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Abstract: In this work, we make a study of the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay in the framework

of low-energy effective field theory. The JPG decompositions of the quark currents and

the ωπ final state show that, besides the Standard Model vector interaction, only the non-

standard tensor interaction can have a non-zero contribution to the decay. To discuss its

effect, a reliable calculation of the ωπ tensor form factors is necessary. After constructing

the Lagrangian of resonance chiral theory with external tensor sources, we calculate both

the vector and tensor form factors with the relevant resonance couplings determined by

combining the QCD short-distance constraints, the fit to the spectral function of τ− →
ωπ−ντ decay, as well as the matching between theO(p4) odd-intrinsic-parity operators after

integrating out the vector resonances and the O(p6) operators of chiral perturbation theory.

The new physics effect is then investigated in the distributions of the spectral function

and the forward-backward asymmetry of τ− → ωπ−ντ decay. We find that the spectral

function is dominated by the Standard Model, and the non-standard tensor contribution is

negligible. However, since the forward-backward asymmetry can be only generated with a

non-zero tensor interaction, the observable is quite sensitive to this kind of new physics. A

future measurement of the observable at the Belle II experiment as well as at the proposed

Tera-Z and STCF facilities is, therefore, strongly called for to check the existence of such

a non-standard tensor interaction.

1Corresponding author.
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2.2 Decay amplitude and observables of τ− → ωπ−ντ 4

3 Calculating the ωπ form factors in RχT 8

3.1 Relevant RχT Lagrangian 8

3.2 The ωπ vector and tensor form factors 11

4 Numerical analysis and discussions 13

4.1 Inputs and numerical results for the form factors 13

4.2 Constraint on the tensor coefficient ϵ̂T 17

4.3 NP impacts on the spectral function and forward-backward asymmetry 17

5 Conclusion 17

A Construction of LV TP 19

B Matching between the odd-intrinsic-parity operators of O(p4) in RχT

and that of O(p6) in χPT 21

1 Introduction

The hadronic tau decays play an important role not only in the determination of the quan-

tum chromodynamics (QCD) coupling constant αs(mτ ) and the extraction of the Cabibbo-

Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) [1, 2] quark mixing matrix element Vus in the Standard Model

(SM) [3–7], but also in the probe of new physics (NP) beyond the SM [8–11]. To have a

sensitive constraint on the latter, one should use the most precise data on hadronic tau

decays and, at the same time, provide a reliable description of the hadronic matrix ele-

ments with well-controlled theoretical uncertainty. Although the hadronic tau decays into

one, two, and three pseudo-scalar mesons with light-quark content (namely u, d and s)

have been extensively studied both within the SM and beyond, there are few dedicated

investigations of the decays with one vector (V ) and one pseudo-scalar (P ) mesons in the

final state, denoted generically by τ → V Pντ with V = ρ, K∗, ω, ϕ and P = π, K, η(′).

Most of the previous studies focus mainly on the (differential) branching ratios, the hadron

spectral functions, and the forward-backward asymmetries of τ → V Pντ decays within

the SM, with the hadronic form factors calculated in the vector meson dominance (VMD)
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model [12–14], the extended Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model [15–18], as well as the chiral per-

turbation theory (χPT) [19, 20] and resonance chiral theory (RχT) [21]. Explorations of

possible NP effects in these decays are, however, almost missing. This may attribute to the

lack of reliable description of the hadronizations of light-quark bilinears in the presence of

non-standard interactions, i.e., some novel form factors needed to describe the decays. To

this end, a good knowledge of these form factors is strongly called for.

In this work, we attempt to make a preliminary study of the NP effect in one of the

aforementioned tau decay modes, τ− → ωπ−ντ , which is usually employed to test the

existence of the so-called second-class current (SCC) [22–24]. According to its definition,

the SCC has an opposite G-parity to that of the first-class current (FCC): the JPG quantum

numbers are 0++, 0−−, 1+−, 1−+ for the FCC, while they are 0+−, 0−+, 1++, 1−− for the

SCC.1 In the SM, the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay is dominated by the FCC, while the SCC

contribution can only arise due to the G-parity violating effect and is, therefore, highly

suppressed with respect to that of the FCC. Experimentally, the total branching ratio

of τ− → ωπ−ντ decay has been measured to be (1.95 ± 0.06)% [26], while the current

experimental upper limit for the SCC contribution is only of 1.4× 10−4 at 90% confidence

level (CL) [27]. On the theoretical aspect, the SM estimate of this decay based on the

VMD model gives a branching ratio of (1.5 ∼ 2.8)× 10−5 for the isospin-breaking induced

SCC effect [28]. This implies that there still leaves a large room for the existence of genuine

SCC induced by non-standard interactions. However, as we can see from these numbers,

even there may exist genuine SCC contribution in this decay, its upper limit is two orders

of magnitude smaller than that of the total branching ratio (more precisely, the former is

even four times smaller than the uncertainty of the latter). Thus, we can safely neglect

the SCC contribution for the moment. Furthermore, it is not possible to separate the

SCC contribution from that of the FCC, unless the full knowledge of the form factors is

known and the measurements of the angular observables of this decay are precise enough.

Therefore, in this work, we shall assume that the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay is dominated by the

FCC non-standard interactions, while the G-parity is assumed to be strictly conserved.

To study the NP effects in a model-independent way, we shall work in the framework

of a low-energy effective field theory (LEFT) [29, 30], which is invariant under the Lorentz

transformation and respects the SU(3)C ⊗ U(1)em gauge symmetry. The only left degrees

of freedom in LEFT are the light quarks (u, d, s), charged leptons (e, µ, τ), neutrinos (νe,

νµ, ντ ), gluons, and photons, while the remaining particles of the SM are all integrated out

and there are no any exotic NP particles with masses below ∼ 2 GeV [31, 32]. In recent

years, many hadronic tau decays have been studied in such a framework; see, e.g., Refs. [8–

11, 33–41]. Here we proceed to apply the same framework to study possible NP impacts on

the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay. After a detailed analysis of the JPG quantum numbers of the ωπ

system as well as the quark-current operators present in the LEFT Lagrangian, one can see

that, besides the SM vector contribution, only a non-standard tensor interaction can have

an impact on the decay. To estimate the tensor contribution to the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay,

1Here G ≡ CeiπI2 with C being the charge conjugation operator and I2 the second generator of isospin

rotations [25]. J and P denote the total angular momentum and parity, respectively.
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an explicit calculation of the ωπ tensor form factors is necessary. As the ωπ invariant

mass
√
s in the tau decay is ranged from the ωπ threshold up to the tau mass, there are

plenty of resonances populating the ωπ mass spectrum in such a large kinematic range.

Thus, we shall resort to a theory that incorporates both the lowest-lying pseudo-scalars

and the relevant resonances. One of the avenues to realize this task is to calculate the ωπ

tensor form factors by employing the RχT, which was constructed firstly in Refs. [42, 43]

and then developed to include the odd-intrinsic-parity interactions in Refs. [44, 45]. Let

us recall that the vector and axial-vector form factors for a generic τ → V Pντ decay

have been worked out in Ref. [21], in the RχT framework. However, to derive the needed

V P tensor form factors, we have to extend the framework by constructing the chirally

invariant Lagrangian with external tensor sources. The most general Lagrangian for the

lowest-lying pseudo-scalars in the presence of external sources coupled to the tensor Dirac

bilinear ψ̄σµνψ has been worked out in Ref. [46], extending therefore the conventional

chiral Lagrangian [47–49]. In addition, the interactions between the vector resonances and

the external tensor fields have been studied in, e.g., Refs. [35, 37, 50–52]. Nevertheless,

the effective Lagrangian used to describe the interactions among the lowest-lying pseudo-

scalars, the vector resonances, and the external tensor sources has not been presented yet,

which will be therefore one of the main tasks of this work. Its explicit construction will

be detailed in appendix A. Since the resonance couplings in the Lagrangian cannot be

determined by the RχT itself, we shall resort to other constraints to obtain the required

ωπ tensor form factors. This can be achieved with the help of, e.g., the QCD short-distance

constraints [53–55], the matching between the O(p4) odd-intrinsic-parity RχT operators

after integrating out the vector resonances and the O(p6) χPT operators, as well as the

fit to the measured spectral function of τ− → ωπ−ντ decay [56]. Since our ultimate aim

is to investigate the NP impacts on the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, with the ωπ tensor form

factors in hand, we shall further investigate the sensitivities of the spectral function and

the forward-backward asymmetry of the decay to the non-standard tensor contribution.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we firstly describe the

τ− → ωπ−ντ decay in the LEFT framework, and then give the analytic expressions of

the spectral function and forward-backward asymmetry of the decay in the presence of the

non-standard tensor interaction. The calculation of the ωπ vector and tensor form factors

in the RχT framework is presented in section 3. Our numerical analysis and conclusions

are finally given in sections 4 and 5, respectively. For convenience, the construction of

the RχT Lagrangian with external tensor sources and the determination of the resonance

couplings present in the Lagrangian are relegated to appendices A and B, respectively.

2 τ− → ωπ−ντ decay in LEFT

In this section, we demonstrate how to describe the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay in the LEFT

framework, and present the analytic expressions of the spectral function and the forward-

backward asymmetry of the decay in the presence of a non-standard tensor interaction.
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2.1 LEFT Lagrangian for τ− → ūdντ

The τ− → ωπ−ντ decay is mediated by the quark-level τ− → ūdντ transition. Without

loss of generality, the NP impacts on this process can be described by a subset of the

model-independent LEFT Lagrangian [29, 30], which is valid below the electroweak scale

and invariant under the Lorentz transformation and the SU(3)C⊗U(1)em gauge symmetry.

In the absence of right-handed neutrinos and other light NP particles with masses below

∼ 2 GeV, the most general LEFT Lagrangian describing the τ− → ūdντ transition is given

by [31, 32]2

Leff =−
G0

FVud√
2

(1 + ϵL + ϵR)
{
τ̄ γµ(1− γ5)ντ · [ūγµd− (1− 2ϵ̂R)ūγ

µγ5d]

+ τ̄(1− γ5)ντ · [ϵ̂S ūd− ϵ̂P ūγ5d] + 2ϵ̂T τ̄σµν(1− γ5)ντ · ūσµνd
}
+ h.c. , (2.1)

where σµν = i
2 [γ

µ, γν ], G0
F is the Fermi constant without NP contributions, and Vud the

CKM matrix element involved in the transition. The hatted Wilson coefficients ϵ̂i =

ϵi/ (1 + ϵL + ϵR), with i = R,S, P, T , have been introduced to parameterize the different

types of non-standard contributions normalized to the vector one, and the SM case is

recovered when all ϵi = 0. As we are not concerned with the charge-parity violating

observerbles in this work, all the ϵi are assumed to be real. Note also that these coefficients

are renormalization scale and scheme dependent [57], and all the numerical values quoted in

this work are obtained at µ = 2 GeV in the modified minimal subtraction scheme. Such an

LEFT framework has been widely adopted in the literature; see, e.g., Refs. [8–11, 33–41].

2.2 Decay amplitude and observables of τ− → ωπ−ντ

For the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, not all the operators present in Eq. (2.1) can provide a non-

vanishing contribution, but only the ones with the same JPG quantum numbers as of

the ωπ− final state are relevant. Following a similar procedure as in Refs. [58, 59], we

can perform the angular momentum-parity (JP) decomposition of a given quark-current

operator O ≡ d̄Γu, where Γ = 1, γ5, γµ, γµγ5, and σµν for scalar (S), pseudo-scalar (P ),

vector (V ), axial-vector (A), and tensor (T ) operators, respectively. Explicitly, we have

JP(OS) =0+ , JP(OP ) =0− ,

JP(OV ) =0+ ⊕ 1− , JP(OA) =0− ⊕ 1+ ,

JP(OT ) =1+ ⊕ 1− . (2.2)

Since the intrinsic spin-parity of ω and π− are 1− and 0− respectively, the JP quantum

number of the ωπ− system is given by 1− ⊗ 0− = 1+. Then, for the ωπ− system with an

orbital angular momentum L = 0, 1, 2, · · · and a parity (−1)L, one has the following states:

JP(ωπ |L=0) = 1+ ⊗ 0+ = 1+ ,

2Note that the Dirac-algebra identity σµνγ5 = − i
2
ϵµναβσαβ has been used to obtain the tensor interaction

term in Eq. (2.1), where ϵµνρσ is the anti-symmetric Levi-Civita tensor, with the convention ϵ0123 = −1.

We have not included the wrong-flavor neutrino interactions, which do not interfere with the SM amplitude

and hence contribute to the observables only at O(ϵ̂2X).
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OS OP OV OA OT ωπ |L=0 ωπ |L=1 ωπ |L=2

JPG0+−0−−0++ ⊕ 1−+0−− ⊕ 1+−1++ ⊕ 1−+ 1++ 0−+ ⊕ 1−+ ⊕ 2−+1++ ⊕ 2++ ⊕ 3++

Table 1. The JPG of quark-current operators Oi for i = S, P, V,A, T , as well as of ωπ system with

orbital angular momentum L = 0, 1, 2, respectively.

JP(ωπ |L=1) = 1+ ⊗ 1− = 0− ⊕ 1− ⊕ 2− ,

JP(ωπ |L=2) = 1+ ⊗ 2+ = 1+ ⊕ 2+ ⊕ 3+ . (2.3)

Note that no partial wave with L > 2 contains J ≤ 1 and, to match with Eq. (2.2), we

need only consider the partial waves up to J = 1 [59]. Furthermore, the intrinsic G-parity

of both ω and π− is −1 and thus the ωπ− system has a G-parity of +1, while the G-parity

of a given operator O can be determined from the following G-parity transformation:

Gd̄ΓuG−1 =Gψ̄Γσ−ψG
−1

=− ψ̄ΓCσ−ψ , (2.4)

where ψ = (u, d)⊤, with ⊤ referring to the transpose operation, is the isospin doublet of the

first-generation quarks, σ± = 1
2(σ1±iσ2) with σi being the Pauli matrices, and ΓC = CΓC−1

stands for the charge transformation of the Dirac matrix Γ. A direct calculation then yields

C
{
OS ,OP ,OV ,OA ,OT

}
C−1 =

{
+OS ,+OP ,−OV ,+OA ,−OT

}
, (2.5)

from which one immediately obtains

G
{
OS ,OP ,OV ,OA ,OT

}
G−1 =

{
−OS ,−OP ,+OV ,−OA ,+OT

}
. (2.6)

As a summary, we collect in Table 1 the JPG quantum numbers of the quark-current op-

erators as well as the ωπ− system with three different orbital angular momenta, from which

one can see that only the two hadronic matrix elements, ⟨ωπ−|OV |0⟩ and ⟨ωπ−|OT |0⟩, are
relevant for the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, where the operator OV contributes in a P -wave (1−+)

manner and is dominated by the SM vector interaction, whereas OT provides both an S-

wave (1++) and a P -wave amplitude. As discussed in section 1, since the component 1++

corresponds to the SCC whose contribution is negligibly small, in the following we shall

only focus on the contribution from the FCC component with JPG = 1−+.

After this analysis, we can therefore simply neglect those terms that do not contribute

to the τ−(p) → ω(p2)π
−(p1)ντ (p3) decay, and write the invariant amplitude as

M = MV +MT = −i
G0

FV
∗
ud

√
SEW√

2
(1 + ϵ∗L + ϵ∗R) [LµH

µ + 2ϵ̂∗TLµνH
µν ] , (2.7)

where SEW = 1.0201(3) stands for the short-distance electroweak radiative correction [60–

63],3 and Li and H
i denote the leptonic currents and the hadronic matrix elements of the

3Here the short-distance correction SEW is taken as a global factor, although it does not affect the tensor

contribution. This approximation renders the expressions of various observables simpler while guaranteeing

the resulting error to be negligibly small [33, 35].
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quark currents between the vacuum and the ωπ− final state respectively, with

Lµ = ūντ (p3)γµ(1− γ5)uτ (p) , (2.8)

Lµν = ūντ (p3)σµν(1 + γ5)uτ (p) , (2.9)

and

Hµ = ⟨ω(p2, ε)π−(p1)|d̄γµu|0⟩ = iFV (s)ϵ
µνρσε∗νp1ρp2σ , (2.10)

Hµν = ⟨ω(p2, ε)π−(p1)|d̄σµνu|0⟩
= FT1(s)ϵ

µνρσ(ε∗ · p1)p1ρp2σ − FT2(s)ϵ
µνρσε∗ρp1σ − FT3(s)ϵ

µνρσε∗ρp2σ . (2.11)

Here εν is the ω polarization four-vector that satisfies p2 · ε = 0, s = q2 = (p1 + p2)
2 is

the ωπ invariant mass squared, and FV (s) and FT i(s) (i = 1, 2, 3) denote the vector and

tensor form factors, respectively. The explicit expressions of these form factors are listed

in Eqs. (3.18)–(3.21). Let us recall that in the VMD picture, the vector form factor FV (s)

is dominated by the spin-1 resonance ρ(770) and, to a less extent, by ρ(1450), which in this

work are abbreviated as ρ and ρ′, respectively. These vector resonances contribute also to

the tensor form factors FT i(s). To facilitate the calculations of these form factors, we shall

adopt the anti-symmetric tensor field formalism to describe these vector resonances [42, 43],

in the framework of RχT; for more details, the readers are referred to section 3.

Working in the ωπ rest frame and after integrating over the unobserved neutrino

direction, we can write the doubly differential decay width of τ− → ωπ−ντ as

d2Γ(τ− → ωπ−ντ )

ds d cos θ
= A(s) +B(s) cos θ + C(s) cos2 θ , (2.12)

where θ is defined as the angle between the directions of ω and τ as seen in the ωπ rest

frame, and

A(s) =
G2

FSEW |Vud|2

2048π3s2m3
τ

(s−m2
τ )

2λ
3
2 (s,M2

ω,M
2
π)

×
{(
m2

τ + s
)
|FV (s)|2 + 16mτ ϵ̂TRe [FV (s) (F

∗
T3(s)− F ∗

T2(s))]
}
, (2.13)

B(s) = −
G2

FSEW |Vud|2

128π3s2m2
τ

(s−m2
τ )

2λ(s,M2
ω,M

2
π)

× ϵ̂T

{
(s−∆ωπ)Re [FV (s)F

∗
T2(s)] + (s+∆ωπ)Re [FV (s)F

∗
T3(s)]

}
, (2.14)

C(s) =
G2

FSEW |Vud|2

2048π3s2m3
τ

(s−m2
τ )

3λ
3
2 (s,M2

ω,M
2
π)|FV (s)|2 . (2.15)

Here λ(a, b, c) = a2 + b2 + c2 − 2ab − 2ac − 2bc is the usual Källén function, and the

abbreviation ∆ωπ =M2
ω−M2

π has been introduced in Eq. (2.14). Since the NP contribution

is assumed to be smaller than that of the SM, we have neglected all the quadratic terms

in the tensor coefficient ϵ̂T in deriving Eqs. (2.13)–(2.15). In this approximation, the

form factor FT1(s) does not appear at all, because it is always associated with the NP
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quadratic terms. When working at the linear order in ϵi, the decay is also insensitive to

the non-standard vector charged-current interaction, because the overall dependence on

the combination ϵL + ϵR cannot be isolated and is therefore generally subsumed in the

determination of the Fermi constant Gexp
F [31, 32, 35]. Throughout this paper, we shall use

the abbreviation GF = G0
F (1 + ϵL + ϵR), with the superscript ‘exp’ omitted.

Integrating further Eq. (2.12) over cos θ, one arrives at the differential decay width

dΓ(τ− → ωπ−ντ )

ds
=
G2

F |Vud|2(m2
τ − s)2SEW

1536π3s2m3
τ

λ3/2(s,M2
ω,M

2
π)

×
{
(m2

τ + 2s)|FV (s)|2 + 24mτ ϵ̂TRe [FV (s) (F
∗
T3(s)− F ∗

T2(s))]
}
, (2.16)

and hence the spectral function [13, 64, 65]

v(s) =
32π2m3

τ

G2
F |Vud|2(m2

τ − s)2(m2
τ + 2s)

dΓ(τ− → ωπ−ντ )

ds

=
SEW

48πs2
λ

3
2 (s,M2

ω,M
2
π)

{
|FV (s)|2 +

24mτ

m2
τ + 2s

ϵ̂TRe [FV (s) (F
∗
T3(s)− F ∗

T2(s))]

}
.

(2.17)

The branching ratio of τ− → ωπ−ντ decay can then be obtained by integrating numerically

Eq. (2.16) over the variable s from the threshold (Mω +Mπ)
2 up to m2

τ , and multiplying

the resulting expression with the τ -lepton lifetime,

B(τ− → ωπ−ντ ) = ττ

∫ m2
τ

(Mω+Mπ)2

dΓ(τ− → ωπ−ντ )

ds
ds , (2.18)

with ττ = 290.3 × 10−15s [26]. This, together with the spectral function v(s) defined

by Eq. (2.17), are the only available observables that can be used to determine the RχT

parameters and constrain the NP coefficient ϵ̂T . In addition, one can study the NP effect in

the angular distributions of the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, one of which is the so-called forward-

backward asymmetry defined by [11, 66, 67]

AFB(s) =

∫ 1
0

d2Γ(τ−→ωπ−ντ )
ds d cos θ d cos θ −

∫ 0
−1

d2Γ(τ−→ωπ−ντ )
ds d cos θ d cos θ∫ 1

0
d2Γ(τ−→ωπ−ντ )

ds d cos θ d cos θ +
∫ 0
−1

d2Γ(τ−→ωπ−ντ )
ds d cos θ d cos θ

. (2.19)

Plugging Eqs. (2.12)–(2.15) into Eq. (2.19) yields

AFB(s) =
3B(s)

6A(s) + 2C(s)

=
−12mτ ϵ̂T

{
Re [FV (s)F

∗
T2(s)] (s−∆ωπ) + Re [FV (s)F

∗
T3(s)] (s+∆ωπ)

}
λ

1
2 (s,M2

ω,M
2
π)
{
(2s+m2

τ ) |FV (s)|2 + 24mτ ϵ̂TRe
[
FV (s)(F ∗

T3(s)− F ∗
T2(s))

] } .

(2.20)

Being proportional to the NP coefficient ϵ̂T , the observable AFB(s) is exactly zero in the SM

and is therefore ideal to probe the existence of non-standard tensor interaction. Detailed

numerical analysis by using the aforementioned observables to study the NP effect on the

τ− → ωπ−ντ decay will be performed in section 4.
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3 Calculating the ωπ form factors in RχT

In this section, we proceed to calculate the ωπ form factors introduced in Eqs. (2.10) and

(2.11) in the context of RχT [42–45], which extends the χPT [47–49] by adding resonances

as explicit degrees of freedom. As the ωπ vector form factor has already been calculated

in the RχT framework in Ref. [21], our main task in this section is to compute the tensor

form factors in the same formalism.

3.1 Relevant RχT Lagrangian

To facilitate the calculations of the ωπ form factors in the RχT framework, let us firstly

introduce all the necessary ingredients for constructing the relevant RχT Lagrangian, with

the vector resonances described by the anti-symmetric tensor fields. Within the χPT and

RχT frameworks, we need attach the external currents to the massless QCD Lagrangian

L0
QCD, allowing therefore to determine the relevant QCD currents:

LQCD =L0
QCD + ψ̄γµ(v

µ + aµγ5)ψ − ψ̄(s− ipγ5)ψ + ψ̄σµν t̄
µνψ , (3.1)

where the external fields vµ, aµ, s, p, and t̄µν are all 3 × 3 Hermitian matrices in flavor

space, with vµ and aµ chosen to be traceless in flavor space, whereas all the rest having in

general a non-vanishing trace. Especially, the external tensor source t̄µν includes both the

octet and singlet currents [46],

t̄µν =

8∑
a=0

λa

2
t̄µν,a , (3.2)

where λ0 =
√

2/313×3, and λ
a (a = 1, · · · , 8) are the Gell-Mann matrices with the con-

vention Tr(λaλb) = 2δab. These external fields allow us to compute the effective realization

of the general Green functions of quark currents in a very straightforward way. Explicitly,

once the relevant Lagrangian is fixed, the quark bilinear hadronization is then determined

by taking the functional derivatives of the χPT and RχT actions with respect to the

external fields and, afterwards, by setting all the external currents to zero.

The most relevant RχT Lagrangian at the leading order in the large NC expansion,

with NC being the number of colors, is given by

LRχT = L(2)
χ + Lkin(V ) + L2V + LV V P + LV JP . (3.3)

The first term of Eq. (3.3) is the leading order (O(p2)) Lagrangian of χPT given by [48, 49]

L(2)
χ =

F 2

4
⟨uµuµ + χ+⟩ , (3.4)

where F is the decay constant of the charged pion, and ⟨· · · ⟩ represents the trace in flavor

space. Here uµ = i
[
u†(∂µ − irµ)u− u(∂µ − ilµ)u

†] = iu†DµUu
† and χ± = u†χu† ± uχ†u,

where u =
√
U = e

i Φ√
2F is a unitary matrix in flavor space and denotes a non-linear
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representation of the lowest-lying pseudo-scalar nonet with

Φ =


π0
√
2
+ 1√

6
η8 +

1√
3
η0 π+ K+

π− − π0
√
2
+ 1√

6
η8 +

1√
3
η0 K0

K− K̄0 − 2√
6
η8 +

1√
3
η0

 , (3.5)

and χ = 2B0(s + ip), with B0 being a constant related to the quark condensate. The

covariant derivative for the pseudo-scalar nonet is defined by

DµU = ∂µU − irµU + iUlµ , DµU
† = ∂µU

† + iU †rµ − ilµU
† , (3.6)

from which the field strength tensors arise naturally for the right- and left-handed fields,

[Dµ, Dν ]X = iXFµν
L − iFµν

R X , (3.7)

with Fµν
L = ∂µlν−∂ν lµ−i [lµ, lν ], and Fµν

R = ∂µrν−∂νrµ−i [rµ, rν ]. The external Hermitian

matrix fields rµ = vµ + aµ, lµ = vµ − aµ, s and p promote the global SU(3)L ⊗ SU(3)R
chiral symmetry of the Lagrangian to a local one, which then breaks spontaneously down

to the diagonal subgroup SU(3)V .

The second and the third term of Eq. (3.3) describe the kinetics and the interaction of

the vector resonances with the Goldstone fields, which are given, respectively, by [42, 43]4

Lkin(V ) =− 1

2
⟨∇λVλµ∇νV

νµ −
M2

V

2
V µνVµν⟩ , (3.8)

L2V =
FV

2
√
2

〈
Vµνf

µν
+

〉
+
iGV

2
√
2
⟨Vµν [uµ, uν ]⟩ , (3.9)

where fµν± = uFµν
L u† ± u†Fµν

R u, and the vector nonet formulated in the anti-symmetric

tensor form is given by

Vµν =


ρ0√
2
+ ω√

2
ρ+ K∗+

ρ− − ρ0√
2
+ ω√

2
K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 ϕ


µν

. (3.10)

HereMV is the mass of the ρmeson, and FV and GV the corresponding resonance couplings

that can be determined from the ρ decay rates [42]. The covariant derivative ∇µV =

∂µV +[Γµ, V ], with the chiral connection Γµ = 1
2

{
u†(∂µ − irµ)u+ u(∂µ − ilµ)u

†}, is defined
in such a way that it also transforms as an octet under the action of the chiral group. We

have also assumed an ideal mixing for the vector resonances ω and ϕ, which means that

ω1 =

√
2

3
ω −

√
1

3
ϕ , ω8 =

√
1

3
ω +

√
2

3
ϕ . (3.11)

4It should be noted that the traces over pseudo-scalar and vector nonets in Eqs. (3.4), (3.8), (3.9), (3.12)

and (3.13) are non-zero, which implies that there are some extra operators in terms of the traces over these

nonets like ⟨Vµν⟩⟨V µν⟩⟨· · · ⟩. Nevertheless, as they are irrelevant to the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, we have simply

discarded these terms in the above expressions.
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The remaining terms of Eq. (3.3) denote the odd-intrinsic-parity sector involving one

pseudo-scalar and one vector resonance. Explicitly, we have [44]5

LV V P = d1ϵµνρσ ⟨{V µν , V ρα}∇αu
σ⟩+ id2ϵµνρσ ⟨{V µν , V ρσ}χ−⟩

+ d3ϵµνρσ ⟨{∇αV
µν , V ρα}uσ⟩+ d4ϵµνρσ ⟨{∇σV µν , V ρα}uα⟩ , (3.12)

LV JP =
c1
MV

ϵµνρσ
〈{
V µν , fρα+

}
∇αu

σ
〉
+

c2
MV

ϵµνρσ
〈{
V µα, fρσ+

}
∇αu

ν
〉

+
ic3
MV

ϵµνρσ
〈{
V µν , fρσ+

}
χ−

〉
+

ic4
MV

ϵµνρσ
〈
V µν

[
fρσ− , χ+

]〉
+

c5
MV

ϵµνρσ
〈{

∇αV
µν , fρα+

}
uσ

〉
+

c6
MV

ϵµνρσ
〈{

∇αV
µα, fρσ+

}
uν

〉
+

c7
MV

ϵµνρσ
〈{

∇σV µν , fρα+
}
uα

〉
, (3.13)

where di and ci are the relevant resonance couplings. If a second heavier nonet of vector res-

onances, V1, is involved in the decay, one should include, besides a replica of the Lagrangians

specified by Eqs. (3.8), (3.9), (3.12) and (3.13), the following new Lagrangian [50]:

LV V1P = daϵµνρσ ⟨{V µν , V ρα
1 }∇αu

σ⟩+ dbϵµνρσ ⟨{V µα, V ρσ
1 }∇αu

ν⟩

+ dcϵµνρσ ⟨{∇αV
µν , V ρα

1 }uσ⟩+ ddϵµνρσ ⟨{∇αV
µα, V ρσ

1 }uν⟩

+ deϵµνρσ ⟨{∇σV µν , V ρα
1 }uα⟩+ idf ϵµνρσ ⟨{V µν , V ρσ

1 }χ−⟩ , (3.14)

where V µν
1 denotes the second nonet of vector resonances and has a similar form as of V µν

defined by Eq. (3.10), up to a different mass. Note that the first five terms of Eq. (3.14)

describe the interactions of the two vector resonances from different multiplets with the

lowest-lying pseudo-scalars, while the last term contains the vertices with these two vector

nonets and one external pseudo-scalar source [50].

As the RχT Lagrangian presented above does not involve the external tensor sources,

we are still unable to calculate the ωπ tensor form factors with just these operators. In

the presence of a non-standard tensor interaction, we must add to Eq. (3.3) the following

terms involving the tensor building blocks tµν± :

LV T =F T
V

〈
Vµνt

µν
+

〉
, (3.15)

LV TP = b1ϵµνρσ
〈{
V µν , tρα+

}
∇αu

σ
〉
+ b2ϵµνρσ⟨{V µα, tνρ+ }∇αu

σ⟩

+ ib3ϵµνρσ
〈{
V µν , tρσ+

}
χ−

〉
+ ib4ϵµνρσ

〈{
V µν , tρσ−

}
χ+

〉
+ b5ϵµνρσ

〈{
∇αV

µν , tρα+
}
uσ

〉
+ b6ϵµνρσ

〈{
∇αV

µα, tνρ+
}
uσ

〉
+ b7ϵµνρσ

〈{
∇µV νρ, tσα+

}
uα

〉
+ ib8ϵµνρσ

〈
V µνtρσ−

〉
⟨χ+⟩

+ b9ϵµνρσ⟨V µν∇αu
ρ⟩⟨tσα+ ⟩+ b10ϵµνρσ⟨V µν∇ρuα⟩⟨tσα+ ⟩

5Due to the G-parity conservation, the Lagrangian LV AP , which describes the interactions among the

pseudo-scalar, vector, and axial-vector resonances [45], has no contribution to the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, and

hence is not given here. Nevertheless, it will contribute to other τ− → (V P )−ντ decays [21].
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+ ib11ϵµνρσ ⟨V µνχ−⟩ ⟨tρσ+ ⟩+ ib12ϵµνρσ ⟨V µνχ+⟩ ⟨tρσ− ⟩

+ b13ϵµνρσ ⟨∇αV
µνuρ⟩ ⟨tσα+ ⟩+ b14ϵµνρσ ⟨∇αV

µαuν⟩ ⟨tρσ+ ⟩

+ b15ϵµνρσgαβ ⟨∇µV ναuρ⟩ ⟨tσβ+ ⟩ , (3.16)

where F T
V and bi (i = 1, · · · , 15) represent the corresponding resonance couplings, and

tµν± = u†tµνu† ± utµν†u, with tµν and tµν† being the chiral external tensor sources. They

are related to the original external tensor field t̄µν via [46]

t̄µν = Pµνλρ
L tλρ + Pµνλρ

R t†λρ , tµν(†) = Pµνλρ
L(R) t̄λρ , (3.17)

in which the projection operators Pµνλρ
R = 1

4(g
µλgνρ−gνλgµρ−iϵµνλρ) and Pµνλρ

L = (Pµνλρ
R )†

have been introduced. Likewise, if there involves a second nonet of vector resonances, V1,

in the decay, one should then add two similar Lagrangians as given by Eqs. (3.15) and

(3.16) to describe its contribution, by simply replacing V with V1. While the Lagrangian

LV T has been written down explicitly in Refs. [37, 50, 51], LV TP is constructed for the first

time in this work. For more details about the construction of the RχT Lagrangian with

these external tensor sources, we refer the readers to appendix A.

3.2 The ωπ vector and tensor form factors

With the relevant RχT Lagrangian constructed above, a direct calculation yields the ex-

plicit expressions of the ωπ form factors FV (s),
6 FT1(s), FT2(s), and FT3(s), with

FV (s) =− 4

FMVMω

[
(c1 + c2 + 8c3 − c5)M

2
π + (c2 − c1 + c5 − 2c6)M

2
ω + (c1 − c2 + c5)s

]
+

4
√
2FV

FMω

[
d12M

2
π + d3(s+∆ωπ)

]
Dρ(s)

+
2
√
2FV1

FMω

[
dmM

2
π + dMM

2
ω + dss

]
Dρ′(s) , (3.18)

FT1(s) =− 2(b1 − b2)

FMVMω
+

4F T
V

FMωM2
ρ

[
d12M

2
π + d3

(
∆ωπ +M2

ρ

)
+ d4

(
M2

ρ − s
)]
Dρ(s)

+
2F T

V1

FMωM2
ρ′

[
dMM

2
ω + dmM

2
π − (da − db − dc) s+ 2 (da − db)M

2
ρ′
]
Dρ′(s) ,

(3.19)

FT2(s) =
1

FMVMω

[
(b1 − b2) (s− Σωπ) + 2 (b5 − b6)M

2
ω

]
−

2F T
V

FMωM2
ρ

[
d12M

2
π(s+∆ωπ)− d3

(
sΣωπ −∆2

ωπ +M2
ρ

(
2M2

ω + s+∆ωπ

))
−d4

(
s2 − s

(
Σωπ +M2

ρ

)
+M2

ρΣωπ

)]
Dρ(s)

6Note that the same expression of the vector form factor FV (s) as given by Eq. (3.18) has already been

presented in Ref. [21].
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+
F T
V1

FMωM2
ρ′

[
(s− Σωπ)

(
dMM

2
ω − dmM

2
π − (da − db − dc) s− 2 (da − db)M

2
ρ′
)

−4M2
ω

(
(da − dc + dd + 4df )M

2
π + (dc − dd)M

2
ρ′
)]
Dρ′(s) , (3.20)

FT3(s) =− 1

FMVMω

[
b5(s− Σωπ) + 2 (b1 + 4b3 + 4b4 + 4b8)M

2
π

]
−

2F T
V

FMωM2
ρ

[
d12M

2
π

(
(s+∆ωπ)− 2M2

ρ

)
− d4

(
s2 + s

(
Σωπ +M2

ρ

)
−M2

ρΣωπ

)
−d3

(
sΣωπ −∆2

ωπ +M2
ρ

(
2M2

ω + s+∆ωπ

))]
Dρ(s)

+
F T
V1

FMωM2
ρ′

[
(s− Σωπ)

(
dMM

2
ω − dmM

2
π − (da − db − dc) s+ 2dcM

2
ρ′
)

−4M2
π

(
(da − dc + dd + 4df )M

2
ω − (da + 4df )M

2
ρ′
)]
Dρ′(s) , (3.21)

whereDV (s) denotes the propagator of the intermediate vector resonance V with an energy-

dependent decay width ΓV (s), whose explicit expression can be found in Refs. [21, 68]. For

convenience, we have also introduced the combinations,

dm =da + db − dc + 8df , (3.22)

dM =db − da + dc − 2dd , (3.23)

ds =da − db + dc , (3.24)

d12 =d1 + 8d2 , (3.25)

Σωπ =M2
ω +M2

π . (3.26)

It is apparent that too many undetermined resonance couplings are involved in these

form factors, rendering therefore the theory to be less predictive. To exploit fully these

form factors in our numerical analysis, we shall firstly try to remove all the unnecessary and

redundant parameters. As the RχT itself cannot tell us anything about these couplings,

we shall resort to other available constraints to pin down their values. To this end, we

can analyze the QCD-ruled short-distance properties of various Green functions and then

compare them with the same objects built from the effective action with explicit resonance

degrees of freedom, to impose restrictions on these unknown couplings [44, 50, 69, 70].

Especially, the QCD short-distance behavior demands that the form factors should vanish

smoothly for s→ ∞, which, although being not derived from first principles, is heuristically

inferred and phenomenologically supported [53–55]. Following this procedure, we obtain

the following constraints on the resonance couplings:

c1 − c2 + c5 =c1 + 4c3 = d4 = da − db − dc = b1 − b2 = b5 = 0 , (3.27)

c6 − c5 =
2d3FV + dsFV1

2
√
2M2

ω

MV , (3.28)

b6 =
F T
V

M2
ωM

2
ρ

[
d12M

2
π − d3

(
Σωπ −M2

ρ

)]
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+
F T
V1

M2
ωM

2
ρ′

[
ddM

2
ω + (db + 4df )M

2
π + (da − db)M

2
ρ′
]
, (3.29)

b1 + 4 (b3 + b4 + b8) =
F T
V

M2
πM

2
ρ

[
d12M

2
π − d3

(
Σωπ +M2

ρ

)]
+

F T
V1

M2
πM

2
ρ′

[
ddM

2
ω + (db + 4df )M

2
π − dcM

2
ρ′
]
. (3.30)

After taking into account all these relations, we can rewrite the ωπ form factors as

FV (s) =
2
√
2

FMω
(2d3FV + dsFV1) +

4
√
2FV

FMω

[
d12M

2
π + d3(s+∆ωπ)

]
Dρ(s)

+
2
√
2FV1

FMω

[
dmM

2
π + dMM

2
ω + dss

]
Dρ′(s) , (3.31)

FT1(s) =
4F T

V

FMωM2
ρ

[
d12M

2
π + d3

(
∆ωπ +M2

ρ

)]
Dρ(s)

−
4F T

V1

FMωM2
ρ′

[
ddM

2
ω − (db + 4df )M

2
π − (da − db)M

2
ρ′
]
Dρ′(s) , (3.32)

FT2(s) =−
2F T

V

FMωM2
ρ

{[
d12M

2
π − d3

(
Σωπ −M2

ρ

)]
+
[
d12M

2
π(s+∆ωπ)− d3

(
sΣωπ −∆2

ωπ +M2
ρ

(
2M2

ω + s+∆ωπ

))]
Dρ(s)

}
−

2F T
V1

FMωM2
ρ′

{[
ddM

2
ω + (db + 4df )M

2
π + (da − db)M

2
ρ′
] (

1 + (s− Σωπ)Dρ′(s)
)

+2M2
ω

[
(db + dd + 4df )M

2
π + (da − db − dd)M

2
ρ′
]
Dρ′(s)

}
, (3.33)

FT3(s) =−
2F T

V

FMωM2
ρ

{[
d12M

2
π − d3

(
Σωπ +M2

ρ

)]
+
[
d12M

2
π

(
s+∆ωπ − 2M2

ρ

)
− d3

(
sΣωπ −∆2

ωπ +M2
ρ (s− Σωπ)

)]
Dρ(s)

}
−

2F T
V1

FMωM2
ρ′

{[
ddM

2
ω + (db + 4df )M

2
π − (da − db)M

2
ρ′
] (

1 + (s− Σωπ)Dρ′(s)
)

+2M2
π

[
(db + dd + 4df )M

2
ω − (da + 4df )M

2
ρ′
]
Dρ′(s)

}
. (3.34)

Here an interesting observation is that, since all of the (combinations of) couplings bi and

ci can be expressed in terms of di, the ωπ form factors can be uniquely determined once

the couplings di are known.

4 Numerical analysis and discussions

4.1 Inputs and numerical results for the form factors

For convenience, we collect in Table 2 the values of the input parameters used in our

numerical analysis throughout this work. Let us now explain in detail how to determine
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GF [GeV−2] [26] ττ [s] [26] Vud [26] SEW [63] F [MeV] [71]

1.1663788(6)× 10−5 290.3× 10−15 0.97373(31) 1.0201(3) 92.21(1)

FV [MeV] [72] GV [MeV] [72] FV1 [MeV] [73] F T
V [GeV2] [51] F T

V1
[GeV2] [74]

153.27 55.06 −108.38 0.1147 −0.05548

mτ [MeV] [26] Mω [MeV] [26] Mπ− [MeV] [26] Mπ0 [MeV] [26] MK0 [MeV] [26]

1776.86(12) 782.66(13) 139.57039(18) 134.9768(5) 497.611(13)

Mρ [MeV] [26] Mρ′ [MeV] [26] Γρ′ [MeV] [26] d12 [44] c3 [75]

775.26(23) 1465(25) 400(60) −0.03085 0.00186

Table 2. Summary of the input parameters used in our numerical analysis throughout this work.

the numerical results of the resonance couplings needed to obtain the ωπ form factors given

by Eqs. (3.31)–(3.34). Firstly, the values of the two couplings FV and GV are taken from

the averages of the four fit results presented in Ref. [72], and FV1 is estimated by using the

relation FVn = (−1)nFV /
√
n+ 1 [73].

To estimate GV1 , we follow a matching procedure from RχT to χPT by integrating

out the resonance degrees of freedom, and express it in terms of the low-energy constants

(LECs) of χPT [42, 44, 76, 77]. Since the vector resonance exchange from twoO(p2) vertices

described by L2V will automatically produce a contribution of O(p4), it should be matched

to the O(p4) low-energy χPT Lagrangian [42]. Taking into account the contributions from

the first two vector resonances, V and V1, one obtains the following relations [42]:

LV
1 =

G2
V

8M2
V

+
G2

V1

8M2
V1

, LV
2 =2LV

1 , LV
3 =− 6LV

1 ,

LV
9 =

FVGV

2M2
V

+
FV1GV1

2M2
V1

, LV
10 =−

F 2
V

4M2
V

−
F 2
V1

4M2
V1

, HV
1 =−

F 2
V

8M2
V

−
F 2
V1

8M2
V1

, (4.1)

where LV
1 , L

V
2 , L

V
3 , L

V
9 , L

V
10, and H

V
1 are the LECs of O(p4) χPT Lagrangian [42], with the

superscript V labelling the contribution due to the exchange of spin-1 vector resonances.

The LECs LV
i are related to the renormalized LECs Lr

i (µ) via [42]

Lr
i (µ) =

∑
R=V,A,S,P

LR
i + L̂i(µ) , (4.2)

where LR
i result from the contributions of the resonance R (with R = V , A, S, and P

standing for the vector, axial-vector, scalar, and pseudo-scalar resonances, respectively),

and L̂i(µ) represent the scale-dependent residue terms. The VMD picture suggests that

L̂i(Mρ) ∼ 0. Using the numerical results of Lr
i (Mρ) collected in Table 3 of Ref. [42],
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together with the inputs for FV , GV and FV1 in Table 2 of this work, we can then obtain

|GV1 | ≃ 0.037 GeV . (4.3)

The sign of GV1 is still unknown, and we shall assume it to be positive in this work, i.e.,

GV1 ≃ 0.037 GeV. As for F T
Vn
, the large-NC asymptotic analysis of the ⟨V V ⟩, ⟨V T ⟩ and

⟨TT ⟩ correlators suggests that a pattern with possible alternation in sign,

ξn = F T
Vn
/FVn = (−1)n

1√
2
, (4.4)

exists for the whole JPC = 1−− excited states [37, 74]. While ξρ is now confirmed to be

positive [78–81], the sign of ξρ′ cannot be determined yet. For simplicity, we shall also

assume a positive value of ξρ′ throughout this work.

Another task of this work is to estimate the resonance couplings di present in the ωπ

form factors of Eqs. (3.31)–(3.34). Following Ref. [21], we obtain the couplings d3, ds, dM ,

and dm by fitting the SM predicted τ− → ωπ−ντ spectral function to the experimental

data on the same observable [56]. To this end, assuming all these parameters to obey the

normal distributions and following the general procedure of the method of least squares,

we can obtain their best-fit values by minimizing the following χ2 function:

χ2(θ⃗) = (Othe.(θ⃗)−Oexp.)
⊤ · cov−1 · (Othe.(θ⃗)−Oexp.) , (4.5)

where Othe. and Oexp. stand for the theoretical predictions and the experimental measure-

ments of the spectral function, θ⃗ = (d3, ds, dmM
2
π + dMM

2
ω) denotes the vector of the

(combination of) parameters to be constrained, and “cov” represents the corresponding

covariance matrix encoding the total uncertainties obtained by adding the experimental

and theoretical ones in quadrature. Here we assume that all of the experimental inputs of

the observables are independent of each other. The fitting results are given by7

d3 =− 0.229± 0.008 , ds =− 0.259± 0.039 , dmM
2
π + dMM

2
ω = 0.525± 0.067 , (4.6)

corresponding to χ2
min/d.o.f. ≃ 2.0. The remaining resonance couplings can be determined

by following the same procedure as for GV1 . After integrating out the vector resonances,

the O(p4) odd-intrinsic-parity RχT Lagrangian have contributions to the O(p6) χPT La-

grangian [82]. The proper matching between the two effective theories provides us with

some useful constraints on the couplings of the O(p4) odd-intrinsic-parity RχT Lagrangian.

For convenience, we have listed the tedious expressions of these constraints in appendix B.

Solving Eqs. (B.1)–(B.18), together with the numerical values of Bi (i = 1, · · · , 22) taken
from Ref. [83] and the results given in Eq. (4.6), we can obtain the numerical results for

all the required resonance parameters, which are all collected in Table 3.

Plugging into Eqs. (3.18)–(3.21) the numerical results of the resonance parameters

mentioned above, we can finally obtain our numerical predictions for the ωπ form factors

7We thank Prof. Zhi-Hui Guo for providing us with the necessary numerical tables obtained in Ref. [56].

Note that our fitting results for these parameters are slightly different from that of Eq. (36) in Ref. [21],

because we have used a different input for FV1 during the fit.
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c1 = −7.44× 10−3 d1 = 6.08× 10−1 κV1 = −2.71× 10−3

c2 = −3.45× 10−3 d2 = −7.99× 10−2 κV2 = 5.76× 10−3

c3 = 1.86× 10−3 d3 = −2.29× 10−1 κV3 = 8.81× 10−3

c4 = −9.59× 10−3 d4 = 0 κV4 = −3.23× 10−2

c5 = 3.99× 10−3 da = 2.73 κV5 = 2.79× 10−2

c6 = 2.16× 10−2 db = 2.86 κV6 = −6.99× 10−2

c7 = −3.40× 10−1 dc = −1.29× 10−1 κV7 = −5.99× 10−2

dd = −4.33× 10−1 κV8 = −2.60× 10−3

de = 7.19× 10−1 κV9 = 3.79× 10−3

df = 7.49× 10−1 κV10 = 3.53× 10−2

κV18 = 8.96× 10−3

Table 3. Numerical results of the resonance couplings present in the O(p4) odd-intrinsic-parity

RχT Lagrangian, obtained by solving Eqs. (B.1)–(B.18), together with the numerical values of Bi

(i = 1, · · · , 22) taken from Ref. [83] and the results given in Eq. (4.6). See the texts for more details.
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Figure 1. The moduli (left) and phases (right) of the form factors FV (s) (black solid), FT1(s)

(red dashed), FT2(s) (blue dotted), and FT3(s) (green dot-dashed), obtained based on the analytic

expressions given by Eqs. (3.18)–(3.21) and the input parameters taken from Tables 2 and 3.

as a function of the ωπ invariant mass
√
s. As an illustration, we show in Figure 1 the√

s dependence of both the moduli and the phases of the form factors FV (s) (black solid),

FT1(s) (red dashed), FT2(s) (blue dotted), and FT3(s) (green dot-dashed). As can be seen

from the left panel of Figure 1, there exists a slight bump lying around
√
s ∼ 1.4 GeV

in the vector form factor FV (s), indicating the existence of the resonance ρ′. Although

having also a contribution to the tensor form factors FT1(s), FT2(s), and FT3(s), the ρ
′

bump is not quite obvious, which attributes to the small weight of the ρ′ contribution to
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these tensor form factors. On the other hand, the peak of the ρ resonance is absent in all

these form factors, because the ωπ mass threshold is higher than the ρ pole mass. As for

the phases of these form factors, one can see from the right panel of Figure 1 that they

display only a small variation with respect to
√
s in the whole ωπ invariant mass range.

4.2 Constraint on the tensor coefficient ϵ̂T

With the ωπ form factors at hand, we can now estimate the NP impacts on the τ− → ωπ−ντ
decay. According to the analysis made in section 2, we know that only the non-standard

tensor interaction can have a non-vanishing contribution to the decay, i.e., only a single

NP parameter ϵ̂T is involved in our case. To set a constraint on ϵ̂T , we can now make use

of the measured branching ratio [26],

B(τ− → ωπ−ντ )exp = (1.95± 0.06)% , (4.7)

and the data on the spectral function v(s) in 16 different bins taken from CLEO [56]. The

corresponding theoretical expressions of these observables have already been provided in

section 2. Applying again the method of least squares, we get the fitting result,

ϵ̂T = (0.3± 4.9)× 10−3 , (4.8)

which corresponds to χ2
min/d.o.f. ≃ 1.7. It can be seen that our fitting result of ϵ̂T is

about one order of magnitude stronger than the bound obtained from a simultaneous fit to

other one- and two-meson strangeness-conserving exclusive hadronic tau decays (explicitly,

the data on τ− → π−ντ , τ
− → π−π0ντ , and τ− → K−K0ντ was considered) [9], ϵT =

(−0.1±0.2+1.1+0.0
−1.4−0.1±0.2)×10−2, both bearing however larger uncertainties for the moment.

4.3 NP impacts on the spectral function and forward-backward asymmetry

To have an intuitive observation of the NP impacts on the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, we show

in Figure 2 the distributions of the spectral function v(s) and the forward-backward asym-

metry AFB(s), both with and without the non-standard tensor contribution. As can be

seen from the left panel of Figure 2, the NP contribution to the spectral function v(s) is

small compared to the SM prediction, and thus its presence provides very limited improve-

ment on the fit. On the other side, since a non-zero forward-backward asymmetry AFB(s)

can arise only in the presence of a non-standard tensor contribution, we display the
√
s

distributions of this observable with two different inputs, i.e., ϵ̂T = 0.005 (red solid) and

ϵ̂T = −0.005 (blue dashed), which cover naively the allowed range of the tensor coefficient

ϵ̂T given by Eq. (4.8). Here we would like to stress again that any measurement of AFB(s)

with a non-vanishing distribution could be served as a hint of the non-standard tensor

interaction, and thus we strongly suggest further detailed studies of the observable at the

Belle II experiment [84] as well as the proposed Tera-Z [85, 86] and STCF [87] facilities.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have made a preliminary study of the NP effects in the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay,

which is usually employed as a sensitive test for the existence of the SCC. Without loss
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Figure 2. Left: the
√
s distribution of the spectral function v(s) with (orange band) and without

(blue line) the NP contribution, where the bin data are taken from Ref. [56]. Right: the
√
s

distribution of the forward-backward asymmetry AFB(s) predicted with two different values of the

tensor coefficient, ϵ̂T = 0.005 (red solid) and ϵ̂T = −0.005 (blue dashed).

of generality, we started with the most general LEFT Lagrangian and found that, besides

the SM vector interaction, only the non-standard tensor interaction can have a non-zero

contribution to the decay, by comparing the JPG decompositions of the quark currents and

the ωπ final state. As the current experimental upper limit on the SCC contribution is

negligibly small, we have assumed the conservation of the G-parity in the decay and can,

therefore, focus only on the FCC contribution both within the SM and in the NP scenario.

To estimate the non-standard tensor impact on the τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, a reliable

calculation of the ωπ tensor form factors is necessary. To this end, we have constructed

for the first time the missing part of the RχT Lagrangian with external tensor sources,

LV TP , which describes the interactions among the vector resonances, the lowest-lying

pseudo-scalars, and the external tensor sources. The ωπ vector and tensor form factors

were then calculated in the RχT framework, with the relevant resonance couplings deter-

mined by combining the QCD short-distance constraints, the fit to the spectral function

of τ− → ωπ−ντ decay, as well as the matching between the O(p4) odd-intrinsic-parity

operators after integrating out the vector resonances and the O(p6) χPT operators. With

the obtained form factors as inputs, we subsequently made use of the measured branching

ratio and the spectral function of the decay to set constraint on the tensor coefficient,

ϵ̂T = (0.3± 4.9)× 10−3, which is about one order of magnitude stronger than the previous

bound obtained from a simultaneous fit to other one- and two-meson strangeness-conserving

exclusive hadronic tau decays. The NP impacts on the distributions of the spectral function

and the forward-backward asymmetry of τ− → ωπ−ντ decay have also been investigated.

We found that, while the non-standard tensor interaction can hardly affect the spectral

function in a remarkable way, the forward-backward asymmetry is an ideal observable to

probe this NP effect, since the latter arises only in the presence of a non-standard tensor

contribution. Therefore, we suggest the Belle II experiment as well as the proposed Tera-Z

and STCF facilities to make further detailed studies of the observable in the future.
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O Dim P C h.c.

V µν 0 Vµν −(V µν)⊤ V µν

uµ 1 −uµ (uµ)⊤ uµ

χ± 2 ±χ± (χ±)
⊤ ±χ±

fµν± 2 ±f±µν ∓(fµν± )⊤ fµν±

tµν± 2 ±t±µν −(tµν± )⊤ ±tµν±

Table 4. Properties of the building blocks V µν , uµ, χ±, f
µν
± , and tµν± involved in the Lagrangians

LV JP and LV TP : chiral dimension (second column), parity (third column), charge conjugation

(fourth column), and Hermitian conjugation (fifth column) [46].
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A Construction of LV TP

According to the basic ideas of chiral effective field theory [47–49], the chiral effective La-

grangian should satisfy all the symmetries of massless QCD, i.e., the Lorentz invariance,

the parity (P), the charge conjugation (C), and the chiral symmetry, as well as the Her-

miticity. To facilitate the construction of the chirally invariant Lagrangian, we choose the

set of external fields that transform in the same manner under the chiral group and are

endowed with a given chiral power counting [42, 46, 88]. Specifically, for the external tensor

fields, their transformation properties under the chiral group and the discrete symmetries

are given, respectively, by [46]

tµν± → htµν± h† , tµν± (x⃗, t)
P→ ±tµν± (−x⃗, t) , tµν± (x⃗, t)

C→ −tµν⊤± (x⃗, t) , (A.1)

with h ∈ SU(3)V . The chiral power counting for the external tensor fields is in principle

arbitrary, but a convenient convention is to make their chiral dimension to coincide with

that of the external scalar field [46]

tµν± ∼ O(p2). (A.2)

For convenience, we list in Table 4 the chiral dimension (Dim), the transformation

properties under P and C, as well as the Hermitian conjugation (h.c.) of the building

blocks V µν , uµ, χ±, f
µν
± , and tµν± . With these information at hand, we can then build all
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the operators that are invariant under the chiral, Lorentz, P, and C transformations, up

to a given chiral expansion order. Nevertheless, the resulting operators are not completely

independent, and we have to make use of the Schouten identity, the equations of motion

for the lowest-order χPT Lagrangian, and other relations about the derivatives, to reduce

them to a minimal and irredundant basis. The explicit forms of these relations could be

found in Refs. [44, 76, 89]. In this way, we obtain the following effective Lagrangian LV TP

with a complete and independent operator basis:

LV TP =b1ϵµνρσ
〈{
V µν , tρα+

}
∇αu

σ
〉
+ b2ϵµνρσ⟨{V µα, tνρ+ }∇αu

σ⟩

+ ib3ϵµνρσ
〈{
V µν , tρσ+

}
χ−

〉
+ ib4ϵµνρσ

〈{
V µν , tρσ−

}
χ+

〉
+ b5ϵµνρσ

〈{
∇αV

µν , tρα+
}
uσ

〉
+ b6ϵµνρσ

〈{
∇αV

µα, tνρ+
}
uσ

〉
+ b7ϵµνρσ

〈{
∇µV νρ, tσα+

}
uα

〉
+ ib8ϵµνρσ

〈
V µνtρσ−

〉
⟨χ+⟩

+ b9ϵµνρσ⟨V µν∇αu
ρ⟩⟨tσα+ ⟩+ b10ϵµνρσ⟨V µν∇ρuα⟩⟨tσα+ ⟩

+ ib11ϵµνρσ ⟨V µνχ−⟩ ⟨tρσ+ ⟩+ ib12ϵµνρσ ⟨V µνχ+⟩ ⟨tρσ− ⟩

+ b13ϵµνρσ ⟨∇αV
µνuρ⟩ ⟨tσα+ ⟩+ b14ϵµνρσ ⟨∇αV

µαuν⟩ ⟨tρσ+ ⟩

+ b15ϵµνρσgαβ ⟨∇µV ναuρ⟩ ⟨tσβ+ ⟩ . (A.3)

It can be seen that the structures of the first seven terms in LV TP agree with that of

the effective Lagrangian LV JP given by Eq.(3.13). This is understandable because the

two building blocks tµν± and fµν± have the same chiral dimension and transform in the

same manner under the chiral group. Furthermore, since tµν+ has also the same P and

C transformation properties as that of fµν+ , the six terms involving tµν+ in LV TP have a

one-to-one correspondence to that of LV JP . However, as the external tensor fields tµν±
have a non-vanishing trace in flavor space, we have to include the operators involving the

traces over tµν± in the Lagrangian LV TP , as shown by the remaining terms in Eq. (A.3).

With respect to the operators involving the building blocks fµν− and tµν− , on the other hand,

because of their obviously different transformation properties under the charge conjugation

and Hermitian conjugation, the forms of these operators can be different from each other.

Although the Lagrangian constructed above contains the Levi-Civita tensor, it still

belongs to the even-intrinsic-parity sector and is of O(p4). This is different from the odd-

intrinsic-parity sector of the χPT Lagrangian, where the lowest-order odd-intrinsic-parity

operators involving the external tensor sources should be of O(p8), as demonstrated in

Ref. [46]. Actually, we can bring all possible contractions of the indices of the tensor

sources with that of the Levi-Civita tensors into the forms without the Levi-Civita tensors,

in terms of the following relations [46]:

ϵµνρσt
ρσ
± Xµν =2it∓µνX

µν ,

ϵµνρσt
µα
± Xα

νρσ =3it∓ρσXν
νρσ , (A.4)

where X stands for any generic chiral tensor made out of the building blocks for construct-

ing the chiral effective Lagrangian. In this way, another equivalent form of Eq. (A.3) can

be obtained, from which the even-intrinsic-parity property of LV TP can be clearly seen.
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B Matching between the odd-intrinsic-parity operators of O(p4) in RχT

and that of O(p6) in χPT

Integrating out the vector resonances in the full set of the O(p4) odd-intrinsic-parity RχT

Lagrangian (in the absence of NP, i.e., without LV TP ) will automatically introduce contri-

butions to the O(p6) χPT Lagrangian [42, 76, 77]. Considering the contributions from the

first and the second nonet of vector resonances, we obtain the following matching relations:

B1 =−
G2

V

4M4
V

(2d1 + 16d2 − 3d3)−
GVGV1

4M2
VM

2
V1

(2da + 2db − 3dc + 5dd + 8df )

+

√
2GV

M3
V

(κV3 − 2κV9 + κV10) , (B.1)

B2 =− 1

2
√
2M3

V

[
4GV c4 − FV κ

V
4

]
, (B.2)

B4 =− FVGV

24M4
V

(6d1 + 48d2 + d3)

− 1

24M2
VM

2
V1

[FVGV1(6da − 7dc + 24df ) +GV FV1(6db + dd + 24df )]

+
1

12
√
2M3

V

[
GV (6c2 + 24c3 + c6) + 4FV (3κ

V
1 + 2κV5 + κV6 + κV8 − 3κV9 )

]
, (B.3)

B5 =− FVGV

4M4
V

d3 −
1

4M2
VM

2
V1

[GV FV1(2dc − dd) + FVGV1(dc − 4dd)]

+
1

2
√
2M3

V

[
GV (2c5 − c6) + 2FV κ

V
10

]
, (B.4)

B6 =
FVGV

6nM4
V

(3d1 − d3)

+
1

6nM2
VM

2
V1

[FVGV1(3da − 5dc + 6dd) +GV FV1(3db − 3dc + 2dd)]

− 1

3n
√
2M3

V

[
GV (3c2 − 3c5 + 2c6) + FV (6κ

V
1 + 4κV5 + 2κV6 + 2κV8 + 3nκV18)

]
,

(B.5)

B7 =
F 2
V

8M4
V

(d1 + 8d2 − d3) +
FV FV1

8M2
VM

2
V1

(da + db − dc + 8df )

− FV

4
√
2M3

V

(c1 + c2 + 8c3 − c5) , (B.6)

B8 =−
F 2
V

8nM4
V

(d1 − d3)−
FV FV1

8nM2
VM

2
V1

(da + db − dc) +
FV

4n
√
2M3

V

(c1 + c2 − c5) , (B.7)

B11 =− FV

2
√
2M3

V

(2c4 − κV4 ) , (B.8)
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B12 =
G2

V

M4
V

d3 +
GVGV1

M2
VM

2
V1

(dc − dd) +

√
2GV

M3
V

(κV1 − κV2 − κV3 ) , (B.9)

B13 =
7FVGV

6M4
V

d3

+
1

6M2
VM

2
V1

[GV FV1(3da − 3db + 3dc + 4dd)− FVGV1(3da − 3db + dc + 6dd)]

− 1

3
√
2M3

V

[
GV (3c1 − 3c2 + 3c5 + 4c6)− 2FV (3κ

V
1 + 2κV5 + κV6 + κV8 )

]
, (B.10)

B14 =− FVGV

6M4
V

d3 +
1

6M2
VM

2
V1

[FVGV1dc −GV FV1dd]

+
1

3
√
2M3

V

[
GV c6 + FV (3κ

V
1 − 3κV3 + 2κV5 + κV6 + κV8 )

]
, (B.11)

B15 =
5FVGV

6M4
V

d3 −
1

6M2
VM

2
V1

[GV FV1(3dc − 2dd) + FVGV1(2dc − 3dd)]

+
1

3
√
2M3

V

[
GV (3c5 − 2c6)− FV (3κ

V
2 − 2κV5 + κV6 − κV8 )

]
, (B.12)

B16 =−
G2

V

M4
V

d3 −
GVGV1

M2
VM

2
V1

(dc − dd)−
√
2GV

M3
V

(κV6 − κV7 − κV8 ) , (B.13)

B17 =
1

12M4
V

[
FVGV (d3 − 3d4)− 6G2

V d4
]

− 1

12M2
VM

2
V1

[FVGV1(dc + 3de)−GV FV1dd + 6GVGV1de]

− 1

6
√
2M3

V

[
GV (c6 − 12κV5 )− 2FV (2κ

V
5 + κV6 + κV8 )

]
, (B.14)

B19 =− 1

2M4
V

[
2FVGV (d1 − d4) + F 2

V d4
]

− 1

2M2
VM

2
V1

[GV FV1(da + db − dc − 2de) + FVGV1(da + db − dc + 2dd) + FV FV1de]

− 1√
2M3

V

[
GV (c1 − c2 + c5 + 2c7)− FV (c7 − 2κV6 )

]
, (B.15)

B20 =
1

12M4
V

[
2FVGV (d3 − 3d4)− 3F 2

V d4
]

− 1

12M2
VM

2
V1

[2FVGV1dc − 2GV FV1(dd + 3de) + 3FV FV1de]

− 1

6
√
2M3

V

[
2GV (c6 + 3c7)− FV (3c7 + 20κV5 + 4κV6 + 4κV8 )

]
, (B.16)
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B21 =− 1

12M4
V

[
2FVGV (2d3 − 3d4)− 3F 2

V d4
]

− 1

12M2
VM

2
V1

[2GV FV1(3dc − dd − 3de) + 2FVGV1(dc − 3dd)− 3FV FV1de]

+
1

6
√
2M3

V

[
2GV (3c5 − c6 + 3c7)− FV (3c7 + 4κV5 + 2κV6 − 6κV7 + 2κV8 )

]
, (B.17)

B22 =−
F 2
V

2M4
V

d3 −
FV FV1

2M2
VM

2
V1

(dc − dd) +
FV√
2M3

V

(c5 − c6) , (B.18)

where n = 3 is the number of flavors, and ci, di, and κ
V
i denote the resonance couplings

of the O(p4) odd-intrinsic-parity RχT Lagrangian, whereas Bi are the LECs of the O(p6)

χPT Lagrangian [77].
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[8] V. Cirigliano, A. Falkowski, M. González-Alonso and A. Rodŕıguez-Sánchez, Hadronic τ

Decays as New Physics Probes in the LHC Era, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) 221801

[1809.01161].
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