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Abstract

We present the three-body decays for the resonances π2(1670) and ρ3(1690). We use an effective model

based on the flavor symmetry and have assumed the Sill distribution for describing the lie-shape of

intermediate unstable resonances. The vector-pseudoscalar meson decay channel is considered as an

intermediate step to explain the decay of three-pseudoscalar meson channels.

1. Introduction

The light ground state mesons, such as π2(1670) and ρ3(1690) (with JPC = 2−+ , 3−− ), according to

the Particle Data Group (PDG) [1], are well-established. Their total decay widths are Γtot
π2(1670)

= 258+8
−9

MeV and Γtot
ρ3(1690)

= 161± 10 MeV. Experimental data for the decay processes of these resonances was

used in [2–5] to test the corresponding spontaneous and anomalous breaking features of QCD symmetries

used in the extended Linear Sigma Model (eLSM) [6]. We list some of the vector-pseudoscalar meson

decay data of these resonances in Tab. 1.

In this work, we present novel results for three-body decays of these resonances based on the effective

model constructed in Refs. [2, 4]. To this end, we use the Sill distribution developed in Ref. [7] and

successively used in the case of e.g. spin-2 mesons [8] and hybrid mesons in Ref. [9] (for other works that

have applied the Sill distribution, see also [10–13]).
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Decay process Model [2, 4] PDG [1]

π2(1670) → ρ(770)π 80.6± 10.8 80.6± 10.8

π2(1670) → K̄∗(892)K + c.c 11.7± 1.6 10.9± 3.7

ρ3(1690) → ω(782)π 35.8± 7.4 25.8± 9.8

ρ3(1690) → ρ(770) η 3.8± 0.8 −

ρ3(1690) → K̄∗(892)K + c.c. 3.4± 0.7 −

Table 1. Decay rates (MeV) of π2(1670) and ρ3(1690) . (The first entry

has been used to determine the model parameter.)

2. Effective Model

The following effective interaction term describes the decay of the pseudotensor mesons1
(

P2=
{

π2(1670),K2(1770),

η2(1870), η2(1645)
})

into the vector
(

V=
{

ρ(770),K∗(892), ω(782), φ(1020)
})

and pseudoscalar
(

P=
{

π,K, η(547),

η′(958)
})

mesons [2]:

Lp2vp = gp2vp tr
[

P
µν
2

[

Vµ , (∂νP )
]

−

]

, (2.1)

which leads to the decay rate:

ΓP2→V +P (mp2
,mv,mp) =

g2p2vp
|~kp2,v,p|

3

120 πm2
p2

(

5 +
2 |~kp2,v,p|

2

m2
v

)

κiΘ(mp2
−mv −mp) . (2.2)

Above κi is a decay coefficient that takes into account flavor combinatoric and renormalization factors,

extracted from the extended version of the lagrangian. The coupling constant is determined to be:

g2p2vp
= (11.9± 1.6) . (2.3)

A similar Lagrangian describing the decay of spin-3 tensor mesons
(

W3=
{

ρ3(1690),K
∗
3(1780), φ3(1850), ω3(1670)

})

has the following form [4]:

Lw3vp = gw3vp ε
µνρσ tr

[

W3,µαβ

{

(∂νVρ), (∂
α∂β∂σP )

}

+

]

. (2.4)

The tree-level decay rate is:

ΓW3→V+P (mw3
,mv,mp) = g2w3vp

∣

∣~kw3,v,p

∣

∣

7

105
κiΘ(mw3

−mv −mp) . (2.5)

As a consequence of the parameter determination shown in Ref. [4], one has the following value for the

coupling:

g2w3vp
= (9.2± 1.9) · 10−16 MeV−6 . (2.6)

Some decay channels are listed in Tab.1 (see Ref. [4] for more details).

1P2 is a 3× 3 matrix containing the nonet of listed states, see [2]. The same is true for the other quoted nonets.
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3. Results for three-body decays

The PDG lists the following decay rates [1]:

Γπ2(1670)→π±π+π− = 137± 11MeV , Γρ3(1690)→KKπ = 6.1± 2.0MeV . (3.1)

In order to theoretically describe them, we introduce the “Sill” spectral function dSill(x), which is chosen

because of the following features: it is normalized even for broad states, it has a vanishing real part

contribution to the loop of virtual particles, it takes into account the decay threshold, and is rather

simple to use. For further details, see Ref. [7, 13].

Considering the spectral function for ρ(770), one has:

dSillρ (y) =
2y

π

√

y2 − 4m2
π Γ̃ρ

(y2 −m2
ρ)

2 + (
√

y2 − 4m2
π Γ̃ρ)2

Θ(y − 2mπ) ,

∫ ∞

2mπ

dy dSillρ (y) = 1 , (3.2)

where the definition of Γ̃ρ is

Γ̃ρ ≡
ΓPDG
ρ→2π mρ

√

m2
ρ − 4m2

π

, (3.3)

with the PDG values ΓPDG
ρ→2π = 149.1 MeV and mρ = 775.11 MeV. Then, upon integrating over it, we

obtain the following result for the three-body decay of π2:

Γπ2→ρπ→πππ ≃

∫ ∞

2mπ

dy dSillρ (y) Γπ2→ρπ(mπ2
, y,mπ) ≃ (73.9± 9.9)MeV . (3.4)

The Sill distribution for the vector K⋆(892)-meson reads:

dSillK⋆(y) =
2y

π

√

y2 − (mK +mπ)2 Γ̃K⋆

(y2 −m2
K⋆)2 + (

√

y2 − (mK +mπ)2 Γ̃K⋆)2
Θ(y −mK −mπ) , (3.5)

where Γ̃K⋆ is linked to the PDG values ΓPDG
K⋆→Kπ = 51.4 MeV and mK⋆ = 890 MeV according to:

Γ̃K⋆ ≡
ΓPDG
K⋆→Kπ mK⋆

√

m2
K⋆ − (mK −mπ)2

. (3.6)

The normalization
∫ ∞

mk+mπ

dy dSillK⋆(y) = 1 , (3.7)

holds also here.

In this case, the three-body decay of ρ3(1690) can be calculated as:

Γρ3(1690)→K̄∗(892)K→KKπ ≃

∫ ∞

mk+mπ

dy dSillK⋆(y) Γρ3→K̄∗ K(mρ3
, y,mK) ≃ (3.43± 0.70)MeV . (3.8)

The decay channel Γρ3→ηππ has also been seen experimentally [14]; we estimate it as:

Γρ3(1690)→ρ(770)η→ηππ ≃

∫ ∞

2mπ

dy dSillρ (y) Γρ3→ρη(mρ3
, y,mη) ≃ (3.95± 0.81)MeV . (3.9)

By using the decay rates given in Tab.1, we present various three-body decay channels assuming the Sill

distribution in Tab. 2.
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Decay channel Sill distribution PDG

π2(1670) → ρ(770)π → π±π+π− 73.9± 9.9 137± 11

π2(1670) → K
⋆
(892)π → KKπ 10.4± 1.4

ρ3(1690) → ρ(770)η → ηππ 3.88± 0.80 seen

ρ3(1690) → K
⋆
(892)π → KKπ 3.43± 0.70 6.1± 2.0

Table 2. Three body decay rates of π2(1670) and ρ3(1690) mesons (MeV).

4. Conclusion

In this paper, we used a hadronic model and the Sill distribution, introduced in the vector meson

intermediate decays, to evaluate the three-body decays of π2(1670) and ρ3(1690). Results are compared

to the ones listed in PDG: they agree within the error bars for ρ3(1690) → KKπ, while it is two

times off the experimental result for π2(1670) → 3π. This implies the necessity of the consideration of

multi-channel version of the Sill distribution [7] in the future.
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