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Abstract

In recent years, detailed studies of three-pion systems have become possible in lattice QCD. This has in turn
led to interest in 3-to-3 scattering of pions in the chiral perturbation theory framework. In addition to being an
interesting study of multi-meson dynamics in its own right, it provides a valuable handle on finite-volume effects and
the pion mass dependence, thus complementing the lattice results. I present our derivation of the next-to-leading order
amplitude for this process, as well as its conversion into the three-particle K-matrix, which enables direct comparison
to the lattice. Our results significantly improve the agreement between theory and lattice, which was poor when only

leading-order effects were taken into account.
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1. Introduction

Lattice QCD and chiral perturbation theory (ChPT)
are two widely used tools for low-energy QCD. While
the lattice provides a general first-principles numeri-
cal approach, ChPT allows perturbative calculation of
many processes and can be used to control certain sys-
tematics of the lattice, such as finite-volume effects
and pion mass dependence. Thus, recent advances in
lattice QCD (see references in Ref. [1], particularly
Refs. [2, 3]) have caused interest in the study of 3-to-
3 scattering using ChPT, a process that formerly had
only been studied at leading order [4, 5]; the higher-
order tree-level counterterms were also recently com-
puted [6, 7].

These proceedings are partly based on Ref. [8], where
we performed the first one-loop determination of the
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3-to-3 pion scattering amplitude, and its follow-up
Ref. [9], where we generalized that result to cases in-
cluding more than 2 quark flavors; however, results for
which m; # m, 4 are still unavailable. It is also based
on Ref. [1], in which this amplitude is converted into
the 3-particle K-matrix, a scheme-dependent object that
allows the finite-volume energy spectrum to be deter-
mined. The K-matrix can also be calculated on the lat-
tice (as of this writing, Ref. [10] has the most precise
values), allowing for comparison to ChPT. Previous re-
sults using leading-order ChPT [11] disagree strongly
with the lattice results.

2. The 3x — 37 amplitude in ChPT

ChPT [12, 13] is the effective field theory that
arises from the breaking of chiral symmetry down
to its diagonal subgroup, giving the breaking pattern
SU(n) x SU(n)/ SU(n) for n quark flavors, as used in
Ref. [9]. For n = 2, an equivalent formulation is
0O(4)/ O(3), which is used in Ref. [8].
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In the O(4)/ O(3) formulation, the Lagrangian is
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where the first line is LO, and orders above NLO have
been omitted. Here, ¢; are (bare) coupling constants,
)(T = (M?,0) with M the (bare) pion mass, and @ is a 4-
component vector that can be parametrized in terms of
the pion fields in multiple ways; the one used in Ref. [1]
was introduced by Weinberg [14] and is
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where @' = (¢, ¢p, 7°), * = \%((1)1 Fip), and F is the
(bare) pion decay constant. See Ref. [8] for a more ex-
tensive description of the parametrizations, and Ref. [9]
for a novel derivation of the most general parametriza-
tion forn > 2.

The couplings ¢; are renormalized to £; using

az—x%[g—loggn]w; 3)

in 4 — 2¢e dimensions at u = 770 MeV ~ M,,, with

W
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and « = 1/(16x%). M, F are renormalized to M, F,.

Figure 1 shows the Feynman diagrams relevant for
the six-point (i.e., 3-to-3) amplitude, M3. The ampli-
tude partly factorizes over the propagator pole:

W=
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where M(ZL’R) are 4-point amplitudes with one leg off-
shell, corresponding to the left and right vertices of a
diagram like fig. 1b; +£b is the momentum of those off-
shell legs, and of the propagator that joins them; the
sum is over the ways of distributing the 6 on-shell ex-
ternal legs between MY®; and Mgnon_p"le) is whatever
remains of the full amplitude. Such a pole is present in
figs. 1b, 1d, le, 1g, 1h and 1j, but the correspondence is
neither exact nor unique: The contribution of each dia-
gram depends on the parametrization, and the structure
of eq. (5) depends on the convention used for off-shell
amplitudes.

Most of the non-factorizing part of the calculation
follows as a simple extension of the 4-point amplitude
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Figure 1: LO (top row) and NLO Feynman topologies for the six-point
amplitude. Black squares indicate NLO vertices; remaining vertices
are LO. The number of distinct diagrams obtainable through crossing
from each topology is indicated below it.

derived in Ref. [15], since figs. 1a, 1c and 1i are es-
sentially 4-point diagrams with extra legs on some ver-
tices. Only the triangle loop diagram, fig. 1k, presents a
problem, since conventional Passarino—Veltman reduc-
tion results in extremely long expressions. We found
it necessary to devise a redundant basis of more sym-
metric triangle loop functions, labelled C, C;;, C»; and
C3, which are listed in appendix A of Ref. [8]. In terms
of these, M;"O"'p °l¢) is listed in appendix B of Ref. [8]
or, in a different and more general form, appendix D of
Ref. [9].

3. The 37 K-matrix

Following the formalism of Ref. [16], the K-matrix,
Kat3, determines the finite-volume energy spectrum
{E,} of three pions in a box of size L through the quan-
tization condition

det|F3'(E, P,L) + Ku3(E)| =0 atE=E,. (6)

Here, (E, P) = P is the total 4-momentum, E* = Vp?
is the corresponding center-of-momentum energy. F3
is described in Ref. [16]. Equation (6) generalizes
Liischer’s 2-particle quantization condition [17, 18].

In this formalism, Ky 3 is Lorentz-invariant and con-
structed entirely from on-shell quantities; it does, how-
ever, contain a scheme-dependent cutoff function. The
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(a) Two-particle subprocess

(b) Three-particle process

(c) The spectator-swapping function G*. The diagonal line corresonds to the
propagator being cancelled.

Figure 2: Schematic representation of the components of Ky 3. Bold
lines represent spectators, and thinner lines represent interacting pairs.

subscript “df” indicates that it is divergence-free: Un-
like Ma, it has neither poles nor cuts. In general, the
relation between Kyr3 and Ms is a complicated inte-
gral equation, but at NLO in the chiral expansion, it re-
duces to an algebraic subtraction. Importantly, Ky 3 is
purely real, so the subtraction of cuts can be wholly cir-
cumvented by dropping the imaginary parts. We only
give a qualitative description of the subtraction here; the
derivation and detailed form can be found in Ref. [1].

Despite being a 3-particle quantity, a large part of
Kt is determined by 2-particle processes. In light
of this, we subdivide the three initial (or final) parti-
cles into a scattering pair and a non-scattering specta-
tor; see fig. 2a. The pair kinematics are decomposed
into partial waves, allowing the two-particle amplitude
to be expressed as

MZ(p)Z’m’;fm > (7)

where ¢m (£’m’) are the inital-(final-)state partial wave
indices, and p is the spectator momentum; everything is
on-shell, so it is sufficient to use 3-momenta. Supple-
mented with the total momentum P (left implicit), this
completely describes the kinematics.

We adopt the same description of 3-particle pro-
cesses, and retain the notion of a spectator even though
it is involved in the scattering; see fig. 2b. (The particle
exchange symmetries of the initial and final states can,
in fact, be rephrased in terms of the freedom to choose
a spectator.) With p (p’) as the initial-(final-)state spec-
tator momentum, the 3-particle amplitude is

M3(P/, p)f’m’;fm . (8)

K3 is expressed in the same form.

The last ingredient in Ky 3 is G™, which is diagram-
matically described in fig. 2c. It serves to swap spec-
tators between subsequent processes, and provides the

mechanism for cancelling divergences. Its general form
is

0oy H(xp’)H(xp)
G D)~ 50—, 9

R e iy ©
where b,, = P - p’ — p, and H(x) is a cutoff func-
tion described below. (We have omitted barrier factors
that ensure smoothness and correct partial-wave behav-
ior.) Note how G* is similar in form to a propagator
carrying momentum b, ,; at the pole of the propagaor,
they match exactly and cancel. However, G* only con-
nects on-shell quantities, and differs significantly from
a propagator away from the pole.

The cutoff function H(x), with x, = (P - )%/ (4M,%),
may be any smooth function such that H(x) = 0 for
x < 0and H(x) = 1 for x > 1; necessarily, such a func-
tion will be non-analytic. It ensures that subtraction
terms containing G* vanish far from the divergences
they cancel, so that the subtraction does not intro-
duce new UV-behavior on top of the already UV-finite
amplitude. The choice of H constitutes the scheme-
dependence of Kyt 3; the standard choice is

H(x):exp[—%exp(—ﬁ)], O<x<l1. (10

Other choices and their effects on Ky 3 are studied in
appendix A of Ref. [1].

4. The calculation of 7(3?“30

We work in the maximum-isospin channel (e.g., the
process 37t — 3x*), since it is structurally the sim-
plest and the only one for which lattice data are cur-
rently available. We also work in the threshold expan-
sion, where the kinematics are expressed in terms of

2 2 ()2 2
a=EOMe o jo Pop) Z M
oMz ! M2 ’ an
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which all vanish as O(A) at the 3-pion threshold. The
maximum-isospin channel expands as [19]

M,ZT(K‘de =Ko+ KA +7(2A2 + KaAp + KpAp +O(A3) R
(12)
where

Ap = Z(A? +A?)-A?,  Ap= ng—Az. (13)
2Y)

l

It thus remains to compute the five coefficients Kx with
X =0,1,2, A, B, of which only the last two are sensitive
to the angular distribution of the particles.



~— =

(a) A diagram with an OPE pole (b) The OPE subtraction term
Figure 3: The OPE (one-particle exchange) pole and its subtraction,
drawn schematically as in fig. 2. The s-channel version of (a) is not
present at maximum isospin.

(a) A bull’s head diagram

(b) The bull’s head subtraction

Figure 4: The “bull’s head” triangle loop and its subtraction, drawn
schematically as in fig. 2. The version of (a) with its “horns” crossed,
so that each vertex connects to one initial- and one final-state particle,
is finite and lacks a corresponding subtraction term.

At LO, the only divergence is the OPE (one-particle
exchange) pole, exemplified by fig. 3a, which is re-
moved in Ky 3 by subtracting the term schematically
given in fig. 3b. That is to say,

KW', p) = MEC-MEO(p)G™(p', pMO(p), (14)

leaving the indices implicit. K} is not scheme-
dependent, since the cutoff functions are identically 1
in the OPE subtraction. The LO calculation was done
already in Ref. [11] and is reproduced in Ref. [1].

At NLO, the OPE subtraction must be augmented
by promoting either 2-particle amplitude in eq. (14)
to NLO. This introduces many more terms and partial
waves, and requires great care in performing the calcu-
lations. The subtraction is matched to the factorizing
part of Ms, given in eq. (5), using the oft-shell conven-
tion of Ref. [8]. See sec. 4.4 of Ref. [1] for more details.

NLO also introduces a cut due to the triangle dia-
gram, fig. 1k or 4a, which is subtracted by what we call
the “bull’s head” subtraction, fig. 4b, equal to

- f MG W . IM G (r. DM(p) .

’ (15)
where the integral is over all on-shell momenta r. Since
we are only considering the finite real part, this can be
treated separately from the triangle loop.

The cutoff functions involving the on-shell loop mo-
mentum r are not identically 1, and this non-analyticity
makes the integral rather challenging. The most fruitful
approach is to threshold-expand the integrand before in-
tegration, after which the angular part of the integral can

be easily performed. This involves expanding H(x,) in
the vicinity of its essential singularities at x, = 0 and 1,
but this can be shown to be valid, since the derivatives
of H(x,) vanish exponentially in this region.

These operations leave integrals of the type

1f”“§ VieZ d
dz
0

2 Zm dx?

Hyp = [H*(xp)],  (16)
where x, = 1 — 3z%. These possess endpoint singular-
ities, which are intractable to the usual principal-value
approach but can be regularized with Hadamard finite-
part integration; for sufficiently smooth integrands, it
works also when these singularities are essential [20].

The regularized integrals can be remarkably closely
approximated by setting H = 1 in eq. (16), giving
easy-to-evaluate integrals plus small remainders to com-
pute numerically. These remainders encapsulate all the
scheme-dependence in Ky 3. See sec. 4.3 of Ref. [1] for
more details, including several complementary meth-
ods.

The last part of the calculation is to threshold-expand
M;"n’p(’le. Its real part can be extracted using Cauchy
principal values, as described in sec. 4.2 of Ref. [1].

Kt 3 is the sum of the threshold-expanded amplitude,
the OPE subtraction, and, at NLO, the bull’s head sub-
traction. We have performed several individual deriva-
tions and cross-checks of each part, using Wolfram
Mathematica or FORM [21] for analytic calculations,
and Mathematica or C++ with CHIRON [22], Loop-
Tools [23] and GSL for the numerics.

5. Results and comparison to the lattice
The LO contributions to Ky 3 are
M\ M\
51 (—”) 327(—”).
Ko > 18 F K 7

s

a7
The quadratic-order terms in the threshold expansion
vanish at LO. The NLO contributions are [suppressing
an overall factor of (M,/F,)°]

Ko D |-3«(35+121og3) - Dy + 111L + f{o)] ,

[ K
K > |- 551999 + 192010g3) — D; +384L + ‘T”] ’

1207« T

¥ o _]400(2923 —4201og3) — D, + 360L + 5(2)]’
[ 9k

K D | 55521809 105010g3) — Dy = OL + Ly |
[ 27« T

Kis > | 1700 (6098 — 245 log3) — Dy + 54L + fas>] .

(18)



I
[N
Numerical : AN
_50l|=—- Threshold :
0.0 0.5 1,0 1.5 2.0

A

Figure 5: Comparison between numerical results and the threshold
expansion for Kyt 3, evaluated using a fixed kinematic configuration
described in Ref. [1], as a function of A defined in eq. (11). The
comparison is presented for My = Mpypys and M, = 340 MeV, the
latter corresponding to the heaviest pion mass used in Ref. [10]. The
dashed vertical line indicates the inelastic threshold, which occurs at
E* =5M,.

where L = klog(M?2/u?) with u and « described below
eq. (3), and £{y, contain the couplings, namely

) = —2880) — 43205 - 36, + 720,

€ = —6126, — 117005 + 1086, , €1, = —4326, — 86445,

Opy =2700+ 305, L = 1620, - 8185,
(19)
where we use the phenomenological values [24, 25]
l) = —0.4(6), 0, =43(1),
a (6) &2 (H 20)
{3 = 3.07(64), €y = 4.02(45)

throughout. Lastly, Dy are the small cutoft-dependent
remainders from the bull’s head subtraction, whose val-
ues using the standard cutoff choice, eq. (10), are

Dy = -0.0563, D ~0.130, D, = 0432,

Dr~9.07-10%,  Dp~1.62-107*.
2y
Their relative size compared to Ky, evaluated at the
physical pion mass, range from ~ 10% for X = 2 to
less than 0.1% for X = A. Dy stay consistently small
for a wide selection of cutoff functions, as long as they
are not too sharp.

As shown in fig. 5, the threshold expansion is in good
agreement with the exact result up to the 5-pion thresh-
old, were the Kys 3 formalism breaks down.

Figure 6 shows the comparison between our results
and the lattice data [10] at leading () and subleading
(%) order in the threshold expansion. Unlike the LO
results, the NLO results are in decent agreement with
the data, especially for Kj.

- LO ChPT
L5y ——  LO+NLOChPT
it Data and LO+NLO fit
1o}
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3 e
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Figure 6: LO (dashed black line) and NLO (grey line and band) ChPT
predictions for Ky (top), K (middle) and Kp (bottom) as functions of
My /Fr, using couplings from eq. (20). These are compared to lattice
results from Ref. [10] (orange points) and the best fit to the lattice data
(dotted orange line and orange band, not given for Kg). For reference,
the physical point is at (Mphys/thys)4 ~5.25, (Mphys/thys)6 ~ 12.0.

Data at quadratic order in the threshold expansion is
limited to Kg, also shown in fig. 6. It agrees poorly
with our results; however, this is a very suppressed co-
efficient, and since it enters first at NLO, it is possible
that there are large NNLO corrections. Overall, we do
not have a satisfactory understanding of why NLO cor-
rections are so large, except that NLO introduces qual-



itatively new contributions such as {;-dependence and
the bull’s head. Calculations at NNLO are expected to
be very difficult.

6. Summary and upcoming results

Our results advance the state of the art in more-than-
4-point ChPT scattering, mostly resolve the discrep-
ancy between ChPT and the lattice for Ky 3 at maxi-
mum isospin, and pave the way for similar studies in
other systems. We also find that the threshold expansion
converges well and that the cutoff dependence is small,
adding confidence in the validity of the approach.

Work is ongoing to extend our results to general
isospin, where the main difficulty is the greater num-
ber of channels and the now nontrivial particle ex-
change (i.e., spectator choice) symmetry, which re-
places eq. (12) by more complicated threshold expan-
sions. It is challenging to extract Kyr 3 from lattice data
for non-maximal isospin, and no results are currently
available, but we anticipate that they will appear even-
tually.

Preliminary studies are also ongoing regarding the
introduction of kaons and other heavier particles, for
which there are some recent results [26] featuring ten-
sion with LO ChPT similar to that we just resolved. This
would require an enhancement of the existing scattering
amplitude, which currently supports 3-flavor ChPT [9]
but not multiple mass scales.
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