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A bstract

A phenom enologicalanalysison variousdecay processesisperform ed

using an energy-dependent�-�0m ixing angle schem e. Specialatten-

tion is given to the electrom agnetic couplings between lowest-lying

vectorand pseudoscalarm esons.The agreem entbetween ourpredic-

tionsand the experim entalvaluesisrem arkable.Thisanalysisopens

a connection to two-angle �tsin the �-�0sector.
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1 Introduction

The�-�0m ixinganglehasbecom eoneofthem ostinterestingSU(3)-breaking

hadronic param eters to m easure since SU(3) sym m etry was proposed [1].

Severalexhaustive analyses surveying m any di�erent processes have been

perform ed along the years[2,3,4,5]. The valuespresented forthe m ixing

anglerangefrom �20� to�10�.Inallthosepreviousanalysesthedependence

with energy ofthe�-�0m ixinganglehasbeen neglected.Them ain reason for

such sim pli�cation isthatthere isnotyetan established theoreticalfram e-

work where the �0could be wellincorporated. Recently,a com bination of

ChiralPerturbation Theory (�PT)togetherwith a sim ultaneousexpansion

in 1=N c (in ordertotakeintoaccounttheaxialUA(1)anom aly)hasbeen pro-

posed fordescribing the �0dynam ics[6,7].In thisso-called Extended-�PT

(E�PT),the energy dependence ofthe �-�0m ixing angle could be traced.

However,the q2-dependence expected from loop correctionsstartsatorders

thatcannotbe actually com puted due to the proliferation ofunknown pa-

ram eters [8]. In the analogous case of�0-� m ixing,�PT alone provides a

valuable fram ework where the q2-dependence can be followed,showing that

the �0-� m ixing angle ism odi�ed by an 8% from q2 = m 2
� to q2 = m 2

� [9].

In principle,there isno reason foravoiding a sim ilarbehaviourforthe �-�0

case.

Yetin Ref.[4],an agreem entwith experim entaldata,including J= ra-

diative decays,wasachieved using an energy-independent m ixing angle,in

contrast with �PT where the energy-independent param etrization fails in

describing thoseradiativedecays.Thisdi�erenceisdueto thefactthatthe

approach ofRefs.[4,10]containsab initio theaxialanom aly.Sim ilarly,the

E�PT includesthee�ectoftheaxialanom aly through aperturbativeexpan-

sion,allowingthepresenceofthepseudoscalarsingletasan additionaldegree

offreedom ,and thusthepossibility ofconsidering an energy dependencefor

the�-�0m ixing angle.

In this letter we extend a previous analysis ofvarious decay processes

assum ing an energy dependenceofthe�-�0m ixing angleand check how this

m odi�cation im provestheresultsofRef.[4].W edo notuse any theoretical

prejudiceabouttheexplicitq2-dependence.W esim ply assum ethatthevalue

ofthe m ixing angle atq2 = m 2
� can di�er from the value at q2 = m 2

�0. In

Section 2,weshortlyintroducethenotationused intheanalysis.InSec.3,we

com pute the radiative decays(�;�0)!  and the ratio RJ= � �(J= !
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�0=�) in the energy-dependent schem e in order to obtain the preferred

valuesforthem ixing anglesinvolved in theanalysis.Sec.4 isdevoted tothe

consequencesofourapproach in thecontextoftheradiativedecaysoflowest-

lying vectorand pseudoscalarm esons,V ! P and P ! V ,respectively.

Finally,in Sec.5,wepresentourconclusions.

2 N otation

The �-�0m ixing angle in the octet-singletbasis allowing foran energy de-

pendenceiswritten as

j�i= c��j�8i� s��j�0i;

j�0i= s��0j�8i+ c��0j�0i;
(1)

where�� and ��0arede�ned asthevaluesofthem ixingangle�(q
2)atq2 = m 2

�

and q2 = m 2
�0 respectively. Due to the assum ed energy dependence, the

orthogonality ofthephysicalstatesin Eq.(1)isno longersatis�ed,contrary

to theusualenergy-independentschem e where�� = ��0� � isassum ed [1].

Thepseudoscalardecay constantsfiP (i= 8;0;P = �;�0)arede�ned as

h0jA i
�jP(p)i= if

i
P p� ; (2)

whereA 8;0
� aretheoctetand singletaxial-vectorcurrentswhosedivergences

are

@�A 8
� =

2p
6
(m u�ui5u + m d

�di5d� 2m s�si5s);

@�A 0
� =

2p
3
(m u�ui5u + m d

�di5d+ m s�si5s)+
1p
3

3�s
4�
G a
��
~G a;�� ;

(3)

where G a
�� is the gluonic �eld-strength tensor and ~G a

�� � 1

2
�����G

a;�� its

dual.Thedivergence ofthem atrix elem ents(2)arethen written as

h0j@�A i
�jPi= f

i
P m

2
P ; (4)

wherem P isthem assofthepseudoscalarm eson.
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In ouranalysis,weassum ethatthepseudoscalardecay constantswillfol-

low thesam em ixing pattern astheparticlestatem ixing does3 (seeEq.(1)):

0

@
f8� f0�

f8�0 f0�0

1

A =

0

@
f8c�� �f0s��

f8s��0 f0c��0

1

A : (5)

Neglecting the contribution of the up and down quark m asses, as in

Ref.[10],the m atrix elem ents ofthe chiralanom aly between the vacuum

and (�;�0)statesare

h0j3�s
4�
G ~Gj�i=

q
3

2
m 2

�(f8c�� �
p
2f0s��);

h0j3�s
4�
G ~Gj�0i=

q
3

2
m 2

�0(f8s��0+
p
2f0c��0):

(6)

3 Experim entalvalues for the �� and ��0m ix-

ing angles

In orderto reach som epredictionsfrom ourenergy-dependentm ixing angle

analysiswe m ust�rstknow the valuesof�� and ��0preferred by the exper-

im entaldata. W e willuse asconstraints4 the experim entaldecay widthsof

(�;�0)!  [1]

�(� ! )= (0:46� 0:04)keV ;

�(�0! )= (4:27� 0:19)keV :
(7)

Generalizing the PCAC resultforthe�0 !  decay,oneassum esthatthe

interpolating �elds� and �0can be related via PCAC with the axial-vector

currents(seee.g.Refs.[12,13])in thefollowing way

�(x)= 1

m 2
�

f0
�0@

� A 8
�
(x)�f 8

�0@
� A 0

�
(x)

f0
�0f

8
�
�f 8

�0f
0
�

;

�0(x)= 1

m 2
�0

f0
�
@� A 8

�
(x)�f 8

�
@� A 0

�
(x)

f0
�
f8
�0�f

8
�
f0
�0

:

(8)

3In Eq.(5),weassum eforde�nitenessthatonly them ixing angle� (and notthedecay

constantsf8;0)is energy-dependent. In fact,the �tto the experim entaldata only deals

with the energy dependence ofthe productsfi
P
,and notwith the energy dependence of

� and f8;0 separately.A m orere�ned analysisusing forinstanceo�-shellprocessesm ight

help to distinguish between both energy dependences.
4 W e choosesuch constrainsbecause those decaysarewellunderstood in term softhe

electrom agneticanom aly (seee.g.Ref.[11]).
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Thisleadsto5

�(� ! )=
�2m 3

�

96�3

�
f0
�0�2

p
2f8

�0

f0
�0f

8
�
�f 8

�0f
0
�

�2

=
�2m 3

�

96�3

�
c��0=f8�2

p
2s��0=f0

c��0c��+ s��0s��

�2

;

�(�0! )=
�2m 3

�0

96�3

�
f0
�
�2

p
2f8

�

f0
�
f8
�0�f

8
�
f0
�0

�2

=
�2m 3

�0

96�3

�
s��=f8+ 2

p
2c��=f0

c��0c��+ s��0s��

� 2

:

(9)

Because ofthe fourunknown param eters(��;��0;f8 and f0)thatappearin

Eq.(9),inordertogettheirallowed valuesweneed twoadditionalconstraints

(apartfrom the experim entalconstraintsin Eq.(7)). On the one hand,we

willusethewellestablished prediction of�PT:f8 = 1:28f� (f�= 132 M eV)

asa theoreticalconstrain.On the otherhand,we willuse the experim ental

valueoftheratio [1]

R J= �
�(J= ! �0)

�(J= ! �)
= 5:0� 0:6 : (10)

According to Ref.[14],the radiative J= ! P decays are dom inated by

non-perturbativegluonicm atrix elem ents(seeRef.[4]forfurthercom m ents

on theaccuracy ofthisstatem ent):

R J= =

�
�
�
�
�

h0jG ~Gj�0i

h0jG ~Gj�i

�
�
�
�
�

2  
p�0

p�

! 3

; (11)

where pP = M J= (1� m 2
P =M

2
J= 

)=2 isthe three-m om entum ofthe P-m eson

in therestfram eofthedecaying J= (with m assM J= ).Using Eq.(6)one

gets

R J= =

�
�
�
�
�
�

m 2
�0(f

8
�0+

p
2f0�0)

m 2
�(f

8
� +

p
2f0�)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2  
p�0

p�

! 3

=

0

@
m 2

�0(f8s��0+
p
2f0c��0)

m 2
�(f8c�� �

p
2f0s��)

1

A

2  
p�0

p�

! 3

:

(12)

Com paring the experim entalvalues of�(�;�0 ! ) and RJ= with the

theoreticalpredictionsshown in Eqs.(9)and (12),oneobtains

�� = (�6:5� 2:5)� ;

��0= (�23:1� 3:0)� ;

f0 = (1:31� 0:07)f� :

(13)

5Notethatifoneassum esan energy-independentparam eterization ofthem ixing angle

(�� = ��0� �)the standard resultisobtained (seee.g.Ref.[11]).
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The previousvaluesconstitute the �rstresultofthe presentanalysis. Itis

worth noting thatthe�� and ��0m ixing anglevaluesaredi�erentatthe3�

level,whilethevalueofthepseudoscalardecay constantf0 rem ainscom pat-

iblewith otherresults.Eq.(13)showsthatthedi�erencebetween thevalue

ofthem ixing angleatq2 = m 2
� and q

2 = m 2
�0isoftheorderof250% ,a huge

di�erencecom pared tothe8% corresponding to the� 0-� q2-dependence.W e

are notable to argue the reason forsuch a di�erentbehaviourbecause the

values presented in Eq.(13)are the result ofa phenom enologicalanalysis.

Nevertheless,we m ustm ake som e com m entsthatcould be relevantforun-

derstanding the origin ofthatdi�erence: on the one hand,we assum e that

allthe energy dependence isincluded in the m ixing angle (see Sec.2). On

theotherhand,the�-�0sectorisdi�erentfrom the�0-� sectorbecauseofthe

m ajorr̂oleplayed by theaxialanom aly in thesingletm ass(from which the

m ixing angle is de�ned),thatprevents the singlet from being a Goldstone

boson in thechirallim it.Thisfactinducesa di�erentbehaviouron the�-�0

m ixing angle,and presum ably on itsenergy dependence,with respectto its

�0-� counterpart. However,the de�nite resolution ofthis dilem m a would

com efrom theanalyticalcalculation oftheenergy dependenceofthem ixing

anglein thefram ework oftheE�PT,thatwould provideavaluablecom pari-

son with phenom enologicalanalyses,com parison thatisalready availablefor

the�0-� case.

Recently,in adi�erentapproach based on theE�PT,itwasproven [6,15]

thatatnext-to-leading orderthepseudoscalardecay constantsfiP could not

be explained in term s ofjust one m ixing angle,but two di�erent m ixing

angles would be needed,one associated to the octet and the other to the

singlet6: 0

@
f8� f0�

f8�0 f0�0

1

A =

0

@

~f8c�8 � ~f0s�0

~f8s�8 ~f0c�0

1

A : (14)

In thattheoreticalfram ework onegets(~f8 = 1:28f� �xed from �PT)

�8 = �20:5� ; �0 ’ �4� ; ~f0 ’ 1:25f� : (15)

Ref.[16]usesthe hypothesisthatthe fourwave functionsassociated to the

pseudoscalar m esons,from which the pseudoscalar decay constants are de-

6Theoriginalnotation in Refs.[6,15]fortheoctetand singletdecay constantsf8 and

f0 is slightly m odi�ed here to ~f8 and ~f0 in order to avoid a confusion between the two

schem es(seeEqs.(5)and (14)).
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�ned,aredi�erent.Then,twodi�erentm ixinganglesforthedecay constants

m ustbeintroduced.Theiranalysisgives

�8 = �22:2� ; �0 ’ �9:1� ; ~f0 ’ 1:20f� : (16)

It is straightforward to establish the link between our results in Eq.(13)

and the octet-singlet two-angle m ixing schem e for the pseudoscalar decay

constants
tan�8 =

sin��0

cos��
; tan�0 =

sin��

cos��0
;

~f0 = f0

q

s2�� + c2��0;

(17)

yielding

�8 = (�21:5� 2:4)� ;�0 = (�7:0� 2:7)� ; ~f0 = (1:21� 0:07)f� : (18)

These valuesare fully com patible with those obtained in Refs.[6,16]. The

pseudoscalar decay constants f8�;�0and f0�;�0willbe the sam e in both ap-

proachessincethey aredirectly related to thephysicalm easurem ents,while

theinferred (theoretical)quantities ~f8;0 and f8;0 m ay di�erin the�tsdueto

thedi�erentapproach taken.

Asfarastwo-angle �tsare concerned,we m uststresshere thatthe two

m ixing angles�8 and �0 introduced in Refs.[6,15,16]to param eterize the

pseudoscalardecay constantsare conceptually very di�erentto the particle

state m ixing angle � that rotates the avour states (�8;�0) into the physi-

calstates (�;�0). However,because in our energy-dependent m ixing angle

schem e we do not distinguish between the m ixing properties ofthe m eson

statesfrom the m ixing propertiesofthe decay constants(see Sec.2),a de-

scription of�8 and �0 in term sof�� and ��0,asdonein Eq.(17),isallowed
7.

4 V -P electrom agneticform factorsin theenergy-

dependent m ixing angle schem e

In thissection,wewanttotestsom eoftheconsequencesofourapproach.In

particular,weareinterested in thecouplingsoftheradiativedecaysoflowest-

lyingvectorm esons,V ! (�;�0),and oftheradiativedecays�0! V ,with

7Thesam estatem entin theusualenergy-independentm ixing angleschem eyields�8 =

�0 = � and ~f8;0 = f8;0.
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V = �;!;�.In orderto predictsuch couplingswefollow closely them ethod

presented in Ref.[4]where the description ofthe lightvectorm eson decays

isbased on theirrelation with theAV V triangleanom aly,A and V being an

axial-vectorand a vectorcurrentrespectively. The approach both includes

SUF (3) breaking e�ects and �xes the vertex couplings g V P  as explained

below.

In thatfram ework,onestartsconsidering thecorrelation function

i

Z

d
4
xe

iq1xhP(q1 + q2)jTJ
EM
� (x)JV� (0)j0i= �����q

�
1q

�

2FV P (q
2
1;q

2
2); (19)

wherethecurrentsarede�ned as

JEM� = 2

3
�u�u �

1

3
�d�d�

1

3
�s�s ;

J�;!� = 1p
2
(�u�u � �d�d) and J�� = � �s�s :

(20)

The form factorsvaluesFV P (0;0)are �xed by the AV V triangle anom aly

(one V being an electrom agnetic current),and are written in term s ofthe

pseudoscalardecay constantsand the�-! m ixing angle�V as

F��(0;0)=
p
3

4�2

f0
�0�

p
2f8

�0

f0
�0f

8
�
�f 8

�0f
0
�

;

F��0(0;0)=
p
3

4�2

f0
�
�
p
2f8

�

f0
�
f8
�0�f

8
�
f0
�0

;

F!�(0;0)=
1

2
p
2�2

(c�V �s� V =
p
2)f0

�0�s� V f
8
�0

f0
�0f

8
�
�f 8

�0f
0
�

;

F!�0(0;0)=
1

2
p
2�2

(c�V �s� V =
p
2)f0

�
�s� V f

8
�

f0
�
f8
�0�f

8
�
f0
�0

;

F��(0;0)= � 1

2
p
2�2

(s�V + c�V =
p
2)f0

�0+ c�V f
8
�0

f0
�0f

8
�
�f 8

�0f
0
�

;

F��0(0;0)= � 1

2
p
2�2

(s�V + c�V =
p
2)f0

�
+ c�V f

8
�

f0
�
f8
�0�f

8
�
f0
�0

:

(21)

Usingtheiranalyticproperties,wecan expresstheseform factorsbyadisper-

sionrelationinthem om entum ofthevectorcurrent,which arethensaturated

with thelowest-lying resonances:

FV P (0;0)=
fV

m V

gV P  + � � � ; (22)

wherethedotsstand forhigherresonancesand m ultiparticlecontributionsto

thecorrelation function.In thefollowingweassum evectorm eson dom inance

(VM D)and thusneglectthesecontributions(seeRef.[4]forfurtherdetails).
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ThefV arethevectorm esons’leptonicdecay constantsde�ned by

h0jJV� jV (p;�)i= m V fV "
(�)
� (p); (23)

wherem V and � arethem assand thehelicity stateofthevectorm eson.The

fV can bedeterm ined from theexperim entaldecay rates[1]via

�(V ! e
+
e
� )=

4�

3
�
2
f2V

m V

c
2
V ; (24)

with cV = ( 1p
2
;
s�Vp
6
;
c�Vp
6
)forV = �;!;�.Theexperim entalvaluesare

f�0 = (216� 5)M eV ;

f! = (180� 3)M eV ;

f� = (244� 4)M eV :

(25)

Finally,we introduce the vertex couplings gV P ,which are justthe on-

shellV -P electrom agneticform factors:

hP(pP)jJ
EM
� jV (pV ;�)ij(pV �p P )

2= 0 = �gV P �����p
�
P p

�
V "

�

V (�): (26)

Thedecay widthsofP ! V  and V ! P are

�(P ! V )= �

8
g2V P 

�
m 2

P
�m 2

V

m P

�3

;

�(V ! P)= �

24
g2V P 

�
m 2

V
�m 2

P

m V

�3

:

(27)

Eq.(22)allowsusto identify thegV P  couplingsde�ned in (26)with the

form factorsFV P (0;0)listed in (21). W e m ake use ofthis relationship to

predict these couplings in the energy-dependent �-�0m ixing angle schem e.

Our theoreticalexpectations are shown in Table 1. The couplings are ex-

pressed in term softhem ixing anglevalues�� and ��0,theoctetand singlet

pseudoscalar decay constants f8 and f0,the �-! m ixing angle �V ,and the

correspondingvectordecayconstantsfV .W ealsoincludeanum ericalpredic-

tion foreach coupling thatshould becom pared with theexperim entalvalues

extracted from (27)and [1].In thenum ericalanalysiswehaveincluded the

deviation from ideal�-! m ixingbytakingintoaccountavalueforthem ixing

angleof�V = 38:6� [1].Theerrorquoted in Table1 doesnotreectthefull

8



V P gV P  (th.) gV P  (exp.)

� �

p
3m �

4� 2f�

c�� 0=f8�
p
2s�� 0=f0

c�� 0c�� + s�� 0s��
= (1:43�0:10)G eV � 1 (1:47 �0:28) G eV � 1

� �0

p
3m �

4� 2f�

s�� =f8+
p
2c�� =f0

c�� 0c�� + s�� 0s��
= (1:23�0:11)G eV � 1 (1:31 �0:06) G eV � 1

! �
m !

2
p
2� 2f!

(c�V � s�V =

p
2)c�� 0=f8� s�V s�� 0=f0

c�� 0c�� + s�� 0s��
= (0:54�0:04)G eV � 1 (0:53 �0:04) G eV � 1

! �0
m !

2
p
2� 2f!

(c�V � s�V =

p
2)s�� =f8+ s�V c�� =f0

c�� 0c�� + s�� 0s��
= (0:55�0:05)G eV � 1 (0:45 �0:03) G eV � 1

� � �
m �

2
p
2� 2f�

(s�V + c�V =

p
2)c�� 0=f8+ c�V s�� 0=f0

c�� 0c�� + s�� 0s��
= (0:73�0:06)G eV � 1 (0:69 �0:02) G eV � 1

� �0 �
m �

2
p
2� 2f�

(s�V + c�V =

p
2)s�� =f8� c�V c�� =f0

c�� 0c�� + s�� 0s��
= (0:83�0:06)G eV � 1 (1:01 �0:30) G eV � 1

Table1:Theoreticaland experim entalvaluesoftheon-shellV -(�;�0)electro-

m agneticvertex couplingsin theenergy-dependent�-�0m ixingangleschem e.

ForgV P  (th.) we give the experim entalerrorscom ing from the decay con-

stantsfP;V and the m ixing angle values�� and ��0. W e use �V = 38:6� for

the�-! m ixing angle.Experim entalvaluesaretaken from [1].

theoreticaluncertainty,butnam ely propagatestheerrorsfrom (13)and (25).

Theagreem entbetween ourpredictionsand theexperim entalvaluesisquite

rem arkable:allthe valuescoincide atthe 1� levelexceptforthe g!�0 case.

However,the g!�0 coupling israthersensitive to the �-! m ixing angle;for

instancesetting �V totheidealm ixing valueof35:3� reducesthecoupling by

a 9% .Asseen from thetable,theprediction forthedecay � ! � (which is

largely independentof�V )isin clearagreem entwith data,contrary to the

encountered situation in the energy-independent m ixing schem e where the

g�� is only consistent with the experim entalvalue for � ’ �22� [4]. The

im provem ent over Ref.[4]is obvious in this case. W e also give a precise

prediction for the � ! �0 decay,which is com patible with current data,

although theexperim entalerrorisstilltoo big to beconclusive.

Table1 constitutesthem ain resultofourwork.Ouranalysisshowsthat

the assum ption ofsaturating the form factors FV P  by lowest-lying reso-

nancesissatisfactory (aconclusion already reached in Ref.[4]),and thatthe

energy-dependent �-�0m ixing angle schem e �ts the data som ewhat better

than the energy-independent schem e does. To quantify this im provem ent,

we have perform ed various �ts to the fullset ofexperim entaldata assum -

ing,or not,the energy dependence ofthe �-�0m ixing angle. The results

9



Assum ptions Fitted data Results �2=dof

�� = ��0� � Alldata � = (�18:1� 1:2)� 22.2/7

f8 = 1:28f� f0 = (1:13� 0:03)f�

�� = ��0� � Alldata � = (�18:1� 1:2)� 22.2/6

f8 free f8 = (1:28� 0:04)f�

f0 = (1:13� 0:03)f�

�� 6= ��0 �(�;�0! )+ �� = (�6:5� 2:5)� notapplicable

f8 = 1:28f� R J= ��0= (�23:1� 3:0)�

f0 = (1:31� 0:07)f�

�� 6= ��0 Alldata �� = (�6:9� 2:1)� 8.4/6

f8 = 1:28f� ��0= (�24:6� 2:3)�

f0 = (1:34� 0:07)f�

�� 6= ��0 Alldata �� = (�5:7� 2:7)� 7.9/5

f8 free ��0= (�24:6� 2:3)�

f8 = (1:32� 0:06)f�

f0 = (1:37� 0:07)f�

Table2:Resultsforthe�-�0m ixingangleand decay constantsin theenergy-

independentand -dependentm ixing angle schem es. Forevery �t,the theo-

reticalassum ptionstaken,thesetof�tted experim entaldata,and thevalue

ofthe �2=dof are shown in the �rst,second and last colum n respectively.

Num ericalresultsarepresented in thethird colum n.Alldata standsforthe

decay widthsof(�;�0)! ,V ! P,P ! V ,and theratio RJ= .
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arepresented in Table2.To check theconsistency ofourapproach wehave

extended the�tin Eq.(13)(third data row in Table2)to includeallexper-

im entaldata thataccount not only forthe decay widths (�;�0)!  and

theratio R J= butalso theradiativedecay widthsofV ! P and P ! V .

The theoreticalconstraint f8 = 1:28f� is also relaxed in order to test the

stability ofthe result. As seen from Table 2,a signi�cant enhancem ent in

the�2=dof isachieved when theconstrain �� = ��0isrelaxed,allowing usto

show explicitly the im provem ent ofouranalysiswith respectto the one in

Ref.[4].

5 C onclusions

In thisletter,wehaveperform ed a phenom enologicalanalysison variousde-

cay processesassum ing an energy dependenceofthe�-�0m ixing angleasthe

m ain work hypothesis.W ehave been m ainly interested in theconsequences

ofsuch hypothesison theelectrom agneticcouplingsofV ! P and P ! V 

processes. The radiative decays (�;�0)!  togetherwith the ratio RJ= 
havebeen used to �tthevaluesofthem ixing angleand pseudoscalardecay

constants.Using thedescription ofvectorm eson decaysin term softheirre-

lation with theAV V triangleanom aly,a theoreticalprediction forthegV P 
couplingshavebeen derived.Theagreem entbetween ourtheoreticalpredic-

tionsand theexperim entalvaluesisquiterem arkableand can beconsidered

asa consistency check ofthewhole approach.W e have also established the

link with thetwo-angleapproachesofRefs.[6,15,16].
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