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A bstract

W estudy the� ! �
0


 decay via thequark-box diagram in thethree-


avor Nam bu{Jona-Lasinio m odelthat includes the UA (1) breaking ef-

fect. W e �nd that the �-m eson m ass,the � ! 

 decay width and the

� ! �
0


 decay width are in good agreem entwith the experim entalval-

ueswhen the UA (1)breaking isstrong and the 
avorSU (3)singlet-octet

m ixing angle� isaboutzero.Thephoton energy and thephoton invariant

m assspectra in � ! �
0


 arecom pared with thosein thechiralperturba-

tion theory.
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Chiralsym m etry playsan essentialrolein the light-
avorQCD.Lightpseu-

doscalarm esonsare regarded asthe Nam bu-Goldstone (NG)bosonsofsponta-

neoussym m etry breaking ofchiralSU(N )L � SU(N )R sym m etry.Propertiesof

theNG bosonshavebeen studied in variouschirale�ectivetheoriessuccessfully.

Anotherinteresting low-energy sym m etry istheaxialU(1)sym m etry,which

isexplicitly broken by theanom aly.Thesym m etry breaking ism anifested in the

heavy m assof�0m eson,which hasbeen studied asthe\UA(1)problem ".Itisyet

notclearhow strong theanom aly e�ectison thepseudoscalarspectrum m ainly

becauseofcom plicated interferenceoftheexplicit
avorsym m etry breaking due

to the strange quark m ass. Two ofthe authors (M .T.and M .O.) argued in a

previous paper[1]thata strong UA (1)breaking and consequently a large 
avor

m ixing arefavorable forthe � m eson.The argum entisbased on the analysisof

the� system asa q�q bound statein thethree-
avorNam bu{Jona-Lasinio (NJL)

m odel. W e claim that the � m ass as wellas the � ! 

 decay rate supports

a UA(1) breaking six-quark interaction m uch stronger than previously used[2].

Thisinteraction causesa large
avorm ixing resulting alm ostpureoctet� ’ �8.

Thepurposeofthispaperistoextend thepreviousanalysistoanother� decay

process,� ! �0

 and tocon�rm ourclaim ofthestrongUA (1)breaking.W eare

interested in thisprocesswhere the internalstructure ofthe �;�0 m esonsplays

essentialrolesbecausethephoton doesnotcoupletotheneutralm esonsdirectly.

Furtherm ore,chiralperturbation theory (ChPT)givestoosm allprediction in the

leading orderand higherorderterm sareexpected to bedom inant.

Thethree-
avorNJL m odelisoneofthephenom enologically successfulchiral

e�ectivem odelsofthelow-energy QCD and thelagrangian density wehaveused

isasfollows,

L = L0 + L4 + L6; (1)
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L0 =  (i@�

� � m̂ ) ; (2)

L4 =
G S

2
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+
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a
i
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�2
�

; (3)

L6 = G D

(

det
(i;j)

h

 i(1+ 
5) j

i

+ det
(i;j)

h

 i(1� 
5) j

i
)

; (4)

where  is the quark �eld, m̂ = diag(m u;m d;m s) is the current quark m ass

m atrix,and �a isthe 
avorU(3)generator(�0 =
q

2=3I). The determ inantin

L6 is a 3� 3 determ inant with respect to the 
avor indices i;j = u;d;s. The

m odelinvolvesthe UL(3)� UR (3)sym m etric four-quark interaction L4 and the

six-quark 
avor-determ inant interaction L 6 incorporating e�ects ofthe U A(1)

anom aly.

Quark condensatesand constituentquark m assesare self-consistently deter-

m ined by the gap equations in the m ean �eld approxim ation. The covariant

cuto� � is introduced to regularize the divergent integrals. The pseudoscalar

channelquark-antiquark scattering am plitudes are then calculated in the lad-

der approxim ation. From the pole positions ofthe scattering am plitudes,the

pseudoscalarm eson m assesaredeterm ined.W ede�nethee�ectivem eson-quark

coupling constantsg�qq and g�qq by introducing additionalvertex lagrangians,

L�qq = g�qq i
5�
�
 ��; (5)

L�qq = g�qq i
5�
3
 ��0; (6)

with �� = cos��8 � sin��0. Here � is an auxiliary m eson �eld introduced for

convenienceand thee�ectivem eson-quarkcouplingconstantsarecalculated from

the residues ofthe q�q-scattering am plitudes atthe corresponding m eson poles.

BecauseoftheSU(3)sym m etry breaking,the
avor�8� �0 com ponentsm ixwith

each other. Thuswe solve the coupled-channelq�q scattering problem forthe �

m eson. The m ixing angle � is obtained by diagonalization ofthe q�q-scattering

3



Table1:Theparam etersand � ! �0

 decay widthsforeach Ge�D

G e�
D G e�

S M �[M eV] �(M 2
�)[deg] g�qq �[eV]

0.00 0.73 138.1 -54.74 3.44 2.88

0.10 0.70 285.3 -44.61 3.23 2.46

0.20 0.66 366.1 -33.52 3.12 2.06

0.30 0.63 419.1 -23.24 3.11 1.71

0.40 0.60 455.0 -14.98 3.15 1.42

0.50 0.57 479.7 -8.86 3.20 1.20

0.60 0.54 497.3 -4.44 3.25 1.04

0.70 0.51 510.0 -1.25 3.28 0.92

0.80 0.47 519.6 1.09 3.30 0.84

0.90 0.44 527.0 2.84 3.31 0.77

1.00 0.41 532.8 4.17 3.32 0.71

1.10 0.40 537.5 5.21 3.32 0.67

1.20 0.35 541.3 6.02 3.31 0.63

1.30 0.32 544.5 6.66 3.30 0.61

1.40 0.29 547.2 7.17 3.29 0.58

1.50 0.25 549.4 7.57 3.28 0.56

1.60 0.22 551.4 7.90 3.26 0.55

am plitude at the �-m eson pole. The m eson decay constant fM (M = �;K ;�)

is determ ined by calculating the quark-antiquark one-loop graph. The explicit

expressionsarefound in [1].

Theparam etersofthem odelarethecurrentquark m assesm u = m d;m s,the

four-quark coupling constant G S,the six-quark determ inant coupling constant

G D and the covariant cuto� �. W e take G D as a free param eter and study �

m eson properties as functions ofG D . W e use the light current quark m asses

m u = m d = 8:0 M eV (sam e asin [1]). Otherparam eters,m s; G D ,and �,are

determ ined so as to reproduce the isospin averaged observed m asses,m �;m K ,

and f�.

W e obtain m s = 193 M eV,� = 783 M eV,the constituent u;d-quark m ass

M u;d = 325 M eV and g�qq = 3:44,which arealm ostindependentofG D .
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Table1 sum m arizesthe�tted resultsofthem odelparam etersand thequan-

tities necessary for calculating the � ! �0

 decay width which depend on

G D . W e de�ne dim ensionless param eters G e�
D � �G D (�=2�)

4�N 2
c and G e�

S �

G S(�=2�)
2N c.W hen G e�

D iszero,ourlagrangian doesnotcause the 
avorm ix-

ing and thereforetheidealm ixing isachieved.The\�" ispurely u�u+ d�d and is

degenerateto thepion in thislim it.

Itisfound in [1]thatthe� ! 

 decay width isreproduced ataboutGe�D =

0:7. At this value the ratio G D hssi=G S = 0:44 indicates thatthe contribution

from L6 to the dynam icalm assofthe up and down quarksis44% ofthatfrom

L4. The m ixing angle at G e�
D = 0:7 is � = �1:3� and that indicates a strong

OZIviolation and a large (u,d)-s m ixing. This disagrees with the \standard"

value� ’ �20� obtained in ChPT[3].Thisisdueto thestrongerUA (1)breaking

in the present calculation. The di�erence m ainly com es from the factthatthe

m ixing angle in the NJL m odeldependson q2 ofthe qq state and thusre
ects

the internalstructure ofthe � m eson.On the contrary the analysesofChPT[3]

assum ean energy-independentm ixing angle,i.e.,�(M 2
�)= �(M 2

�0).

W e are now in a position to study whether the � ! �0

 decay rate is

consistentwith ourpictureof� with a largeOZIm ixing.

Theexperim entalvalueofthe� ! �0

 decay width is[4]

�exp

�

� ! �
0




�

= 0:85� 0:19 eV: (7)

W e evaluate the quark-box diagram given in Fig 1.W e follow the evaluation of

thebox-diagram perform ed in [5].Otherpossiblecontributionswillbediscussed

later.

The� ! �0

 decay am plitudeisgiven by

h�0(p�)
(k1;�1)
(k2;�2)j�(p)i= i(2�)4�4(p� + k1 + k2 � p)�
�

1�
�
2
T��; (8)
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Figure1:Thequark-box diagram for� ! �0



where �1 and �2 are the polarization vectors ofthe photons. T�� is given by a

straightforward evaluation oftheFeynm an diagram s.Aftercalculating tracesin

colorand 
avorspaces,weobtain

T�� = �i
1
p
3
(cos� �

p
2sin�)e2g�qqg�qq

Z
d4q

(2�)4

6X

i= 1

U
i
��; (9)

with

U
1

�� = Tr(D )

(


5
1

q=� M + i�

5

1

q=+ p=� k=1 � k=2 � M + i�

� 
�
1

q=+ p=� k=1 � M + i�

�

1

q=+ p=� M + i�

)

; (10)

U
2

�� = Tr(D )

(


5
1

q=� M + i�

5

1

q=+ k=2 � M + i�

� 
�
1

q=+ p=� k=1 � M + i�

�

1

q=+ p=� M + i�

)

; (11)

U
3

�� = Tr(D )

(


5
1

q=� M + i�

�

1

q=+ k=2 � M + i�

� 
�
1

q=+ k=1 + k=2 � M + i�

5

1

q=+ p=� M + i�

)

; (12)
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U
4

�� = U
1

��(k1 $ k2); (13)

U
5

�� = U
2

��(k1 $ k2); (14)

U
6

�� = U
3

��(k1 $ k2): (15)

Here Tr(D ) m eanstracein theDiracindicesand M isthe constituentu,d-quark

m ass. Because the loop integration in (9)isnotdivergent,we do notintroduce

the UV cuto�. Then the gauge invariance is preserved. The inclusion ofthe

cuto� thatis consistent with the gap equation willbreak the gauge invariance

and m ake the presentcalculation too com plicated. Notethatthestrange quark

doesnotcontributeto theloop.

On theotherhand theam plitudeT�� hasageneralform required bythegauge

invariance[6]

T
�� = A(x1;x2)(k

�
1
k
�

2 � k1 � k2g
��)

+ B (x1;x2)

"

�M 2

�x1x2g
�� �

k1 � k2

M 2
�

p
�
p
� + x1k

�

2p
� + x2p

�
k
�
1

#

; (16)

with

xi=
p� ki

M 2
�

; (17)

and M � is the � m eson m ass. W ith A and B ,the di�erentialdecay rate with

respectto theenergiesofthetwo photonsisgiven by

d2�

dx1dx2
=

M 5
�

256�2

8
<

:

�
�
�
�A +

1

2
B

�
�
�
�

2
"

2(x1 + x2)+
M 2

�

M 2
�

� 1

#2

+
1

4
jB j

2

"

4x1x2 �

"

2(x1 + x2)+
M 2

�

M 2
�

� 1

##2
9
=

;
; (18)

where M � is the �0 m eson m ass. Though the m ass of� as a �qq bound state

depends on G e�
D ,we use the experim entalvalue M � = 547 M eV in evaluating

(18).TheDalitzboundary isgiven by two conditions:

1

2

 

1�
M 2

�

M 2
�

!

� x1 + x2 � 1�
M �

M �

; (19)
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and

x1 + x2 � 2x1x2 �
1

2

 

1�
M 2

�

M 2
�

!

: (20)

In evaluating (10)-(15),oneonly hasto identify thecoe�cientsofp �p� and g��.

Detailsofthecalculation aregiven in [5].De�ning A and B by

Z
d4q

(2�)4

6X

i= 1

U
��

i = �i

 

A g�� + B
p�p�

M 2
�

+ � � �

!

; (21)

we�nd A and B as

A =
1
p
3
(cos� �

p
2sin�)e2g�qqg�qq

2

M 2
��

�

A � 2x1x2
B

�

�

; (22)

B =
1
p
3
(cos� �

p
2sin�)e2g�qqg�qq

2

M 2
�

B

�
; (23)

with

� =
(k1 + k2)

2

M 2
�

= 2(x1 + x2)+
M 2

�

M 2
�

� 1: (24)

W e evaluate A and B num erically and furtherintegrate (18)to obtain the � !

�0

 decay rate.The resultsaregiven in thelastcolum n ofTable 1 and shown

in Fig 2.

Ourresultis�(� ! �0

)= 0:92 eV atGe�D = 0:70 wherethe� ! 

 decay

width is reproduced [1]. At G e�
D = 1:40 which reproduces the experim ental�

m eson m ass,�(� ! �0

)= 0:58eV.Both arein reasonableagreem entwith (7).

InChPT [7],thereisnolowestorderO (p2)contributiontothe� ! �0

 process

because the involved m esonsareneutral.Likewise the nextorderO (p4)treedi-

agram s do not exist. Thus the O (p4)one-loop diagram s give the leading term

in this process,but the contribution is two orders ofm agnitude sm aller than

the experim entalvalue (7). Thisisbecause the pion loop violatesthe G-parity

invarianceand thekaon loop isalso suppressed by thelargekaon m ass.

AtO (p6),thereexistscontribution com ing from treediagram s,one-loopsand

two-loops. The loop contributionsare sm allerthan those from the orderO (p4).
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0.5 1 1.5
0

0.5

1
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2.5

3

G e�
D

Figure 2:Dependence ofthe � ! �0

 decay width on the dim ension-lesscou-

pling constant G e�
D . The horizontalsolid line indicates the experim entalvalue

�= 0:85 eV and thedashed linesindicateitserrorwidths.

AtO (p8),m oretreediagram sand a new typeofloop correctionsappear,butthe

loop correctionsarealso sm all.

In [7],coupling strengthsofthe tree diagram sare determ ined assum ing sat-

uration by m eson resonancepoles,such as�;!;a0 and a2.Thisgives

�(� ! �
0


)= 0:42� 0:20 eV; (25)

wherethe0:20eV isthecontribution ofa0 and a2,thesign ofwhich isnotknown.

Theresultisa factortwo sm allerthan theexperim entalvalue.

The contributions ofother m esons,such as b1(1235);h1(1170);h1(1380) [8]

and othertreediagram s[9],arefound to besm all.

Although theseresultsbased on ChPT arenottoo farfrom theexperim ental

value,itisnoted thatthe higherorderO (p6)term sin the perturbation expan-

sion are largerthan the leading O (p4)term sand the resultscontain am biguous

9



param etersthatcannotbedeterm ined wellfrom otherprocesses.

On the other hand in [10]the O (p6) tree diagram s are evaluated by using

the extended NJL (ENJL) m odel[11]. They calculated three contributions in

ENJL,nam ely, the vector and scalar resonance exchange and the quark-loop

contributions. Their resultis�(� ! �0

)’ 0:5 eV.They furtherintroduced

theO (p8)chiralcorrectionsaswellastheaxialvectorand tensorm eson exchange

contributions,and �nally obtained �(� ! �0

)= 0:58� 0:3 eV.

The di�erence between our approach and that in [10]are as follows. The

ENJL m odellagrangian hasnotonly thescalar-pseudoscalarfourquark interac-

tionsbutalso thevector-axialvectorfourquark interactions.However,theUA(1)

breaking isnotexplicitly included in theirm odeland therefore the � � �0 m ix-

ing isintroduced by hand with the m ixing angle � = �20�. W e stressthatthe

introduction ofthe UA (1) breaking interaction is im portant to understand the

structureofthe� m eson.

Thereisanotherdi�erence.Thecoupling constantsofthechirale�ectivem e-

son lagrangian predicted in theENJL m odelareparam etersoftheGreen function

evaluated atzero m om enta.On theotherhand weevaluatethequantitiesatthe

poleposition ofthem esons.

Calculated spectrum ofthe photon invariant m ass square m 2


 for the � !

�0

 decayisshown in Fig3.Asthisspectrum iscom pared with thosecalculated

by ChPT in [9],we�nd oursto besim ilarto theoneford3 = 4:5� 10�2 GeV �2

in [9]which involvesan additionalO (p6)contribution totheoriginalLagrangian.

Spectrum ofthephoton energy E 
 forthe� ! �0

 decay isshown in Fig 4,

and given in [7]in ChPT.Both arealso sim ilar,though thereisno experim ental

result.

In our calculation ofthe � ! �0

 decay,we evaluate only the quark-box

10
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1
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3
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Figure3:Spectrum ofthephoton invariantm assm 2


.

diagram in Fig 1. Since the vector and axialvector four-quark interactions are

not included in our m odel,the only other contribution to this process is the

scalar resonance exchange. In the ENJL m odelthe contribution ofthe scalar

resonance exchange issm all[10]. W e expectthatsim ilarresultwillbe obtained

in ourapproach.

Ifone includesthe vectorand axialvectorfour-quark interaction in the NJL

m odel,thepseudoscalarm eson propertiesarea�ected through thepseudoscalar-

axialvectorchannelm ixingandthem odelparam eterswith andwithoutthevector

and axialvectorfour-quark interaction aredi�erent. W e expectthatthe m odels

with and withoutthevector-axialvectorinteraction predictsim ilarresultsforthe

processesinvolving only the pseudoscalarm esonswith energiesm uch below the

vectorm eson m asses.Itisfurtherargued thatthecontribution ofthequark-box
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Figure4:Spectrum ofthephoton energy E 
.

diagram to the

 ! �0�0 process,thatissim ilarto � ! �0

 ,isquitecloseto

thatofthevectorm eson exchangein thevectordom inancem odel[12].

In sum m ary,we have studied the � ! �0

 decay in the three-
avor NJL

m odelthatincludesthe UA(1)breaking six-quark determ inantinteraction. The

� m eson m ass,the � ! 

 decay width and the � ! �0

 decay width are

reproduced wellwith a rather strong UA (1) breaking interaction, that m akes

�1 � �8 m ixing angle � ’ 0�. Since the �0 m eson is expected to be sensitive

to the e�ectsofthe U A(1)anom aly,itisvery im portantto study the �
0 m eson

properties. Itshould be noted,however,that the NJL m odeldoes notcon�ne

quarks.W hiletheNG bosons,�;K and �,arestrongly bound and thereforecan

be described in the NJL m odelfairly well,we do not apply our m odelto the

heavy m esonssuch as�;! and �0.Furtherstudy ofthe UA(1)breaking and the

12



�1 � �8 m ixing willrequirea calculation including thecon�nem entm echanism .
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