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Abstract

Dai and Pennington have performed a comprehensive analysis of essentially all pion and kaon pair pro-
duction data from two-photon collisions below 1.5 GeV, including all high statistics results from Belle,
as well as the older data from Mark IT at SLAC, CELLO at DESY, and Crystal Ball at SLAC. Impos-
ing the basic constraints required by analyticity, unitarity, and crossing symmetry and making use of
Low’s low-energy theorem for QED, they were able to extract the final-state, strong-interaction scat-
tering amplitudes for the intermediate 7w — 77 and 7w — KK reactions in a model-independent
fashion. In addition, they provided good fits to the respective vy — 77 cross-sections that are known
in the low-energy sector in the restricted angular range, | cos 8| < 0.6 — 0.8. Using the parameters
obtained in this fashion, these authors constructed the vy — 77 cross-sections integrated over the
full angular range. In the present work, we use a version of chiral perturbation theory developed by
Oller and Oset to evaluate the final-state, strong-interaction amplitudes theoretically, and we com-
pare our low-energy QCD-based results with the amplitudes extracted by Dai and Pennington. We
also calculate the 4y — 7 cross-sections (integrated over the full angular range) and compare them
with those obtained by Dai and Pennington. These calculations give a more detailed insight into the
fit of chiral perturbation theory, not just to the measured v+ — 77 cross-sections, as is usually pre-
sented, but rather to a higher level of detail through the available analysis of the experimental data
for the underlying final-state, strong-interaction, meson—meson scattering amplitudes w7 — 7w and
nw — KK themselves. The fits appear to be sensible over the energy range considered. The detailed
calculations of strong-interaction transition matrices, as presented in this paper, also pave the way to
address the possible presence of the postulated kaonium atom KT K~ in the cross-section.

Keywords: Chiral perturbation theory, Born approximation, Breit—-Wigner approximation

1 Introduction

Photon—photon to meson—meson cross-sections
have been measured by several experimental
groups over the last decades [1-10]. The high
statistics experimental data obtained by the Belle

Collaboration at KEKB for vy — nt7~ [1], vy —
7070 [2], and yy — 7% [3] cross-sections, plus the
similar high-quality data for vy — KTK~ and
vy = K 0K’ for vy center-of-mass collision ener-
gies up to ~ 1 GeV [8-10] have given new impetus



to the field and can provide important new infor-
mation with which to probe the possible quark
structure of the light isoscalar f(500), fo(980),
and isovector ao(980) scalar mesons [11-16]. Dai
and Pennington have performed a comprehensive
amplitude analysis of the processes vy — 77w~
7070 and KK below 1.5 GeV [17]. Using all
available experimental data, they have extracted
the associated final-state, strong-interaction tran-
sition matrices, 77 — 7T7 7,77, KK in a
model-independent fashion, using only properties
of analyticity, unitarity, and crossing symmetry
and Low’s low energy theorem for QED. Their fits
pertain to the experimental data that are mea-
sured over a restricted angular range, |cosf| <
0.6 — 0.8. Having determined all parameters, they
are able to construct the cross-sections for vy —
7T, 7070 that would be expected after integrat-
ing over the full angular range.

Such developments open up several intrigu-
ing possibilities from a theoretical point of view.
(a) First, the precise knowledge of the final-state,
strong-interaction transition matrices can be used
to test the predictions of low-energy QCD, or at
least differentiate between various models thereof.
(b) In the energy range studied, it opens up the
possibility of examining the viability of detailed
combined structures that potentially can form.
Various strong-interaction models with different
structural properties have already been explored
in some detail for the light isoscalar and isovector
mesons. These include, for example, descriptions
with simple ¢ pairs [18-22], more complex ¢*g>
states [23], or a KK molecular structure [24-
30] for the fp(980) and ap(980) in particular.
Now, in addition to the strong interaction, which
is known through the analysis of [17], electro-
magnetic effects can be incorporated, and, for
example, the resonance formed in the produc-
tion and subsequent decay of the K™ K~ hadronic
atom kaonium [31-34] can be studied theoretically.
This, in turn, may become accessible experimen-
tally. As a reminder, note that attractive Coulomb
interactions are crucial for the formation of kao-
nium, which, in turn, implies isospin breaking.
However, because of the disparate length scales
over which the strong and Coulomb interactions
operate, isospin breaking is confined to the region
outside the strong interaction range. By assuming
this physical assumption and using meson—meson

interaction amplitudes, the authors of [34] have
been able to investigate strong interaction effects
on the binding (and decay) of kaonium, and have
found lifetimes of (2.240.9) x 10718 s for its ground
state. More recently, the existence of the 2p state
of kaonium has been proposed in [35], by analyz-
ing the data obtained by the CMD-3 experiment
on the ete™ — KTK™ process.

The present paper aims to examine (a) above
and to determine how well leading-order chi-
ral perturbation theory (ChPT) [36, 37], taken
together with QED to calculate the final-state,
strong-interaction and electromagnetic transition
matrices, serves to give a good description of the
final-state, strong-interaction transition matrices
as compared with the model-independent curves
extracted by Dai and Pennington from experiment
[17]. Our calculated final-state, strong-interaction
transition matrices turn out both qualitatively
and quantitatively to be in reasonable agreement
for both the individual real and imaginary parts.
We also calculate the full cross-sections for the
vy — wtn~ and 7%7Y reactions, incorporating
the electromagnetic contributions, and again find
a reasonable, but not perfect, agreement with
the extracted curves of Dai and Pennington. The
question of new structures (b), such as the pres-
ence of kaonium appearing in the cross-section,
which requires a solid knowledge of the strong-
interaction transition matrices, as presented here,
is left as a subject for our future paper. In a nut-
shell, we will search for the kaonium as a sharp
resonance possibly accompanying the f;(980) in
the processes 7y — 797% and vy — 7%7. This will
require the modifications of the cross-sections of
these processes, which are presented in the current
paper, to include the formation of kaonium, that
essentially boils down to the inclusion of isospin
breaking in the transition amplitudes. In the cor-
responding calculated cross-sections, one would
expect the same behavior as that of, for exam-
ple, vy — @97, except in the close vicinity of
kaonium resonances, where the isospin breaking is
significant.

For our aims in the present paper, both for
evaluating the full transition matrices and for cal-
culating the photon—photon to meson pair cross-
sections, we require a detailed analysis of the
underlying electromagnetic interaction as well as
the strong-interaction component through meson—
meson scattering processes. Such studies are not



uncommon: The first calculation of two-pion pro-
duction in photon—photon collisions via ChPT
presented against data was performed by Bij-
nens and Cornet [38] when the first data from
the Crystal Ball experiment were made available.
Thereafter, in a particularly clear fashion, Oller
and Oset [39] extracted meson—meson interactions
within the pseudoscalar meson SU(3) flavor octet
from the Lagrangian given by leading order ChPT
[36, 37] as the appropriate theoretical realiza-
tion of low energy QCD. They then used these
interactions as input for the Lippmann—Schwinger
equation to provide a non-perturbative calculation
of the pseudoscalar meson—meson scattering and
reaction amplitudes.

It is, however, important to bear in mind that
the validity of the leading order ChPT results is
restricted to center-of-mass collision energies up to
~ O(1 GeV). A glance at the two-photon collision
data [1-3] shows that, while the f,(500), fo(980),
and a((980) again appear quite naturally in the
ChPT calculations as dynamically generated res-
onances [40-42] below 1 GeV center-of-mass total
energy, with energies and widths compatible with
the experiment in the total cross-section of the
relevant reaction channels, the dominance of the
wide f(1270) and a2(1320) resonances eventually
overshadow the ChPT contribution at higher ener-
gies. Whilst not important for studying the vy —
kaonium production process, we remark that when
the ChPT transition amplitudes are supplemented
by contributions from the above two resonances in
the parametrized form [43], both being interpreted
as d-wave, helicity A = 2 states, plus the exchange
of vector and axial vector octet resonances in the
u and t channels [44], there is good agreement
with the available photon—photon collision data
over the entire energy range from the two-meson
threshold to ~ 1.4 MeV in the center-of-mass
system.

A decade after the first ChPT comparison with
data [38], Oller and Oset recalculated the scat-
tering cross-sections in ChPT, including the fs
and as mesons, and compared these with the then
available data [40]. In our comparison with the
precision data available, we follow their approach.

This article is arranged as follows. Section 2
addresses the calculation of the T-matrices for
the photon—photon interactions. In Secs. 2.1, 2.2,
and 2.3, we build up the Born contributions, the
contributions containing meson—meson scattering

through ChPT, and the resonant and axial con-
tributions that cannot be described by ChPT,
respectively. These are collated in Sec. 2.4. In
Sec. 3, we compare our calculated amplitudes and
cross-sections with the extracted fits of [17] and
experimental results. We summarize and conclude
in Sec. 4.

2 Production amplitudes for

the processes vy — wtn—,
7070, 7%, and KTK—

The theoretical basis for evaluating the vy —
m1me processes has been studied in different con-
texts or models before, see for example [17, 40]
and references cited therein, and involves both
the electromagnetic coupling of the photons to
(charged) mesons that is determined through
QED, as well as QCD for the final-state strong
interactions between the mesons themselves. As
the latter cannot be extracted directly from QCD
itself, we use ChPT as an appropriate realization
of the strong interactions in the low-energy sec-
tor. These processes are represented graphically
in Fig. 1 by the Feynman diagrams for the vy —
mi1me transition amplitude for incoming photon
four-momenta and helicities (g1, A1) and (ga, A2)
leading to outgoing mesons with four-momenta
(p1,p2). The filled circle diagram in panel (a) of
Fig. 1 denotes the full transition amplitude tensor
iTLY o m,- This itself is resolved into two parts:
a direct coupling of the electromagnetic interac-
tion to the mesons plus a term in which both
the electromagnetic and strong interactions play
a role. The first is the Born term iTp. . . .
denoted in the figure as an open circle, and is
only present when photons couple to charged
meson pairs mm_ in the final state. The second
diagram, denoted as iTg” ., . ., includes the
contribution from the strong meson—meson inter-
actions in the final state. The direct coupling of
the electromagnetic interaction to the mesons via
the Born term is again broken down into three
individual terms, also shown in this figure, see
panel (b), and which contain one-meson exchange.

As it stands, low-energy ChPT does not
account sufficiently for the f5(1270) and a2(1320)
resonances, which have large widths that extend
well into the region below 1 GeV. These are
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Fig. 1 Scattering amplitudes for v(¢q1) + v(g2) — m1(p1) + ma(p2) collisions producing meson pairs of masses (m1,m2)
with incoming and outgoing momenta (g1, g2) and (p1, p2), respectively. (a) The full amplitude (filled circle). This amplitude
includes strong interactions in the final state as given by the 4-point, meson—meson scattering T-matrix (filled box diagram).
(b) The Born term (open circle) only involves the electromagnetic coupling vertices of photons to charged mesons and is
only present for 77~ or KT K~ in the final state.

accommodated in our formalism via parametriza- Sec. 2.3, we give the parametrization for resonant,
tion. We thus proceed as follows: in Sec. 2.1, we non-ChPT terms. Then, in Sec. 2.4, we build up
start with the Born term to set our notation. We the full T-matrix, that consists of the amplitudes

then evaluate contributions from the final-state
strong interactions using ChPT in Sec. 2.2. In

T —Th + T + T (1)

y—mima Biyy—mima Siyy—mima R(A);yy—mims’

with p,v =0, ..., 3, and specify the cross-sections. well-studied in the literature, see for example

Throughout this work, we use natural units, where [44]. In this subsection, we provide important

h=c =1 and the charge /47 = a. results, giving sufficient detail to make this paper

self-contained, allowing the reader to follow the

2.1 Electromagnetic contributions calculations. These are directly applicable to the

to vy — mTm ™ in the helicity process 7y — KTK ™. In general, the transition

basis amplitude in the Born approximation correspond-

ing to the second diagram in panel (a) of Fig. 1,

The process vy — wtm~ due to electromag- or all diagrams in panel (b) of Fig. 1 leads to the
netic interactions (Born approximation) has been expression

uv

— 2 |2gm 4 (2p1 — q1)"(2p2 — q2)” | (2p1 — q2)" (2p2 — 1)
Biyy—sm¥m= (1 —q1)? — mi (P11 —q2)? — mi
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where m4 are the (common) masses of the final-
state mesons. This expression has to be contracted
with polarization vectors €, and €,. For an explicit
evaluation, without loss of generality, we use a
standard choice [45] ¢ = 0 and the 3-vectors of

helicity A1, A2, ey, (1), ex,(2), both oriented along
right-handed orthogonal axes zy perpendicular to
the photon momentum vector in the z direction,
e>\1(]‘) = ive)\2 (2) =J, and e)\l(l) Te; (2) = 5>\1,/\2
to fulfill the Lorentz condition. This leads to the
expression

(exe WITH e (€22(2)); = —2¢% @5, (1) - €, (2)

(P1-ex, (1))(p2 - €x,(2))

(P2 - e, (1))(p1 - €, (2))

_|_

where the indices ¢, j can take on the values 1, 2,
3.

In the center-of-mass system, the incoming pho-
ton and outgoing meson lines in panel (b) of

+ E)

P1-q1 P1-q2

Fig. 1 have four-momenta ¢ = (Py/2,q), ¢2 =
(P0/27 _q)a b1 = (P0/27p)7 and b2 = (PO/27 _p)a
where /s = P, is the total collision energy. Using
this, the contracted Born amplitude becomes

(TB;'y'y%m+m* ) Aod; (e§\2 (2))iT;jW7_>m+m— (€>\1 (1))J

=—2¢% |e},(2) e (1) —2

where ey, (1) is associated with particle 1 with
incoming momentum q and ey, (2), with particle 2
with incoming momentum —q. Also, the center-of-
\/1—4m?2 /s, and
cos = p-q/pq gives the polar angle of the scatter-
ing direction of the outgoing meson p relative to

the incoming photon q. We choose to evaluate (4)
for the Born amplitudes in the chiral helicity basis

mass velocity is v = 2p/Py =

(A=0)

Do) ey = ),
( Boyy=m*m= ) poyRr(1) Boyy=m*m= ) poyp(1)

( (\=2) ) _( (A=—2)
Byyy—mtm~— L(2)R(1) - Byyy—mtm~—

(v-e},(2)(v-ex (1))
1 —v2cos2d ’

that is defined by er 1.(I) = F(ei(I) +iex(1))/v2,
l = 1,2. Note that in the center-of-mass system,
the total helicity of the colliding photon pair can
only take on the values A = 0 or 2, and this
label is sufficient to characterize the contracted
T-matrices, which we denote as T»). Then the
individual contracted amplitudes are easily found

to be [40],

1 —?
= 2’ 5
e 1 —v2cos20 (5)
" 2 gin? Pe2id
) _ g2 00sin 0™ (6)
R(2)L(1) 1 —v2cos26



An expansion of the T

Byyy—mtm~—

harmonics Y1 (6, ¢) for each total helicity A yields

in spherical

the partial contracted amplitudes T ](3‘];\7) mtme?
which can be used to identify the leading s- and
d-wave contributions to (5) and (6). To this end,
we write (5) as

(0) _ E : (1,0)
TB;’yfy—Hn*m* - TB;’y'y—)erm*' (7)
J=0,2,4,

The (J, \) partial-wave amplitude for helicity zero
is identified as

770 = —2ie*(1 —v?) /v

Byyy—mtm~—

X VAT (2T + 1)Y2Q;(1/v)Y10(0,0),  (8)

where 1/v > 1 and Q,(1/v) is a Legendre func-
tion of the second kind [46]. We have also dropped
the chiral indices, which are no longer necessary.
For the s-wave contribution, we set J = 0 and use

Qo(1/v) = (1/2)In[(1 +v)/(1 — v)], to find

700 = —2ie*(1 —v?) /v

Byyy—mtm—

I (1*) ViYoo(0,6). (9)

The d-wave contribution can be obtained by set-
ting J = 2 and Q2(1/v) = —-3/2v + (3 —
v?) /40?2 In[(1 4+ v)/(1 — v)].

For the case of helicity two, since sin® fe?¢ =

/321 /15Y5 (0, ¢), we can write (6) as

Téfiwmm_:zie%\/?’f—; 3 VaAr(2+1)2Qu(1/0)Yi0(6, 6)Ya2 (6, 6). (10)

1=0,2,4,--

‘We now make use of the expression for the product
of the two spherical harmonics Y; ¢(6, $)Y2,2(0, ¢)
at a common angle [47] to find

2 ) 327
T](B;%y'y—mz*m* = 2’&621}\/? Z (2J + 1)1/2

J=2,4,6,-

[ > (o3 %) (000) @ | viee. o
1=J—2,J,0+2

where the round brackets are Wigner 3-j symbols.
The restriction on the sum over [ is due to the
second Wigner 3-j symbol that vanishes unless

T('LQ)

Byyy—mtm—

Q—2(1/v)

X —

[+ 2+ J is even [47]. Inserting their specific val-
ues given in [47], we can perform the [-sum in the
square brackets to identify the (J, \) partial-wave
amplitude for helicity two as

= die®oy/T (2] + 1)V [(J = 1)J(J + 1)(J + 2)]*/2
Qy(1/v)

Qr2(1/v)

27— 1D)2J+1)

27 —1)(2J 1 3)

(2J +1)(2J + 3) Yy2(0,9). (12)



For J = 2, using Q4(1/v) = (=105 + 550v2)/24v3
+(35 — 30v% + 3v%)/160* In[(1 + v)/(1 — v)], we
—3450°  (1-2?)?
+ 5v +( v?)

obtain
_9:,2
_216[ 3v? 203

« In (1”)]\/1577 2Ys.2(6

T(272)

Biyy—mtm—

(13)

While the T-matrices will be of direct interest to

us, for completeness we note that the individual
helicity cross-sections can also be evaluated. The
partial differential cross-section, for example, for
the process vy — 777~ reads

doj(g‘]’)‘) (vy = 7tn7) _ v ’ (JN) 2
dQ 128725 | Biyy—mtn—| 2
(14)
and thus
(J/\) + _ v
(’Yy — T ) 12877'2
2
(J0)
xAﬂdQ’T Birysmtn—|
(15)
For the case of (0,0), we have
dag)’o) (vy = 7t7n7) _ v (0,0) 2
dQ 128725 | Biyy—mtn—| 2
(16)
so that
o (yy = wta”)
_ v (0.0) 2
N 128%25/ ‘T Byyy—ata

o?v 1 —o? 1+wv 2
=T 1 17
7T28|: v n(l—v)} » 147)

where T":0) is given in (9). Similarly for

Byyy—mtn—

(2,2), we obtain

o5 (yy = 7 tn7)

v 2.2)
- ) ‘T
128725 /47T Biyy—mta

2,7 2 1 — 12)2 1 2
TR Ch et Ly Gl MY kA
4s 3v2 203 1—w

2

where Té 72,3%7#” is given in (13).
The total cross-sections for each helicity can be
computed similarly. For helicities zero and two,

they read

5O
(O)(’y’y—>7r+7r ):/ d0°E

dQ)
__v (A=0) 2
128725 / ’T Biyy—mta~
2 1 — 2 2
2 [ 40 v
28 Jur 1 —v2cos?0

L PR ()]

s 2v 1—wv

dag)
dQ)

_ v i v?sin?0 \’
28 Jan 1—v2cos?6

2 _22_4 1
:770”){3—1)2—3 v Uln( +v>]’

01(92) (vy = 7ntr) = / dQ

2v

where (5) and (6) are being used.
The full differential Born cross-section can then

be calculated as
1—? 2
(1 — v2 cos? 0)

n v2sin? 0 2
1 —v2cos26 ’

(21)

77) v

dog(yy — 7+ a’v
dQ} 2

and integrating over the full angular range yields

which is in agreement with the result of [44].



The following remark is in order. In princi-
T(J)O)

Byyy—mtm— and

ple, explicit expressions for

j(BJW? —om+m— for all allowed J > A and their cor-
responding partial cross-sections can be computed
like those explained in this subsection. However,
the leading-order partial-wave amplitudes given in
(9) and (13), i.e., the (0, 0) and (2, 2) partial waves,
together account for ~ 90% of the calculated
Born cross-section for s < 1 GeV? [40, 48] and
thus build a convenient working assumption. In
this regard, it is instructive to compare op(yy —
7tr™) with Jg’o)('y'y — 7trT) + 0532’2)(77 —
7tmw~) as v — 0. To this end, we have

2
op(yy = 7trT) = on Y [1—40%/3 + 40'/5
s

—+ O(vﬁ)], v — 0,
(23)
Ug)’o)(v'y -t + 01(32’2)(77 —rta7)
2
~on Y [1—40%/3+320%/45+ O(x%)], v —0,
s
(24)

where (24) slightly underestimates the full Born
cross-section in (23).

2.2 Non-perturbative,
strong-interaction contributions
to the meson—meson reaction
amplitudes

To obtain the full transition matrix shown in
panel (a) of Fig. 1, the effects of the strong inter-
action in the final state must now be taken into
account. In particular, we first need to evaluate
the T-matrices that are associated with the square
diagram in Fig. 1 and which account for meson—
meson scattering. Here, we follow the approach
offered by ChPT, following [39], and summarize
the essential points. For recent reviews of this
topic, see [49, 50].

The meson pairs (KK)!, (r7)!, and (7%%) of
good isospin I, interact in the final state via 4-
point vertices given by [39] (note that since we
define the vertex diagrams by iV;;, the sign of this

Vi; is the negative of those listed in [39]),

Vr{nmg;mgnu = <I’ m1m2 |£2| I? m3m4>

=y!

msma;mims) (25)
at tree level, after coupling both the initial and
final two-meson states to good isospin I. The sym-
metry in the interaction under the interchange
of labels is due to time-reversal invariance. The
interaction chiral Lagrangian is assumed to be
Ly = 1/12f%*r [(0,9® — 90, P)* + M®*], which
is the leading order ChPT interaction Lagrangian
density [36, 37]; f is the (bare) pion decay con-
stant, tr denotes the trace in SU(3) flavor space
of the matrices constructed from

70 /V24n/V6 wt Kt
o = T —7%/\24n/vV6  K° , (26)
K~ x° —2n/V6

and M is the diagonal matrix of (bare) meson
masses,

m2 0 0
M=/ 0 m2 0 . (27)
0 0 2m% —m2

Notationally, we abbreviate the 4-point vertices

in (25) and the meson-meson transition ampli-
tudes Ty my—smam, i & compact fashion as has
been previously introduced in [39]. The indices
(i,7) = (1,2) are used to identify the specific
meson pair involved: 1 indicates KK in both
isospin states I = 0 and I = 1, while 2 indi-
cates mm for I = 0 (or I = 2), and 7'n for
I = 1. Note that this follows the convention of
[39], but is opposite to the channel-labeling con-
vention of [17]. The following set of basis states of
good isospin I, |(M; M3)?), are defined in terms of
the meson—meson particle-basis sets as

(KK)") = —iz (KK +KK"),
(KK)") = —% (kK- - KK"),

(n)°) = —ig (™ +aat + 7070,
()2 = _% (xta™ + 7 at — 25079,
("n)" ) = =n. (28)




Using the VZ} which can be obtained from
(25) by taking (28) into account, one can con-
struct the coupled equations for the scattering
amplitudes Tig of good isospin for these meson
pairs. In general, these are integral equations that
involve meson-meson interactions Vé in inter-
mediate states, where at least one of the states
1 or j is off-shell. However, in the case of s-wave
scattering, Oller and Oset have shown explicitly
[39, 40] that one can replace the Vlé by their
on-shell values in intermediate states too since

their off-shell parts are additive and can be reab-
sorbed as a renormalization factor that replaces
the bare coupling constant, 1/f, and meson
masses by their physical values, f, ~ 93 MeV
and (mx, mg,m,) ~ (140,496,547) MeV. The
on-shell values for the V;© ! can then be found
from the information given in [39, 40] to be

where /s is the total collisional energy in the
center-of-mass system.

Equations (29) to (31) only depend on the
external variable s = P2, the total center-of-mass
energy squared of the meson pair. This in turn
means that the integration over the four-momenta
of meson pairs in intermediate states can be fac-
tored [39], and the coupled integral equations for
the Tin(s) become coupled algebraic equations
that can be solved exactly. The results are

Tii(s) = [(1 = Vaollss) Vi) + Vi5TI5, Vi | /DI<(5),)
32

Tiy(s) = Via /D (s), (33)

for (KK)" — (KK)" in both isospin channels, I =
0,1, and (KK)? — (77m)? or (KK)' — (7%9)%,
respectively. The common denominator of T} (s)

LSome authors, e.g., [26, 39, 40], include an additional nor-
malization of 1/4/2 in the definitions of |(77)®) and |(77)2).
Hence the matrix elements ‘/7:(])"2 given in Egs. (29) and (31) are
larger by a factor v/2 than those listed by Oller and Oset for

each pion label 2 appearing on the interaction matrix element
for I =0 and I = 2.

s 25 —m?2
f2 ? V202 = f2 ) (29)
- 3m2 - 8m2 m2
n K 1 _ Mo
12f2 ’ V22 - 3f2 ’ (30)
s —2m?2
o (31)

and Ti,(s), D!(s), reads

DI(S) = (1 - V1]1H11T1) (1 - V2[2H£2> - ‘/1121_[52‘/(72[11;{17
34

for I = 0 and 1. In the above equations IT/; denotes
the meson loop diagrams and is given by

T d*l 1 1
i) = 6/ (2m)* 12 —m2 (I + Pp)? —m?’
(35)

for two mesons of mass (mg,mp) as identified
by the labels I and i, and the symmetry fac-
tor e = 1/2 and 1 for identical and non-identical
mesons propagating in the loop, respectively [51].
Thus H{l = Il % for KK in both isospin chan-
nels, while 114, = I, or o, for I =0 (or I = 2)
and I = 1, respectively. Note that T, (s) = T4 (s)
is also time-reversal invariant.

Since pions coupled to good isospin behave like
identical bosons [51], (77)! — (77)! s-wave scat-
tering can only occur for I = 0 (or I = 2). The
relevant T-matrices are

T35(s) = [T11(8)] 1 sn » (36)



T222(5) = V222/ (1 - V222H32) ) (37)
for (77)° — (a7)? and (77)? — (77)?,
since in the latter channel only the diag-

onal interaction vertex Vg is non-zero, see

(31). The related S-matrix element reads
S3,(s) = 1 + i/16m\/1 —4m2/sT5(s) =

exp(2id3), where 63 is a real phase shift, §5 =
1/2tan"![Im(S%,)/Re(S3,)]. Note that the S-
matrix is unitary as there are no reaction channels.

The integral in (35) diverges at large four-
momenta and requires regularization. The expres-
sion for the O(4) regularized integral I1% (s) in (35)
depends on where s lies relative to the branch cut
that starts at the branch point (m, + mp)? [34].
In the following we elaborate on the evaluation of
L (s) = II(s) = —iely(s).

First, we simplify I,;(s) as

Lup(8) = Lop(0) — i/ (47)?

1 2 2\ /2 _ 2
" / daln 14 (mZ —mg)/mpo . sa(21 a)/m;
0 1+ (mg —my)/mija

= Iy(0) — Las(s). (38)

i
(4m)?
In this expression, I4;(0) is divergent and under
O(4) regularization, we find

2
Ip(0) = —— | — "0 In (1 + A2/m2)
T m)? [ m2 —m ‘
2
m
_mﬁfb §IH(1+A2/m5) ;
(39)

where A is a regulatory cutoff.
To evaluate Lgp(s) in (38), first we consider the
case of s < 0, for which we obtain

_1_1<5<+m%+"%>
m

Lay(s) = o\ x

(ma/m3)

+ Jab(s)a
(40)

where § = (mq, — mp)/M with M = m, + my,
X = —s/M?, and J,p(s) is defined as

Ve Ve

Jap(s) = \[[cothl <1+5/X> + coth™? (1_5/X

(41)
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with ¢ = (14 62/X)(1 +1/X).

To calculate Lqp(s) for s > 0, we need to
analytically continue it into the complex plane.
Making the substitution s — zM?2, where z is a
complex variable, we have

Jav(2) =V fan(2) [coth1 (f?f;)
+ coth™* ( 1 fg(/i))] )

(42)
where fo,(2) = (1 —6%/2)(1 — 1/2).
To study the analytic structure of \/fup(2),
first we define

z = |z]et? - <P,
z— 6% = |z — 6%e™ —r<y<m (43)
z—1=|z—1|e" -1 <0<,

where z = u + v, and |z| = VuZ + 02, |z — 62| =
Viu—1982)2 402 |z = 1] = /(u—1)2+v2, and
the angles are defined through: tan¢ = wv/u,
tan1) = v/(u—62), and tan§ = v/(u—1); see also
Fig. 2.

)



Thus, the individual square roots in
be written as

fan(z) can

(=2)'/% = |o /2 072,
(5” -
(1-— 2)1/2 =11- z|1/2 e0-m/2

2)1/2 _ |52 _ Z|1/2 ei(¥=m)/2, (44)

with the branch cuts taken along the real z-axis,
u, from —oo — 0, —oo — 6%, and —oc0 — 1,
respectively. Using (44), v/ fas(z) takes the form:

f;b/2(z) _ |1 . 62/Z|1/2 ‘1 _ 1/Z|1/2 ei[(9+¢)/2*¢].

(45)

Just above the positive w-axis, we find the
following forms for fig 2

() O<u<d®: (60, vom 0o fL2=—(2u—-1)"0m-1)"2,
(i) 2<u<l: (6—0, =0, 0—m) fL2=i(1-62u)"(1/u-1)"2 (46)
1/2
(i) *<l<u: (=0, v—=0, 050 f{%=(1-62/u)""1-1/u)?
and just below the positive u-axis, we have
(i) O0<u<d®: (p—0, v— —m, 0— —m) f;f =—(6%/u- 1)1/2 (1/u—1)"2%,
(i) P<u<l: (6—0, p—=0, 0——m) fL2=-i(1=02u)"*(Qfu-1)  (a7)
(i) 62<l<u: (p—0, p—0, 050) fL2=(1-062u)">01-1/u)"2.
which identifies as the branch cut of f;éz. The
v Riemann surface of \/f.p(z) for a specific § is
illustrated in Fig. 3.
Now, we examine Jup(2) in (42), in the three
regions (i), (#¢), and (i%). In both (¢) and (i¢)
2 z—1 regions, it has the same form as
AN R I
U Ja = a t_l ab
52 1 b |f b|[00 (1—5/11,)

Fig. 2 Illustration of complex vectors defined in (43).

Equations (46) and (47) demonstrate that the
function f;f has a discontinuity along §2 — 1,

11

+cot™! (1 J“@’L) ] , (48)



Im ./E.Ib 0 ’\;

1

0 Imz
0 -1
Re z 1

Fig. 3 The Riemann surface of the complex function
v/ fap(z) for 6 = 1/2. The Riemann sheets are connected
along the branch cut, shown as a dashed, black curve, from
1/4 — 1.

where \/|fap] = (1 — 6%/u)/?(1/u — 1)"/2, when

u < 1. For the region (iii), we have
_ -1 V |fab‘
Jab = /| fabl [coth <1 — 5/u>
+ coth™* (‘ [ fas > ] ,  (49)

14+46/u

where /| fas] = (1 — 82/u)Y/?(1 — 1/u)/?, when
u > 1. Since the arguments of both inverse hyper-
bolic cotangents in (49) are smaller than one,
therefore both lie on the upper lip—in our case,
m? — m? —in: z — (s +in)/M>—of the branch
cut of the inverse hyperbolic cotangent function.
Then (49) can be written as

Jab = /| fab| [tanhl (1 |J;/Z’L>
+ tanh™* (Vlf‘“j') —m]. (50)

14+46/u

Thus in the region (i), where s > M? = (m, +
mp)? when the two-particle decay channel opens
up, on the upper lip of the branch cut along the
real axis, J,; develops an imaginary part.

Now with Ju;(2) at our disposal, the analytic
continuation of L,p(s) reads

1/ 8§ m2+m?
L) = =1 3 (=2 + 2o ) b G )
a b
+ Jab(Z).
(51)

Putting  (38), (39), (50), and (51)
together, the regularized integral of TI(s)
in (35), for s > (mg, + mp)?, becomes

2
my

= g n (14 A%/mi) — Lan(s)] (52)

a b

Lab(s):_l_;<mi—|—m§ _mg;m?’>ln(m§/m§)+\/ﬂ{tanh1l1( Vfab ]

+tanh ™!

m2 —m3) /s

V fab .
)/s] } —im\/ fab, (53)

1+ (m2 —m}




where

V= (1= (ma—m)? /)"

X (1 — (maq +my)? /5)1/2 = 2pap/ V5.
(54)

In (54), pep is the magnitude of the three-
momentum of either meson in the center-of-mass
system. Note that (52), (53), and (54) are sym-
metric under the interchange m, — ms. For m, =
my and my = m,, (52) gives the closed form
of Iyo,(s) for s > (my 4+ my)? For a different
approach to calculate the meson loop diagrams,
we refer to Section 3 of [49)].

For equal masses, m, = my = m, II(s) reduces

to
II(s) = (4;)2 [1 +1n (14 A%/m?)
+m?/(m? + A2) - 2J(s)} , (55)
with

J(s) = /=fcot™ \/=f 0 (4m® — 5)
+VF (tamh‘1 V- m/Q) 0 (s —4m?), (56)

where /f = (1 —4m?/s)"/? and 6 is the Heaviside
step function. In (56), the analytic continuation of
J(s) into the region 0 < s < 4m? along the real
s-axis is also given. Setting m = m, or my with
e = 1/2 or 1, respectively, then leads to closed
forms for I, (s) and I1 .7 (s). Having II(s) at our
disposal, the Tilj(s) can all be obtained in closed
form.

The complex poles in Py = /s of the transi-
tion amplitudes T (Py) and Ti,(Py) in (32) and
(33) can be found for I = 0 and 1 from the
roots of their common denominator Df(Pf) = 0
in (34). These roots, which determine the meson
mass M and half-width I' /2 for each isospin, lie
on the appropriate second Riemann sheet in the
lower half of the cut complex Pj-plane [39], i.e.,
P{ = MT —il'! /2. Note that this relation assumes
a non-relativistic Breit-Wigner shape for the tran-
sition amplitude in the vicinity of its peak value
at PO = MI.
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One finds two roots for I = 0 and a single
root for I = 1, that correspond to the two scalar-
isoscalar mesons fy(500) (or o), fo(980), and a
single scalar-isovector ao(980) meson, respectively
[39]. In the cases of o and fy, we find particularly
simple relations for their corresponding roots (in
MeV) as functions of the cutoff A:

M2 (A) ~ 436 + 67(A/1000) — 30(A/1000)?,

1% /2 (A) ~ 394 — 230(A/1000) + 50(A/1000)2,
(57)

and

M3 (A) ~ 996 + 37(A/1000) — 36(A/1000)?,
%, /2(A) = —64 + 93(A/1000) — 21(A/1000)?,
(58)

where A is measured in MeV and the coefficients
of A°, A, and A? have dimensions of MeV, 1, and
MeV ! respectively. We use the O(4) cutoff of
A = 13517152 MeV that fixes the real part of one
I = 0 root, with error bars, at M?O = (980 £
10) MeV [34]. This replicates the fy(980) mass
values quoted in the PDG data table [52]. The
predictions for the masses and half-widths for all
three scalar mesons are listed in Table 1.

For other approaches to determine the pole
positions of f5(980) and ag(980) resonances, such
as using the Roy-like GKPY equations and
Flatté parametrization, Madrid-Krakow disper-
sive parametrization, and unitarization techniques
based on N/D method, we refer to [53-60].



Table 1 Summary of calculated masses and half-widths, MT —iT'7 /2 (in MeV, rounded to the nearest integer), for

fo(500) or &, fo(980), and ag(980) as a function of the range of O(4) cutoffs: A = 13517
parameters are taken from experiment: fr = 93 MeV and (mx, mg,my) = (140,496, 547) MeV.

}gg MeV. The other input

A MeV M2 — 5T M9 — 419 M} —iTL
1166 473 — 194i 990 — 16i 987 — 52i
1351 472 - 175i 980 — 23i 964 — 53i
1511 469 — 161 970 — 29i 946 — 52i

PDG (2010) [52] (400 — 1200) — (300 — 500)i

PDG (2012) [52] (400 — 550) — (200 — 350)i

PDG (2022) [52] (400 — 550) — (200 — 350)i

(980 + 10) — (20 — 50)i
(990 + 20) — (20 — 50)i

(980 — 1010) — (20 — 35)i

(980 + 20) — (25 — 50)i

(980 + 20) — (25 — 50)i

(960 — 1030) — (20 — 70)i

We are now able to construct the contribution
in which the strong interaction influences the final
state. According to the third diagram in panel

d4l

v _

(a) of Fig. 1, we identify 7g”_ ., .. for a propa-

gating charged meson pair mm_ in the loop as

TSW’Y—Wnlmz - / (74 <QI7Q2 |T§V| Q1+ l7 q2 — l> <Q1 + l7Q2 —1 ’TmlmQ;m+m,}p1ap2>

27)

4

d
~ Tmlmz;’rrurm, (5) / 4 <Q1, q2 |T§V| q + l7 q2 — l> y

(2m)

with m4 being the charged meson mass m, or
mg, as appropriate. The second line in (59)
follows after factoring out the meson—meson scat-
tering box diagram from the integral. This approx-
imation, like that for Tllj(s), places the inter-
mediate incoming charged meson pair mim_ of
Tnymaymom_ on-shell to render this amplitude a
function of s only [34, 39, 40]. Note, however,
that the charged mesons in the final state of "
under the integral sign are, by contrast, both still
off-shell.

Equation (59) can be further calculated as

e2

— (9" (1 - q2) — &5 qY]

T S
272

Siyy—mima

(59)
x Jm;S(s)Tmlmz;erm_(s), (60)
where the function J,,, (s) is given by
Jm. (s) =14+2m3 /s
x /1daln {1—8204(1—04) . (61)
0o @ my

The meson—meson scattering contribution, i.e.,
Trnymoimsm_ (8), can be constructed from (32) to
(37) for the appropriate meson pairs. The expres-
sion in (60) is fully gauge invariant as the factor
9" (q1-92) — g5 g7 guarantees this: 1,,[¢"" (¢1-¢2) —
a5 q7] = 0 and g2,[9"" (q1 - g2) — @5 47] = 0.

The function J,,, (s) can be further evaluated to



In this expression, the second term for s > 4m3
arises by analytically continuing the first as a func-
tion of s onto the upper lip of the branch cut
4m?% < s < oo along the real axis of the complex
s-plane.

Allowing for different combinations of interme-
diate meson pairs to be formed, the contribution
from the final-state strong interactions to the full
contracted T-matrix thus reads

_ %
TSW’YHWIWQ - GQHTS;"WHml ma €1v

2
e
- 7ﬁ€2 €1 g I (S)Tm1m2;m+m— (5)’ (63)
m

and when contracted with respect to polarization
vectors of total helicity A\, we have

62

€ix (2T sy smima €ir (1) = g5y (2) -ex(1)

X Z Jmi (S)Tmlmg;ermf (5) (64)
m4

This scattering amplitude is independent of the
scattering angle and is thus pure s-wave. Hence

(0,0)
Siyy—rmima

2
(&
= 8772 Z Jmi (S)Tmlmg;m+m7 (8)
my

X 2’L'\/7>TY0,0. (65)

Note that there is no A = 2 contribution in this
case.

2.3 Non-chiral perturbation theory
contributions

As already commented upon in the Intro-
duction, additional s channel background con-
tributions from the f5(1270) and a9(1320) res-
onances, with quantum numbers I¢(J7 C) =
0T (2%t+) and 17(271), to the scattering ampli-
tude can be expected to be important at center-
of-mass energies below 1 GeV. We denote these
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4 2
s <cosh_1 5
4m:|:

m/z)je (s —4m3).

(62)

as Tgfﬂa vmymy- Such contributions lie beyond
the scope of the ChPT calculations outlined
above and are thus parametrized. In addition,
the t-channel axial exchange amplitude arising
from the 17(17") a;(1260) resonance, denoted
as T'4.yy—xoy, also not only plays a role above
~ O(1 GeV) [40, 44], but also influences the
amplitudes and cross-sections below 1 GeV.

The fo and ay resonances have been inter-
preted as pure d-wave, helicity 2 states (J,\) =
(2,2) [43]. We parametrize these by a relativistic
Breit-Wigner resonance amplitude [61] for vy —
Mg — mims as

= —16mi\/207 /v A2 2(5)Ya,2(0, ), )
(66

(2,2)
Ryyy—mima

where

= [F@)} Yz Vs
L s — M3 + iMgI'(y/s)
X [Br(mlmg)F(\/g)]l/Q,
(67)
with R = f5,a9, for a resonance of mass and

total width Mg and I'(1/s), respectively, and with
partial widths FE,%,) and Br(mims)T'(y/s) for the
decay into two photons of opposite helicity, or
two mesons, respectively; Br(mjms) is the branch-
ing ratio for the latter decay. For simplicity, we
consider the widths appearing in the relativistic
Breit-Wigner formula to be independent of s, i.e.,
I(y5) =T.
To obtain the corresponding cross-section, first
note that
dagz)(vy — mims) v 2

ds2

Ryyy—=mima|

(68)

T 128725



thus, we have

dag’Q) (yy = mimg) 407
aQ

2
=407

= T |A2,2(S>|2 |Y272(05 ¢)|2
1
(s — M2)2 1 (Mzl)

5 Br(mimz)l’

x [Ya2(0,0)|° .
(69)

By integrating over the full angular range, we
obtain

ot (v = mims) = 4077 G Br(mim,)T
1
M T (T

(70)

X

which peaks at s = M3 with the maximum value
of 407TF%)Br(m1m2)/M12%F.

Due to their large total widths (~ 100 to 200
MeV), the fy and as resonances can contribute
to production cross-sections already at energies
~ 1 GeV, well below their peak positions. We illus-
trate this in the next section for the vy — 7079
channel where the total cross-section, (74), is just
the sum of the partial cross-sections determined by
ChPT and the f; resonance amplitudes separately,
without any interference term.

For the axial vector resonance exchange contri-
bution, we follow the approach of [40], where for
v(q1)7v(q2) — p1p2, the corresponding transition
amplitude reads

Th = 47raf—‘;‘ (9" (a1 - q2) — 5 qf]

o(yy = mimg) =

after integrating over the full solid angle and
averaging over the two helicities of the incom-
ing photon pair; e takes 1/2 or 1, depending on
whether the final state has identical particles or
not, respectively. For example, for the process

v 2. _" (0,0)
me/dgﬂﬂvv%mmﬂ = me/dﬂ (‘Tvvﬂmmm

00 (vy = myma) + 032 (vy = mima),

o (1 + pi(qr — p1)/m3

1+ pi(g2 pl)/m2A>
(Q1—p1)2_m,24 7

(g2 —p1)* — mi
(71)

where f4 depends on the combination Lg + L1g.

2.4 Total vy — meson—meson
transition amplitudes and
cross-sections

The total contracted transition amplitudes
Tyy—myms can now be calculated from (1). For
each specific exit channel, this can be written
to leading order as a sum of s- and d-wave

components:
0,0 2,2
TVW—Wllmz = T’§7—3m1m2 + T’s"/—gmlmw (72)
where
JA _ (N (J,2)
T"S’y*})ml’n’LQ - TB;’y'y%mlmz + TS;'y'y%m1m2
(J,2)
+ TR(A);WHmlm’z’
(73)

and the relevant components are selected for
the Born and strong interaction terms from
ChPT, while resonant, non-ChPT terms are
parametrized.

The total vy — meson—meson cross-section
can then be expressed as the sum of the moduli
squared of the T} due to the orthogonality of
the spherical harmonics they contain. Thus, we
have

2
(2,2)
+ |1

Y—mima

)

vy — T, we obtain the total cross-section as

o(yy = 7trT) =0 a(yy = 7 7)

(2,2)

topip(y =t

),
(75)
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where the subscripts B + S and B + fs refer to
the Born plus strong-interaction and Born plus
resonant f(1270) contributions, respectively.
The individual T’y _m, m, matrices, TW(S’O_?"WZ
and Tﬁ@mlmw that determine these partial cross-
sections are given explicitly in Table 2 for the three

exit channels: mymo = 7070, 7+7~, and 7°7.

3 Numerical results for
scattering amplitudes and
cross-sections

3.1 m;my — mgmy scattering
amplitudes

One of the main contributions to the total
scattering amplitude in (1) arises from final-
state strong interactions through meson—meson
scattering. The latter amplitudes themselves are
an important input to the photon—photon cross-
sections and are calculated separately in Sec. 2.2
within the framework of ChPT. The authors of
[17] have extracted these amplitudes from the data
in a model-independent fashion. Here, we compare
our calculated results for the real and imaginary
parts of the transition matrices with the results of
their fits, see Fig. 4, for the processes mm — 7,
ar — KK, and KK — KK. As can be seen
in this figure, there is an overall good qualita-
tive agreement between the transition matrices
calculated from ChPT and those extracted from
experiment. However, quantitatively there are dif-
ferences, notably for the transition 77 — 77, in
which the real part underestimates the extracted
values at energies below 1 GeV, while the imag-
inary part overestimates the extracted values in
the lower energy range, peaking at a lower value
of Po.

To conclude this subsection, we note that the
amplitudes calculated here can also give us the
effective coupling constants responsible for the
decay modes of fy. To see this, first note that the
fo propagator, —iD(s), required to construct the
T-matrices for I = 0 scattering of KK via s chan-
nel fp exchange in the vicinity of the f, resonance,
is dressed by proper polarization loops, —iII(s), in
the ladder sum as

1 1 1 1

10 ...
s—M2+s—M2i (S)S—M2+

—iD(s) =
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T(rr—nm)

T(rr—KK)

T(KK - KK)

0 .
—1t V‘” ]
—2F ]

0.8 10 1.2 1.4
Py(GeV)

Fig. 4 The T-matrix elements for the meson—meson scat-
tering amplitudes of 77 — 7w, 7w — KK, and KK —
K K. The solid curves are our calculations and the dot-
ted curves are the values extracted from the data by Dai
and Pennington [17]. The real parts are given by the black
curves and the imaginary values by the red ones.

04 06

i
= — 76
s— M2 —TI(s)’ (76)
where M is the bare mass of fy. Now, using
the Lagrangian fragment, §£, we can define the
effective coupling constants via

oL = ngKffO (l')KF + gfomrfo ($)7T7T. (77)
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This Lagrangian leads to 3-point vertices given
by iVix+x- = inOKOFO = 95 KR Sirfe the
kaon—antikaon state of isospin I = 0 is |(KK)?) =
—1/V2(KtK~ + KOFO), thus the KK cou-
pling vertex with the isoscalar fy is z'Vf(l KE =
—ﬁingK?. Similarly, we can obtain iV +,- =
iViom—nt = Vi n0z0 = 2igs,rr and the associated
coupling vertex of the two-pion state of I = 0
reads iV%7r7T = 2\/§igf0m.

If we construct —iII(s), using the second term
in (77), together with iV]% - for the coupling con-
stant in the I = 0 channel, then we can write
II(s) = Re II(s) + ¢Im II(s), with

8

= V/sI'(s),

where we have used (35), (55), and (56). Equation
(78) can also be obtained using Cutkosky rules
for cutting a loop integral, see [30, 62]. Note that
the imaginary part of II(s) is independent of the
mode regularization. We now absorb the real part
of II(s) in the bare mass to give the physical mass
of fo,i.e., M?>+Re Il — Mg, and evaluate Im II(s)
at this physical mass, s = Mg, to define the decay
width Ty into two pions via —Im II(Mg) = Ml
as

2
_ 3gf07r7r

1/2
> 0 (s— 4m72,)

(78)

—Im II(s)

3 2 4 2 1/2
gf‘)”(l m”) 0 (M2 — 4m?) .
m

Mg
(79)
Now using the 3-point vertices expressed in terms
of the coupling constants, the 7T-matrices of
KK — KK and KK — 7 can be written as

Tykoxi = (V2ig, x%)° P i LT,
~ ﬁ(\/iigﬁ,}(?)zpo — M01—|— iTo/2’
(80)
and
T nn = (V2ig;, 72) (2V3igfymr)

1
s MZ + Moy




1
Py — Mo +1ilo/2
(81)

Q

1 . .
m (\@ZQfOKf)(Q\/glgfow)

Since the fy mass corresponds to the peak position
of the |T?,(s)|?, see also Sec. 2.2, we can obtain
the coupling constants by fitting a Breit—-Wigner
to Ty (s) = T, g and to T3y (s) = T
To this end, we insist that |77 ]? and |Tr_, g 72]”
peak at the same value of Py = Mr = M1, and
have also the same widths; see Fig. 5. This indi-
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Fig. 5 The solid curves depict the ChPT-generated
|9, (s)|? (black) and |T% (s)|? (blue). Their Breit—Wigner
fits are represented as dashed curves, accordingly. The
horizontal bars (purple) indicate the full widths at half-
maximum for the |Ti0j (s)|?; the vertical line (brown) indi-
cates the (almost) common value of their resonance energy
at ~ 974 MeV.

800 900

cates that |TY;| to be replaced by |T;(Mg)| =
(V29 ok %)/MRT R, which gives the effective cou-
pling constant value as 95k = 2.808 GeV,
for A = 1.351 GeV, Mr = My = 974 MeV,
and ' = 43.19 MeV. The same procedure for

Tgl (8) - TK?—)WT{ gives

1
—— My Ty | TS, (M-
9/6 21 21| 21 ( 21)|
= —1.849 GeV?,

Iforn9p KK = —
(82)

which gives ggrr = —0.659 GeV. The negative
effective coupling constant manifests itself in the
second panel of Fig. 4, where the imaginary part of
T becomes negative. In Fig. 6, we have compared
the exact (ChPT), calculated imaginary part of
T (s) (solid, red curve) with its Breit-Wigner
approximation (dashed, red curve).

1200

1.0F
0.5¢

0.0
0.5
~1.0f
—15F ¥
~2.0%, , , s

Imaginary part of T—matrix

600 700 800 900 1000 1100

Py (MeV)

Fig. 6 Comparison of the exact (ChPT) Im TY (s)
(solid curve) with its Breit—Wigner approximation (dashed
curve). The figure illustrates that the coupling constant
product Iforn9fy KK has to be negative.

3.2 vy — mymsy cross-sections

0.0

3.2.1 vy — w970 7% cross-sections

The cross-section vy — 7970 is often con-

sidered to be particularly instructive, as it lacks
a Born term. Thus, the contributions from the
f2 and ag (as well as the possibilities that could
arise from new physics) can be investigated more
closely. As is explained in Sec. 2.3, due to the
large total widths of these two resonances, they
can be expected to contribute to production cross-
sections well below their peak positions. In the
vy — 7970 channel the total cross-section given
in (74) is just the sum of the partial cross-
sections determined by ChPT and fy resonance
amplitudes separately, without any interference
term, as can be seen in Table 2. The results
are shown in Fig. 7, where the calculated total
cross-section, including the pure (J,A) = (0,0)
chiral contribution as well, are compared with the
Belle [2] as well as the older Crystal Ball and
JADE Collaborations data [5, 6]. The transition
amplitudes for these calculations come from (65)

and (66) for Tg)v(iy)ﬁfroﬂo and (23_”0#0, evalu-
ated at the cutoff A = 1.351 GeV in the first
case, and using a mass, total width, and branch-
ing ratio of (My,,I'y,) = (1275,185) MeV and
F(%)Br(7r07r0)Ff2 = 0.16 MeV? for the second res-
onance amplitude, as extracted from the PDG
tables [52]. Note that if the experimental obser-

vations are restricted to 8. < 6 < 7w — 6., the
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Fig. 7 Cross-section for vy — 7970 integrated over the restricted angular range | cos @] < 0.6 (solid, black curve) compared
to the data of the Belle, Crystal Ball, and JADE Collaborations [2, 5, 6] (red dots).

total cross-sections for a given angular momen-
tum J are modified by a factor F;(z), which reads
Fi(=) = [37do [y dOsinb]Y,5(0, ).

One notes that the ChPT cross-section is lifted
sufficiently in the vicinity of ~ 1 GeV by the low
energy tail of the fs resonance contribution to lead
to an acceptable overall fit with the experiment.
This result, in turn, confirms that the chiral (0, 0)
cross-section is valid for center-of-mass energies
below ~ 1 GeV.

The cross-section for vy — 7970 integrated
over the full angular range is shown in Fig. 8. Here
one sees again that the resonance f; underesti-
mates the results of Dai and Pennington [17] in its
strength, and some discrepancy is also observed at
lower energies.

In a similar fashion to the vy — 770, the
cross-section for the process vy — 71 can be
calculated; the result is shown in Fig. 9. Our the-
oretical calculation (black curve) can capture the
essential structure of the Belle Collaboration data
[3] quite well, although not perfect.

0

3.2.2 vy — T~ cross-section

In Fig. 10, we have shown the results for the
process vy — wtw~. In this figure, the dotted
curve represents the extracted data of Dai and
Pennington [17], integrated over the full angular
range. The blue, dashed curve is our calculation,
without including the effects of the final-state
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strong interactions, while the black, solid curve
indicates our final full calculation, including the
final-state strong interactions. As expected, the
Born contribution to this process plays a dominant
role at low energies. After 0.9 GeV, this calcula-
tion is in very good agreement with the extracted
data.

4 Discussion and outlook

Calculations of the photon—photon to meson—
meson cross-sections via various theoretical
approaches at different levels have been addressed
by many authors in the past. Just to mention a
few examples: the authors of [14] construct a com-
plete set of Roy—Steiner equations for the vy —
m reaction. Using the proposed formalism and
approximating the f(1270) resonance by a Breit—
Wigner ansatz, they calculate the cross-section
of pion pair production for both charged and
neutral pions. A chiral Lagrangian model, with
dynamical light vector mesons, is presented in [63]
to study the production of 77, 71, and KK in
photon—photon collisions and to evaluate the asso-
ciated cross-sections. The proposed model of [63]
does not incorporate the f2(1270) and a2(1320)
resonances. Using Muskhelishvili-Omnes (MO)
dispersive representations of photon—photon scat-
tering to two pions, the authors of [64] evaluate
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Fig. 8 Cross-section for 7y — 7070 integrated over the full angular range (solid, black curve) compared to the extracted
curve, denoted in their paper as Solution I, of Dai and Pennington [17] (red dots).
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Fig. 9 Cross-section for vy — 797 integrated over the angular range | cos | < 0.8 (black curve) compared to the data of

the Belle Collaboration [3] (red dots).

the cross-section for pion pair production, includ-
ing the contribution of tensor resonances. Their
study, however, does not provide an analysis of
the production of other meson pairs such as the
mn. The vy — 7n reaction is investigated in
[65], using the S-matrix theory. Although the
authors consider the effect of the a2(1320) res-
onance through a Breit-Wigner approximation,
their calculation does not include the axial vec-
tor resonance exchange contribution. Within the
realm of chiral perturbation theory (ChPT), the
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cross-section for vy — m7m is evaluated at one-
loop order in [38], where both charged pion and
neutral pion pair production are studied. A simi-
lar approach for the 797° production is presented
in [66]. The reported results of [38, 66] for vy —
7979 show disagreement with the Crystal Ball
data. Two-loop order calculation within ChPT
for the 7°7° production, as given in [67, 68],
improves agreement with the experiment. For the
case of the 777~ production, the corresponding
calculation at two-loop order is given in [69, 70].
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not including the effects of the strong interaction.

Note that at this order, most of the coupling
constants of the chiral Lagrangian are still unde-
termined [64]. Also, the studies of [38, 66, 68-70]
do not take into account the f2(1270) resonance,
and its effects have been ignored. All the papers
mentioned above concern themselves mainly with
reproducing experimental data for cross-sections;
however, they lack a detailed amplitude analysis.
In this paper, we have recalculated these cross-
sections, using a version of ChPT, with two aims
in mind: firstly, we wish to make a comparison at
the level of the transition amplitudes and not only
directly for the cross-sections. Secondly, we have in
mind to investigate in the future the possibility of
the formation and decay of kaonic atoms. Should
these exist, they would be expected to have an
extremely short lifetime, but a large cross-section.
For this, we need to have a reasonable agreement
for the cross-sections over a range somewhat above
1 GeV and the use of ChPT is essential. We have
thus calculated the amplitudes and cross-sections
for photon—photon collisions giving rise to 77,
7979 7%, and KK in the final state. Our the-
oretical framework combines the Born scattering
transition amplitudes required through QED with
those that can be calculated via ChPT to describe
the low-energy regime and includes parametriza-
tions of the resonant mesons such as f2(1270) and
a2(1320), which cannot be accounted for within

03

10 12

Py(GeV)

Fig. 10 Cross-section for vy — 717~ integrated over the full angular range (solid, black curve) compared to the extracted
curve, denoted in their paper as Solution I, of Dai and Pennington [17] (red dots). The blue, dashed curve is a calculation

22

ChPT, but which are essential for the evalua-
tion of the cross-sections. We have compared our
results with those from [17], which are extracted
from the high statistics data from Belle, as well
as the older data from Mark IT at SLAC, CELLO
at DESY, and Crystal Ball at SLAC, and fitted
using basic constraints of analyticity, unitarity,
and crossing symmetry, as well as Low’s low-
energy theorem for QED. It is noteworthy that
the authors of [17] are not only able to fit the
cross-sections but also able to obtain the strong-
interaction transition matrices, to which we have
been able to compare our theoretical model. The
results of the comparison are reasonable, showing
all expected structures, but they are not perfect.
It is an open question as to whether the low-
energy behavior can be improved substantially if
the experimentally inferred inputs for ChPT, such
as the combination Lg + L1¢ are better known, or
if some new effects, for example, due to mesonic
substructure are evident. We also note that in the
extracted amplitudes in [17], denoted as Solution
I, the fo(1370) appears at the very edge of where
the analysis of [17] with just 77 and KK channels
can be trusted. Thus, we have not incorporated
this state into our approach.

For our intentions, the cross-sections calcu-
lated in this fashion are sufficient to provide a
basis for addressing further intriguing questions,



such as whether other new structures like the pos-
tulated existence of the kaonium atom KTK~™
actually exist and can be observed. This can be
addressed within the context of the current paper,
for which these cross-sections are required. In a
nutshell, we will look for the kaonium as a sharp
resonance possibly accompanying the fp in the
process vy — 7070, or in the vy — 7°7. For exam-
ple, the cross-section for vy — 770, including the
formation of kaonium, can be written as

1 / 4m2 so\?
0,_0 s
— = 1-—= (7)
U(VY ﬂ-ﬂ- ) 2567s S T
2

X |J7T(S)T7r+7r—;7r07r0 (5) + JK(S)TK+K—;7r°7r0 (3)| y
(83)

where J:(s) and Jk(s) can be calculated from
(62). The charge exchange T-matrix for s-
wave pions is found to be Tyt -.0p0(s) =
(PO Trtr) = (TS(s) — Th(s))/3, and
the annihilation amplitude (7%7%T|K+K~) into
two mneutral pions reads Tyg+g-.q000(8) =
(rOn0 T\ K+t K~) = 1/V/6T9 (s).

However, the subtle point is that due to the
KtK~ Coulomb interaction, which is required
for kaonium formation, there is an isospin break-
ing which should be imported in T+ g—.z0.0(5)
(Tt - .m070(5) is not affected by the isospin break-
ing in the K™K~ channel). In short, we will
import the effects of isospin breaking into the tran-
sition amplitudes via the value of the modified
strong inverse scattering length of KK~ in the
presence of attractive Coulomb fields. Consider-
ing this effect, the cross-section for vy — 7%79
and also for vy — 797, including the formation of
kaonium, can be evaluated. One would expect the
kaonium resonance to manifest itself as a sharp
peak around 980 MeV. The detailed discussion
and calculation of these will be reported in our
future paper.
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