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Abstract

We perform an analysis of triangle- and box-loop contributions to the generalized potential in
the scattering of Goldstone bosons off the J” = 0~ and 1~ charmed mesons. Particular emphasis
is put on the use of on-shell mass parameters in such contributions in terms of a renormalization
scheme that ensures the absence of power-counting violating terms. This is achieved with a system-
atically extended set of Passarino—Veltman basis functions, that leads to manifest power-counting
conserving one-loop expressions and avoids the occurrence of superficial kinematical singularities.
Compact expressions to chiral order three and four are presented that are particularly useful in
coding such coupled-channel systems. Our formal results are generic and prepare analogous com-

putations for other systems, like meson-baryon scattering from the chiral Lagrangian.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The role of left-hand cut contributions in coupled-channel systems receives increasing
attention in the hadron physics community as the interplay of modern effective field the-
ory approaches with Lattice QCD simulations requests more and more quantitative and
controlled computations. The open-charm sector of QCD not only serves as a convenient
laboratory since it is largely driven by the symmetries of QCD [1H4], but also offers already
a sizeable data set from Lattice QCD simulations [5HI3]. We consider such studies as a
preparation for the more demanding meson-baryon systems for which the scattering data
set from Lattice QCD simulations is significantly more scarce [14H25].

Studies of the quark-mass dependence of the charmed meson masses are the key for
the quantitative understanding of the coupled-channel interactions of the latter with the

Goldstone bosons of QCD [26], 27]. Tt is useful to acknowledge that simultaneous approaches
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for hadron masses together with their scattering properties are significantly more constrained
by QCD as compared to partial studies. Early coupled-channel works in the open-charm
sector focused on the s-wave interactions only and ignored the impact from the quark-mass
dependence of the charmed meson masses [2, 28434]. Coupled-channel studies of p-wave
and d-wave systems are of equal importance, since in Lattice QCD studies or experimental
cross section results, a focus on s-wave terms only is not always possible. For the latter
the scattering processes cannot be reliably described by algebraic matrix equations (see e.g.
[2, 26, 29]), that may lead to unitarity but are at odds with the long-range part of the
coupled-channel forces as they arise from t- or u-channel exchange processes at the tree-
or loop-level [35H38]. We note that a suitable framework for such systems is offered by the
generalized potential approach (GPA) as was developed in [39H42]. It systematically extends
the applicability domain of the chiral Lagrangian into the resonance region by using an
expansion of the generalized potential in terms of conformal variables, where the expansion
coefficients are well accessible within Chiral Perturbation Theory (xPT).

In our current formal work we focus on one-loop triangle and box contributions that
have not been studied at sufficient rigor from the chiral Lagrangian. While a first estimate
of such effects was reported on in [43] [44] for s-wave scattering in the open-charm system
results exist yet for neither s-wave nor p-wave scattering in application of a GPA. It is a
challenge to perform such computations in a manner such that on-shell hadron masses can
be used in the loop expressions without violating the chiral Ward identities of QCD and the
expectations of dimensional counting rules. We will further develop our scheme and provide
explicit expressions for triangle- and box-loop contributions in the open-charm sector of

QCD at chiral order three and four.



II. SCATTERING FROM THE CHIRAL LAGRANGIAN

We use the chiral Lagrangian as presented in [37] for the two antitriplets of D mesons
with J¥ = 0~ and J¥ = 1~ quantum numbers. The 1~ states are interpolated in terms of
antisymmetric tensor fields. The covariant derivative involves the chiral connection, and the
quark masses enter via the symmetry breaking fields that are linear in the masses, m, 45, of
the up, down and strange quarks. The octet of the Goldstone boson fields is encoded into a
3 x 3 matrix. The parameter f is the chiral limit value of the pion-decay constant. Finally
the parameters M and M give the masses of the D and D* mesons at m,, = mg = ms = 0,
where in the limit of a very large charm-quark mass a common mass arises with M /M — 1.
The construction of this chiral Lagrangian and implications for the heavy-quark mass limit

go back to the early works [1, 2] 26] 28] 29, [45].

While the leading order terms introduce the kinetic terms of the mesons with covariant
derivatives, the first-order interaction terms provide the 3-point coupling constants of the
Goldstone bosons to the charmed mesons parameterized by the low-energy constants (LEC)
gp and gp. While the decay of the charged D* meson implies |gp| = 0.5740.07 the parameter
gp cannot be extracted from empirical data directly. The size of §p >~ gp can be estimated

using the heavy-quark spin symmetry of QCD [11 [45].

Second order terms of the chiral Lagrangian were first studied in [28 29, 46]. All pa-
rameters ¢; and ¢; are expected to scale linearly in the parameter M. It holds ¢; = ¢; in
the heavy-quark mass limit [29]. A first estimate of the LEC can be found in [29] based
on the leading order large- N, relations. In the combined heavy-quark and large- /N, limit we
are left with 4 free parameters only, ¢, c3, 5, cg. Additional terms relevant at chiral order
three were considered in [20] [43] 44, [47, 48]. A complete list of such terms is given in [37],
where we note that the LEC with ¢; ~ ¢; do not contribute to the meson masses at the
one-loop level. Rather, they are instrumental to achieve a more accurate description of the

coupled-channel systems presented here.

We consider the scattering of the Goldstone bosons off the charmed meson states with
JP” =0~ and J” = 1. The corresponding scattering amplitudes are characterized by their
isospin (I) and strangeness (S) quantum numbers. For simplicity we recall the scattering

processes of the J¥ = 0~ states first. The tree-level scattering amplitudes at leading and
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subleading chiral orders take the form
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with Clebsch coefficients Cyyr, C(l), C’};), C’g), Cff), O and C,, detailed already in [2 28]
49] and the conventional Mandelstam variables s,t, u of two-body scattering. With ¢, and
G, we denote the initial and final 4-momenta of the Goldstone bosons. The Mandelstam
variables are s = w? = (p+ ¢)?, u = (p — ¢)? and t = (7 — ¢)* in our work. The s- and
u-channel exchange processes in involve the J = 1~ charmed mesons, i.e. the sums run
over H € {D*, D} =[17].

We note that the particularly useful combination of Clebsch coefficients
Cocen =P _C) =Cy =205 — Cyr, (2)
H

was introduced in [28] for applications in which the mass difference of the D* and D¥, or
also the difference of the D and D, masses, can be neglected. Depending on the context
such Clebsch coefficients are applied also for processes which involve the scattering of the
JP =1~ charmed states. This is possible since the corresponding interaction vertices have

identical flavor structures in the two sectors.

(3:42) (0,+1) (1,+1) (3:0) (3,0) (0,-1) (1,-1)
1: 7D
1: KD 1: 7Dy _ _
1: KD, 2:nD 1: 7D 1: KD 1: KD
2 :nDyq 2: KD B
3: KDy

TABLE I. Coupled-channel states with (I,.S) as introduced in [2]. For a channel index a <> QH
the meson content Q € {7, K, K,n} and H € {D, Ds} = [07] is specified.



This can be illustrated at the leading orders for the scattering processes involving the 1~
charmed mesons. The scattering amplitudes are characterized by six invariant amplitudes

G, most economically in the following choice
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where we use p,, and A for the momentum and polarization of the produced D* meson. The
wave function, €,5(p, A) of a vector meson as interpolated by an antisymmetric tensor field,
is written in terms of the more conventional wave function €,(p, A) of a spin-one particle in

the vector-field representation. We identify the leading orders tree-level terms with
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where we use the notation Q)" to specify the chiral order n of a given term. While the g,
and g5 contribute to the 0~ 17 — 0~ 17 processes, the heavy-quark symmetry related g, and
gs contribute to the production processes 0~ 0~ — 0~ 17. In the heavy-quark mass limit it
holds g, = g,, in particular for n =4, 5.

It remains to specify the invariant amplitude G (s, t,u) in Té;i_ﬂi) (s,t,u). Owing to the
heavy-quark symmetry its form can be inferred from its spin-zero partner reaction Ty (s, ¢, u)

at least in the heavy-quark mass limit. Indeed we find for our tree-level the expression
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properly truncated at chiral order four. This is so since contributions from the other am-
plitudes G345 are suppressed by two orders in the chiral expansion. Note the presence of
the small 4-momenta g, or g, in . It is evident that analogous relations hold for the loop
expressions, as to be derived in our current work. Therefore from now on we focus on the

reactions with spin-zero charmed mesons in the initial and final states.
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FIG. 1. Dashed lines stand for pion, kaon or eta mesons, solid lines for charmed mesons with

JP = 07. The vertices are from [37].

III. SCATTERING WITH TADPOLE AND BUBBLE DIAGRAMS

We discuss one-loop contributions to the two-body scattering amplitudes. At chiral order
3 and 4 there are various types of diagrams to be considered. All one-loop diagrams that
contribute at gp = 0 have been evaluated in our previous work [37]. Such tadpole and
bubble loop contributions are recalled in Fig. 1] at order 3 involving leading order vertices
only. Corresponding diagrams at order 4 involve subleading order vertices instead. Quite

explicit expressions are documented in [37].

An additional set of tadpole, bubble, triangle and box loop diagrams is proportional
to g% has not been documented systematically before. In Fig. our target diagrams
are shown for the case that initial and final mesons carry J¥ = 0~ quantum numbers.
Corresponding diagrams can be drawn for the case in which one or both external lines
signal a charmed meson with J” = 1~. From the form of such diagrams it follows that
in the formal limit of a very large mass of the J” = 1= mesons such contributions may
be viewed as a renormalization of tadpole and bubble loop contributions. That was the
rationale behind our previous more phenomenological work, despite the fact that the heavy-
quark spin symmetry predicts the mass degeneracy of the 0~ and 1~ states in the limit of an

infinite charm quark mass. Clearly, it is desirable to have a closer look into such diagrams.

We use the conventional Mandelstam variables s,¢ and u of two-body scattering. The
indices a and b specify the final and initial flavor channels of the chosen process. The loop

functions depend on not only the internal masses, mq, My, M, Mg, but also on external
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FIG. 2. Dashed lines stand for pion, kaon or eta mesons, solid lines and double-solid lines for

charmed mesons with J* = 0~ and J¥ = 1~ respectively. The vertices are from [37].
masses
:q2) my, =4q, M3:p27 Mb2:p27 (6>

where we use small m’s for Goldstone boson masses and big M’s for the masses for the 0~
and 1~ charmed mesons. The pairs of initial and final four momenta are (g, p,,) and (g, p,.)
respectively. In turn we may write w = ¢ +p = ¢ + p with s = w?.

We first consider the tadpole-type diagrams in Fig.
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with the wave-function factors of the Goldstone bosons as written in [37] by using the LEC Ly
and Lj of Gasser and Leutwyler [50]. While the Clebsch C}j) and C’g‘) were given previously,
the C’é; }[ and Cg‘})[ can easily be expressed in terms of the latter. To avoid a proliferation
of our notations, () is used as a placeholder index for a Goldstone boson field 7, K,7n in

but also in Q™ together with the chiral order n of a given term (see e.g. (4])). For the
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tadpole, I_Q, a conventional M S subtraction scheme is used with the renormalization scale
1 of dimensional regularization.

We aim at a decomposition of the scattering amplitude

Tl = Y 0= () (00 /M

s — M3 fhoab
Hell7]

s (@) —(q- (p;_cl))]\4(2(p— q) - q)/Mjg G, 4 Bulsu), ()
Hel1] H
into s- and u-channel pole terms with on-shell mass My and a smooth background term
Bay(s). By construction the s-channel pole term contributes to the J” = 1~ partial-wave
amplitude only. The u-channel pole is included such that the sum of the two pole terms is
compatible with constraints from crossing symmetry. The pole mass, My and the residua

Gg?ab and Gg’)@ as well as the background term B (s, u) receive corrections from loop

effects. Given our approximation strategy we will use the physical on-shell mass for My and
65 = 4.l 65 = 0§ ©

from . The value gp may be adjusted as to recover the empirical decay width of the
D* — m D meson. While it would be desirable to refine such a scheme, at this stage there
is insufficient information available to consider flavor breaking or quark-mass dependence
effects in G(I_?ab. It appears impossible to determine corresponding LEC that contribute to
GS,)ab‘ Therefore we will focus on the loop effects in the background term. For the tadpole

contribution we find
B (s ) =gp Y- @ 0){ X (Cou+ o) Lo
Hel[1] Q

() P ED 20 -0 @), ()

where we note that the background term is of chiral order four. This is in contrast to its
corresponding contribution to GS) and G;}L), which are of chiral order two.

We turn to the bubble-type contributions, where we start with the wave-function term

FETHY (5, 0) = = (T (s,u) + TS (s,u)) (2 — 22 — 2P + 0 (Q°) |

a

N | —

2 = 1448, (26— &) (my +2m) + mGy)
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FIG. 3. Dashed lines stand for pion, kaon or eta mesons, solid lines and double-solid lines for

charmed mesons with J© = 0~ and J = 1~ respectively. The vertices are from [37].
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from Fig. . It involves the first and second order tree-level expressions Ta(;)(s,u) and
T éz)(s, u) as recalled in and the LEC (y and ¢; from the chiral Lagrangian. Our result
involves a scalar bubble loop function Iggr(M%), with its renormalized form given in . We
find that the wave functions, Zg), of the heavy fields do not depend on the renormalization

scale pu, if we use the summed expressions

3 1
By (2m—|—m5)—>1—6(3m +4mK—|—m) Bom%%(?ﬂm +4m3 — 3m3]),
Bymg — 80( 33m2 +52mi +21m}), (12)

in 1.’ This is contrasted by the fact that the wave functions, z4 , of the light fields do
depend on u. We note that an additional subtraction in (11)) may be useful as to arrive at

the wave function factors Z,(j) and Z to approach one in the chiral limit.

The evaluation of the loop functlons in Fig. [315] (see also ((11] and ( . is straight-
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forward, even if one insists on the use of on-shell meson masses as is highly advisable for
coupled-channel systems. In previous works [51H54] we developed a novel scheme in appli-
cation of the Passarino—Veltman decomposition scheme [55]. In an initial step the one-loop

bubble contributions can be expressed in terms of scalar loop functions

s _/ d?l i/j,4_d / _/ d?l iu4_d
@~ (2m)d 12 —mg +ie’ = (2m)¢ 12 — M% +ie’
d?l —i i 1
Ion(w?) = 1
an () /(27T)dl2—77122+i6(l—|—w)2—Mi,%—ie7 (13)

introduced in dimensional regularization. While we keep the scalar basis functions un-
expanded, as to keep their proper causal structure, the kinematical coefficients are expanded
in application of power-counting rules. So far we encounter the renormalized tadpole fQ and

bubble Iog(s) functions in ((11]) only, with

_ 1—~v Iy M2 —M?  M?— M2
Tons) = lonls) = Y67 + 3 L VE i
H

= 1 1 mé—Mé m%
Tan) = 5 {03 (1 ) e (5
) 2
b (g (g 5= 2penvs) g st 2ponvs ) L
NG mg + M mg + M
3_m2@+]\/[12{ (mQQ—MI%I)2

where with M and M we denote the chiral limit values of the charmed meson masses with
JP =07 and JP = 1~ respectively. Additional contributions from scalar tadpole integrals
involving the heavy fields are dropped systematically with I;, = I = Iy — 0, at least if
they occur in a power-counting violating context. By construction it holds Iy (s) ~ Q as
expected from dimensional counting rules. In a second step we apply the power-counting

scheme [37] as introduced in terms of on-shell hadron masses

s+t 4u= My +mb, mey = Mgy, ~mg ~my ~ QF

2 a2 2 0 S—u 1
Mab*Ma_'_Mb NS+UNQ ) 2(Ma2_|_Mbg)1/2 NmGoldstoneNQ )

2 2 2 M2
Mp — Mg, /2 = 0p +1 Mg, /2,
mQuarthNS—FU—Mj—MZ?NMg—MgN(SLN(SRNQ2, (15)
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FIG. 4. Dashed lines stand for pion, kaon or eta mesons, solid lines and double-solid lines for

charmed mesons with J* = 0~ and J¥ = 1~ respectively. The vertices are from [37].

where we note that L, R € [17] here. Upon a chiral expansion the chiral power of any
of the 0. p ~ My as ~ @Q? is confirmed, where we recall that M, and M, give the charm
meson masses of the final and initial J© = 0~ fields. The merit of such a scheme is that our
expansion can be set up in a two-step procedure. Initially we do not make any assumption
on the size of the ratio r = (M? — M?)/M? in . An application of the counting rules
generates expressions that probe rational functions of that r, as is illustrated in [53] [54].
There are at least three relevant possibilities implied by either r ~ Q? orr ~ Q orr ~ Q. In
the first two cases we make contact with the traditional simultaneous expansion in the small
up, down and strange quark masses and in the small inverse of a large charm quark mass.
In the third case we may integrate out the 1~ fields in terms of the formal request M > M.
Most economic would be the case with 7 ~ @ since it would imply M7 , — M7, ~ Q°.
Indeed using previous values from [37] for M and M we obtain the estimate r ~ 0.16, which
may sufficiently support such an assignment parametrically.

Nevertheless, we argue that it is advantageous to keep the size of the ratio r open at
first. This entails us to set up the expansion in a manner that permits to integrate out the
1~ fields efficiently. In order to connect to the chiral domain with m, < M — M, we must
assume r ~ Q¥ at least. Consistency of our results in that chiral domain will demand a

further set of subtraction terms, as to eliminate power-counting violating contributions.

We turn to the bubble-type diagrams in Fig. [ with

FATe(s, ) = gb Y {Clbon JEba(s:w) + Cllg T (s.0)}

LQH
+ g5 Z {OSI)J,R JQH r(s,u) + Cég"z){,R JQH r(s,u )} )
QH.R
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T () = T80y (u, s) | IS0 a(s,u) = ISk plu,5) (16)

where H € [17] and L,R € [0] or L,R € [17]. The loops with L, R € [07] and with
L,Re[17] are
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J(S) _ = / o B Sa@/u/ ,
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Jon e (5:1) = / (2m)d 12 —mg +ie (I +w)?— M3 S () Qb
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+ 1+ @) (1 +p)y  SE (U +p) s,

M SgPH (w) = g g7 — ¢
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where both types show a pole at s = M%. In the derivation of the bubble-loop functions of
Fig. |4 we need to separate their pole contribution first. The background and pole residuum
terms can then be expanded according to the power-counting rules. We write

(7-9) = (- w) (w-q)/My
s — M%

JQH(S,U) = GQH+BQH(S,U) , (18)

and find the somewhat surprising expressions

(s) i sS—Uu ,_
BLG[Q],QH(SaU) Y (

(=)

-q) {QfQ — (47"M3b+s—u> fQL(Mf)} +0 (QG) ’

BShnew(s:w) = = @+ 0) {21g = (47 ME +5 ) Ior(MD) | + O (Q°) .

s MEoME (- )
B(Le)[l—],QH(S’u) = —bT (@-q) {IQ —r M, IQL(Mf)} +0(Q7),
s Mo )
Bé)l)r-I,Re[l—](Svu) = —Tb (@-9) {IQ —r M, IQR(MbQ)} +0(Q7) , (19)

where we assumed r ~ () for simplicity. We return to such an assumption below in the con-
text of the chiral expansion of triangle and box contributions. While dimensional counting
rules suggest a leading contribution to By ~ @3 the specifics of such diagrams lead to terms

of order ° and higher only. Since we include terms up to order @* only in this work, all
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FIG. 5. Dashed lines stand for pion, kaon or eta mesons, solid lines and double-solid lines for

charmed mesons with J© = 0~ and J = 1~ respectively. The vertices are from [37].

such contributions can be dropped here. We note that the corresponding contributions to

Gy ~ @Q? are also excluded here.

The bubble-type diagrams in Fig. [5] are

FATIO (6 4) = g2, Z Z { Z CQR Z C(s n) (S )

Re[17] Le[1-]
+ Z u n) (u " Z CLuQn éuQn (Sau)
Re[17] Le[1-]
+ Z CQR Q.R )(Svu) + Z ngn) Jézn)(s,u)} ,
Re[17] Le[1-]
u—n t—n s—2 t—2 u—2
Jé,Q )(3>U) = Jé,Q )(U, s), Jé’Q )(s,u) = JéQ )(s u) — JéQ )(s,u),
u—n n s—2 2 u—2
TR (su) =I5 (u, s), Jo () = Jo i (s,u) = Iy (s,u), (20)

with

I B (5 1)1 o,
P ocpﬁS ( )M(Q+Q) l2—mé+ie7
i A .

Nl + s SF" (0 — D) L p

(2m)® 12 —m +ie

1y SO (p— 1) (1 LA
ps ST (b )(+q)“q52—mé+¢e’

- ' —ipt B
Jor (s,u) =/ /2 — 1+ Dags SZ" (0= 1) lupy
Q

S5 (5 1) (4 @) po ot
apﬁ q'uple—sz—FZE’
d4l _,L',u4—d

0)aDs Sp" (p— . 21
i e (DB SOl 2D
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And

Teg sy = S (52 M) T (1) — 7T + vy 1o /02)

I s, = MT% A3 ) Ton(M3) = 1 Tg + rm? In/ M3}

jfg;’(s,u) =2 —6u {(477122 —7r? ]\g‘i’> lop(M2) —rlg+rmg I, /M } +0(Q),
jg%l)(s,u) = 81_6u {(7“2 Mbe 4m2Q) lor(Mg) —rIg +rmg [R/M2} +0(Q°),
Tig (s u) = ]\égb {(’”2 MTgb - 4”’%) [or(Mg) — 1 Ig +1mg I_L/Mf} +0(Q")

T o) = 2 { (52 M) Doy () = g vy T/ ME) 40 Q1) (22)

where we keep in heavy tadpole terms proportional to rmg I /M} and rmd Ir/MF.
Their scale dependence cannot be discriminated from the corresponding terms proportional

tor fQ. In our scheme neither the LEC ¢ and ¢; nor g; receive a finite renormalization from

the bubble loop terms in (22)).
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FIG. 6. Dashed lines stand for pion, kaon or eta mesons, solid and double-solid lines for charmed

mesons with J¥ = 0~ and J¥ = 17 respectively. The vertices are from [37].
IV. SCATTERING WITH TRIANGLE DIAGRAMS
We turn to the triangle diagrams of Fig. [6] with

Tiengle (g ¢ ) = T (s,t,u) + TS (s, t,u) + T (s, t,u) (23)

a

where we use the conventional Mandelstam variables s, ¢ and u of two-body scattering. The
indices b and a specify the initial and final flavor channels of the chosen process. The three
contributions in correspond to the three rows in Fig. |§] in consecutive order. The first
term is characterized by its s-channel, the second by its u-channel and the third by its t-
channel unitarity cuts. For given isospin (I) and strangeness (S) channel the expressions can

conveniently be factorized into universal loop functions and Clebsch coefficients,

f4 T(S)(s,t,u) = g123 Z [ Z CS%}H JI(j)QH<Svu) + Z C(E?SJ)LI,R ng)nf,R(‘S?u)] )

Q,Hel[0-] Le[17] Re[17]

AT (s, t,u) = g% Z [ Z ngu%)H JI(/Q,L%)H(S7U>+ Z CC(QUIZI,R Jgg,R(SaU)]7

Q,He[0~] Le[l] Re[17]

t t s s
i T(t)<57 tiu) = 912D Z CC(Q,)LR Jé),)LR(S7 u) + 9123 Z Cl(r{,)PQ JJ(LI,)PQ(Sa u)
Q,Le[17], Re[17] He[0~],PQ
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u U t t
+ 97 Z Cz(tl,)PQ ‘]I({,}DQ(Sa u) + gp Z ng{,)PQ Jl(f{,)PQ(S? u)

Heo ]PQ He[O*},PQ
+ 9 Z CHPQ JHX}’Q(S u),
He0~],PQ
with TS n(s,u) = =I5 p(u,s), T pg(s,u) = Jiho(u,s)
Tipo(s.u) = Jipo(u,s), Tp(s.u) = Jiho(u, s), (24)

where the Clebsch coefficients depend on the isospin and strangeness of the intermediate
(L,Q, H, R) and external (a,b) mesons. While @), P are placeholder indices for a Goldstone
boson in ([24), the indices L, R and H refer to the heavy fields with J” =1~ and J* = 0~
quantum numbers. The loop functions depend on not only the internal masses, mg, My
and My, Mg, but also on external masses my, M, and mg, M,, where we use small m’s for
Goldstone boson masses and big M’s for the masses of the 0~ and 1~ charmed mesons. In
(24) it holds L, R € 1~ exclusively. In the s- and u-channel exchange diagrams it holds
H € [07], in the t-channel terms H € [17].

The s-channel Clebsch coefficients are readily expressed in terms of the tree-level coeffi-
cients Cyr and C’g‘) as used in With

ZCC(QSI)LI,RLI):__ Z Cwr . (u) W ZCLQH’ __i Z O]gu)
QH

c—QH c—QH

cb ’(25)

Cwr

where we map the channel index onto its meson content with ¢ <> QH according to Tab. [I]
The corresponding u-channel Clebsch C’é% g and Cg%  follow from a crossing transformation
of szg g and C’g 1){ r» like the coefficient Cg) follows from C};) by such a transformation. It

is useful to introduce symmetric and antisymmetric combinations with

s+
Z LQH LQHSU +ZCQHL QHLSU ZCLQH éQI)Jsu)

(s, (s,+) 8+) S—)
+ZCLQHJLQH (s,u) +ZCQHL QHL s, u) "‘Z QHLJQHL S,u),

Crah =5 (Cmn+Cons) . TEah(s.0) = 5 (Tl ) & J5ha(s.))
Coin) = OSQ%, TSith(s,u) = Jé%i&(s w),

[CLat) = £ [Chdt o [TEan(s.w)],, = = [Tron(sw)],,

because  [Jom (s, u)], = [Jrou(s,v)],, (26)

where we used identical summation indices with R — L in the first line of . One would

expect that it is justified to neglect the mass differences from Mj, or My in the loop functions
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summed over L or R. This leads to a factorization with the averaged Clebsch structures

being implied by C,_., as recalled already in . In particular we find
s s s s—3
ZC&AwZCL)QH 8Clh — 7 Cls® + 5 Cli”
u u—2) 1 u—3
ZCQHR+ZCLQH CCSH_ _CQH 5 Con” (27)

with the Clebsch on the r.h.s of already used in the Appendix of [37].
Similarly, the treatment of the t-channel terms is streamlined upon the introduction of

symmetric and antisymmetric Clebsch and loop combinations

C}, ,PQ ‘]H PQ — CH ‘]H PQt CJ(LI I;Q ‘]H PQ > [JI(;T','IQQ}ab = [Jlg;gP]bav (28)

with

> Chpn =8(2m By Cpy™ + (m +my) By O%’K> , (29)
H

in terms of the Clebsch listed in Tab. III and Tab. XXI of [37].
In the following we discuss in depth the computation of the loop functions. It suffices
to specify the s- and t-channel loop functions. The u-channel expressions follow from the

s-channel loop by the crossing replacement s <+ u as is implied by ¢, <+ —g,. We find

d o
(S) = ﬂl n aﬁ/»“/l =\ = l _ZIUz (l+w+p).(l_q)
Trqu(s 1) /(27r> @ P S P) +w)“z2—mé+z’e I+ w)? — M3 +ic’

7 (s,0) _/ d?l —i i (l+w+p)- (l—q)
QH, R T (27r)dl2—mé+ie(l+w) — M3 +
d . 4d
(t) _ d’l Y _ of3,aT — OT, WV
JQ,LR(S7U)_/(2W)dl2_mé+i6lapﬁSL (l+p)g77"7'SR a (l+p)lupu
X ((1+D)s @+ 0o+ @+ 05 (L+p)o)

= da (I +w)s S (L+p) L py
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J(S) (8 u):/ d’l _(Q'Q)_(l"i_Cj)'(l"i_Q) _iﬂ4_d
H.PQY™ @2m)d  (I+q?—mp+ie (I+q)?—mj+ie
X (L+@)aps S (L4 p+ ) (L + @)upy s

7O (s u):/ dl (1+4q)-q+q (1+7) —ipt
HPQL™ @2m)d (I+q?*—mp+ie (I+q)*—mg+ie

X (L+@)aps Si " (L +p+a) (L + @)upy s
/ dl —(+q)-g=q-(+q  —ip"

@2md (I+q)?—mp+ic (I+q)?*—mg+ie
X (L4 @abp Si" (L +p+a) L+ Q)upy,

T80 (5,u) =

J(X) (s u) _ / d? 1 —1 M4_d
H.PQY™ @m)d(I+q)?—mp+ie(l+q)?—mg+ie
<1+ @)aps Sg" (1 +p+0) 1+ Qupy (30)

where we use w = p+q = p+ q with ¢* = m}, p* = M? and @ = m2, p> = M?. The
renormalization scale of dimensional regularization is pu. Given the shortage of available
letters in any notation scheme we purposely use p in two distinct mathematical contexts.
From the specific form of the t-channel loop functions in (30]) it is evident that they are all
invariant under a simultaneous interchange of P <» @) and (¢,p) <> (q,p), as was used in
(28).

The proper evaluation of the triangle-loop functions in is not quite so straightforward,
in particular if one insists on the use of on-shell meson masses. Following previous works
[51H54], in an initial step, our one-loop triangle contributions in are expressed in terms

of three scalar loop functions

I :/ ddl iuélfd
¢ 2m)d 12 —m2+ i€’

, (kQ)/ d i 1
o ) emi 2 —m2tie (I+k)2—m}+ie’

dl 1 i pt—d 1
@2m)d (I+p)?—m2+iel>?—ml+ie(l+p2—m2+ie’

Iabc(ﬁ2ap ’ p7p2) = / (31)

as introduced in dimensional regularization. The scalar integrals in arise in the evalu-
ation of with the indices a, b, ¢ replaced by any of the indices ), H, L, R. For instance,
we will encounter the tadpole integrals, Iy, Iy, Ir and Ig, where for L, H, R the mass pa-
rameter My, My, Mg are to-be-used in . In case of the index () the mass parameter mg
is encountered.

In the reduction of the triangle loops the following scalar bubble and triangle-loop ex-
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pressions occur in addition

Itr = Ipg(t), Iy = Ina(q®), Irw = Ipu(q?),

Iog = Igu(s), Ior = Igr(p?), Ior = Ior(p?), (32)

Inon = Iou (P p-w,w?), Ionr = Ingr(w*,w-p,p*), Iorr = IlLor(P*, P p,p°),

where we specify the kinematical points at which such integrals are needed.

There are a few well-known technical issues to be considered. A straightforward evalu-
ation of the set of diagrams leads to results that suffer from terms that are at odds with
their expected chiral power. There are terms, not only of too low, but also of too high
orders, both of which need to be eliminated as to arrive at consistent results. For instance,
according to dimensional counting rules one expects for properly renormalized scalar loop

functions
IQ — [_Q ~ Qz, [QH — I_QH ~ Ql s IQH,R — I_QH,R ~ Q07 (33>

where we use a bar for renormalized quantities. As was already pointed out in [56] loop
functions that are ultraviolet convergent do not give rise to power-counting violating contri-
butions. Indeed, the expected chiral power of the scalar triangle loop can be confirmed by
an explicit computation.

Yet, there is another technical complication that needs to be resolved. Any application of
the original Passarino—Veltman decomposition scheme [55] requires the knowledge of specific
correlations of the scalar basis functions at particular kinematic conditions [57H64]. If such
relations are ignored results will suffer from kinematical singularities, a potentially pernicious
situation. Therefore it is useful to extend the set of scalar basis integrals, such that a
decomposition arises void of superficial singularities. This was advocated already in [53] [54]
in studies of axial form factors of the baryons. Two examples relevant for scattering at the
one-loop level are discussed in detail below. Consider two candidates for such extra basis

functions with

IO 1 w? (W Iuon — Inw + Iow) — (P~ w) (W Ion — Im + Ior)

LQH — 9 52002 (5. )2 )
pPw—(p-w)

7o 1w (U%R Ionr — Inr + ]QH) — (w-p) (UggH Iour — Tur + Igr)

QHR ™ o 2,2 )2 )
w?p? — (w-p)

UéLzﬁz—Mermé, UéRZPQ—Mé—i—mZ), véH:w2—M§I+mé,(34)
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where we assure that both functions I é )Q y and 1S H g are regular at the problematic threshold

conditions s = (w - p)?/p* and s = (p- w)?/p?. The verification of our claim is tedious and
asks for a more powerful viewpoint. We will generalize that extra basis functions with Ig% o

and [ g?[ > Where with the case n = 0 we recover the original scalar triangles. We introduce

the set of basis functions

1—x "
O / / P
LQH 167’(’2 FLQH xT y) Q

11—z
ISy n = /d/ dy ——— ~Q°
QH.R 1677'2 . 4 FQHR(LC y) Q

Frou(z,y) =mH —x vy, —yvgy + 220"+ w’ + 22y (P w),

Four(z,y) =mg —xvpr —yvoy +2°p° +y°w’ + 2z y (w-p), (35)

in terms of a Feynman parameter ansatz. We complement our choice of basis functions with
™ = / dr / dy——— ~Q°,
QLR 16 2 F, Q,L R )
1-—x n
O / d / d ~Q°
QLR 1671'2 v yFQLR ) Q ’

(n) 1 1 11—z xn )
o d dy ——  ~Q
BPQ 1672 /0 x/o yFH,PQ(Iay) @

(n) 1 1 1—x yn 1
_[ n - = d d — < -
HPQ 1672 /0 I/O yFH,PQ(xay) @

Forr(z,y) =mg —xvy, —yvgr + 220 +y°p* +2zy(p-p),

Frpq(w,y) = Mj —2vyp —yvpg +2° P +y*p* +22y(p-p),

vip =Pt —meH + Mz, U%Q:p2—m2Q+M12{, (36)
where our sets of basis functions in transform into each other under exchange of p <> p

if combined with L < R or P > (). Corresponding pairs of basis loop functions are

instrumental since the loop functions and have specific properties under such

transformations.

By construction such functions and are void of kinematical constraints. The
definitions are compatible with (34) for n = 1 and ( ) for n = 0. For example,
it holds [gfng = I on and IS))LR = ISJ)LR = Igp.r. We note that also for s LR and IHHEDQ
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or n > 1 expressions analogous to can be derived, however, they turn more and more
tedious as n increases, involving higher degrees of superficial pole structures. The explicit
expression for n = 2 is given in of Appendix A.

We note that while the integral representations and are numerically stable for
space-like 4-momenta only, the hierarchy of functions with n = 0,1,2,--- has identical
analytic branch points and cuts as they arise for time-like 4-momenta. The crucial question
arises whether a decomposition of the loop functions into our choice of basis loops can be
defined in an unambiguous manner. This is indeed the case, a proof of which is provided in
Appendix A.

We now assume that a given triangle loop is decomposed into our extended set of scalar
loop functions. Such expressions are prohibitively involved, and therefore not shown here.
A useful reprentation can be obtained nevertheless upon a chiral expansion thereof. This
goes in two steps. First we need to expand the coefficients in front of our basis functions in
chiral powers. Here we apply the power-counting scheme [37] introduced in terms of on-shell

hadron masses, as recalled in ([15).

In order to specify the chiral order of a given contribution we need to assign a chiral
power to the basis loop functions also. A subtraction scheme for the basis functions such
that power-counting respecting renormalized basis loop functions arise is constructed. Such
a procedure is symmetry conserving [53] 56], 65 66] as long as there is an unambiguous pre-
scription how to represent such one-loop contributions in terms of the set of basis functions.
In this case we do not expect any violation of the chiral Ward identities of QCD.

Following our previous works [51H54] we introduce renormalized scalar bubble-loop func-
tions that are independent of the renormalization scale. Here it is instrumental to carefully

discriminate the light from the heavy particles.

_ IQ IP - [L [R

Tro = Ipolt I Iop=Ip(t) + —2 + —2

e PQ()+2mg+2m§’ v = Lir )+ 33 + g

_ I In _ Iy In

Ip=1 Ly i Iyp=1

v = len($) + 5 + o5 i = lur(s) + 33 + 55 m

= 1—’)/ IL = 1—’}/ ]R

Tor = Iop — — + & Tor = Iop — —— + —2

e TP R VPR QF QR T ez T M2

_ L—~T Iy r M? — M?
Ion = oy — —t + —1L =—rl S
on =lon = e T e TETTOS T Mz
It — 0, Iip — 0, Iug — 0, FHET =0, AT = (37)
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where we use P, as placeholders for the light fields (Goldstone bosons) but H, L, R as
placeholders for the heavy fields (charmed mesons). An explicit expression for Igy = Igu(s)

was already recalled in . In turn it is left to renormalize the tadpole contributions with

(38)

in terms of the renormalization scale i of dimensional regularization as implied by M S sub-
traction scheme. For the heavy fields their tadpole contributions are dropped with Iy gz — 0
if associated with power-counting violating structures, but kept otherwise.

It is noteworthy that the scalar triangle loops are finite and do not show a renormalization

scale dependence, i.e.

Ton = Tiion - 16732nM2 ~ @ Tt = L - 16732nM2 ~ @
[gf)LR = I(g,L)LR - W ~Q",

1+ 1 7 1+ 1 r 1+
Y0 = log . ’7125—51% . ’7226—5‘1‘3108; .

1 r r: 147 . M? — M?
’ygzﬁ—g—l—z—zlog ma with r=——7p
I po = Ipo - (39)

All power-counting violating terms are eliminated by our renormalization conditions in which
the unbar basis loop functions are replaced by their bar versions. The expectations of
dimensional counting rules come true. In particular it holds Iog ~ Q. Moreover, owing to
the additional subtraction terms v we also implemented the expectation of counting rules
in the chiral domain with mg < M — M. Here it holds

2 2

_ m — m

] ~ ~—Q ~ 2 3 ](n) ~ — Q ~ 2 ,

QH M2 — M2 Q QLR M2 (MQ - MQ) Q

7(n) =(n) mq 1 7(n) 1 0

I ~ T ~ _ ~Q, I ~—— ~Q°, 40
BRI TR A (M2 — M2) “ e~ yp i~ Y 0)

where we use s = M? and ¢t = 0 together with H € [17] for simplicity.

We emphasize that here the introduction of the extended basis functions in (35) plays a
crucial role. We substantiate the findings of [56] that power-counting violating terms stem
from divergent structures. Convergent structures are expected not to cause complications,
however, this is so only, if contributions are cast in an unambiguous manner into our extended

basis functions. Here we rely heavily on the results of Appendix A, in which the usefulness
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of our basis functions is proven. By this we can exclude possible cancellations amongst
superficially power-counting violating terms. Indeed all our explicit results confirm the
power-counting expectation.

After some algebra we arrive at the amazingly compact @ terms in the triangle diagrams

of Fig. [6] For the s- and u-channel diagrams it holds
(s s—u—rM? 1
Toi(su) = T (s = w)? = 8mif M2) I

s =) | (s = ut r M) Tomn(s) +2Ion(M) = 2 on(s)| } + 0(@Q").

s s—u—rM(f
T (s, u) = T { (s —w)? = 8m2 M2,) Iy (s)
+ (s —u) [(s —u+rM b) ILQH(S) + QIQL(M ) — QfQH(s)} } + O(Q4) ,
TS0 r(s,u) = Ton n(u, s) . T (s,u) = T b (u, s) (41)

where we make the kinematical dependencies explicit again. The chiral counting rules ((15))
together with r ~ () are used. Given our renormalization scheme no power-counting vio-
lating terms arise. At this order there is no renormalization scale dependence from any of
the tadpole contributions. As a consequence, we do not encounter a renormalization of the
third order LEC g, from such loop contributions. The order Q* terms are a bit more tedious
and therefore are delegated to the Appendix. Here tadpole and bubble loop contributions
are involved.

We note that the results have the expected leading scaling behavior in the chiral
domain with jé;;z)R(s,u) ~ Q' and Jés(s}{( u) ~ Q*. This is a consequence of the scaling
behavior of our basis functions in that domain around s ~ M2 /2.

We continue with the expansion of our t-channel loop functions in chiral powers according

to (15) with r ~ @, where we drop terms only that are of order Q* or higher. With this we

find the compact expressions

S—Uu

- _ 1 _ _
Jg,)LR(57U) = { —Io+ 2 mé [IL/MJ% + IR/M??}

2
— T —
5 M2 [Tou(M2) + Tor(M)| +2 (mf — = M5 ) M2 To.r(t) ) + O(@QY),
2

T6 { [IQ+IP_mPQ ]H/MH}

+2 (= md) |Ton (M2) — Tou(My)]

T bols.u) =

r? _ _
+ <4m?3Q +2mg, — 61— 5 M3b> [[QH(Mf) + [PH(MI)Q)]
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— (b + 2, — 3t) [r Tralt) — r In/(2m) — r To/(2md) + I/
2

+2 <m§3Q —t— TZ Mf;,) jH,PQ(t)] } +0(QY),

7(+) S—uUfd .z 7 1 2 7 2 2 1
7 - {E(IQ+IP)—6(5mPQ—t)[H/MH+(3mPQ—t)W

3 _ _ B B
Ambg =5t — 51 be) [IPQ(t) —Ip/(2m2) — Io/(2m3) + ]H/MEI}

Iro(t) — Ipo(0 T _ _
_mzz)Q rall) : ra(0) §M3b [IQH(Mf) +1PH(M3)]
ﬁMQ I po(t)

4 ab H,PQ

M2, Tpn (M2) = Ton(MZ) + 7 (m3, — md)

o

=

N

o

2D

=
I

/N

—~
3
5

+
N O~ O

2 2

Ipq(t) — Irq(0)
2t

my —mj
8
2
r - _
— (b —t =7 ML) [T55(t) = Iihg®)] | + 0(QY.

_ M? _ _ _ _ _
Tipols w) = =22 {7" [JPQ(t) —Ip/2m3) — To/(2m3) + IH/M;{] — 2 Tpp(M2)

2

= T
— 2 T (M2) + 2 (m%Q —t-

_I_

be) I_H,PQ(t)} +0(Q%),

1. I Ly
3 el + 5 Tiho(sy0) = 5 Tihg(s,u).

2

— | — 1 -

Tipo(s,u) = 5 Tilpo(s.u) = 5 Tipo(s.u).

F=) _® 150 7w 19
H.po(s,u) wpo(s,u) + 5 ( wpg(s,u) + H,PQ<3>U)) ; (42)

where, again, the order Q* terms are shown in the Appendix. In we detail the particu-
lar combinations jl({j;)gQ(s, u) rather than the original JS?PQ(S, u) and J](;-L}DQ(S, u) functions.
This is convenient since the former have more transparent properties under a crossing trans-
formation. The relevant contributions to the reaction amplitudes follow by a simple rewrite.

Given our renormalization scheme no power-counting violating terms arise if we insist on
r~ Qorr~ Q2. At this order there is a renormalization scale dependence in the t-channel
loop j};}aQ(s,u) only, as is implied here by the Ip,Io or Iy/M?% tadpoles. Such terms
request a scale dependence of the third order LEC ¢; and go. The scale invariance of the
loop functions .J 1({_,1)3@9(3: u) and j}}f};Q(s, u) is a consequence of the condition that the LEC
¢o and ¢; remain untouched by our renormalized loop effects. The derivation of these results
is not straightforward as it depends on the difficult-to-control heavy tadpole terms. This

can be exemplified by the J(S?L r(5,u) loop, for which its coefficient in front of the I, and I

depends critically on terms of formally higher order. Via power-counting violating effects
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(1, S) ¢y ¢y’ cy
s K n m K n 7r K n
(3, +2) 0 | —3 : 0 —4 0 0 —6 0
(0, +1) 0 3 -3 0 8 0 6 6 0
0 0 oNE 0 | 2v3 | 2v3 V3 3v3 V3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(1, +1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 i 2 2 0 3 3 3
-3 3 0 0 0 0 -2 2 0
(3,0 3 0 -3 8 0 0 8 4 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 | 0 | gs | VB V6| 0 | 33| sE | 83
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 | o | gl o | v B | -3/3] -8B -4
0 : -1 0 4 0 0 6 0
(2,0) -1 0 L —4 0 0 —4 -2 0
(0, —1) s -2 -3 0 4 0 6 0 0
(1, -1) -3 & 0 —4 0 -2 —4 0

TABLE II. The coefficients Cg)), Cg) and Cg) from .

such higher order terms do influence the third order heavy tadpole terms as can be easily
verified by explicit computations. Its proper and unambiguous value can be determined only
by the request that the third order amplitudes do not depend on the renormalization scale.
Any other choice would be at odds with this requirement.

The following Clebsch identities are useful in deriving the renormalization scale invariance

of the sum of all third order terms.

t 0
D Colurm =D Cy'miy,

Q,LR Q

t u 3 1
Y (Citrq = Ci'pg) (mi) = 5 > _Cy mi.
H,PQ Q
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> (Clileq = Clilng) (mip +my) = 3_ € mpy.
Q

H,PQ
> (Cirg = Ciipg) = 3Cwr, (43)
H,PQ

with the Clebsch Cg ) and Cwr specifying the ¢g; and g, terms in the third order tree-level
contributions . The form of C(Ego ), C’S ) and Cg ) in Tab. [l confirms the necessity of the
particular manner how the heavy tadpole terms I, Iz and Iy contribute in jg’)L r(t) and

J I(;:])DQ(S, u). Altogether it holds

1—g% d

2.2 g 1— o2 2.2
o gp [ u i g3as=0. (44)

d
M 42T T s2az M a2 T T si2ar

We note that in the chiral domain we expect further suppressed results with jc(gt?L r(s,u) ~
Q° and J I(j;g)(s,u) ~ Q* Here we encounter superficial power-counting violating terms,
which one may or may not eliminate in part by a subtraction scheme similar to the one
developed already in [53, 54]. Let us discuss jg?L r(8,u) in more detail. Here we note that
the tadpole term fQ does not depend on either M nor Mg. In turn, it is more reasonable
to keep such superficially power-counting violating (in the chiral domain only) terms. In
particular, since their effect cannot be absorbed into existing counter terms. An analogous
phenomenon occurs in the bubble-type contributions. In fact, the sum of both, tadpole and
bubble terms, confirms the expected scaling behavior in that domain. The remaining terms
proportional to the scalar triangle show their expected scaling unambiguously in the chiral
domain, so there is no need for any additional subtraction in any case. However, it is useful to
observe that without the subtraction terms in I (M2), Ior(M?) and Ig 1r(t), there would
be a contribution at small quark masses proportional to (s —u) log(r/(1+7)) Cywr/ f?, that

acts as an unwanted renormalization of the Tomozawa-Weinberg term in .
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FIG. 7. Dashed lines stand for pion, kaon or eta mesons, solid and double-solid lines for charmed

mesons with J¥ = 0~ and J¥ = 1~ respectively. The vertices are from [37].

V. SCATTERING WITH BOX DIAGRAMS

We consider now the box diagrams of Fig. . The four contributions in correspond
to the two rows in Fig. [7]in consecutive order. The first term is characterized by its s- and t-
channel, the second by its u- and t-channel unitarity cuts. The expressions can conveniently

be factorized into universal loop functions and Clebsch coefficients,

FET(s,t,u) = gp Z [ Z JQHLR(S t) + g7 Z JQHLR(S t)] Cégl)qLR

LRe[17] Q,He[07] Q,He[17]
+9p Z [ Z JQHLR“t +Jp Z JQHLRUt)] CQHLR;
LRe[1-] Q,He[0~] Q,He[1-]

o)

Z Conin|,

where the Clebsch coefficients depend on the isospin and strangeness of the intermediate

- _ Z v

c>QH

cb 7 (45>

(Q,H, L, R) and external (a,b) mesons. The loop functions are expressed in terms of the
internal masses, mg, My and My, Mg and external masses m} = ¢*, M} = p? and m2 =
g%, M2 = p*. In (43) it holds L, R € [17] always, but H € [07] in JSy ;» and H € [17] in
Tom L

We discuss the computation of the loop functions. It suffices to specify the two s-channel
loop functions. The u-channel expressions follow from the s-channel loop by the crossing

replacement s ¢+ u as is already implied in ([45]). We find

(0) d’l i U4_d _  qaB.uv _ _
Tanans:0) = | Grya i i (093 ST 04D (w+ Dt
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X Sp(l+w) (w+1), g S (1 + p) lapf;) :
1 / A T
16 @m)e2—md+ic
o @ (1+w); } ST+ w) [eosur (1 D) 4"
—(l+w)sq emy} S+ p) L pﬁ) ,

1
(4 w)? —

Our list of scalar integrals and , needs an obvious extension with a scalar box

Johonl(s:t) = (ta 23 ST+ ) [T (14 D)o €uros

M?I—i-’ie'

integral

d?l —q ’U/47d
2m)d 12 —m@) +ie

Tonun(s.t) = | : Sull+w)Su(l+p)Se(l+p).  (47)

Like in the case of the diagrams of Fig. [6] the proper evaluation of diagrams in Fig. [7] asks
for an extension of the Passarino—Veltman functions. In Appendix C it is proven that the

following set

1 t) d d

o Lr(5: T 1672 / x/ Y / FQH,LR(I7Z»y)]2

Fornrr(z, z,y) = mQ—x( M2+mQ)—Z( _MI2:{+m2Q>_y(p2_M12%+mé)
+ 229 + 2w+ P+ 22y (pep) + 202 (prw) +2yz(w-p), (48)

implies an unambiguous decomposition of the loop diagrams of Fig. [7| void of superficial
191 (5,t) = Iomir(s,t). Like for the bubble and

triangle basis functions we implement a finite subtraction as to be consistent with power-

singularities. By construction it holds

counting expectations in the chiral domain mg < M — M. Altogether we find

Hmn) _ pmn) _ Yen o2

]QHLR = IQHLR 16 72 M4 ~ Q7
log(1+r) - - logr 1
o = e = = e g (2_T_( _Mbg(lﬂﬂ))
1 1
~HelDT] _olg5r 60T4(—6r+3r2—2r3+4r4+(6—7"5) 10g(1+7“)>,
B B ' ]\7[2 . M2

Yo O = ) = e with =T e

He[l"] 1 He[l7] _  He[l7] _ _ 1 1 1 1+
Yoo —2r(1+r)’ Y10 o1 6(1+7) +6 0g )

Hell™ 11+27’ T 1+T Hell™ Hell™ Hell™
7116[ V= T 11r 12 log P 7206[ V= 7026[ I= 2’Yue[ L (49)
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The two box-loop functions, as properly expressed in the particular set of basis functions,

are
Tnsit) =~ (s = 0 = 2t = m2) 243 [Tau02) + Ton(01D)] ~ E = T s
(s 1—25)2 <s —u+r be) [fQH,R(s) + fLyQH(s)}
+ o (= w? =402 m) |10 a(s) + Lpu(9)]
+% <_ (s —u)® +1r M2 M2, (t —mp,)
— M2, (s = u) (t = m, + 7 (s = )/2)) To.La(?)
—i—ﬁ <— (s —u)* + M3, (s —u)® (2m) — (t —m2) — 37 (s —u)/2)
+ M2, M?, (8m2Q (t —m2) —3r% (s — u)2/4)> jQH,LR(S,t)
SIS (s M) (5= w2 = 2m2) ME) [0 a5,0) + TGt (s 1)
+r;2 <12 [(mg - m%) ]Wazb]2 - [(5 —u)? — 4mib be] [(s —u)? 4+ 2(t — 2mib) be]
—41° be Mib) I_égli{l,)LR(Sa t)
(s —u)? —4m?2, M2, 5 ) 2\ [+20) _02)
- = (s =w? + 4t —m2) M3 IS0 rls,0) + 1535 Lls.1)
W M3, (5 = w)? + 4t = m) M3) (T30 als,t) = I als. )]
+ 2 2 — ) M2, {2050 00) = 2150 00 = 2T (5) + 215 ()
+ (s —utrMg) [fg}?,)m(s, t) — fg)i},)m(sa t)} } +0(Q"), (50)
and
jc(QllgI,LR(sv t) = msz— ! be I_QH(S)
_ ﬁ (s = wp? = 2.t = m2,) M2,) [Tqu(M?) + Ion(M)]

1 _ _
+ 198 (r M2 (s —u)® — (s —u)® +4r M2 M2, (t — mib)) [IQH,R(S) + [L,QH(S)]

S—U

o (s =)+ (¢ = 4m2) 3 ) |T50 wls) + Iou(9)]

(s (s ) (= iy — (s = )/2) M,

—2r Mib Msb (t— mZb)) TQ,LR(t)
1

—|—@ ((S—u)4—{—Ma2b(S—u)2 (4mé+(t—m3b)_r(3_u)/2) +4T2(q_q) (M3b>3
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M2, M, (16m3 = 2r(s = w)) (t = m2) = 1% (s — w)*/2) ) Tam (s, )

+(81—2§> ((5—u)2+2(t—2m§b)M3b) [fgggR( B+ I, (s t)}
—l—é([(s—u) 4mabM}[(S_U) +2(t—2m?2 )M}

+4[* = 3(mZ —my)*| M2, M. ) I_S;}V)LR(s,t)

X (s —w)* —dmj M3, ((s

2,0 0,2
o w4 —mE) M2 [ 1Gin(s,t) + 101 als: 1)

m2 — mj -
— DT M (s — ) 4 4 (= ) M2) [ T5a(s:0) = 1037 La(s, )]
S—U =
— g (ma = mi) My (4 (I p(0) = 157 2(0) = 3 (Tgu(s) = 17a(5))
+2(s = w) [0 a5 ) = IS als D] | + 0 (@) (51)

where we observe that there is no renormalization scale-dependence generated at this order.
Corresponding expressions at chiral order four can be found in Appendix D. The merit
of our results rests on their compatibility with the expectation of power-counting rules,
while keeping the on-shell meson masses throughout. Since the scalar basis functions are
not further expanded our approximated renormalized expressions enjoy the correct analytic
structure as it is requested in local quantum field theories from the micro-causality condition.
Since we started with un-renormalized expressions that suffer from large power-counting
violating contributions it is absolutely crucial to eliminate the latter in a manner that is
sufficiently effective so that a chiral expansion has convincing convergence properties.
While some readers may be worried about the complexity of our expressions, in particular
the fourth order results in Appendix D, we note that a direct decomposition of leads to
more than a thousand terms, that cannot be properly expanded into chiral moments. Only
with our novel scheme such contributions are cast into useful input for coupled-channel

computations, the main target of our developments.
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VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work we studied triangle- and box-type contributions to two-body scattering in
the context of the chiral Lagrangian with a heavy field. The formal developments are
detailed at the hand of the open-charm system of QCD, for which we considered third and
fourth order contributions formulated in terms of on-shell hadron masses. The challenge
has been to explore a novel technique that allows such computations in compliance with
chiral-power-counting rules. While such a framework was suggested in application of the
Passarino—Veltman reduction scheme, the consideration of triangle and box diagrams leads

to additional technical complications that asked for a major extension.

The problem is well-known in the community: the decomposition of a given loop function
into the set of scalar basis functions of Passarino and Veltman, avoids superficial singularities
only if correlations amongst the basis functions at specific kinematical conditions are kept
exactly. How does this go together with the request to apply a chiral expansion to the
loop functions? The simple idea behind such a decomposition of the loop functions, is the
possibility to apply a chiral expansion to the coefficient functions, without touching the
basis functions themselves. The latter have more complicated properties dictated by the
micro-causality condition of local quantum field theories, so that it is advantageous to keep
their original form. The crucial observation pointed out long ago by one of the authors
is that power-counting violating terms arise in the relevant basis functions only, that are
ultraviolet divergent. Therefore, a suitable subtraction scheme in the Passarino—Veltman

functions suffices to restore counting rules upon renormalization.

In the current work we overcome the above-described challenge by using an extended
basis set, constructed such that kinematical constraints are avoided altogether and at the
same time consistency with power-counting expectations is observed. We provided a proof
that our decomposition is unique and exemplified our novel scheme with explicit expressions

at chiral order three and four in the open-charm meson sector of chiral QCD.

In the next step we will use our results for an improved description of s- and p-wave
scattering of Goldstone bosons off charmed meson states. This will be important for on-
going Lattice QCD computations on CLS ensembles, where owing to their large variety of
[ values a better control of discretization effects is expected. Here a quantitative success

in the p-wave phase shifts may require the consideration of the left-hand cut contributions
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in the generalized potential as predicted by the chiral Lagrangian in terms of triangle and
box contributions. Moreover, with our developments the path for an improved generalized
potential approach to meson-baryon scattering based on the chiral Lagrangian is paved. In
particular, the left-hand cut contributions can be extracted systematically from expressions

as implied by our novel method.
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APPENDIX A: SCALAR TRIANGLE LOOPS

We begin with an over-complete basis of scalar triangle-loop terms of the generic form
@ _ [ d (p- O pt (- Q) () (- p)
Jfki - d =\2 2\ (72 2\’ (52>
2m)® (I = p)> = M) (1> — mg,) ((l —p)* — Mg)
into which each of the introduced diagram expressions ) and can be decomposed

upon performing the contraction of the Lorentz indices. Without loss of generality we may
assume f = k =1 = 0 in the following. All other cases can be related to the particular choice
study, where we assume @), = g, + q,. Such a reduction generates additional bubble- and
tadpole-type integrals only, which do not cause any complications related to the introduction

of our basis integrals and .

The target function is analyzed in terms of a conventional Feynman parameter ansatz

a/2

= >, (@ (@) @Q p)"CLI(mn) with n>0andm >0,

b0m+n+2ba
F(z,y) = mg —x (p* — M} +mg) — y(p —M2+ma)+:vp +y’p* +22y(P-p),

L(m,n) =i / 'l / / M lz)by)n) pte, (53)

with F(x,y) = Fa 1 R(x, y) of (36)) and some suitable real-valued coefficients

m-+n-+2b m-+n 1 3
mn 2b m Tp Zo ) €1 d’ X2 d(d+2)7

15 105 2b+1
r3 = , Ty = , x =
ST d(d+2)(d+4) YT A d+2)(d+4)(d+6)) 1T d42n

xbz%@ d24<1—§%>+0((d—4)2)). (54)

Tp

The summation over the integers b, m, n start at zero. We split the integral into a convergent

and scale-dependent piece with

i = 162/ /M ( my>)—|—La($,y){D+lOgF(/f;y)}>+O(d_4)’

a/2

=3 Y @@ p ey OO [Q* Fx,y)]
b=0 m+n+2b=a
a/2

ny) =Y >, (Q-p"(Q-p) ey CYIQ F(x,y))

b=1 m+n+2b=a

y 0+ +0(d—4)
Flzy)

2
D= T 1 +9g —1—log(4n), (55)
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where we expand around d = 4. A further step

1 11—z
| Na(z, ) =
ZJOOO_W/O dx(/(; d F( L
_Ea(a:,O){D+1 )

Na(xay) = Na(l‘ay) - Ea( )a F {L‘ y La(x7y)7 (56)

a(z,1—2) {D—HOgW}

shows that all scalar-triangle-type contributions take the form Iy(m,n) with m +n < a

always. This is so since in the vicinity of d ~ 4 it holds

! /ld /Hd YL o0d—a) (57)
1672 J, ! 0 yF(fan) .

The remaining terms can be expressed in terms of bubble-type contributions. We assume

Iy(m,n) =

the scale independent contributions as implied by N (x,y) to comply with the expectation
of dimensional counting rules, while possible power-counting violating terms stem from the

bubble-type contributions. They take the form

18 (7%) = —16172 /Oldxx" {1+D+1 gFf 0)} LOd-4),
0= | oy (@ @ )
where we celebrate the recursion relation
218)%) = 186" - " (1860 - 180
AL ) = L6 <p2>p; 162(0) AAIE ) = AleL <p?>pg Algy(0).
(n+1) AIG) = 2 A1G) () + m {n AAIE D (5%) - AAIE ()}
- M} nzlm 1) AAIE) (7). (59)
k=1

that demonstrates our claim on the nature of such contributions.
The corresponding log terms involving F'(x,1 — x) in follow upon the substitutions

p— p—pand mg — Mg in and . In particular we find

Ig;%)«p_p)2):_16172/0 d$$n{1+D+logW}+o(d_4)7
O~ o _ [ dU —i i
ILR((p_p> )= / (2m)d ((1—p)? — Mi) (I —p2— M}g:i) . (60)
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It remains to investigate the functions Iy(m,n), for which we claim in that it suffices
to include a particular subset in our set of extended basis functions. This will be shown in
the following by means of recursion equations that relate Iy(m,n) for different choices of m
and n.

We derive by suitable partial-integrations

. 52— M2 + m2
Io(m+1,n) = —_—2pfg(m,n—|—1)+p - Mo In(m,n)
P 2p
1 (5m70 (n) m
—2—132 E(m,n) + 2_]32[QR — d—]§2[1<m — 1,71/) ,
. 2 M2 4o
Iy(m,n+1) = —% ]0(m+1,n)+p 252 ¢ Io(m,n)
1 5n,0 m n
—2—])2 E(m,n) + 2—])2[é2L) — d—pQ]l(m,n — ].),
5 o R TR 61
(m,n) = I (=" Ip ", (61)
k=0

which imply the desired recursions upon the elimination of the structure I1(m,n). The
system ([61)) can be solved by iteration most economically. It is useful to consider first
the case m = 0 for arbitrary n in the expressions Io(m + 1,n) for which the I,(—1,n)
contribution vanishes identically. Given [y(0,n) we obtain all I5(1,n). Similarly, from the
second equation in we find Io(m, 1) from the set of all Ij(m,0) unambiguously. In the
next step, we consider the second equation at m — m — 1 and n — n + 1, so that we can
eliminate the common [;(m — 1,n) term from both equations. The resulting equation can
be used to determine Iy(m,n + 1) from Iy(m, n) or alternatively Io(m + 1,n) from Iy(m,n)
by iteration.

Our basis functions in are introduced with the particular choice [ gl)i r = lo(n,0) and
Igfié = Ip(0,n) in . Within such a scheme we derive for a (I - @) in the numerator of
the following result

. (1 .21 Q- p 0 0 0
[ JéO()) =1 J&)LR = (féi - 2125 + (p2 — Mp + mé) I(G,)LR>

+(p-Q— (p-p)p(QQ-p)>]<1)

G,LR

P-Q (0 0 _ 0
L (10— 1y (P~ ) 1)

(- Uy ©2
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where we observe that our result is invariant under the simultaneous exchange of L <+ R
and p <> p. It is emphasized that if and only if our result is expressed in terms of I(0,0)
and Ip(1,0) (or I(0,1)) alone, a power-counting respecting expression is obtained with
S~ @ sing ms ~ @

The proper evaluation of Jég% = Jg)L » with (I - Q)? in the numerator of is slightly
more tedious. It involves the additional basis functions [ (G2 )L »and [ g )L 7 of l} for which we
derive an explicit representation

_ 5\ @2 1 0
(@ 9P/ =) 150 = 5 (4 = 0 = M +m3/p?) 10

3/ _
=2 (= MR+ — (5 p) (07— MR+ mE) /) ISy,

4
1 1
+§ (p']?) (Igc): - 1211%)/?2 - 4(d——2) (p2 - M12%+m2G> (Ig?; - I&)/ﬁ
1 1
—m1§2+51%+0(d—4), (63)

which is an extension of . Our result illustrates the necessity to include I (G2 )ZR
into our set of basis functions, as it is instrumental to avoid the kinematical singularity at
(p-p)?/p* = p*>. Note that from it follows that I ((;2 )ZR is regular at such kinematical
conditions.
. .. @) i . D
A direct application of leads to a form for J;,, that appears power-counting violating.

The source of this complication is traced to its 1;(0,0) ~ Q2 contribution which should not

be derived from . Instead, it is well-expressed in application of

@Jé% = [1(070) + [(ﬁp) 10(270) + 2 (ﬁp) [O(L 1) + (p'p) 10(072)]

0 0
=mE ISy, —Iin. (64)

where we observe that the particular combination

2
u&—%&@m=m@wwm+ﬂp@@0mmnﬂp@m@m,mm
does not involve the term I;(0,0) by construction. As a consequence we find
2 2
A =08 = (707~ % 6 p) b0+ (@92~ L ) 10,2
+2(6-@@ 1~ L 6-») B 1) + < (w10~ 1) (60
p p d p-p old) d G1G,LR LR >

an expression that appears at odds with dimensional counting. From we would see

Jég% ~ Q2 rather than the expected ~ Q*. Our final expression ~ Q* follows in application
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of , which leads to our result in terms of Ig)’)LR = 1p(0,0) and I
Using we rewrite into the form

98 = NLEE LD A b (11— 15+ 07— MG+ ) 1))
+6(ﬁ-Q)pQ(Q-p) éz; ]f)(p Q*+2(p- Q) (IL)—TL%)
B Q2p2+6;2(62-p)2 10— Q*p? —6;1)2(62-19)2 10— me, (Q~p)32p—2 Q*p’ 19,
Q- p) (0 — M2+ m2) (p-Q)p° ]—?(]z; p)(Q-p>I§)ZR
+{(p.Q)z_%pz 0+ (ﬁﬁ)(@-p)g—pf(ﬁp)(ﬁ@) Q- p)
+(p-p)° szZ;pgzi?.p)Q}fg)m
(@ - @) (14 18) + 0 (a1 (67)

which, in its renormalized form with in particular fgg — 0, confirms the expected chiral

power ~ Q*.

While in this Appendix we detailed the derivation of triangle loops of the @), LR type,
corresponding results are implied for the H, PQ) loops by simple replacements L — P,
R — @ and G — H. The loop functions of the L, QH follow by replacing R — H with
p — w. Similarly, the QH, R case is implied by L. — H with p — w. We note that our
result can be readily generalized for the case defined by (I-Q)* — (1-q) (I - q). It suffices to
use the replacement Q, Q, — (G, ¢ + ¢, ¢»)/2 in .

Finally, it is advantageous in some cases, to use a symmetrized version of that follows
in application of the replacements L <> R and p <> p, under which Jg )LR is unchanged

and I

(n)
strictly. Such a form involves both I c. LR,

G.LR making the right-hand side of the

updated form of (67) invariant manifestly.

APPENDIX B: FOURTH ORDER TRIANGLE-LOOP EXPRESSIONS

In this Appendix we specify the additional one-loop diagrams that involve the LEC ¢,
and ¢,. Such contributions are implied by Fig. [6] via a replacement of the leading order

Tomozawa-Weinberg two-body vertex by its subleading order Q? refinement vertex. All
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such diagrams have a minimal chiral order @*. It holds

T (s,u) + TG (s,u)

<co nggLH + C’fz{%) JS&:QL)H(& )

KH
S
a3
S
B
w
\.@F
E
I
k)
v
q =
— +

+ Z (cgchngch@I
+Z<C4 2QH+CSC§Q§{

Q,LR

S— 873
S u ‘I’Z < QQ}]%;I‘{_CS CS,Q?‘I) Jé)H,)R(S7u)
R

N—— N—— v
Cn
Qéﬁ
iy

(s 5) -R s—R (s,5)
Lon(su) + Z ( Coon t6 CS,QH) Jomr(S, U)} ;
R

+ (62 Codf+ ngQLR> T Dp(s ) + (é4 Codf + & ngQLR) TS (s, u)} : (68)

(4—

where the missing u-channel term 77, ")(s, u) follows from the s-channel expressions by a

crossing transformation of the Clebsch coefficients C*~ — C"~ together with correspond-
ing loop functions J.(.?J’")(s, u). In the s-channel the Clebsch coefficients are easily accessible

in terms of the already recalled Clebsch in via

S o, -2 3 ] [ e mici],
QH cQH
> Cidi|, = 2B X [2mC0 + (m+m) O] |
“ c—QH ac cb
> Cidu == > oo Gl . 3 C’i’_&{‘ab _ cw L (6)

QH c—~QH QH
with n = 0,1 in the first two lines and n = 2,3 elsewhere. The derivation of the t-channel
Clebsch is a bit more tedious. The loop functions in the s-, t- and u-channel have the form
d o 4—d
(s,1) _ d°l —  qof,uv N\ = (Y
Jrou(s,u) = / 2n) laDs ST (1 + D) Gu (I +w), W Sy(l+w),

(s,1) ddl 4 /’L4_d af,uv
Jomr(s,u) = o= ng e Sul+w)qo (I +w)g SF 1+ p)lupy

s AU s —i 4 (l-q)
Jé,SZ(S,U)Z/W o B ST (14 D) G (L w), e Su(l+w),

. di —ip*~4(g-1 o, v
Toinls:v) = / @2m)d 2 —m} Erz‘e> Su(l+w) ga (L +w)s SF™ (L) Lupy
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(5,5) O N —24 i
JL,QH(S, u) = (2m) lapg ST (L+ D) @u (L + w), W Su(l+w)

< (2 +1-w)(pea)+ (-g+w-a) (1-p)) /M2,

(s,5) ddl _22.”47d a3, pv
Jomr(s,u) = @riE—m tic Su(l+w) qo (L +w)s SFT* (L +p) lpy

(P4 1w) (@) + (1 +w-q) (1)) /M2,

ddl iM4_d lap af,oT OT, 1V
Jgf?R(Sv“)Z/(%)d i 35 ST D) Goo 970 SF (U P) L

TSP e(s,u) = / L ST (L4 D) Goo 4 (@ @) o= SF (L + D) Ly o
Q,LR\>> (2m)d l2—m + i€ f e

d 4— d
(t,5) — d’l i M la pﬁ af,0T oT, v
JQLR(S? u) / (27T)d [2 — m +ie S (l + p) 950 97r S (l + p) lu bv

2 ((Hp)-q)((Hm Q)+ (+P) ) (1+p)-9)) /31,

(¢,6) ddl i ,u4_d la pﬁ af,oT OT, 1V
JoTr(s,u) = )i B —md +ic S+ D) 950 (T 4r — 47 @) S (L+p) Lupy

JSen(s,u) = S, 5) T (s,u) = T (uy s) | (70)

for which we derive:

Teom(su) = = [Ton(M2) = Ton(s)| + == (s —u+ M3 ) Luls)
b (5= w? = 8m2 M) T (s) + 0.(@)
Tt = o7 (=80 + s —up/M3) [To - 2 1;”72?2}
— 15 5= WP Tan(9)/M2, + 55 (40— w? + 87 (M3 (a0

— M2, (s = w) (r (s — w) +8(3- 0))) Tou(M2)/M},
+9_16 <4(s—u)4/be+ (s —u)? (37 (s — u) —Sm% —8(q-q))
+64.(q - q)md M3,) Tr.on(s)
g 5= u) (20— w /M, + 7 (s — w)* = 8(q- ) r M
(s —u) (4t = 12m2 — 4md) ) Iy (s)
b (8m2 g~ (- w?) (8- 0)
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(s = w)*/M3) TEu(5) + O (Q7) .
M T3 ) = o M2 (5 — ) [Tam(s) — Tan (M)
— M (5 = w? (1 M3+ (5= w) o on(s)

-|-6—147"M3b(s—u) (87712]\/[317—( >>[£122H<)+O(Q5)’

- 1 - T - _
Jgf?R(Svu) =—5lat] M, [IQL(Mf) + IQR(Mf)]

#2 (my = 5 00%) T + 0 (@)
TSP e(s,0) = 43 ) Ty 1n(s,0) + O (Q°)
M2 T (s, 1) = (3_4“) JED (s,0) + 0 (Q°) |
J§ Dals,u) = 0(Q%) . (71)

We note that the loop functions Jé;; ).(s,u) follow from J f&)ﬁ[(s,u) in upon the re-
placements ¢ <> g and p <> p and L +> R. An example for such a replacement is given in

. It remains to detail the fourth order terms supplementing our third order expressions

in . The following form is established

m2 1

7(5)74 _ 2 2 2 2
JLQH(S,U) = (ma —my + t) 2887r2 + 18 (8 (m; —my)+3r(s—u)

+12m2, — 4t — 9(s —u) /Mjb) Io

1

tos (=30 —w) (400 = 2 (M2 = M) +1° M2, — 62
+2(m2 —mj) (s —u—rM2) +6r (M, — M) —12m2,r M2,
+9T(s—u)2—2t(8(s—u)—57"M3b)—6(s—u)3/M3b>_fQL(M3)

1

32 ((s—u) (40, +8md +2m2y +4t+ 7 (s —u) —3(s —u)’/M2) —2tr M,

—2(m2 = md) (M3,7 = 3(s — ) =2 (M2 = M) (r M2, + (s = w)) ) Ion(s)

+ o5 (67 O = M) (3(s —w) + 7 M2) +2(m2 = mi}) (16m M3, +31? (M)

—6(3—u)rM3b+(s—u)2)+12(s—u)rM§b(5H—2(5L—l—mé)—mzb)

+3(s—u)? (—40g +8my —r* M7, +8m2) +9r (s —u)® — 6 (s —u)* /M,

24 (16m M2, + 372 (M3)? =11 (s = )?) ) T ou(5)

1
+6_4 <_ 16m2, (M2 — M) +4m?2,r* (M2)* + 4 (s —u)r (M} — M)
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— 8 (mgy)? Mg, — 12 (s — u) migyr Mg, — (s — u)*r* Mg, + 10mgy, (s — u)’
+3r(s—u)® —2(s —uw)/MZ + 46, (8m2 M7, — (s —u)?)
+2t (AMGmey —5(s —u)?) +4(md —my) My, (—4 (M7 — MZ)+r* M,

—2m2, — 37 (s —u) +2t>>1£22H( )

1 _
+ 21 (mi —mj+ t) (Smi M?, — (s — u)2>],g2)QH(s) ,

= S u = —
Toin(s, ) = = { = 4r g +2 (00 + 0p — 4mdy + 312 M2, /4) [ Tu(M2) + Lor(M3)

—2rMb<(5L+5R— 4mQ+7" Mb/4> Io.r(t )}

m2 — m2
- T e M [ Tou (M — Tor(M)|

1 2 2 2 2 2 32 7(1) 7(1)
+ 16 (myg — my) Mg, <8 mg —T Mab> [IQ’ER(t) - ]QyLR(t)} ;

o 1 _
Tipg(s:w) = 15 (2 S —3mb —md —m2 + 3t —4(M? — Mb?)) Tp
1 .

3 (25H —m% = 3md — m2 + 3t +4 (M —Mb?)) To
1 Ipg(t
35 (12 = M3) (g -+ ) (i — it | 2292
reg
L1

((mPQ 31— 20y) (mbg +m2, — 3t)
—3(M2 = MP) (3, — m3)) [Tra(t) — Ip/(2m3) — Io/(2m)]

o 02, (b — iy 02— 0 [Ton (M) — o (012)]
2

16

16

1 - _
T ( Mo — 26 +m2, — 3t) [JQH(M,E) + JPH(Mj)]
1 _
—ET’M (m%Q—szb—St) (m%Q—Qt—Z(;H)IH,pQ@),
=(4),4 sS—u _ _

‘]IS,FI)DQ(Sv u) = 16 {7“ (g +1p)

+ (2mbg — t = 20 = 37° M3/4) [Ton(M2) + Tpr (M2)
(M= A — iy ) [T (M) = Tom (M)
=1 (Mo = 200 —21) [Ira(t) - Ip/(2m3) - Io/(2md)]
~ ((mbq = 20m) (g —t = 31 M2,/4) + 172 M) I palt)
+ (méQ T Mgb/4) <t M2 Mb2> I 50(®)

(g —t =2 M2 /4) (4 M2 = ME) TP, (0)}

e m2 ) (M2 = M) [Tnglt) — Ty (2m3) — T/ (2m3)]
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"131;67”’% { - % + 2r M2, [[_PH(Ms) - I_QH(MbQ)}

+3 (3 — md ) [Ipg(t) — Ip/(2m3) — Io/(2m3)|

- (v 0 (=)' [ 2]

(o) Qi) + 20082~ M i) [ 2]
e o 2-250) [0 ]}

- 1r- - 1
TiFo(s,uw) = 5 [Ir + Io| = 5 (M2 = M) (m — m})

—< (o — 31— 26n) [Fralt) — In/(2m}) — To/(2m3)]
+ % r M2, { (meQ —92t—2 5H> Tnpo(t) — Ipy (M2) — jQH(Mb2>} , (72)

where we use the convenient notation

MO] L[ ()
N T =l \dt) |-

t_o} h(t) . (73)

44



APPENDIX C: SCALAR BOX LOOPS

We begin with an over-complete basis of scalar-box loop terms of the generic form

BW@WF/flM” (0" (-1 () (- p) (a-1)° -

& 2m) 2 —m?, (1 — p)? — MP) (1 — w)? — MZ) (1 — p)? — MB)

with w = p+ q = p+ q. Let us first discuss the case with ¢ > 0 or j > 0. Here the problem
can be reduced to ¢ = j = 0 and k£ = 0 always. Using the identities

P =[?—m&]+mf,
2(1-p) = —[(l = p)* = M7+ [I? — mg] — M} +p* + m¢,,

2(l-p) = —[(l = p)* = ME] + [I* = mg)] — My + p* + mg, (75)

such terms lead to triangle diagrams already reduced systematically before and box loops
with + = k£ = j = 0. Upon renormalization such reductions conserve the expected dimen-
sional counting rules with 2 ~ Q% and (p-1) ~ (- p) ~ Q.

We turn to the (7-1) ~ Q% and (I - q) ~ Q? structures in . At first one may expect
that a similar reduction is possible via (I - w) ~ @ with the cancellations of propagators.
While this is possible and results can be derived, the chiral order of such contributions is in
conflict with the expectation of dimensional counting rules. This is caused by the required
rewrite (I-q) = (l-w)—(l-p) ~Qor (I-q) = (I-w)—(I-p) ~ Q, expressed as the difference
of two order-one expressions.

The task is to derive specific correlations of scalar box, triangle and bubble diagrams,
such that the counting results are made explicit. This is illustrated by our previous triangle
expressions and which imply IC(QII)L r ~ Q°. From the explicit representation 1)

we find the nontrivial counting result

(p* — My +m) Ionr — Inr + lon ~ Q°,
(w2— MI%I + sz) IQH,R —Igr + ]QR ~ Q27

with — p*w® — (w-p)* =¢p* — (p-q)° ~ Q°. (76)

In the following we will generalize the triangle definitions to the box case (48), from

which our desired expressions will follow.
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Consider the particular case

cl+c2<a+b

—iBY) = Y @)™ @ w) @)™ (Ba)" (g w)™
[c],[n],[o],[m]

x(q- q_)hl (q- Q)h2 (q- Q)h3 C[(Zlffg}[n} I(m,o,n),

m:m1+m27 O:OI+02;

(p-q)™

n:n1+n27

a:m1+01+n1+2h1+h2, b:m2+02+n2+2h3+h2,

c=(a+b—c1 —)/2, cp=mi+o01+ng, Co =My + 09 + Ng,

with m; >0 and 0, >0 and n; >0 and h; >0,
F(x,2,y) = mg —x (p° — M{ +mg) — 2 (w* — My +mg) —y (p° — Mg +mg,)
+a?p? 422w+t p - 20y (Bop) + 202 (P w) +2y 2 (w-p),

ddl 1-x 4 d 12)e
I.(m,o,n) = — / / d:r;/ dy/ (&) ™22y, (77)

F (2, 2,9))*
with
a c my+n b c Mo +n
Cloilt) = 1 o 2 S
1 01 mq Ca 02 mg
2c+1
Tog = ]_, Let1 = m T - (78)
Again we split the integral into a convergent and scale-dependent piece with
) N(l)(a:' 2,Y)
oo F(z z,y)] [F(z, 2, y))!
F(x
+ Lab(xv Z7y) {D + IOg %}) + O (d - 4) )
c1tec2 <a+b
k —  \m — 01 (= n — m o n
NP@zy) = D> (@™ @w @ p" (6™ wp-q"
[¢].[n],[o],[m],c>k
_ _ abce c—k
x (p-p)" (w2 (g-q)" C[(mlj[ﬁ][n] [F(z,2,9)] (1 — k(143 c)) ,
c1tce <a+b
La(r,zy)= Y @ p™ @ w)* @ p)™ (@-q™ g-w)”(p-q"
[c],[n],[o],[m],c>2
l4+c+2(d-4)
= \h 2\ha (= . \hs v(abe) c _ 2
X (p-p) ' (w ) : (q : Q) : O[m}[o][n] [F(:E,z,y)] C(C 1) [F(:L‘,Z,y)]Q )
2
D= m+7E—1—log(47r) (79)
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where we expand around d = 4. A further step

1 1 1—x l—z—y N(go) Na 1 — _
—4 Bégg) — / de‘/ d’y / dz ($72>y) + b(x7 x y7y>
1672 Jg 0 0 [F(x, 2, y)]? F(z,1—z—y,y)
Nab(‘ra 07 y)

S Iy (1 — 1 — v, {D ]
F(r.0.9) + Lay( r—y,y)yD +log

—Izab(:l?,O,y){D%—log;W}} +0(d—-4),

Né;)(:v,z,y) = Ncglly)(x7z7y> - iab(SC,Z,y) 8ZF(az,z,y),
Nég)($7z’y) = Nc(bg)(x”z?y) - Nab(ZE,Z,y) azF(%%y),

azf/ab(x7zay) = Lab(l’, Z7y> ’ 33Nab(x,z,y) = Né;)(l', Zay> ) (80)

shows that all scalar-box-type contributions take the form Iy(m,o0,n) with m+o+n < a+b

always. This is so since in the vicinity of d ~ 4 it holds

Io(m, 0,n) = 167T2/dx/ dy/ xeZZ)P O@d-4). (81

All remaining terms have the form of scalar triangle and bubble diagrams as studied in

Appendix A already. This follows by a partial integration in x and y of the log-type terms
with either 2 = 0 or 2 = 1 —x—y fixed. We note that the terms with 2 = 1—x —y correspond
to triangle loops that involve three heavy particles, and therefore can be dropped altogether
in our renormalization scheme. In contrast, the terms with z = 0 correspond to triangle
loops with two heavy and one light meson, contributions analogous to previously considered
triangles.

We generalize our triangle relations to the box case. Suitable partial-integration lead

to

_ _ 1
Io(m+1,0,n) = — _wlo(m,o—l—l,n) —p_—ffo(m,o,n%—l)—Q—E(m 0,n)

p p?

M2+m 5m0 n,0 m
+ 75 q ]O(m’o’n)_{_Q_pélé?I}v)R_ ﬁfl(m— 1,0,n),

_p- p-p 1
Iy(m,o,n+1) = — [o(m o+1,n)——-I(m+1,0 n)—FZ(m,o,n)

p? p? p

671,0 (m,0) n
(m,o,n) + 2_p2]L,QH - d—p2]1(m,o,n— 1),

2 M2 +m?
+p R2 GIO
2p

1
Iy(m,0+1,n) = — ad 5 lo(m +1,0,n) — ;Ulo(m,o,rw— 1) — ﬁz(m,o,n)
w
w? — M2 + mG 50,0 (m,n) 0
502 Ig(m,o,n)+2—ll]2[Q7LR—Wll(m,o—l,n),
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k

S(m,0,n) = 203—1)’“ ( ) > <k> Iy (82)

l

where we encounter the triangle functions I(E?"; )R and Ié%‘})[ from and with 2" —

x™y° and 2™ — 2™ y° respectively. Similar for 1! 0. L’%) for I};fgg. Altogether we have

+O(d—4). (83)

The system can be used to express box contributions in terms of our extended basis
functions Ig?i’fLL)R = Io(m,0,n). This is readily achieved in application of the third line
equation in . While it would be possible to further reduce the size of our extended basis
set, this is possible only, at the prize of encountering kinematical singularities. By a suitable
combination of the first two lines in , a relation among ]g?_l@ r of different pairs of m,n
can be derived. An application of such relations would lead to kinematical singularities at
w-p=0orp-w=0.

We provide two examples illustrating our advocated rewrite. First we consider the nu-

merator (/- Q) in (74), for which we find

—i (BSgy) + BSy’) = (7 Q) Ip(1,0,0) + (Q - w) Ip(0,1,0) + (Q - p) (0,0, 1)

== e [w? = ME +mg] Ienr(s,t) + [(P- Q) — (- w) (Q - w)/w?] GHLR(S t)

2 w?
(0@~ 0 0) Q- w)/u?] Iifa(s. 1) + 22 (IG,LR<t> ~Inr(®),  (84)

where we used the third identity in . While the first line in appears to cause a
conflict with the expectation of power-counting, a suitable rewrite as implied by leads
to expressions that are consistent with this expectation after renormalization. Here we
assume that the renormalized triangle loop functions I, a,rr — 0 vanish.

We turn to a (/- Q)? numerator in ((74)). Following our strategy already used successfully

for the corresponding triangle case in , we manipulate that expression in two steps, with
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the first step involving the intermediate object Bé?’(?) and

2

A 52, 7 7 _ Q° _ _
—i (B + 2B + B ) = |- Q) = - (- 5)] 16(2,0,0)

@0 =L 0] 10,02+ [@ w2~ L ww)] 10.2,0)
+2[6-Q@-p) - & 0] H1.0.1

+2[6- @@ w) - % - w)] 11,10

+2[@ ) (@)~ & (w-p)] B0.1.1)

+ & [ T a5, 8) — L snlt)]

(85)

Like in the triangle case, after the first step, the apparent chiral power of is at odds

with the expectation of dimensional counting rules. In the second step we apply the third
line of as to eliminate I5(0,2,0) in favor of y(1,1,0) and [y(0,1,1) and some triangle
contributions. In the final step, upon a further application of the third line of , we
are left with [y(2,0,0), 1y(0,0,2) and Iy(1,0,0), I5(0,0,1) and Iy(1,0,1), all members of
our extended basis set . The coefficients in front of such terms start at chiral order 4

in all cases. Similarly, after an application of , the associated triangle basis functions

contribute according to their expected chiral order. Altogether we find

1

(2,0 1,1 0,2
-t (B(()oo) + 2B(()oo) + B(()oo)>ren RETY

{(s = M5 +m3) [1Q2 /s — Q%] } Taun

1 - 1 -
+ = {005 Qu —wp [2Q2/s+ Q) J 10, + - {6Qu @ — [2Q2/s+ Q% w, [ 1T

i 12132 {4%(_Mé+mé +5) s (—4mg @ +4mg Qs

—Q* (=Mp+mg+ 5)2} Ion,LR
+% <S M mé) {(Qﬁs —wp Qu) Toirpr + (Qps — wp Qu) Tg)i},)m}
+3_1s{_6Qﬁwﬁ@w+w§(2Qi/S+Q2)+3Q§s+p2 (Qi_QQS)}I_C(QQIfI),)LR
b { 60,0, Qu bl (2Q3)s + Q1) +3Q0s + 17 (QF — Q7 9) | I3
+%{_3 [Qpwy + Qpup] Qu + (5-p) (Qh, — Q%) +3Q5Qp s

Ty (2Q3 /5 + Q1) } IGithp+O(d—4) |

(86)

where we use the short-hand notation a, = a - b. We note that our result can be readily
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generalized for the case defined by (I-Q)? — (I-q) (- q). Like in the corresponding triangle
case it suffices to use the replacement @, Q, = (¢, ¢ + 9, ¢,)/2 in .

APPENDIX D: FOURTH ORDER BOX-LOOP EXPRESSIONS

M(fb jg]flrflLR(Sa t) = _#jir)g <(3 - U)2 +4 be (t — mZb)>
g (6= w2+ a0, (= m2)) To = o (5 =0~ 2 M3, (5 — ) ) Tgm(s)
e 1 (o — ) 02, [Tou (M2) — Ton(M2)]
+ ]?\)/é% ((s —u)? /M2 +2(s —u) (m2, — 2t —r (s — u))

—87 M?, (t — mzb)> [jQL<M3) + jQR(Ml?)]

M2
+§'Z ((s—u)2(—65H+3(5L+5R)+8m2Q+7m§b—l—37“(s—u) —Tt)
(s = w) /M2, — 2 M2 (8 (¢ = m2) + 37 (s = w)1) ) | Tu.u(s) + Tgmn(s)]

M2
— T (4 (2 = m})? M2, + 4 (m2 = m}) (M2 = Mg) M2, + (s = w)(t = (s — )

a_

128
+ M2 (47’m2b (s —u) —4m2,t —27 (s —u) t)) [fggH(s) + I_g}LR(S)]

1 2 2,2 2 2 2 7(2) 7(2)
o5 (s —w? =4 ml) ((s —w? + 402 (t = m2) ) |10 (s) + I3k as)]
$ My (60— o +2(m2 = md) = (M2 = M) | Tu.on(s) — Tomn(s)]

128 a b a b 7Q Q ’
M,
— 52 (= (m2 =) (s — ) 4+ (MZ = M) (4 Ml + (5 = w)?)
+2(m2 = md) M2, (2m2, + 7 (s —w) = 28) ) [[{(5) = I uls)]
_ M_G%b 2 2 o 2 4M2 o 2 ]_(2) _ [(2)
96 (my —mi) (s — w)® + 4 My, (t —miy)) \Ip ou(s) — Iopa(s)
M2
+ ﬁ ( = 2(0 + 0r) (s — u)® = 2 Mg, (t = mgy)) + 80 ((s — w)* + Mg, (t — mg,))

+8(s —u)t /M2 —r (s —u)®+ (s —u)® (16t — 24m2, — 28 mf) + r* M7,)
+4 M2, (t —m?2,) (t —m2, — 4m§9 + 72 Mab)
+2(s—u)r M, (2t — mib)> Iorr(t)

M (5 4 02 £ = m2)) ¢ [T200(0) + T (0)

20



M2
+ T (= 70m2 = mi) (s )+ 2(m2 — m}) M2, (5 + 37 (s —u) = 51)
3 (M2 = M) (s = 0+ 2M3 1)) |15 50 = 15 5(0)

+—(2(s—u)5+(Mgb)?’r(3r(s—u)t—|—16mé(t—mib))/2
+ M2, (s —u)® 86y —3(0p + 6r) — 18mg) — 14dm2, + (s —u) + 10t) /2
— Mg, Mg, (s —u) (=8 (mg,)”* + 6 0z + 0r) 7 (s — u)
+14rm?Z, (s —u) +3r% (s —u)® + 465 (4m2, —37r (s —u) —4t) + 16m2,t
—14r(s—u)t—8t2+16mé(—3m2b+r(s—u)+2t))/4> Ionr(s,t)
1
+ ez (42— m}) M2, (m2 — i) M2, (r M2, = (5 = w)
42— m2) M2, M2, (M2 — M2) (2 (s — w) +r M2,) — (61, — 68) (5 — v)
+ (A MZmey, — (s —uw)? —2MZt) (20, + 0 — 26u) M, (s — u)
+8 M2 me (s —u) + Mz M2, 1° (s — u) + 6 M2, m2 (s — u)
—4 (s — )’ = 20 M2, M3t — A M2, (s —w)t) ) [T a(s,6) + T als. )]
M, ( _ _ _ > (5
198 ( (5L 5R)t+ <6L + 53 25[{) (m mb)) Mab (8 U)
b (m2 ) M2, ($28) — 6 (¢ — ) (5 — ) (2 — ) M2 M2 (5 — )

_I_

o (m2 = mi) M7 (s = u)® + (M2 = M2)7 M2, (s = u)* = 3 (m? = m3) (s — u)’
+ (M2 — M) (s —u)® +2 (M2 — MZ)r M2, M2, t
4 (M2 = M) M, (s = w)t) [T a(s,8) = I nls )]

" ]1{)2 (12m2 = md)? (r M3, = (s = w)) + 12 (m2 — m}) (M2 = M) (s — w)

—(r Mz, —2(s—w)) (4md, — (s —16)2/]\/[3,,)2 +4(—r ML+ (s —uw)t?

+2(r M3, = 3(s — ) (4m2, — (s = w?/ME) 1) I als, )
M2
HETY) 384 (
—(s —u)? (16 m2, +r(s—u) —8t)+ 167 (M?2)*m2, (t — mib)
+2(s = u)*/M3) [T5itnls )+ I5iua(s, )]
2 (M2 = MR)(s — ) (5 — w)? + AN (£ — )
+(m2 —mg) (3 (s —u)® = 2M2, (s — u) (6m2, + 1 (s — u) — 41)

_87"be be (t— m?w))) [fgi?,)m(sat) Ig)}?)LR( t)} ) (87)

AMZ (s —u) (4m2y + r(s—u) —2t) (2m2, — t)
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2

#(1),4 m

Toiun(s:0) = 11 e (77 (s — w)/8+ 25 M2, (t = m3,))
1 _

oo (11 (s —u)? + 32 M2, (t — mgb) To

4 2 (5 )02, — 5 M3 (1 =)+ (5 — ) (£ = 2 — 7 (s~ w) ) Tou(s)

+ =2 (m —mj) (s — u) [IQL(M ) — [QR(MI))}
2 (14 (s — ) M+ (s — ) (97 (s —w) — 142 — dm2)

+72 M2 (t — )) [I_QL(Mf) + I_QR(Mz?)]

Mz,
+ 5o 234 <—12((5L+(5R)M2bm b—|—88Mmem2

— 207 M2 M2, m2, — 141 M2 m2, (s —u) + 605 (s — u)?
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