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A bstract

W e introduce isospin breaking term saswellasSU (3)breaking term s

to the anom alous V V P coupling in the hidden localsym m etry schem e

withouta�ecting thelow energy theorem on theprocessessuch as� ! 2


and 
 ! 3�. It is shown that the predictions from these term s coincide

successfully with alltheexperim entaldata ofanom alousdecays.Itisalso

predicted thatthedecay widthsof�0 ! �
0

 and � ! �

0

 are114� 7keV

and 0:552� 0:055keV ,respectively.

P AC S:12.39.Fe,12.40.Vv,13.25.-k,13.65.+ i,14.40.Aq,14.65.Bt

1 Introduction

Anom alousprocessesinvolving vectorm esonsare interesting probesto testthe

e�ective theoriesofQCD through the low-energy and high-lum inosity e+ e� col-

liderexperim entsin nearfuture.In particular,theDA�NE �-factoryisexpected

to yield 2� 1010 �-m eson decays per year [1],which willprovide us with high

quality data fordecaysofpseudoscalarand vectorm esonsin thelightquark sec-

tor. W e have im proved upper bounds ofthe branching ratios ofrare �-decays

such as� ! �
; � ! !
,etc. and m ay be able to obtain the branching ratio

of� ! �0
 [1]forwhich only the upper bound is known today [2]. M oreover,

uncertainty ofthedata on �0 ! �0
 willbem uch reduced [1].

These radiative decays are associated with the 
avor anom aly ofQCD and

aredescribed bytheW ess-Zum ino-W itten(W ZW )term [3]in thelow energylim it.
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Based on thehidden localsym m etry(HLS)[4][5]forthevectorm esons,Fujiwara

et al.[6]proposed a system atic way to incorporate vector m esons into such a

chiralLagrangian with W ZW term withouta�ecting thelow-energy theorem on

�0 ! 2
 ;
 ! 3� etc. Bram on etal.[8]studied extensively the radiative vector

m eson decaysby introducing SU(3)breaking into the anom alousLagrangian of

Fujiwara etal.[6].However,m ethod ofBram on etal.isnotconsistentwith the

low-energy theorem ,especially on �(�0)! 2
,which are essentially determ ined

by the W ZW term . Thus,ifisospin breaking e�ects were introduced through

their m ethod,successfullow-energy theorem on �(�0 ! 2
) and �(
 ! 3�)

would be violated. Furtherm ore,the breaking e�ects are im portantto account

forthedi�erencebetween �(�0 ! �0
)and �(�� ! �� 
).

In thispaper,weconstructallpossibleisospin/SU(3)-broken anom alousHLS

Lagrangianswith thesm allestnum berofderivativesin a m annerconsistentwith

the low energy theorem in contrast to Bram on et al.[8]. This issystem atically

donethroughspurion m ethodforthebreakingterm .Itisfurtherassum ed thatwe

can neglectdirectV P
 and V P3 couplings(V = vectorm eson,P = pseudoscalar

m eson)which areabsentin theoriginalLagrangian[6].Then we�nd aparam eter

region which isconsistentwith alltheexisting data on radiativedecaysofvector

m esons. Such a param eter region yields som e predictions on the decays like

�(�0 ! �0
);�(� ! �0
);�(� ! ���)and �(K � ! K ��).

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:In section 2,a review ofHLS Lagrangian

is given for both non-anom alous and anom alous term s. SU(3) breaking term s

are introduced into the non-anom alous HLS Lagrangian �a la Bando et al.[5].

In section 3, we construct the m ost generalisospin/SU(3)-broken anom alous

Lagrangianswith thelowestderivativesin a way consistentwith thelow energy

theorem . In section 4,the phenom enologicalanalysisofthese Lagrangianswill

be successfully done forthe radiative decaysofvectorm esons. In section 5,we

m ake the analysis for the hadronic anom alous decays. Section 6 is devoted to

sum m ary.

2 H idden LocalSym m etry

Here we give a briefreview ofHLS approach[7]. A key observation isthatthe

non-linear sigm a m odelbased on the m anifold U(3)L � U(3)R =U(3)V is gauge

equivalenttoanotherm odelhavingasym m etry[U(3)L� U(3)R ]global� [U(3)V ]local.

Vector m esons are introduced as the gauge �elds ofa hidden localsym m etry

[U(3)V ]local.Thephoton �eld isintroduced through gauging[U(3)L � U(3)R ]global.

TheHLS Lagrangian isgiven by [4],[5]:

L = LA + aLV + Lgauge; (2.1)

LA = �
f2�

8
tr(D ��L � �

y

L � D ��R � �
y

R)
2
; (2.2)
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LV = �
f2�

8
tr(D ��L � �

y

L + D ��R � �
y

R )
2
; (2.3)

where f� ’ 131M eV is the decay constant ofpseudoscalar m esons ,D ��L;R �

(@� � igV�)�L;R + ie�L;R Q � B� ,with Q = diag
�
2

3
;� 1

3
;� 1

3

�

,and V� and B � being

the vector m esons and the photon �elds,respectively,and L gauge is the kinetic

term s ofV� and B �. Here g,e,and a are respectively the hidden gauge cou-

pling,theelectron chargeand a freeparam eternotdeterm ined by thesym m etry

considerationsalone.

The�elds�L;R and V� transform asfollows;

�L;R(x) ! �
0
L;R(x)= h(x)�L;R(x)g

y

L;R (x); (2.4)

V�(x) ! V
0
�(x)= h(x)V�(x)h

y(x)+ ih(x)@�h
y(x); (2.5)

where h(x) 2 [U(3)V ]local; gL;R(x) 2 [U(3)L;R ]global. To do a phenom enological

analysis,wetakeunitary gauge:

�R = �
y

L = e
iP

f� ; (2.6)

P =

0

B
B
B
@

�0p
2
+ �

p
3
+ �0

p
6

�+ K +

�� �
�0p
2
+

�
p
3
+

�0
p
6

K 0

K � �K 0 �
�
p
3
+
q

2

3
�0

1

C
C
C
A
; (2.7)

V =

0

B
B
@

�0
p
2
+ !p

2
�+ K � +

�� �
�0
p
2
+ !p

2
K � 0

K � � �K � 0 �

1

C
C
A ; (2.8)

where we assum ed that�1-�8 m ixing angle (��1� �8)is�19:5 degrees,and !1-!8
m ixing angleistheidealm ixing (35 degrees).Ifwetakea = 2 in (2.1),wehave

thecelebrated KSRF relation M 2
� = 2f2�g

2,universality ofthe�-m eson coupling

and thevectorm eson dom inancefortheelectrom agneticform factor[4][5].

For obtaining the pseudoscalar m eson m ass term s,we introduce the quark

m assm atrix(M )as,

LM =
f2��

2
tr(�RM �

y

L + �LM �
y

R)+ m
2
�1
; (2.9)

where�M isrelatetom assof�,etc.and m �1 isthem assterm of�0duetoU(1)A
breakingby gluon anom aly.Analogously,wem ay add appropriateisospin/SU(3)

breaking term sto (2.1)[5],

�L A ;(V ) = �
f2�

8
tr(D ��L � �A ;(V )�

y

R � D ��R � �A ;(V )�
y

L)
2
; (2.10)

�A ;(V ) = diag(0;0;�A ;(V )): (2.11)
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Furtherim provem ents for(2.1)have been elaborated [10]. Here we willnot

discussthenon-anom aloussector(2.1)any furtherm ore,becauseweareonly in-

terested in the anom aloussector.W esim ply assum e thattheparam etersofthe

non-anom alousLagrangian have been arranged so asto reproduce the relevant

experim entaldata.Thusweusetheexperim entalvaluesasinputsfrom thenon-

anom alouspart.

In addition to (2.1)there existsan anom alouspartofthe HLS Lagrangian.

Fujiwara etal.[6]proposed how to incorporatevectorm esonsin thispartofthe

Lagrangian withoutchanging the anom aly determ ined by W ZW term [6]. They

havegiven theanom alousaction asfollows;

�= � W Z W +

4X

i= 1

Z

M 4

ciLi; (2.12)

where

�W Z W = �
iN c

240�2

Z

M 5

tr[(dU)� U
y]5covariantization ; (2.13)

L1 = tr(̂�3L �̂R � �̂
3
R �̂L); (2.14)

L2 = tr(̂�L �̂R �̂L �̂R ); (2.15)

L3 = itrFV (̂�L �̂R � �̂R �̂L); (2.16)

L4 =
i

2
tr(F̂L + F̂R )� (̂�L �̂R � �̂R �̂L); (2.17)

�̂L;R = D �L;R � �
y

L;R = d�L;R � �
y

L;R � igV + ie�L;R A�
y

L;R ; (2.18)

U = �
y

L�R ;FV = dV � igV
2
; (2.19)

F̂L;R = �L;R(dA � ieA
2)�

y

L;R : (2.20)

NoticethatL1 � L4 havenocontributiontoanom alousprocessessuch as�
0 ! 2


and 
 ! 3� atsoftm om entum lim it,because these Lagrangian areconstructed

with hidden-gaugecovariantblockssuch as �̂L;R;FV ;F̂L;R[6].

W e take c3 = c4 = �15C;c1 � c2 = 15C in (2.12) for phenom enological

reason[6].Then weobtained theLagrangian ofanom aloussectorasfollows:

LFK TU Y = 5C[3(V V P)� 2(
P3)]+ � � �; (2.21)

(V V P) = �
2ig2

f�
tr(V dV dP + dV V dP);

(
P3) =
4e

f3�
trA(dP)3;

C = �
iN c

240�2
;
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Here,it is im portant that the am plitude such as �0 ! 2
;
 ! 3� at low

energy lim itare determ ined essentially only by the non-Abelian anom aly ofthe

chiralU(3)L � U(3)R sym m etry.Eq.(2.21)is,ofcourse,consistentwith thelow

energy theorem related to theanom aly.

3 Isospin/SU(3)-breaking Term s in the A nom a-

lous Sector

W enow considerhow to m odify L1 � L4 by introducing isospin/SU(3)-breaking

param eters, �’s, treated as \spurions"[11]. The spurion � transform s as � !

gL(x)�g
y

R(x). Then we de�ne the hidden-gauge covariant block �̂ � 1

2
(�L��

y

R +

�R�
y�

y

L). W e construct Lagrangians out ofthe hidden-gauge covariant blocks

such as �̂L;R,FV ,F̂L;R and �̂ so asto m ake them \ invariant" under[U(3)L �

U(3)R ]global�[U(3)V ]localaswellasparity-,chargeconjugation-,andCP-transform ations.

After hidden-gauge �xing, they becom e explicit breaking term s ofthe SU(3)

sym m etry. Then, in general,we obtain isospin/SU(3)-broken anom alous La-

grangians.

�L 1 = tr[̂�3L (̂�R � �̂
(1)+ �̂

(1)
� �̂R )� �̂

3
R (̂�L � �̂

(1)+ �̂
(1)
� �̂L)]; (3.1)

�L 0
1 = tr(̂�L �̂

(10)
�̂
2
L �̂R � �̂R �̂

(10)
�̂
2
R �̂L + �̂

2
L �̂

(10)
�̂L �̂R � �̂

2
R �̂

(10)
�̂R �̂L);(3.2)

�L 2 = tr(̂�(2)� �̂L + �̂L � �̂
(2))̂�R �̂L �̂R; (3.3)

�L 3 = itr(FV � �̂
(3)+ �̂

(3)
� FV )� (̂�L �̂R � �̂R �̂L); (3.4)

�L 0
3 = itrFV (̂�L �̂

(30)
�̂R � �̂R �̂

(30)
�̂L); (3.5)

�L 4 = itr[(F̂L � �̂
(4)+ �̂

(4)
�F̂L)� (̂�L �̂R � �̂R �̂L)

+(F̂R � �̂
(4)+ �̂

(4)
�F̂R )� (̂�L �̂R � �̂R �̂L)]; (3.6)

�L 0
4 = itr(F̂L + F̂R)� (̂�L �̂

(40)
�̂R � �̂R �̂

(40)
�̂L); (3.7)

�L 5 = tr(̂�2L �̂
(5)
�̂
2
R � �̂

2
R �̂

(5)
�̂
2
L); (3.8)

�L 6 = itr(̂�(6)FV � FV �̂
(6))� (̂�2L � �̂

2
R ); (3.9)

�L 7 = itr[(̂�(7)F̂L � F̂L �̂
(7))̂�2R � (̂�(7)F̂R � F̂R �̂

(7))̂�2L]; (3.10)

�L 8 = itr[(̂�(8)F̂L � F̂L �̂
(8))̂�2L � (̂�(8)F̂R � F̂R �̂

(8))̂�2R]: (3.11)

Here �̂L;R ,FV ,F̂L;R transform underP and C transform ationsas

P : �̂L;R � �! �̂
�

R ;L ; (3.12)

FV �� �! F
��

V ;F̂L;R �� �! F̂
��

R ;L ; (3.13)

C : �̂L;R �! � �̂
T
R ;L ; (3.14)

FV �! �F
T
V ;F̂L;R �! � F̂

T
R ;L : (3.15)

W ecould introduceP-odd \spurion" �̂� = 1

2
(�L��

y

R � �R �
y�

y

L),which,however,is

notrelevantto thefollowing analysis.
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Am ong the above additionalterm s,only �L 3;4;6;7;8 term s contribute to the

radiativedecaysofvectorm esons.Therestillexiststoo m any param eters.How-

ever,wem ay selectthecom bination of�L 1� 8 soastoelim inatethedirectV 
P-,

V P 3-coupling term s,which do notexistin the originalLagrangian LFK TU Y (2.

21).Then the isospin/SU(3)-broken anom alousLagrangiansconsistofonly the

following two term s:

� �L a
V V P =

3g2

4�2fP
tr�0(dV dV P + PdV dV )�

3e2

4�2fP
tr�0(dAdAP + PdAdA)

+i
3e

4�2f3P
tr�0(dP 3

A � AdP
3 + dPAdP

2
� dP

2
AdP); (3.16)

��L b
V V P =

3g2

2�2fP
tr�(dV PdV )�

3e2

2�2fP
tr�(dAPdA)

+i
3e

2�2f3P
tr�(dP3A � AdP

3): (3.17)

Our�L b
V V P resem bles the SU(3)-broken anom alous Lagrangian introduced

by Bram on etal.[8],but,isconceptually quite di�erentfrom the latter. In fact

the prediction on �(�0)! 2
 decay width in the latterisdi�erentfrom the low

energy theorem ’sprediction.On theotherhand,our�L
a;b

V V P do notchange the

low energy theorem by construction obviously.

4 Phenom enologicalA nalysis for R adiative D e-

cays

W enow discussthephenom enologicalconsequencesofourLagrangianLanom alous =

LFK TU Y + �L a
V V P + �L b

V V P . Forconvenience,we de�ne relevantcoupling con-

stantas

gV P 
 =
X

V 0

gV V 0P gV 0


M 2
V 0

; (4.1)

considering thatthese decaysproceed via interm ediate vectorm esonsV 0. Then

weobtain each radiativedecay width

�(V �! P
) =
1

3
� � g

2
V P 


 
M 2

V � M 2
P

2M V

! 3

; (4.2)

�(�0�! V 
) = � � g
2
�0V 


 
M 2

�0 � M 2
V

2M �0

! 3

; (4.3)

wheregV V 0P ,gV 0
,and M V 0 areanom alousV V 0P couplingconstant,V 0-
 m ixing,

and m assofvectorm eson,respectively.In �L
a;b

V V P wetakea param etrization for
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convenience:

�
0=

0

B
@

��01
��02

��03

1

C
A ; � =

0

B
@

�1 + �01
�2 + �02

�3 + �03

1

C
A : (4.4)

Thuseach gV P 
 isgiven in term softheparam etersin �L
a;b

V V P

8
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

g�0�0
 = G(1+ 4�1 � 2�2 + 3�);

g�� �� 
 = G(1+ 3�01 � 3�02 + 4�1 � 2�2);

g!�0
 = 3G(1+ 4

3
�1 +

2

3
�2 �

�

3
);

g!�
 =
f�

f�

q
2

3
G(1+ 4�1 � 2�2 �

p
2�V � 3� � �Pp

2
);

g�0�
 =
f�

f�

p
6G(1+ 4

3
�1 +

2

3
�2 +

�

3
�

�Pp
2
);

g��
 = f�

f�

2p
3
G(1+ 2�3 +

�Vp
2
+
p
2�P );

gK � �K � 
 =
f�

fK
G(1+ 3�01 � 3�03 + 4�1 � 2�3);

g �K � 0 �K 0
 = �
f�

fK
2G(1+ �2 + �3);

g��0
 = g!�0
 � �V ;

g�0�0
 = f�

f
�0

p
3G(1+ 4

3
�1 +

2

3
�2 +

�

3
+
p
2�P );

g�0!
 =
f�

f
�0

1p
3
G(1+ 4�1 � 2�2 + 2

p
2�V � 3� +

p
2�P );

g��0
 = �
f�

f
�0

2
p
2p
3
G(1+ 2�3 �

�V

2
p
2
�

�Pp
2
);

(4.5)

whereG =
g

4�2f�
.

Theparam eters�V ;�P appearing in theexpression ofgV P 
 stand forthedif-

ferenceof�-!,�-�0m ixing anglesfrom thealready determ ined m ixing anglesby

thenon-anom aloussector,i.e.,idealm ixing and �1-�8 m ixing,respectively.The

param eter� com esfrom the �-! interference e�ectarising from the sm allm ass

di�erenceof� and !.

2For reproducing the experim entalvalue of�(� ! �� ! ���), we took

�V = 0:0600� 0:0017.Thesign com esfrom theobserved �-! interferencee�ects

in e+ e� ! �+ �� �0[2].

Sim ilarly, we consider the decay of ! ! ��, which is G-parity violating

process. If the isospin were not broken, such process would not exist. The

experim entalvalue of�(! ! ��) is reproduced for � = 0:0348� 0:0024. W e

calculated � from �(! ! ��)=�(� ! ��)= �2 �
p3
! ! ��

M 2
!

=
p3
�! ��

M 2
�

,wherepV ! �� isthe

�nalstatepion m om entum .Theam biguity ofthesign hasbeen resolved recently

through the decays of! produced in �� p ! !n [9],in which the constructive

interference hasbeen supported.

The m ixing angle ��1� �8(=arcsin(�1/3)) has been deduced from �-�0 phe-

nom enology[12].Thuswetake�P = 0.

Thereareessentially �vefreeparam etersfrom �L
a;b

V V P in (4.5),because�01 is

negligible.W esearch fortheparam eterregion consistentwith theexperim ents.
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Decay M ode (I)LFK T U Y [6] (II)Bram on’s[8] (III)O urs exp.[2]

�(�0 ! �
0

) 86:2� 0:8keV 86:2� 0:8keV 114� 7keV 121� 31keV

�(�� ! �
�

) 85:6� 0:8keV 85:6� 0:8keV 68:1� 0:6keV 68� 7keV

�(! ! �
0

) 815� 8keV 815� 8keV 745� 31keV 717� 43keV

�(! ! �
) 6:68� 0:59keV 5:6� 0:6keV 4:94� 0:75keV 7:00� 1:77keV

�(�0 ! �
) 52:4� 4:6keV 52:4� 4:6keV 50:4� 6:0keV 57:5� 10:6keV

�(� ! �
) 80:7� 7:1keV 57� 9keV 62:8� 8:8keV 56:9� 2:9keV

�(K � � ! K
�

) 32:8� 0:9keV 47� 5keV 50:4� 1:7keV 50� 5keV

�( �K � 0! �K 0
) 132� 4keV 107� 15keV 106:9� 5:5keV 117� 10keV

�(� ! �
0

) � � � � 6:76� 0:34keV 6:19� 0:55keV 5:80� 0:58keV

�(�0! �
0

) 61:7� 2:7keV 61:7� 2:7keV 59:3� 4:5keV 61� 5keV

�(�0! !
) 5:74� 0:25keV 7:86� 0:34keV 7:14� 0:71keV 6:1� 0:8keV

�(� ! �
0

) 0:827� 0:036keV 0:5� 0:1keV 0:552� 0:055keV < 1:84keV

�(�0 ! 2
) 7:70eV 7:70eV 7:70eV 7:7� 0:6eV

�(� ! 2
) 0:46� 0:04keV 0:51� 0:04keV 0:46� 0:04keV 0:46� 0:04keV

�(�0! 2
) 4:26� 0:19keV 3:6� 0:2keV 4:26� 0:19keV 4:26� 0:19keV

�(� ! �
+
�
�

) 0:0660� 0:0053keV 0:0660� 0:0053keV 0:0648� 0:0059keV 0:0586� 0:0057keV

�(�0! �
+
�
�

) 53:0� 2:2keV 53:0� 2:2keV 50:3� 3:4keV 56:1� 6:4keV

Table1:RadiativeDecay W idth ofVectorM esons

(I) Values oforiginalL F K T U Y [6](II) Values ofthe SU (3)-broken m odelby Bram on et al.[8]

(�3 = � 0:1� 0:03).The predictionsby thism odelto �(�0)! 2
 di�erfrom the experim entalvalue.

(III) Valuesofourm odel.The region ofparam eters :0:0279 < 4�1 � 2�2 < 0:0670,

� 0:0471 <
4

3
�1 +

2

3
�2 < � 0:0174,� 0:112 < �2 + �3 < � 0:0902,� 0:0925 < �3 < � 0:0702,

4�1 � 2�2 � 3�0
2
= � 0:108,4�1 � 2�3 � 3�0

3
= 0:235,(W e took the center value to �0).

W e take g = 4:27 � 0:02 from �(� ! ��) = 151:2 � 1:2M eV,and f� =

131M eV;fK = 160� 2M eV[2],and f� = 150� 6M eV;f�0 = 142� 3M eV from

�(�0)! 2
 [2].Then weobtained theresultslisted in Table1.

In Table1,(I)�(III)m ean:
8
>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

(I)Valuesoforiginal LFK TU Y ;

(II)ValuesoftheSU(3)-broken m odelby Bram on etal.[8](�3 = �0:1� 0:03)

Thepredictionsby thism odelto � (�0)! 2
 di�erfrom theexperim entalvalue,

(III)Valuesofourm odel

Theregion ofparam eters0:0279< 4�1 � 2�2 < 0:0670;

�0:0471< 4

3
�1 +

2

3
�2 < �0:0174;�0:112< �2 + �3 < �0:0902;

�0:0925< �3 < �0:0702;4�1 � 2�2 � 3�02 = �0:108;4�1 � 2�3 � 3�03 = 0:235;

(W etook thecentervalueto �0):

The param eter region (III) suggests that isospin/SU(3)-breaking e�ects for

theanom aloussectorcannotbegiven by thequark m assm atrix in asim plem an-

ner.
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The resultsfor�(�0 ! �0
);�(�� ! �� 
);�(! ! �0
);�(! ! 3�)in Table

1 suggestthatisospin breaking term sare very im portant. Both (I)and (II)in

Table1donothaveisospin breakingterm s.Thesevaluesdi�ersubstantiallyfrom

theexperim ents,which cannotbeabsorbed by theam biguity ofthehidden-gauge

coupling g whosevaluearedeterm ined eitherby �(� ! 2�)orby �(� ! e+ e� ).

In orderto avoid thisam biguity,letustakesom eexpressionscancelling g,i.e.,

�(� ! �
)=�(� ! 2�);�(! ! �
)=�(� ! 2�).Then we�nd thatpredictionsof

theoriginalLFK TU Y and Bram on etal.[8]arestilldi�erentfrom theexperim ents.

TheseLagrangian withoutisospin breaking term syields

�(�0 ! �
)

�(� ! 2�)
= �M

2
�P

3
�! �
=16�

3
f
2
�P

3
�! �� ; (4.6)

= 5:6� 10� 4 ;

[exp:(7:9� 2:0)� 10� 4 ];

[ours(7:5� 0:5)� 10� 4 ];

�(�� ! �
)

�(� ! 2�)
= �M

2
�P

3
�! �
=16�

3
f
2
�P

3
�! �� ; (4.7)

= 5:6� 10� 4 ;

[exp:(4:5� 0:5)� 10� 4 ];

[ours 4:5� 10� 4 ];

�(! ! �
)

�(� ! 2�)
= 9�M 2

�P
3
�! �
=16�

3
f
2
�P

3
�! �� ; (4.8)

= 5:4� 10� 3 ;

[exp:(4:7� 0:4)� 10� 3];

[ours (4:9� 0:2)� 10� 3]:

Finally,wepay attention to �(� (�0) ! �+ �� 
),which aregiven by

�(� ! �
+
�
�

) =

3g2�

16�6f2�M �

Z

dE + dE � [p
2
+ p

2
� � (p+ � p� )

2]�

 
1+ 4=3�1 + 2=3�2

(p+ + p� )
2 � M 2

�

+
1+ 4�1 + 2�2

3M 2
�

! 2

; (4.9)

�(�0! �
+
�
�

) =

3g2�

32�6f2�0M �0

Z

dE + dE � [p
2
+ p

2
� � (p+ � p� )

2]�

 
1+ 4=3�1 + 2=3�2

(p+ + p� )
2 + iM ��� � M 2

�

+
1+ 4�1 + 2�2

3M 2
�

! 2

; (4.10)

�� = �(� ! 2�)�

 
(q�+ + q�� )

2 � 4M 2
�

M 2
� � 4M 2

�

! 3=2

�((q�+ + q�� )
2
� 4M 2

� );
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Decay M ode (I)LFK T U Y [6] (II)Bram on’s[8] (III)O urs exp.[2]

�(! ! �
0
�
+
�
� ) 8:18� 0:23M eV 8:18� 0:23M eV 7:62� 0:26M eV 7:49� 0:12M eV

�(�0 ! �
0
�
+
�
� ) � � � � � � � � 6:70� 3:25keV < 18keV

�(�� ! �
�
�
0
�
0) � � � � � � � � 4:76� 1:70keV � � � � �

�(�� ! �
�
�
+
�
� ) � � � � � � � � 0:125� 0:121keV � � � � �

�(K � � ! �K 0�
0
�
� ) 17:9� 1:6keV 14� 2keV 12:3� 1:1keV < 35keV

�(K � � ! K
�
�
+
�
� ) 8:65� 0:33keV 6:6� 0:9keV 6:26� 0:55keV < 40keV

�(K � � ! K
�
�
0
�
0) 1:11� 0:04keV 0:72� 0:06keV 0:685� 0:081keV � � � � �

�( �K � 0! K
�
�
0
�
+ ) 23:2� 2:1keV 18� 3keV 16:8� 1:6keV � � � � �

�( �K � 0! �K 0�
�
�
+ ) 9:04� 0:83keV 7:0� 0:1keV 6:26� 0:60keV < 35keV

�( �K � 0! �K 0�
0
�
0) 1:11� 0:05keV 0:71� 0:06keV 0:522� 0:05keV � � � � �

Table2:HadronicDecay W idth ofVectorM esons

(I)ValuesoforiginalL F K T U Y (II)Valuesofthe SU (3)-broken m odelby Bram on etal.[8]

(�3 = � 0:1� 0:03)(III) Values ofour m odel.The region ofparam eters :

0:0279 < 4�1� 2�2 < 0:0670,� 0:0471 <
4

3
�1+

2

3
�2 < � 0:0174,� 0:112 < �2+ �3 < � 0:0902,

� 0:0925 < �3 < � 0:0702,4�1 � 2�2 � 3�0
2
= � 0:108,4�1 � 2�3 � 3�0

3
= 0:235,

(W e took the center value to �0).

where we expressed �-m eson propagaterin the process �0 ! �0
 ! �+ �� 
 by

using thedecay width ofthe�-m eson ��.

5 H adronic A nom alous D ecays

In this section, we consider hadronic anom alous decays such as �(! ! 3�).

However,the experim entalvalue ispresently available only for�(! ! 3�). As

theprevioussection,weobtained Table2 forthem odelsof(I)�(III).

In Table 2,we took K �K �-coupling as about 1:05� gK �K �,which is given

by (2.1),considering �(K � � ! (K �)� )= 49:8� 0:8 M eV,�(K � 0! (K �)0)=

50:5� 0:6 M eV.

As to �(! ! 3�), we would have to consider the e�ects of(V P 3)-term s

from �L 1;2;5. Buttheircontributionsseem to be very sm allcom pared with the

contributionsfrom �L
a;b

V V P ,becauseourprediction of�(! ! 3�)isalready con-

sistent with the experim entalvalue. Therefore,itis su�cient to introduce the

isospin/SU(3)-breaking term sonly for�L
a;b

V V P .

InTable2itisagainsuggested thatisospin breakingterm sareveryim portant.

Asin theprevioussection,letustakesom eexpressionscancelling g,i.e.,�(! !

3�)=�(� ! 2�)3. Then we �nd that predictions ofthe originalL FK TU Y and
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Bram on etal.[8]areagain di�erentfrom theexperim ents.

�(! ! 3�)

�(� ! 2�)3
=

81M !M
6
�(1+ �1 + �2)

2

256�4f2�P
9
�! ��

Z

dE + dE � [p
2
+ p

2
� � (p+ � p� )

2]�

(
1

(p0 + p+ )
2 + M 2

�

+
1

(p+ + p� )
2 + M 2

�

+
1

(p� + p0)
2 + M 2

�

)2 (5.1)

= 2:38� 10� 6 M eV � 2 (from (I)and (II)with �1 = �2 = 0)

[(2:16� 0:09)� 10� 6 M eV � 2 from exp. ]

[(2:25� 0:06)� 10� 6 M eV � 2 from (III)Ours]

Although theonly upperbound of�(� ! 3�)and �(K � ! K ��)isavailable

now,itwillbeinteresting thattheirvaluewillbedeterm ined by theexperim ents

in future.

6 Sum m ary

By introducing isospin/SU(3)-broken �L
a;b

V V P with a few param eters,we have

shown thateach decaywidth ofanom alousprocesscanbeconsistentlyreproduced

with alltheexperim entaldata.

W ealso m adepredictions:

Decay M ode W idth (keV) Branching Ratio

�(�0 ! �0
) = 114� 7 (7:54� 0:47)� 10� 4

�(� ! �0
) = 0:552� 0:055 (1:25� 0:13)� 10� 4

�(�0 ! �0�+ �� ) = 6:70� 3:25 (4:43� 2:15)� 10� 5

�(�� ! �� �0�0) = 4:76� 1:70 (3:15� 1:12)� 10� 5

�(�� ! �� �+ �� ) = 0:125� 0:121 (8:28� 8:00)� 10� 7

�(K � � ! �K 0�0�� ) = 12:3� 1:1 (2:47� 0:22)� 10� 4

�(K � � ! K � �+ �� ) = 6:26� 0:55 (1:26� 0:11)� 10� 4

�(K � � ! K � �0�0) = 0:685� 0:081 (1:38� 0:16)� 10� 5

�( �K � 0! K � �0�+ ) = 16:8� 1:6 (3:33� 0:32)� 10� 4

�( �K � 0! �K 0�� �+ ) = 6:26� 0:60 (1:24� 0:12)� 10� 4

�( �K � 0! �K 0�0�0) = 0:522� 0:05 (1:03� 0:10)� 10� 5

Table3:TheListofOurPredictions

W e expectthatthe decay data forpseudoscalarm esonsand vectorm esons,

such as � ! �0
;�0 ! �0
 etc.,willbe obtained with good accuracy in the

DA�NE �-factory.
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[N ote added]
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