PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 3,

NUMBER 7 1 APRIL 1971

Unitarity Corrections to the Hard-Meson Analysis of K;; Decay*

D. A. NUTBROWN
Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Rochester, Rochester, New York 14627
(Received 3 August 1970)

We calculate the unitarity correction to the approximation of x dominance of the scalar, strangeness-
changing channel in the hard-meson analysis of Ki; decay by Chang and Leung. New ranges are obtained
for the possible values of Fx/Fx and f;(0). In particular, the latter satisfies f,(0)<1.

N the analysis of chiral symmetry breaking in Ks
decays by Chang and Leung,! the following as-
sumptions were made within the context of the hard-
meson approach to current-algebra calculations?3: (i)
The term in the strong-interaction Hamiltonian which
breaks the chiral symmetry transforms under chiral
SU(3) according to the representation (3,3)+ (3,3)%%;
(ii) the x-w-K vertex is no more than quadratic in
momenta, thus restricting the form of the primitive
three-point vertex; and (iii) all three channels, in-
cluding the scalar strangeness-changing one, are domi-
nated by single-particle states. In the analysis of other
three- and four-point functions, there has been some
interest recently, following the work of Amatya,
Pagnamenta, and Renner,® in retaining assumption (iii)
for the pseudoscalar channels only [i.e., the hypothesis
of partial conservation of the axial-vector current
(PCAC)], and employing the constraints of elastic
unitarity in the other channels.”

The simple k-dominance approximation of Ref. 1 was
used to obtain limits between which the physical values
of Fg/F. and f;(0) must lie. In this paper we calculate
the unitarity correction to this approximation and find
that the sign is such as to decrease the likely values of
these quantities, with the magnitude estimated from
elastic unitarity. In particular, we find that f.(0)
satisfies the inequality f(0)<1.® Before turning to the
calculation, we should mention that a possible feature
of our solution is a broad resonance of mass ~1 BeV in
the S-wave, I =% nK channel. However, its exact mass
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and width depend rather sensitively on the value of
Fg/F. and the magnitude of the contributions to the
unitarity sum coming from inelastic channels. For this
reason, as well as the paucity of experimental data, we
content ourselves in this paper with deriving the
inequalities mentioned above, which are not so sensitive
to these details.
We define the relevant three-point function by

(4, (g1) A5 (g2) VaE(g3))

=//d“xld"xze‘i‘“"”e_‘“'“

X{T (A, (1) A5 (22) VAET(0)))o, (1)

with g1+ ¢s+¢s=0. The normalization of the currents is
such that the vector currents, for example, obey the
equal-time commutation relations

[Voi (x) ’ VM ](3’) :I Z0=yo
=1¢e"*V % (x)8°(x—y)+Schwinger term,
and 4, = (1/v2) (4,414 ,2) ; our metric is such that
on the mass shell, g:*= —m,? and ¢.?= —mg?.
The hypothesis of PCAC implies that the diagonaliza-
tion of the = and K channels can be effected by defining,
in momentum space,?

Anﬁ-(ql) =4 M1r+ (ql) —1 (91;4/%3) 2| )\T+ (qv)
and ©)
A5 (go) = A,5°(g2) = 1(qas/mx?) A ANE(g5) -

The way to proceed in the remaining channel, without
assuming single-particle dominance, has been indicated
by Gerstein, Schnitzer, and Weinberg.? It is necessary to
define two spin-0 propagators in this channel, namely,

04V K" (ga) 0"V K™ (—gs)) = —iA(gs) (3)

where A(g) has the spectral representation

p(u)
Alg)= / du @t 4)

(0#V K (g5) VAK ™ (—¢s))= —qaD(gs) (5)

where D(g) has the spectral representation

p(u)
D
0= [T o ©

and
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They are connected by the relations

¢°D(g)+A(9)=A(0). Q)
Thus, if we define

~ D
V& (gs) = V2K (¢s) —igsx

@3; PE(g), ()

q3
we obtain the diagonalization requirement
(94V 5" () VA5~ (—g3))=0,
and the “primitive” three-point vertex is defined by?

(A, (g A, X (g2) VAE™(¢3))
= — A7 (q1) Apur A (g2) Aan VX (g3)
XTI (g1,g0,93),  (9)

where, on the right-hand side, we have the three spin-1
propagators corresponding to each channel. The form of
the primitive three-point vertex I'**(¢1,¢s,q3), of course,
lies outside the framework of current algebra. However,
since we will be considering only the three-point func-
tion which corresponds to zero spin in each channel, we
are interested only in the quantity g1,g2,9sI'***(¢1,92,s)-
Assuming that the primitive vertex is as smooth a
function of the momenta as possible, we find the linear
expansion!s3

') (g1,92,0s)
=A1(g"gM g qr)+A2(8 92787 ¢2¥)
+43(g" 57+ g7s*)+ B (8 ¢2* —g*qv’)
+ B, (g#g2*— g7 ¢2*)+ Bs(g**gs"— g gs*) . (10)
Thus
q14929 T *"*(¢1,92,G3)
=341[gr*— (g2~ g5+ $4.[ g — (95— 91*)*]
+34slgs*— (g2—g)*]. (1)

Let us define the off-shell spin-0 matrix element by

AN q) A (g2)
F(g1,q2,q3) = —i —_—

F,,m,ﬁ FKmK2

X(947%(g1)04%(q2)0V* (gs)), (12)

such that, on-shell, it can be written in terms of the K3
form factors fy(gs) as

F(quq2:q3) i a1’=—my?, ag’=—mg?

=F(¢s)= (mx®—m.*) f1(gs) — gs*f—(gs) . (13)

In rela‘ting F(QI,QZ:Q-'S) to QIAQZvQZ)\I‘“M (q17q27q3)y we
encounter several equal-time commutators between the
time component of a current and a current divergence.
We are therefore forced, at this stage, to make a par-
ticular choice of symmetry-breaking model. We choose
the model of Gell-Mann, Oakes, and Renner,* namely,

(14)

with the scalar nonet u;, and their chiral partners v;,
forming a basis of the representation (3,3)+(3,3) of

5(1’= —Uo— CUs,
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chiral SU(3). The constant ¢ can be expressed in terms
of the masses, decay constants, and renormalization
constants of = and K, namely,

ITK”'LKZZK-—”Z_'Z?W’%‘rﬁz‘rr_”2

c=— . (15)
Frmg?Z g 3-5F wmr?Z 12
In this model, we find
A0)= (FxZg'*—F.Z?)
X (Fgme*Zg 2 —F.m 22742, (16)

Using the definitions of the various diagonalized cur-
rents and the equal-time commutation relations of both
current algebra and the symmetry-breaking model, we

find
CA,T CA,K A(q3)
F(g1,92,93) = P CVx 20) 192693 T#(q1,92,93)
A(Q3) Z1rl/2 ) ZK1/2
= Ar— — A1
A0) [ZKW & *(g2) 7o (fh)]
q1*—g2® A(gs)
+ 2 erary -]
2FKF1r A(O)
g5 A(gs)
2FgF A(0)
FxZg B2,

- D 7
T (qs>], a7

where ¢1,4,,47(q1) =C47gy,,, with analogous defini-
tions in the other channels.

Note that, apart from the first term, the coefficients
of A(gs) and D(gs) on the right-hand side of Eq. (17)
are, at most, quadratic in momenta. In the x-dominance
approximation, these coefficients sum up to give the off-
shell «x-K-w vertex, which is Eq. (5) of Chang and
Leung.! Their assumption, that there are no coefficients
of A(gs) and D(gs) quartic in momenta in the total ex-
pression for F(g1,g2,qs), leads to the vanishing of the
first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (17). In disper-
sion-theoretic language this assumption, which we
follow, amounts to requiring that

(047 (g1)0A % (g5)aVE ()

satisfy at least once-subtracted dispersion relations in
g i=1, 2, and 3, with the other squared momenta
fixed. Equations (13) and (17) then yield

A(gs)
AQ0)
A(q3) I;IKZKU2"1_1;‘#2‘”1/2

D(qa):l .
A(O) FKZK1/2_F7|—Z11/2
(18)

2F gF F(gs) = (mKZ—mﬁ)[(FﬁJrFﬁ) —D(qa)]
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Following Ref. 1, we will assume further that F(¢s)
satisfies an unsubtracted dispersion relation. Thus,
from Eq. (18), we have

FgZg?+F.Z A% [AQ0)]?
/du olu)= .
FKZK1/2—F7Z1|-]'/2 FKZ_F1r2

(19)

Equations (16) and (19) are expressions with strictly
positive left-hand sides. Now Chang and Leung! and
Glashow and Weinberg® make the hypothesis that
(Zg/Z.)"2>0, and the former also take Fg/F.>0.
Making the same requirements and neglecting the
second term of the second bracket on the right-hand
side of (16), we find the inequality

Fr/Fx>(Z+/Zxg)'2. (20)
From Eq. (19), this implies
Fg/F:>1. (21)
It is convenient at this stage to introduce two positive
constants 4% and m_2 which are defined by
my2—m_?
(FrZgV2—F Z Y (F gmo*Z g *+F emi*Z %)
B Fy®—F.2
(22)
e (mi—mHA)
mri—my2)A
mym = —————————, (23)

FKZ __.FTZ

From (21) and (23), 7.2 and m_? have the same sign,
defined to be positive. Then the sign of the right-hand
side of (22) determines which root is 7.2 and which is
m_2. It is also clear from the definitions that in general
one root is zeroth order in SU(3)-symmetry violations,
while the other is second order. In fact, we have

(1) if Fx/F-> (Zg/Z.)"?, then m 2 (zeroth order)
> (mg?—m,®)>m_? (second order),
whereas

(ii) if Fx/F-<(Zx/Z.)"? then m_? (zeroth order)
> (mg?—m,2)>m,? (second order).

I?KZKll2"'_1;“er'ir”2
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Then we may rewrite Eq. (18) as

ZFKF,F(q:;) = (mx2_——m,r2)(2— +1)('q—3- — 1>D(Q3)

m+2 m_z
+(mg2—m2)(Fg?4-F.2)—(Fx?—F.2)g2.  (24)

We might note that if Fg/F,=(Zx/Z.)"2, which
corresponds to the value of ¢ used by Gell-Mann,
Oakes, and Renner,* then m, 2=m_%= (mg:—m,2).

Finally, using condition (19), Eq. (24) may itself be
rewritten as

(mg?—mx?)
F(gs)= / du
2F gF .

(u/my*—1)(w/m 1)
u(gs*+u)

().
(25)

Now, from definitions (3), (4), and (13), we obtain
the unitarity condition

p()=¢)Rw)|F(w)|*, w2 (mg+ms)?

with
3 [u—- (mK+m,r)2:|”2[u— (mK——m,,)Zjl/?
¢(u)=
3272 u

(26)

and R(u) the inelasticity factor such that

R(u)=1 for (mg+m.)?<u<(mg+2m,)?
and
R(u)>1 for u>(mg+2m,)?.

Also, from Eq. (25), we have
mg2—ma2 (u/my2—1)(u/m_2+41)

2FgF » u

ImF(u) = P(u) ) (27)

which, together with the unitarity condition (26), leads
to
mr—m* (u/my2—1)(u/m-2+1)

ZFKF,.- u
Xp(u)R(u).

We solve this equation by writing a twice-subtracted
dispersion relation for F~1(gs), subtracted at gs?= —m.2
and ¢s?=m_2 to yield

ImF—l(u) =—T

(28)

gs*(F*—F )

F=(gs) = +
(mr?—m?)(FgZ2+F.Zg'?)

The first point to note about this solution is that the
first two terms constitute the result of Ref. 1. The last
term is therefore the unitarity correction to the «-
dominance approximation. Secondly, note that the

sz__,mw2< q32

2FgF »

(mx? =) (FkZ AAF (Z ) (F xm?Z P —F a2 12)

0 —

. (29
u(gs®+u) )

) o

M4 2

integral has been given a cutoff A. Thus, if R(x) should
increase too rapidly with #%, the cutoff ensures con-
vergence of the integral. However, even when inelastic
effects are neglected, the cutoff is required to prevent
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(a) the appearance of Castillejo-Dalitz-Dyson poles and
(b) the superconvergence of F(gs). That F(g;) cannot be
superconvergent follows from the positivity of ImF (gs).
This in turn follows from the fact that m,2< (mg?+m.?),
which can be seen by rewriting definition (22) as

my2—m_2=(mg +m.?)
FrmgZg >+ Fm2Z 12 A(0)

- 30
FKszzK—llz_Frmr2Z1r—”2FK2_F72, (30)

from which it follows that
Lo +m2) —m 2 [ (mg+m-»)+m_2]>0.
From the solution (29), evaluated at ¢:2=0, we find
Fx Fr(FrZg'*+F.Z %)
Fofsl0)  FolFxZo+F Zgl)

(mg2—m,2)? A d(u)R(u)
LR [ 0
2F ;* (mg4me)? u?

The left-hand side of this relation has the experi-
mental value 1.23+0.05. We will assume that a reliable
estimate of the integral on the right-hand side may be
obtained by neglecting inelastic effects, i.e., taking
R(u)=1, and using a large value of the cutoff A. This is
not unreasonable owing to the %2 convergence factor in
the integrand. Then the last term on the right-hand
side makes the small but significant contribution
~0.05. If we define

Fx(FxZg“2+F,Z2%) Zgl*  (a—1)FgF,
a: =

P (FxZ A, Zg'?) Z A2 Fil—aF,?
then a=1.18+0.05.

(1)

» (32)
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From (20) and (32), Fx/F, satisfies

a 1/2 FK
() s o
2—a Fy

Numerically, the upper limit is 1.20420.06 and the lower
limit is 1.084-0.02. The corresponding range for f,(0) is

0.97=£0.01> £,.(0)>0.885F0.02,

which implies that the second-order SU(3) symmetry-
breaking corrections to f;(0) are negative,® and no
larger than 15%, in magnitude. The value of ¢ used by
Gell-Mann, Oakes, and Renner* corresponds to Fx/F
= (2a—1)"2=1.1620.04 and f,.(0)=0.95.

In conclusion, by comparing these results with those
of the k-dominance approximation corresponding to the
input Fg/F.f.(0)=1.2340.05, we find that the uni-
tarity correction decreases the likely values of both
Fg/F. and f,(0).

After the details of this paper had been worked out,
we received a paper by de Alwis,® in which possible
second-order symmetry-breaking corrections to the K ;3
theorem of Dashen and Weinstein!® were calculated,
using ideas similar to those presented in this paper.
Although the results agree to the extent that the
quantity 3 (Fx/F.—F »/Fx) could be as small as ~0.08,
the approaches markedly differ concerning the hard-
meson assumptions. Whereas we have assumed a par-
ticularly smooth primitive three-point vertex,!:® de
Alwis assumes instead the validity of perturbation
expansions around the chiral SU(3) symmetry limit,

applied to nonprimitive vertices.
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