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Abstract

Itisshown,in a m odelindependentway,thatthelargedi�erencein � and !

widthsgivesriseto a new sourceofm om entum dependenceforthe�� ! m ix-

ingm atrix elem ent.Theq2 dependencearising dueto them eson widthsleads

to a signi�cantalteration oftheresultobtained in thezero-width approxim a-

tion usually discussed in the literature.Theorigin ofthisstrong m om entum

dependenceliesin the di�erence between the� and ! m eson widths.
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Experim entally,them ixing of� and ! m esonshasbeen observed in theG-parity forbid-

den decaysofthe! m eson,! ! �+ �� .Thegenerally accepted valueforthem ixing m atrix

elem entish�jH csbj!i= �0:00452� 0:00006 GeV 2 [1]. Thisvalue isextracted atq2 ’ m 2

!

and isoften used to generate the NN potentialin a m eson exchange approach [2,1]. Even

though the� and ! m esonsareo� -shell,itiscom m on to � nd theuseoftheon-shellvalue.

Thusthereisan im plicitassum ption thatthem ixing m atrix elem entisq2 independent.

Recently,ithasbeen argued thatthe�� ! m ixing m atrix elem ent,extracted from the

on-m ass-shellm esons,should change signi� cantly o� -shell[3{10]. This o� -shellbehavior

signi� cantly altersthecontribution of�� ! m ixing to theCSB NN potentialand itse� ects

in n� pscattering[11].Theoreticalcalculationsoftheo� -shellvariationsofthe�� ! m ixing

m atrix elem enthave used variousm odelsthatinclude m ixing through qq loops[3,4],N N

loops[5],a QCD sum rulecalculation [6,7],and a hybrid quark-m eson coupling m odel[8,9].

In allofthese calculations,the � and ! m esons are treated as stable particles and their

decay widthsareneglected.

In thisLetter,we shallshow,in a m odelindependentway,thatthe large di� erence in

� and ! widths (�� = 151.5 M eV,�! = 8.4 M eV) gives rise to a new source ofm om en-

tum dependence forthe �� ! m ixing m atrix elem ent. The q2 dependence arising due to

the m eson widthsleadsto a signi� cantalteration ofthe resultobtained in the zero-width

approxim ation,typically discussed in theliterature[3{8].Thusin ourview,any discussion

ofthe q2 dependence ofthe �� ! m ixing m atrix elem ent thatdoesnotinclude the � nite

width e� ectsofthe� and ! m esonsisincom plete.

Letusstartfrom the� and ! m ixed propagator[6]

� �!
��(q)= i

Z

d
4
xe

iq�x
h0jT��(x)!�(0)j0i� �

 

g�� �
q�q�

q2

!

� �!(q2); (1)

where�� and !� areinterpolating � eldsrepresenting the� and ! m esons,respectively.The

analytic structure ofthe m ixed propagatorallows us to write a dispersion relation ofthe

form ,

Re� �!(q2)=
P

�

Z
1

4m 2
�

Im � �!(s)

(s� q2)
ds; (2)

which isvalid to leading orderin quark m asses[6].

Them ixing m atrix elem ent�(q2)hasthefollowing de� nition [6]

Re� �!(q2)�
�(q2)

(q2 � m 2

�)(q
2 � m 2

!)
: (3)

Traditionally �(q2)isregarded asm ixing between � and ! ground states.However,Eq.(2)

indicates that �(q2) m ust also include physics ofexcited states. Hence to m ake contact

with thetraditionalphenom enology,onem ustselect� and ! interpolating � eldswhich have

m axim aloverlap with theground statem esons.

In fact,ithasbeen argued recently thatthere isno unique choice ofthe interpolating

� elds �� and !� and the m ixed propagator depends on the choice ofinterpolating � elds

[12,13]. Although this is certainly the case,there is,however,an obvious and physically
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reasonable choice which is consistent with standard traditionalphenom enology. Nam ely,

one should selectinterpolating � eldswith m axim aloverlap with ground states. One could

introduce wave functionsto sm earoutthe relative separation ofthe quark � eld operators

in the interpolating � elds to im prove the overlap with ground states as done in lattice

calculations. However,such a nonlocalapproach isnotgauge invariant. Alternatively one

m ight consider interpolating � elds involving gluon � eld strength operators or derivatives.

However,such interpolating � elds are ofhigher dim ension and have an increased overlap

with excited states relative to the ground states. Hence the preferred interpolating � elds

m ost consistent with the traditionalphenom enology are localand ofm inim aldim ension.

Thestandard vectorcurrentssatisfy thesecriteria.

To illustratethee� ectofincluding the� nitewidthsofthem esonson them ixing m atrix

elem ent,itissu� cientto saturatetheim aginary partofthem ixed propagatoron theright

hand sideof(2)with � and ! m esonsalone.W ebegin with thezero-width approxim ation,

Im � �!(s)= �F��(s� m
2

�)� �F! �(s� m
2

!): (4)

Here F� and F! denote the coupling strengths ofthe interpolating � elds to the physical

m eson states. W hile a m ore sophisticated treatm ent ofthe spectraldensity ordispersion

relation m ightbedesirable,such com plicationsunnecessarily obscurethequalitativephysics

weareem phasizing here.Equation (2)now takestheform

Re� �!(q2)=
�F�(q

2 � m 2

!)+ F!(q
2 � m 2

�)

(q2 � m 2

�)(q
2 � m 2

!)
; (5)

which im plies

�(q2)=
1

2
(F� + F!)�m

2
� (F� � F!)(q

2
� m

2): (6)

Here we have introduced the notation �m 2 � m 2

! � m 2

� and m 2 � (m 2

! + m 2

�)=2. One m ay

then express�(q2)in term sof�(m 2)= (F� + F!)�m
2=2 as

�(q2)= �(m 2)

"

1+ � (
q2

m 2
� 1)

#

; (7)

where � � �m 2(F� � F!)=�(m
2),and �(m 2)isthe on-shell�� ! m ixing m atrix elem ent.

Notethattheq2 dependenceofthem ixing m atrix elem entarisesdueto thesecond term of

Eq.(6). IfF� = F!,im plying � = 0,then there isno q2 dependence. Also note thatthe

sign of�(q2)changesatq2 = m 2(�� 1)=�.Hatsuda etal.[6]haveextracted theparam eter

� from a QCD sum rule analysisand quoted the values1:43 � � � 1:85. W hile we have

a few reservationsregarding theiranalysis,we willuse theirestim ate of� to illustrate the

e� ectsofm esonicwidthsand theirrelativeim portancein determ ining theq2 dependenceof

�� ! m ixing.W e willalso considerothervaluesto m oreclearly illustrate our� ndings.In

Fig.1 wehaveplotted theratio �(q2)=�(m 2)forvariousvaluesof�.

In the above discussion,we have assum ed zero-width sharp poles for the m esons. In

nature,however,both � and ! are resonances with � nite widths. To include these � nite

widths,wereplacethe�-functionsin Eq.(4)by a norm alized Breit-W ignerform
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FIG .1. The norm alized � � ! m ixing am plitude �(q2)=�(m 2) plotted as a function ofq2 for

variousvaluesof�.

1

�

m �

(q2 � m 2)2 + m 2�2
; (8)

wherem 2 = (m 2� �2=4),and � isthehalfwidth ofthem eson.Thisform hasasm ooth lim it

to the �-function. In the absence ofa solution to QCD,the precise shape ofthe spectral

density isunknown. Assuch,we considera sum ofthe � and ! resonantpeakswith � nite

widths,which should provide a physically reasonable m odelforthe spectraldensity. W ith

thefollowing integralde� nition

I�;!(q
2)�

m �;!��;!

�
P

Z
1

4m 2
�

ds

(s� q2)
h

(s� m 2

�;!)
2 + m 2

�;! �
2

�;!)
i; (9)

wecan writetheanalogueofEq.(5)forRe� �! in a com pactform [14]

Re� �!(q2)= F�I�(q
2)� F! I!(q

2): (10)

Thisexpression reducestothezero-width resultof(5)in thelim itofthem eson widthsgoing

to zero.

Let us � rst adopt the sim ple zero-width form ofEq.(3) to de� ne the m ixing m atrix

elem ent�1(q
2)

Re� �!(q2)=
�1(q

2)

(q2 � m 2

�)(q
2 � m 2

!)
; (11)

whereRe� �!(q2)isnow given by Eq.(10).Thisallowsan exam ination ofhow theinclusion

of� nite m eson widthsa� ectsthe traditionally de� ned �(q2).W ith thede� nition G0(q
2)�

(q2 � m 2

�)(q
2 � m 2

!)wehave
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�1(q
2)= G 0(q

2)
h

F�I�(q
2)� F! I!(q

2)
i

: (12)

Onecan rewrite�1(q
2)in term sof�1(m

2)as

�1(q
2)= �1(m

2)

(
G 0(q

2)

G 0(m
2)

I�(q
2)� I!(q

2)

I�(m
2)� I!(m

2)
+ �

G 0(q
2)

m 2

I�(q
2)I!(m

2)� I!(q
2)I�(m

2)

I�(m
2)� I!(m

2)

)

;

(13)

where�� �m 2(F�� F!)=�1(m
2),with �1(m

2)theon-shellvalue.Now both term sin braces

areq2 dependent.Thisarisesbecausethewidthsfor� and ! m esonsarevery di� erent,and

thisleadsto a di� erentq2 dependence in theintegralsI� and I!.In Fig.2 wehaveplotted

�1(q
2)=�1(m

2) as a function ofq2 for various values of�,with the physicalvalues forthe

m eson widths.A com parison with Fig.1 revealssigni� cantalteration oftheq2 dependence

forallvaluesof�.

To be fully consistent,m eson widths should also be included in extracting the m ixing

m atrix elem entfrom � �! and werelatethem ixing m atrix elem entto � �!(q2)by

� �!(q2)�
��(q

2)
h

q2 � (m � � i
��

2
)2
ih

q2 � (m ! � i�!
2
)2
i; (14)

where�� and �! areq
2-dependent.In particular,below threshold (q2 = 4m 2

�),��;! = 0 and

� �!(q2 < 4m 2

�)isrealasitshould be.Abovethreshold,wetake�� and �! tobeconstantfor

sim plicity.Herewehaveintroduced thenotation �� toindicatethefullyconsistentde� nition

ofthem ixing m atrix elem ent.Therealpart� �! isnow given by

FIG .2. �1(q
2)=�1(m

2) as a function ofq2 for the sam e values of� as used in Fig.1,with

�� = 151:5 M eV and �! = 8:4 M eV.
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FIG .3. ��(q
2)=��(m

2)asa function ofq2 forvaluesof� = 0;1:0;1:2;and 1:8,with �� = 151:5

M eV and �! = 8:4 M eV.

Re� �!(q2)= ��(q
2)

(q2 � m 2

�)(q
2 � m 2

!)� m �m ! ���!
h

(q2 � m 2

�)
2 + m 2

��
2

�

i

[(q2 � m 2

!)
2 + m 2

!�
2

!]
: (15)

Recall,m 2

�;! = (m 2

�;! � �2�;!=4).Asbefore,wecan write��(q
2)in term sof��(m

2)as

��(q
2)= ��(m

2)

(
G(q2)

G(m 2)

I�(q
2)� I!(q

2)

I�(m
2)� I!(m

2)
+ �

G(q2)

m 2

I�(q
2)I!(m

2)� I!(q
2)I�(m

2)

I�(q
2)� I!(q

2)

)

; (16)

whereG(q2)isde� ned as

G(q2)=

h

(q2 � m 2

�)
2 + m 2

��
2

�

i

[(q2 � m 2

!)
2 + m 2

! �
2

!]

(q2 � m 2

�)(q
2 � m 2

!)� m �m ! ���!
; (17)

and � � �m 2(F� � F!)=��(m
2),with ��(m

2)the on-shellvalue.W e notethatthe relation

of(14)providesbettercontactwith the experim entally extracted on-shellvalue than that

given in (3).A plotof��(q
2)forvariousvaluesof� isshown in Fig.3.Theq2 dependence

of��(q
2)issofterthan thatfor�1(q

2).W eobserve thattheexpression for��(q
2)in (16)is

q2 dependent regardlessofthe value taken for�. Thisisin accord with the argum entsof

Ref.[13]based on unitarity and analyticity.

Recently,argum entshavebeen m adeforthevanishing of� �!(q2)atq2.Theargum ents

arequite generaland apply to any e� ective � eld theory in which thereisno explicitm ass-

m ixing term in the bare Lagrangian. Unfortunately,we are unable to com m ent on the

viability ofsuch m odelswithoutknowledgeofthevaluefor�.A fundam entally based QCD

determ ination of� isforthcom ing [16].
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FIG .4. ��(q
2)=��(m

2)asa function ofq2,with ��= �! = 100 M eV.The valuesof� are the

sam e asthose used in previous�gures.

Forcom parison,wepresentin Fig.4 theratio ��(q
2)=��(m

2)forthesam evaluesof� as

in Fig.3,butwith �� = �! = 100 M eV.The q2 dependence in thiscase issim ilarto that

forthezero-width case.

Thee� ectsofincluding an energy dependent�-m eson width [15]on theright-hand side

ofthe dispersion relation of(2)are illustrated in Fig.5.Here we adoptthe standard form

[15]

��(s)= ��(m
2

�)
m �
p
s

 
s� 4m 2

�

m 2

� � 4m 2

�

!
3=2

; s� 4m 2

� ; (18)

norm alized to thepreviousvalue ats= m 2

�.The predom inante� ectisa sm oothing ofthe

curves in the threshold regim e. The oscillation seen in Fig.3 is an artifactofthe abrupt

onsetofthe�-m eson width atthethreshold 4m 2

� asdiscussed followingEq.(14).Theenergy

dependence ofthe� width doesnotalterourgeneralconclusions.

In sum m ary,we have shown in a m odelindependentway thatthe inclusion of� and !

widthssigni� cantly alterstheq2 dependenceofthe�� ! m ixing m atrix elem entand hence

ofthem ixed m eson propagator.Thisbehaviorarisesfrom thefactthatthewidthsof� and

! are di� erent. Any m odelcalculation addressing the q2 dependence ofthe �� ! m ixing

m atrix elem entthatdoesnotincludem eson width e� ectsisincom plete.
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FIG .5. ��(q
2)=��(m

2)asa function ofq2 with an energy dependentwidth forthe� m eson as

given in (18).
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