thecounting ofpowersintroduced above,M 2

�
;M 2

K
;M 2

�
;M 2

�0
are

treated assm allquantitiesoforder�.According to eq.(3),them ixing angle
��0� isgiven by a ratio thereofand thusrepresentsa quantity oforderone.
In this sense,the above form ulae are valid to allorders in ��0�. Num eri-
cally,the ratio M 2

�0
=M 2

�
isaboutequalto 3,indicating thatthe breaking of

U(3)
R
�U(3)

L
generated by the anom aly islargerthan the breaking due to

m s,by roughly this factor. The topologicalsusceptibility,which describes
thee�ectsoftheanom aly in thefram ework ofthee�ectiveLagrangian and is
oforderN 0

c
,ism oreim portantthan theterm soforderm N c,which account

forthesym m etry breaking generated by thequark m asses.
Consider now the decay � ! �+ �� �0. To calculate the corresponding

transition am plitude with the e�ective Lagrangian in eq.(1),the expansion
in powersofthe �eld ’ isneeded to order’4. The �rstterm yieldsa con-
tribution proportionalto h[@�’;’][@�’;’]i. Since the rem ainder does not
involve derivatives,the decay am plitude A involves atm ost two powers of
m om entum . Lorentz invariance and crossing sym m etry then im ply that A
isofthe form a+ bs,where s= (p�+ + p�� )2 isthe square ofthe centerof
m assenergy ofthecharged pion pair.Perform ingthechangeofbasis(2),one
�ndsthatbisgiven by ��=F2,where� isoneofthem ixinganglesintroduced
above.Theam plitudem ay thusbewritten as

A = ��
1

F 2
(s� sA ) :

Theresultisofthesam estructureasthecurrentalgebra prediction [5],

A = ��0
1

F 2
(s� 4

3
M

2

�
) :

As a consequence ofthe interference with the �0,the quark m ass ratio �0

isreplaced by the m ixing angle � given in eq.(5). There isa corresponding
change also in the value ofthe constant term , 4

3
M 2

�
! sA,butthisterm is

inessential,forthefollowing reason.In thelim itm u;m d! 0,the am plitude
contains two Adler zeros,one at p�+ = 0,the other at p�� = 0. For the
above expression to have this property,the constant sA m ust tend to zero
ifm u;m d are turned o�. Hence an explicit evaluation would yield a result
forsA proportionalto M 2

�
:Theinterference with the�0m erely generatesan

SU(3)correction in thevalue 4

3
ofthecoe�cient.Sincecontributionsoforder

M 2

�
am ountto sm allcorrections,Iwilldrop thesein thefollowing.
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Using theobserved valuesofM 2

�
;M 2

K
;M 2

�0
� M 2

�
asan input,therelation

(3) yields ���0 ’ �22�,in reasonable agreem ent with what is found phe-
nom enologically [6]. Inserting this num ber,form ula (5)gives � ’ 2�0. So,
the netresultofthe above calculation isthatm ixing with the �0 increases
thecurrentalgebra prediction fortheam plitudeby a factorof2.

Inow com parethis�nding with theoneloop resultofchiralperturbation
theory[3].Thiscalculation accountsforalle�ectsof�rstnonleadingorder,in
particularalsoforthosedueto��0m ixing.Itisbased onSU(3)

R
�SU(3)

L
and

henceonly involvesthedegreesoffreedom ofthepseudoscalaroctet.In this
fram ework,the �0 only m anifestsitselfindirectly,through itscontributions
tothee�ectivecoupling constants,likeallotherstateswhich rem ain m assive
in thechirallim it,e.g.the�.

Norm alizing the am plitude with the kaon m assdi�erence (e.m . selfen-
ergiesrem oved)and with thepion m atrix elem entoftheaxialcurrent,1 the
resultisoftheform [7]

A = �
(M 2

K 0 � M 2

K + )

3
p
3F�

2
M (s;t;u) ; (6)

where M (s;t;u)is a lengthy expression,which contains contributions gen-
erated by the �nalstate interaction,as wellas sym m etry breaking term s
involving thee�ectivecoupling constantsL 5;L7;L8.The�0hidesin thecou-
pling constantL7,which also occursifthem assofthe� iscalculated within
thesam efram ework.Theexplicitexpression forthefunction M (s;t;u)con-
tains this constant through a correction term which is proportionalto the
deviation from theGell-M ann-Okubo form ula and isdenoted by

� G M O �
4M 2

K
� 3M 2

�
� M 2

�

M 2

�
� M 2

�

:

Dropping allother term s and disregarding contributions oforder M 2

�
,the

oneloop resultreducesto

M (s;t;u)=
3s

M 2

�
� M 2

�

(1+ 2

3
� G M O )+ :::=

9s

4(M 2

K
� M 2

�
)
(1+ � G M O )+ ::: ;

1Sincethe expression accountsforthecorrectionsoforderm ,oneneedsto distinguish

between the constant F in the e�ective Lagrangian and the observed decay constants

F�;FK ,which di�erfrom F through contributionsoforderm .
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where Ihave used the identity (M 2

�
� M 2

�
)(1+ 1

3
� G M O )=

4

3
(M 2

K
� M 2

�
).The

currentalgebra m assform ulae quoted above show that,atleading orderof
thechiralperturbation series,theratio(M 2

K 0� M
2

K + )=(M 2

K
� M 2

�
)isgiven by

(m d� m u)=(m s� m̂ )= 4�0=
p
3.Sincethecorresponding�rstordercorrections

do notinvolve the coupling constantL7,they are irrelevant in the present
contextand thesam ealso holdsforthedi�erencebetween F� and F.

W ith thesesim pli�cations,eq.(6)reducesto A = �(�0=F 2)s(1+ � G M O ):
Up to sm allcorrections of order M 2

�
, the contribution from the sym m e-

try breaking term sam ountsto an overallrenorm alization ofthe am plitude,
�0! �0(1+ � G M O ). The experim entalvalue ofthe deviation from the Gell-
M ann-Okubo form ula,� G M O = 0:22,shows that the m odi�cation is ofrea-
sonable size,con�rm ing the generalrule ofthum b,according to which �rst
order SU(3)breaking e�ects are typically oforder 25% . The second order
contributions,which theoneloop form ulaneglects,areexpected tobeofthe
orderofthesquareofthis.Clearly,theoutcom eofthecalculation described
earlierisin atcontradiction with chiralperturbation theory.

To identify theorigin ofthedisagreem ent,Ireturn to theearliercalcula-
tion and expresstheangularfactoroccurringin eq.(5)in term softhem asses
ofthe particles. Solving the relation (4)fortg���0 and inserting the result,
theangularfactorbecom es

cos��0� � sin��0�
p
2

cos��0� + sin��0�=
p
2
=
2(2M 2

K
� M 2

�
� M 2

�
)

M 2

�
� M 2

�

� 1+ � G M O :

Thisisrem arkable,becauseitshowsthattheexpression forthem ixing angle
� m ay equally wellbewritten as

� = �0 f1+ � G M O gcos��0� : (7)

In thisform ,theresultofthedirectcalculation di�ersfrom thecorresponding
term in theoneloop prediction ofchiralperturbation theory only by afactor
ofcos��0�’ 0:93,which representsa correction oforder(m s� m̂ )2 and isbe-
yond theaccuracyoftheoneloop result.Iconcludethatthetwocalculations
areconsistentwith oneanother.In particular,itisincorrectto am algam ate
the two by m ultiplying the one loop form ula with the enhancem ent factor
occurring in eq.(5).

The above expression forthe angularfactorshowsthatthe resultofthe
directcalculation issubjectto an uncertainty com parableto thee�ectitself:
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Depending on whether one uses eq.(3) or eq.(4), i.e. takes the observed
values ofM 2

�0
� M 2

�
or M 2

�
as an input,the calculation yields � ’ 2�0 or

� ’ 1:2�0,respectively. The problem arises from the fact that the m ass
form ula (4)isnotin good agreem entwith observation. Ifthe second term
is om itted, the relation reduces to the Gell-M ann-Okubo form ula, which
predicts M � ’ 566M eV,slightly largerthan whatis observed. The second
term indeed lowerstheresult,buttheshiftism uch toolarge:W hiletheGell-
M ann-Okubo prediction forM 2

�
only di�ersfrom theexperim entalvalueby

7% ,therepulsion generated by m ixingnow yieldsanum berwhich istoolow
by about20 % .Aspointed outin ref.[7],early determ inationsofthem ixing
angle failed forprecisely this reason: These were based on the assum ption
thattheobserved deviation from theGell-M ann-Okuboform ulaisexclusively
due to ��0 m ixing and thusunderestim ated the m agnitude of��0� by about
a factoroftwo.

The above discrepanciesdo notindicate thatthe expansion ofthee�ec-
tive Lagrangian in powers of1=N c;p and m fails. Deviations ofthis order
ofm agnitude are to be expected within a fram ework which only considers
the leading term ofthe expansion. The e�ective Lagrangian in eq.(1) also
predicts that FK is equalto F�,while,experim entally,the two quantities
di�erby the factor1.22. There isno reason why in the case ofthe m asses,
thecorrectionsgenerated by thehigherordercontributionsoftheexpansion
should besm aller.

The observed m ass pattern is perfectly consistent with the assum ption
thatthe term s neglected in eq.(1) are sm all,but they de�nitely are di�er-
entfrom zero. The m ain pointhere isthatthe sam e term snecessarily also
a�ectthe am plitude ofthe transition � ! 3�. The resultofthe chiralper-
turbation theory calculation am ountsto a low energy theorem :To orderp4,
theslopeofthedecay am plitudeinvolvesthesam ecom bination ofcouplings
which determ inesthe deviation from the Gell-M ann-Okubo form ula.W hile
the e�ective Lagrangian in eq.(1) only accounts for the coupling constant
L7,which is related to ��0 m ixing,the one loop result receives signi�cant
contributions also from L5 and L8. In the fram ework ofpole m odels [8],
these couplingsare dom inated by the exchange ofscalarparticles. Indeed,
the particle data table shows that the m ass ofthe lightest scalars is com -
parablewith M �0.Theseparticlesdo notundergo m ixing with pseudoscalar
one-particle states,but with the ground state as wellas with two-particle
states.The corresponding e�ectin thesquare ofthepseudoscalarm assesis
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also oforderm 2 and isofoppositesign.Itissuppressed by a relatively large
energy denom inator,because the m asses ofthe scalars are large com pared
to thoseofthepseudoscalaroctet,buttheenergy denom inatorisessentially
the sam e asthe one which suppressesthe shiftgenerated by ��0 m ixing,so
thatthee�ectsareofthesam eorderofm agnitude.

Thisexplainswhy thedirectcalculation doesnotyield a decentestim ate
for�,unless the resultiswritten in the form (7),where itdi�ersfrom the
chiralperturbation theory resultonly by afactorofcos��0�.Asnoted above,
this factor represents a second order correction oftypicalsize. Iconclude
thatthereisno indication forthesym m etry breaking e�ectsofhigherorder
to be unusually large { the factorcos��0� m ay be taken asan estim ate for
theuncertaintiesin thedecay am plitudedueto these.

The current algebra prediction for the decay � ! 3� also receives cor-
rections from a quite di�erent source: �nalstate interactions. These are
generated predom inantly by two-particle branch cuts and are responsible
for the bulk ofthe one loop corrections. The corresponding higher order
contributions m ay be worked outfrom unitarity,using dispersion relations
and relying on chiralperturbation theory only to determ inethesubtraction
constants [9,10]. Viewed in this perspective,the above discussion im plies
thattheoneloop predictionsforthe subtraction constantsaretrustworthy:
Theseaccountforallsym m etry breaking e�ectsof�rstnonleading order,in
particularforthose due to ��0 m ixing,and there is no indication forlarge
correctionsfrom higherorders.

Notethatthesestatem entsneed nothold forradiativetransitions,which
m ay wellbedistorted by thepoledueto �0-exchange[2,11].The3� channel
is special,because the transition am plitude is determ ined by the e�ective
Lagrangian ofthe strong interaction | this is why it is �rm ly tied to the
m assspectrum ofthepseudoscalars.
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