Eur. Phys. J. C 13, 471-484 (2000)
Digital Object Identifier (DOI) 10.1007/s100520000308

THE EUROPEAN
PHYSICAL JOURNAL C

Societa Italiana di Fisica
© Springer-Verlag 2000

Dispersive and chiral symmetry constraints

on the light meson form factors

I. Caprini

National Institute of Physics and Nuclear Engineering, POB MG 6, 76900 Bucharest, Romania

Received: 16 July 1999 / Published online: 6 March 2000 — (© Springer-Verlag 2000

Abstract. The form factors of the light pseudoscalar mesons are investigated in a dispersive formalism
based on hadronic unitarity, analyticity and the OPE expansion of the QCD Green functions. We pro-
pose generalizations of the original mathematical techniques, suitable for including additional low energy
information provided by experiment or Chiral Perturbation Theory (CHPT). The simultaneous treatment
of the electroweak form factors of the m and K mesons allows us to test the consistency with QCD of a
low energy CHPT theorem. By applying the formalism to the pion electromagnetic form factor, we derive
quite strong constraints on the higher Taylor coefficients at zero momentum, using information about the
phase and the modulus of the form factor along a part of the unitarity cut.

1 Introduction

Chiral perturbation theory [?] provides a systematic low
energy expansion of the QCD Green functions in the sec-
tor of light mesons. Calculations up to two loops were done
recently for the scattering amplitudes and the electroweak
form factors in the chiral SU(2) x SU(2) limit [?]-[?]. A full
O(p%) SU(3) x SU(3) calculation was also performed [?]
for a specific combination of form factors which does not
involve arbitrary renormalization constants. The result al-
lowed to estimate the symmetry breaking corrections to a
low energy theorem proposed by Sirlin [?], which general-
izes the Ademollo-Gatto theorem [?].

The fundamental properties of causality and unitarity
are important ingredients in CHPT. Dispersion relations
for scattering amplitudes and form factors or their inverses
were used in performing low order calculations [?], [?], or
as a method of effective resummation of the high order
terms [?], [?]. In the present paper we shall consider an
alternative dispersive method suitable especially for form
factors [?],[?], which uses as input an information about
the modulus along the unitarity cut, leading to constraints
on the values inside the analyticity domain. The technique
was for the first time combined with the OPE expansion of
a QCD polarization function in [?]. Recently, this formal-
ism was successfully applied to the form factors describ-
ing the weak semileptonic decays of heavy mesons [?]-[?].
Quite strong constraints on the shape of these form factors
near zero recoil have been obtained by combining the dis-
persive formalism with the predictions of the heavy quark
effective theory (HQET) [?], [?]. The predictive power of
the technique was considerably increased [?], [?], [?] by the
simultaneous treatment of several form factors with differ-
ent unitarity thresholds, connected among them near zero
recoil by HQET.

It is of interest to apply this formalism to the form
factors of the light pseudoscalar mesons, for which chiral
symmetry predicts definite correlations for certain kine-
matical points. A first investigation of the weak form fac-
tors of the K — wlv decay in this framework was per-
formed in [?]. Similar techniques were applied in [?] in
order to parametrize the modulus of the pion electromag-
netic form factor in the time like region. In the present
paper we perform an analysis of the electromagnetic and
weak form factors of the 7 and K mesons, with emphasis
on their low energy expansions. The purpose of the inves-
tigation is to see whether the dispersive approach is useful
for testing the rigorous predictions of chiral symmetry and
for constraining the free parameters of CHPT. To this end
we present generalizations of the standard technique suit-
able for incorporating additional information provided by
experiments or CHPT.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section
we review the dispersive formalism: first we present the
form factors of interest and some of their properties, then
we describe the physical input of the method and the stan-
dard mathematical techniques used for optimally exploit-
ing this input. In Sect. 3 we illustrate the simultaneous
treatment of several form factors with different unitarity
branch points by performing a test of a low energy the-
orem of CHPT. In Sect. 4 we derive constraints on the
Taylor coefficients at zero momentum of the pion electro-
magnetic form factor. We first give the simple unitarity
bounds obtained from the standard formalism and then
show how they are improved using additional information
on the phase and the modulus of the form factor along
a part of the unitarity cut. In the last section we present
some conclusions.
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2 Review of the dispersive formalism
2.1 Definitions and notations

We consider the electromagnetic form factors of the = and
K mesons, defined as

(@t ()™ 7t (p)) = (p+ P Fr(d?)
(KT (T K (p)) = (p+9')uFre+ ()
(KIS K  (p)) = (p+ 1) uFro(d?), (1)

and the form factors describing the weak semileptonic de-
cay K — mlv:

(TO@JIE K (0)) = (0 + ) f 5 (a?)

(0= )l (@)

=(qu LI )m()

+audrr(a®) (2)

where g =p—p’, P=p+p and Jﬁlm (J)7) is the electro-
magnetic (weak) current:

1
Jﬁlm 35S, Jy =snu. (3)

1.
~ Zdv.d—
3@t 3

2
= 3Nl
The form factors defined in (??) and (??) are analytic
functions of real type in the complex plane t = ¢ cut
along the real axis from the threshold of two particle pro-
duction to infinity. The cut starts at t, = 4m2 for the
electromagnetic form factors Fy(t), Fy+(t) and Fio(t),
and at t,x = (m, + mg)? in the case of the weak form
factors d i (t) and frx (t). At t = 0 the conservation of the
electromagnetic current and the Ademollo-Gatto theorem

[?] give

F (O)—l FK+(O)=1, FKO(O)ZO,
( ) ( Tr)fTFK(O)’ fﬂ'K(O):l' (4)

If we define the function

Af) = SF(t) + 5 Frer (0 + Fxo(0) = fica(t), ()
from (?7) it follows that

A0) =0. (6)

This relation is valid up to terms quadratic in the chiral
symmetry breaking parameters [?]. The Ademollo-Gatto
theorem was extended by Sirlin [ ] to values t # 0 near the
origin. Sirlin’s theorem requires in particular the vanishing
of the derivatives of the function A(t) at ¢ = 0:
A'(0)=0, A"(0)=0,.... (7)
In CHPT the renormalization constants cancel in the com-
bination of the form factors entering Sirlin’s function. A
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recent O(p®) calculation in full chiral SU(3) x SU(3) per-
turbation theory gave the value [?]

1
A'(0) = 7% = (0.0033 £ 0.0005) fn (8)

where 7% is the ”charge radius” of the Sirlin’s form factor
[?]. This result shows explicitely the breaking symmetry
correction to Sirlin theorem (?7).

2.2 Unitarity and dispersion inequalities

Dispersive bounds on the above form factors are obtained
by considering the vacuum polarization tensor :

i / dze'” (O[T (T1 () 7, (0))[0)

= (quqv — 9w @) (¢*) + g D(q*) (9)

where J,, denotes either the electromagnetic Jﬁlm or the
weak J!¥ current (the function D(¢?) vanishes in the elec-

tromagnetic case). From the asymptotic behaviour of
QCD it follows that the derivative II'(¢?) of the ampli-

tude IT(g?) satisfies the dispersion relation
1 o0
II(t
- [ (10)
™ (t—q?)
0

with the spectral function Im/I7 (¢ + i€) given by hadronic
unitarity. Using the definitions (??) of the electromag-
netic form factors and taking into account the positivity
ImII(t + i€) > 0, we obtain the inequality:

1 ¢ 3/2
ttlan(t+0) > g (1) 1000 - )

3/2
L (1 - tK) [|Fxcs (D) + | Fieo (£)]?]

487 t
xO(t —tx), (11)
where t, = 4m72T and tx = 4m%< are unitarity branch

points. By inserting the inequality (??) in the dispersion

relation (??) for an euclidian point ¢> = —Q? < 0 we
obtain:
17t am?2\*?

H/ N2 > Ly Fﬂ- t 2

elm( Q)_487T2/(t+Q2)2< t > | ()|

tr
L1 / dt Lt 3/2
4872 | (t+ Q2)2 t

ti

< [[Fre+ (O + [ Fro (D] - (12)

A relation similar to (??) can be written for the polar-
ization function IT,(Q?) of the weak current. Using the
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definition (??) we obtain from unitarity and positivity

1/2
- terc ) tx /
1 K 1— 2K
487 t t
X 1_t”7K _ﬂ |f |2_|_|d7rK|2
' ' i 2

where t, = (mg +my)?, tng) (mg —my)? and n =

is an isospin factor [?]. By inserting (?7) in a dispersio
relation of the form (?7?) we obtain

ImIT,(t + i) >

(13)

B nlw

oo

/ 2 n dt
m,(-Q%) = 4872 / (t+Q2)2

trk

(-5 (%)
[(1 = ( - t(t)> Ferc (0

+|dﬂ<<t>|2] |

t2

(14)

It is interesting to note that the inequalities (?7?) and (77?)
can be added, leading to a single inequality

/ r 4m72r i 2

(-0 / e (1 222) iF o)

1 3/2 ,

4871'2 t—|—Q2 (1 ) |FK+( )l +|FK0(t)| ]

ti
+Q2 2 t t
tr ) drgc (1)

. [(1 = <1_ f) lfwK<t)|2+'f;“] . (15)

where

H/(_QQ) = :ﬁlm(_QQ) + Hz/u(_QQ) :

In the euclidian region @* > 0, the functions 17/, (—Q?)
and I1/,(—Q?) can be calculated by applying renormaliza-
tion group improved perturbative QCD, with nonpertur-
bative corrections included by means of operator product
expansions (OPE). We used the expressions given in [?]:

N2
e (303 s+ 52

(B2 e )

(16)
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()] 1o
+ (118 + 112) $<%GG>
+ (g +1) gematdn). (17)

corresponding to ny = 3 flavours. The first and the sec-
ond numerical constant in front of each term indicate the
separate contribution of 11/, (—Q?) and I} (—Q?), re-
spectively. To evaluate these quantities we used the two-
loop expressions of the running coupling as(—Q?) and
the running mass ms(—Q?) of the s-quark [?], the per-
turbative parameters F3 = 1.6398, F, = —10.2839, (3 =
—9/2 [?] and the condensates mg (1)) = (0.200GeV)*
and (a;GG)/m = (0.45GeV)?* [?]. As concerns the value
of the euclidian point Q2 at which we calculate the po-
larization amplitude, it must be on one hand high enough
to ensure the validity of the OPE expansion, and on the
other hand small enough to provide a strong constraint
on the form factors through the dispersion relation (77).
In fact, the results turn out to be rather stable when (Q?
is varied in the range 2GeV? < Q% < 6GeV?2. The re-
sults reported in this work are obtained with the choice
Q?* = 2GeV?, for which H;lm( Q?%) = 0.009546 GeV 2
and IT] (— QQ) = 0.0133 GeV 2. With the Lh.s. of the re-
lations (??), (??) or (?7?) known, these inequalities are
integral conditions for the sum of the moduli squared of
the corresponding form factors.

It is useful to point out that an alternative integral
condition for the electromagnetic form factors can be ob-
tained by using as input, instead of OPE in the euclidian
region, a lower bound on the hadronic muon anomaly. This
method was first proposed in [?], and starts from the the
vacuum polarization contribution of the hadronic part of
the muon anomaly

aM == ﬁImH(t +ie)K(¢), (18)
.
where .
a 22(1—z
K(t) = T / 22+ (1( - z)t)/mi (19)
0

By introducing (??) in the unitarity relation (??) we ob-
tain the inequality

K(t mfr 3/2
H = 487T2/ <1_ n > |F7r+(t)|2dt

L1 /K(t) | dmi 3/2
4872 t t
ti

<[P+ (O + [Freo(8) )t (20)

which restricts the electromagnetic form factors along the
unitarity cut. In the calculations we adopted the conser-

vative lower bound a&h) > 7.5 x 1078 [?], based on the
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experimental value, the weak radiative corrections and an
estimate of the hadronic box diagram.

2.3 Standard mathematical techniques

In this subsection we briefly review the standard tech-
niques for exploiting in the optimal way the conditions
(?7), (?7?), (??) or (?7) in order to obtain constraints on
the form factors and their derivatives inside the analytic-
ity domain. It is useful to introduce a compact notation,
defining the form factors F;(t), i =1,..,5 as

Fi(t) = Fr(t), Fa(t) = Fg+(t), F3(t) = Fro(t)
F4(t) = fﬂ'K(t)? FS(t) = dﬂ'K(t) 5

and denoting by t; the unitarity branch points:

(21)

i =tx, L2 =1k, 3 =1k,

ly =1k, ts =tlrk . (22)
We now apply to each integral with the lower limit ¢;
appearing in the conditions (?7?), (??), (??) or (??) the
following conformal mapping

Vii—t =Vt

By this transformation the complex ¢ plane is mapped
onto the unit disk in the complex plane z, such that z(0) =
0 and the unitarity cut ¢ > ¢; becomes the boundary |z| =
1. For simplicity we denote F;(z) = F;(t(z)), where t(z)
is the inverse of the mapping z(¢) . Then the conditions
(?7), (?7), (?7) or (??) can be written in the canonical
form:

3 [ltor

where I =3 or I = 5. In (??) w;(z) are analytic functions
without zeros inside the unit disk, their modulus square on
the boundary are equal to the weight functions appearing
in front of the form factors, multiplied by the Jacobian of
the conformal mapping (?7). In mathematical books these
functions are called ”outer functions” and are defined in
terms of their modulus on the boundary as [?]

/C+z
(25)

In our case the functions w;(z) have simple explicit expres-
sions [?]-[?]. For the global condition (??) which involves
all the form factors, the outer functions w;(z) are

(14 2)%y/1 -2
(1 — Zdl)Q ’
(26)

2(t) = (23)

OFdo <1,

¢ =exp(if), (24)

w;(2) = exp

jwi(¢)[df| , ¢ = exp(if).

(1—d;)? 1
16 6t 1T (—Q2)
i=1,23,

wi(z) =
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. (1 - d4)2 T4
wilz) = 0=, )i \/m
(14221 =21 — zz_)3/*
% (1 — Zd4)2 ’
(1—ds)? 15
32t5(1 — z_)5/2 \| 2mts 11" (—Q2)
(1+2)(1 —2)>?
(1 —22_)Y4(1 — zd5)?”’

ws(2) =

where
VE+ Q2 -Vt
di=Yr——"—"—, 1=1,..
NCERENG
and

tﬂ'K _tsr;() - m

[t — ) + Vi

For the alternative condition (??) the functions w;(z) are
replaced by:

Zz_ =

(29)

1 1
w;i(z) = T W(l—&—z)zx/l—zw;g(z),
\/ 67t a,
i=1,2,3, (30)

where wi(z) is an outer function defined as in (??) in
terms of its modulus |wi(¢)| = +/K({) on the boundary.

The inequality (??) is a standard boundary condition
in L? norm for the functions Fj(z) [?], from which one
obtains constraints on the size and shape of these func-
tions at interior points. The results are expected to be
stronger if one keeps in (??) the contributions of all the
functions F;(z) and exploits in addition the correlations
among them provided by symmetries at some kinemat-
ical points. This technique proved to be very useful in
the case of the weak form factors of heavy mesons, using
HQET near zero recoil. In principle, a difficulty in apply-
ing the formalism to the excited states is the presence of
the unphysical cuts below the unitarity branch points. In
the case of heavy mesons, the unphysical cuts are well ap-
proximated by a few narrow resonances of known masses,
which can be treated by adequate techniques with no as-
sumption about the residua [?]-[?]. As we shall see in the
next section, the situation is more complicated in the case
of the light mesons.

3 Test of a CHPT low energy theorem

In applying the relation (??) we recall that the functions
F1, Fy and F5, i.e. the electromagnetic form factor of the
pion and the weak form factors are analytic below their
unitarity branch points, while the kaon electromagnetic
form factors, denoted here as F, and F3, have an unphys-
ical cut along the region ¢, < t < tx, below the unitarity
threshold of the KK production. In the variable z this
cut is placed inside the unit disk |z| < 1, along the seg-
ment —1 < z < zg, where zg denotes the image of the two
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pion production threshold by the conformal transforma-
tion (??) for the kaon form factors:

_ Vik —tr — ik
Vik —te + ik

The dispersive formalism can be applied to this case only
if some assumptions about the unphysical cut are adopted.
For instance, if the phase of the kaon form factors along
the unphysical cut is supposed to be known, the problem
can be treated by means of a suitable modification of the
standard techniques. Then one can use the inequalities
(??) or (??) to correlate the low energy expansions of the
electromagnetic and weak form factors or to test some
predictions of chiral symmetry.

In this section we will illustrate the procedure by test-
ing the consistency of the relations (??) proposed by Sir-
lin [?], with the requirements of unitarity and perturba-
tive QCD introduced in the condition (??). We adopt
for the phase of the kaon electromagnetic form factors a
model similar to the one proposed in [?] for the pion form
factor, and generalized to include a narrow w resonance,
with the SU(3) relation C, = 3C,, between the residua.
We assumed therefore that the phases of the form factors
Fr+(t 4 i€) and Fio(t + i€) along the unphysical region
are

3m,L,(t)
5FK+ (t) = arctg |:4(77’:)’2)p—t):| 5 tﬂ— <t < tK (32)
and
B 3m, I, (t)
OF,., (t) = arctg [2(m% il tr <t<tg. (33)

We used the p width I',(¢) given by the resonance chiral
effective theory [?], [?]:

It = mpyt 1_4mfr 5/2
P 96T 2 t ’

(34)

where f; = 93.1MeV is the pion decay constant.

We shall use now the information on the phase in or-
der to remove the unphysical cut of the kaon form factors.
To this end we shall use a so-called Omnes function [?],
which exactly compensates the known phase of the form
factors along this part of the cut, leaving us with functions
analytic below the unitarity threshold. In what follows we
describe briefly the method. Since we treat all the form
factors simultaneously it is convenient to introduce a col-
lective notation, defining

Oz(t)zlv Z.:154757
oo

) ¢t —1t)

™

0;(t) = exp 1=2,3, (35)

where the functions §;(¢) are defined as d2(t) = dr,, (1),
03(t) = OF,,(t) for t <t < tx, and are extended for
t > tx as Lipschitz continuous functions [?]. Of course,
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there is a large arbitrariness in such an extension, but the
results are independent of the particular values of §;(t)
for t > tx. The reason is that, being analytic and without
zeros in the ¢-plane cut along (¢,, 00), and with regular val-
ues on the boundary, Oy (t) and O3(t) are outer functions,
so by multiplying a class of functions with them, the class
is not changed [?]. By construction, the phase of O;(t+ie)
coincides with §;(t) . We also use the notation O;(z) to de-
note these functions in terms of the variable z defined in
(??). The functions O;(z) are analytic in |z| < 1, excepted
for a cut along the segment (—1,2), where the phase of
0;(z — ie€) is equal to ;(t(z)) (we recall that the confor-
mal transformation (??) maps the upper half t-plane onto
the lower semidisk in the z-plane). We define the set of
functions f;(z) as

fi(z) = Fi(9)[0:(2)] ", ' D, (36)

where F;(z) are the form factors defined in (??). From (?7)
it is easy to see that the complex phases of the form factors
F5(z) and F5(z) along the cut (=1, 2z9) are compensated
by the phases of the Omnes functions O;(z). Therefore, all
the functions f;(z) are analytic of real type inside the unit
disk |z| < 1. By introducing (??) in the L? norm condition
(??) we have

i=1,.

23 [ WO OROR0 < 1. ¢ = explio)an
0

where w;(z) are the outer functions defined in (??) and
(??), and w;(z) are additional outer functions which sat-
isfy the relations

wi (O = 10:(O)], ¢ = exp(if),

They can be calculated in terms of their modulus on the
boundary using the standard formula [?] given in (?7),
which is equivalent to

i=1,..5. (38

‘(t _ \/tK—t 1D|Ol(t/)| dt/
wi(t) = exp I VU =Tt —t) ’
tx
i=1,..5. (39)

It is convenient to introduce the new functions g;(z) as
9i(2) = wi(2)wi(2) fi(2) = $2:(2)Fi(2),

i=1,..

(40)
) 5 )

where
2i(2) = wi(2)wi(2)[0i(2)] . (41)

Now, in terms of g;(z) the inequality (??) takes the canon-
ical form

5

Ly / G(OPAO <1, C=ocxp(it).  (42)

27 4
0
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By construction the functions g;(z) are analytic inside the
disk |z|] < 1 and can be expanded as power series

o0
:E Cni2t, 1=1,.5,
n=0

with real coefficients ¢, ; = ¢},
sions in (??) we obtain

5 oo
> D i<t
i=1 n=0

As we discussed in Sect. 2, the generalization of the
Ademollo-Gatto theorem proposed by Sirlin requires the
vanishing of the first derivatives at ¢ = 0 of the function
A(t) defined in (?7), in the exact chiral limit. In order to
test the consistency of this condition, let us put

(43)

;- By inserting these expan-

(44)

AR =5, k=1,..K, (45)
where the derivatives are with respect to ¢, and s; are
given numbers of the order of magnitude of chiral symme-

try breaking [?]. Using (?7) we write A(¢) as

5
= a; [2(2)] 7 gi(2) (46)
i=1
where
L w=l e =1 ai= 1, as=0.  (47)
a1_27a2_2aa3_ ,014— ,CL5— .
Therefore the derivatives entering (??) become
5 k n —1
AR =Y a; Z [d)]]
i=1 n=0 t=0
d*"g;(2)
_— 48
. [ dtb=r |, 48)
and finally the conditions (?7?) can be written as
5 ko
Zzbgcn’izsk’ k=1,.,K, (49)

i=1n=0

where the numbers b,(;i can be obtained in a straightfor-
ward way using (?7), the definition (??) of the functions
£2;(z) and the connection (?7) between the variables ¢ and
z. Of course, for each k only the Taylor coefficients c;, ;
with n < k contribute to A®)(0).

Our objective is to test the consistency of the relations
(??) with the inequality (??) provided by the dispersive
formalism. The problem can be easily solved, since we ex-
pressed both these conditions in terms of the Taylor coef-
ficients ¢, ;, transforming in this way a functional problem
into an algebraic one. We notice that the first coefficients

Co,i = 91‘(0) = Qi(O)Fi(O)v i=1,..,9 (50)
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can be computed using the relations (??) and (??). The
remaining coefficients ¢, ;, n > 1 are free. The relations
(??) can be viewed as a set of N linear constraints for
these coefficients, which satisfy in addition the quadratic
condition (??). A simple way to test the consistency of
these relations for a given set of numbers s, k=1,.., K
is to define the quantity

MO—mmZchz,

Cn,i

i=1 n=0

(51)

where the minimization is with respect to the coefficients
Cni, n>1,4=1,...5 which satisfy the set of linear con-
ditions (??). It is clear that, if the minimal value p3 is
greater than one, the conditions (??) and (??) can not be
satisfied simultaneously, while if u2 is less than one the
conditions are satisfied by at least one set of coefficients
Cn,i- A more detailed reasoning along these lines [?] shows
that the inequality

pp <1, (52)

is a necessary and sufficient condition for the consistency
of the relations (??) and (77?).

In order to solve the minimization problem (??) with
the constraints (??) we apply the technique of Lagrange
multipliers. The Lagrangean of the problem is:

5 o'}
‘C Z Cg,z + Z Z Ci,i

=1 1=1 n=1
—QZAk Zbkocm—i—ZZb()cm , (53)
k=1 =1 =1 n=1

where Ag, k = 1,..K are Lagrange multipliers. In (??) we
indicated separately the coefficients cp; which are known.
Moreover, for convenience we extended the sum over n in
the last term up to n = K, setting b,(;% =0 for n > k. The
Lagrangean L is a convex function of the coefficients ¢, ;,
its minimal value being given by the equations

oL
=0, =1, ; 9=1,..5 54
o n 005 1 (54)
The solution of these equations is
Z)\kbkw n<K,i=1,.5,
cnyi:O, n>K+1, i=1,..5. (55)

By introducing this solution in the conditions (??) we ob-
tain the following system of equations for the Lagrange
multipliers Ag:

K
> Ukmdm =38k, k=1,..K, (56)
m=1
where the matrix U is defined as
5 K
=S50 km=1,.K,  (57)

i=1 j=1
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and the numbers 5, are related to the derivatives of the
Sirlin function s defined in (?7?) by

_sk_zbk()COZ; k=1,.K. (58)
The system (??) has the solution
K
Ak = Z(U_l)km§m, k=1,..K, (59)

m=1

where U~ is the inverse of the matrix U. By introducing
these expressions in (??) we obtain the optimal coefficients
Cnyi for 1 <n < K as

K K
(@)
Z Sm Z kmbknv
m=1 k=1 (60)
n=1,.K:;i=1,.5.

With these coefficients for n < K and ¢, ; = 0 for n >
K + 1 according to (??) we obtain after a straightforward
calculation the following compact form the solution ug of
the minimization problem (?7):

5 K
pe=> i+ Y (U ")kd58, (61)
i=1 k=1
and the consistency condition (??) becomes
5 K
it D> (U wdE <1 (62)
i=1 J,k=1

We recall that in this inequality the coefficients cy; are
known according to (??) from the normalization of the
form factors at ¢t = 0, and the matrix U can be explicitely

computed using (??) and the numbers b,(;)z appearing in
(?7). We mention that these numbers include the physi-
cal input on unitarity and QCD , contained in the outer
functions w;(z), and the phase of the kaon form factors
along the unphysical region entering the outer functions
0;(t) and w;(t). As for the quantities §j, they are related
to the derivatives sy of the Sirlin function, according to
(??). With this input the inequality (??) is a constraint
for the derivatives s of the Sirlin function A(¢) at ¢ = 0,
defined in (?7).

For illustration we evaluated the quantity ug for K =
3, using the value s; = 0.0033 fm? obtained recently in [?]
and several choices for the higher derivatives s and s3.
A few results are listed in Table 1. The sets of values for
which g2 is less than 1 are consistent with the dispersive
bounds (in particular, this is true for s = s3 = 0 and
small deviations from these values, showing that Sirlin’s
theorem is verified within the present formalism). We give
also some pairs (sa, s3) for which the quantity 3 is greater
than one, and therefore the inequality (?7?) is violated.
The results show an adequate consistency between the
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Table 1. The quantity pd defined in (??) for s; = 0.0033 fm?
[?] and several values of the derivatives s2 and ss of the Sir-
lin function. The values consistent with QCD and analyticity
correspond to pud < 1

o (fm*)  s3 (fm®)  pf
0.0 0.0 0.04
0.1 —0.1 0.69
0.1 0.1 0.06

—0.1 0.1 0.97

—0.01 0.3 1.07

0.05 —0.3 1.26
—0.1 0.5 4.71

requirements of Sirlin’s theorem on one hand, and QCD
and analyticity on the other. However, in order to exploit
the dispersive inequalities we had to adopt a model for the
phase of the kaon form factors along the unphysical region.
The presence of the unphysical cut reduces therefore the
model independence of the conclusions.

4 Bounds on the Taylor coefficients
of the pion form factor at zero momentum

In this section we shall apply the dispersive formalism to
the pion electromagnetic form factor F(t). We consider
the Taylor expansion of this function around the origin
t=01?

1
Fw(t)=1+6r§t+ct2+dt3+ (63)

where r2 is the radius of the charge distribution. In CHPT
the calculation of the Taylor coefficients requires the eval-
uation of higher pion loops, which introduce arbitrary
renormalization constants [?], [?]. One-loop CHPT [?] pre-
dicts ¢ ~ 0.626GeV ™, d ~ 2.30GeV~°. At two - loop
level the coefficient ¢ can not be calculated as it depends
on an arbitrary renormalization constant, and
d = 41GeV~% [?]. A fit of the ALEPH data [?] on the
hadronic 7 decay rate with a Gounaris-Sakurai formula
[?] (equivalent to the Padé version of the one-loop CHPT)
gives ¢ = 3.72GeV ™, d = 9.80 GeV 5. Similar values ¢ =
3.9GeV™* d=9.70 GeV~° were obtained in [?] by usual
dispersion relations. Other values proposed in the litera-
ture are: ¢ = 4.1GeV™* [?], and ¢ = —7.5GeV ™4 d =
62.5GeV—° [7].

In what follows we shall prove that the dispersive for-
malism imposes nontrivial constraints on the Taylor ex-
pansion (?7), especially when combined with additional
information about the form factor along a part of the time
like region. For the present purpose we keep only the con-
tribution of the pion form factor in the unitarity inequality
(?7), neglecting the positive terms due to the K mesons.
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In this case the inequality (??) becomes

2m
o [l QFQPO <1, C=ewli®), (1)
0

where the outer function w,(z) is

C(1—d,)? 1
wn(2) = 5 \/67Tt7rﬂélm(—Q2)

(1+2)%V/1 -2
(1—2d;)? 7

(65)

with d, = d; defined in (??). If we use as an alternative
input the lower bound on the hadronic contribution to the
muon anomaly, the function w,(2) is

1 1 )
=1 7(}1)(1—#2) V1—zwk(z),

6mtra,

Wy (2) (66)

where wi (z) was defined below (?77?). We consider now the
function

9(2) = wr(2)Fr(2) , (67)

which is real analytic in the unit disk |z| < 1 and can be

expanded as
g(z) = Z 2",
with real coefficients ¢, = ¢};. Then the condition (?7)
becomes
o0
Z 2 <1.
n=0

A constraint on the first N coefficients appearing in the
Taylor expansion (77?) is immediately obtained by noticing

that (??) implies
N
Z 2 <1.
n=0

The first NV coefficients ¢,, can be expressed in a straight-
forward way in terms of the first N Taylor coeflicients ap-
pearing in (?7) . The explicit relations are obtained easily
using the definition (??) and the conformal mapping (?7?).
For instance, co = w,(0), ¢1 = wl(0) — 2r2t,w,(0)/3 etc,
where the function w,(z) is defined in (??) and the deriva-
tives are with respect to z. If we use as input the lower
bound on the muon anomaly, the function w,(z) has the
expression (?77).

In particular, for V = 3 and a fixed value of the charge
radius 72 the inequality (??) defines an allowed domain
in the plane of the coefficients ¢ and d appearing in the
Taylor expansion (?7). In Fig. 1, the interior of the larger
ellipse is the domain obtained using the standard value
r2 = 0.42fm? and the QCD condition (??). This domain
is very large, but one can see a certain correlation among
the values of the Taylor coefficients. This feature becomes
more stringent when higher derivatives of the form factor
are taken into account. For comparison we indicated also
in Fig. 1 the allowed domain obtained from the condition

(68)

(69)

(70)
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Fig. 1. Allowed domains for the Taylor coefficients ¢ and d of
the pion electromagnetic form factor obtained from (??). The
large ellipse is obtained using as input the QCD expansion of
the polarization function, the small one using the lower bound
on the muon hadronic anomaly

(??) on the muon anomaly. This domain is smaller, and in
particular it excludes a pair of values for ¢ and d proposed
recently in [?]. In the next subsections we shall improve
the above bounds by implementing informations about the
phase and the modulus of the pion form factor along a part
of the unitarity cut.

4.1 Improved bounds using the phase
of the form factor along a part of the cut

According to Watson theorem [?], along the elastic re-
gion t, < t < 16m2 the phase of the pion electromag-
netic form factor coincides with the phase d1(t) of the
L =1, 1 =1 partial wave amplitude of the m7 scattering.
This amplitude was calculated in the frame of CHPT up
to two loops [?]. The expansion upon chiral loops is as-
sumed to describe correctly the phase up to =~ 0.400 GeV.
On the other hand, precise experimental data are available
above = 0.600 GeV [?]. New planned experiments on K4
decay [?], [?], [?] will provide accurate information about
the low energy 77 scattering amplitudes.

It is of interest to incorporate in the dispersive formal-
ism for the pion form factor the additional information
on the phase. Unlike the situation encountered in Sect. 3,
where the knowledge of the phase allowed us to remove
the unphysical cut below the unitarity threshold, in the
present case we must implement the phase along a part of
the unitarity cut. We treat the problem adapting mathe-
matical techniques used in [?]-[?]. We assume that

Arg[Fr(t +i€)] = 61 (t),

where §1(¢) is a known function and t;,, denotes the thresh-
old of the inelastic cut or a certain point up to which the
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phase is supposed to be known. As we shall discuss below,
the technique can be easily adapted to more general situa-
tions, for instance when the phase is given along the range
ty <t < t;, with t; > t;, or along a region consisting of
two disjoint parts, t, < t < t; and to < t < t;,, with
to > 1.

We first express the condition (??) in the variable z
defined in (?7?). To this end we recall that the branch point
t. is mapped onto the point z = —1, and the upper edge
of the unitarity cut in the ¢ plane becomes the lower unit
semicircle in the z plane. We denote by z;, = exp(i6;,)
the image of the point t;, — i€ in the z-plane , and let
I'={0:0;, <0 < 27— 0;,}. Then the condition (?7)
becomes

lin% Arg[Fr(re'?)] = —61(0), 0i;m <0<,
r—

lim Arg[Fr(re®)] = 61(0), 7 <6<2m—6;, (72)
r—

where we denoted 61(0) = &1 (¢(0)), with t(8) = t. +
tzcotg?(0/2) as follows from (??). We took into account
the fact that the form factor is an analytic function of
real type, which means that its phase is an odd function
of 0, i.e. it satisfies the relation 1 (0) = —61 (27 — ). It
is useful to note that the same property holds also for the
imaginary part of the form factor, while the real part and
the modulus are even functions of 6.

In what follows we shall derive the allowed domain
for the Taylor coefficients of the expansion (?7?), taking
into account the inequality (??) provided by the dispersive
formalism, and the additional relations (??). As usual, the
information about the phase is implemented by means of
an Omnes function [?]. We can use the definition given in
(?7), or equivalently we define

2
i 61(0
OW(Z) = exp ; /d@%
0

; (73)

where 01(6) is a Lipschitz continuous function such that
61(0) = —01(0) for 6, < 0 <, 61(0) = 61(0) for 7 <
0 < 7+ 0,1, 61(0) being arbitrary outside I'. We shall see
below that the results are independent on the choice of
51(0) outside I'. Using the Plemelj-Privalov relation [?]

2m 2T
.1 , F(O) 1 , F(0)
Th—>Inl T dé 1 — rei0=9) F0) + 0 /(h9 1 — ei(0—0") "’

0 0

(74)

where the last integral denotes the Principal Value, one
can show that along the interval I" the phase of the func-
tion O, coincides with the phase of the form factor. There-
fore, by multiplying F (2) with [O;(2)]~! the phases com-
pensate each other and the product is real along the elas-
tic part of the cut. In the variable z this condition has the
form

1 .
Im lim F.(re')| =0,

i | o) (75)
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By recalling the definition (??) of the function g(z) and
its power expansion (??), we write the condition (??) in
the form

. 1 0|
Tm Tiy [wﬂ(rew)oﬂ(rew) glre™)| =
i ¢ Im lim [(W(re®)"trme™®l =0, @€l (76)
n=0
where W(() is defined as
W(Q) = w:(Q)0x(¢(), (= . (77)

The allowed domain of the Taylor coefficients of the pion
form factor, which satisfy the conditions (??) and (??)
can be found, like in Sect. 3, by means of an optimization
problem. We first recall that the conditions (??) and (?7)
were written in the equivalent forms (??) and (??) respec-
tively, in terms of the Taylor coefficients ¢,. We consider
then the quantity

2 _ : 2
g = min Z%cn , (78)

where the minimization is with respect to the coefficients
¢, which satisfy the condition (?7?). As in Sect. 3 one can
show that the inequality (??) is a necessary and suffi-
cient condition for the consistency of the relations (?7)
and (77).

We solve the constrained minimization problem (?7?)
with the generalized Lagrange theory of optimization,
based on Hahn-Banach theorem [?]. The Lagrangean is

B o0 ) 2 o0 )
5_2)%472‘6%}13 AO) W ()]
n= n= T

xIm [[W(0)] "' rme™?] do, (79)
where the function A\(6) is a generalized Lagrange multi-
plyer [?]. We can assume without losing generality that
it is an odd function, since its product with another odd
function (the imaginary part of an analytic function of
real type) is integrated along a symmetric interval I". We
denoted for simplicity W(#) = W (exp(if)). The numeri-
cal factor in front of the integral in (??) and the modulus
|[W(0)| inside the integral were introduced explicitely for
convenience.

We assume now that the first N coeflicients ¢, have
prescribed values, and perform the minimization of the
Lagrangean with respect to the remaining coefficients c,,,
n > N + 1. The minimum condition

oL

— =0 >N+1
Oc,, 2N

(80)
gives the optimal coefficients

o = —% tim [ A0) [W(8)| m [[W(0)] " ] o,

n>N-+1. (81)
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This expression can be written equivalently as

AO) W ()| [W*(0)] " ™ e™7d0

(.
cp, = —— lim
T r—1
r

n>N+1, (82)
where we added a term which has a vanishing contribution
by parity arguments.

In order to find the Lagrange multiplier A(f) we in-
troduce the optimal coefficients ¢, in the constraint (?7?).
Recalling that the first N coefficients ¢,, are assumed to
have prescribed values, we write the condition (??) in the

form
zn@ ]

chlm{

o A
I T W)

/‘vv(y)ledN+1X07V) ,
. = I.
< [a@) i e 40| =0 0€ T (53)
r
It is useful to write
W (0) = [W(0)]e"*?, (84)

?) it follows that
= ¢(0) +6,(0).

Here ¢(0) is the phase of the outer function w,(z), and
51(#) is connected to the phase of the pion form factor
as explained below (??). By inserting (??) in the relation
(??) and applying the Plemelj-Privalov relation (??) we
obtain after a straightforward calculation the equation

where from (?

@(0) (85)

N . 1
ngocn sinfnd — (0)] — M) + o
L osin[(N+3)(0—0)—o(0)+2(0)]
y F//\(G) S = do
=0,0€r, (86)

where the last integral is defined as the Principal Value.
We obtained therefore a singular integral equation for the
Lagrange multiplier A\(#). If the phase ®(0) is Lipschitz
continuous, the equation is of Fredholm type and can be
solved by standard techniques. After solving this equation,
the minimal norm pZ can be computed by inserting in (?7?)
the prescribed values ¢, for n < N and the optimal values
(??) of ¢, for n > N + 1 . Taking into account the fact

that ¢, = ¢}, we obtain
d9/d9 A0 |
(@) e

WA O) 1= rei0=0) -

0)]
*(6)

N
ugzz:ci—khm—hm
n=0

W%1W2TH

(87)
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By applying the Plemelj-Privalov relation (??) and using
the integral equation (??) satisfied by the function \(6),
we arrive finally at the expression

N N
="+ 3 [ A©) sinnb - b(9)]d6.  (88)
n=0 n=0 T

Using the fact that A(f) and $(#) are odd functions, the
integral equation (?7) can be written in the form

N
Z cp, sin[nd — ()] — A(0)
n=0
L
27T0m sin [
sin [(N +3) (0 + 60" —2m) — &(0) — &(0")]
BT

sin[(N+3)(0—0)—
=

(0) + o(0")]

NCA [

do' =0,

sin

; (89)

D(0) = ¢(0) — 01(9), (90)

Moreover, the expression (??) of u2 can be written as

Ghlfgﬂ S .

N

3:20 —|—Z 2 Cn / sin[nf — ®(6)]d0. (91)

We notice that the first term in (??) represents the uncon-
strained minimum, obtained from (?7?) if the coefficients
cp, for n > N + 1 were free. The second term in the ex-
pression of 2 is positive and represents the improvement
brought by the knowledge of the phase of the form factor
along the region t,; <t < t;,.

It is important to emphasize that only the values of
&(0) along the interval I" are required in the integral equa-
tion. Also, the modulus of the outer function does not
appear (it was absorbed in the definition of the Lagrange
multiplier A(#)), which means that the results are indepen-
dent of the choice of the function §] outside the interval
I.

The equations (??) - (??) provide a simple numeri-
cal procedure for finding the allowed domain of the co-
efficients of the Taylor expansion (??): one starts with a
set of values for the first IV Taylor coefficients. Using the
relations (?7) and (??) one finds the corresponding co-
efficients ¢,,, which enter the integral equation (??). The
solution A(@) of this equation is then used in (??) to evalu-
ate the quantity p3. Recalling that the allowed domain of
the Taylor coefficients is described by the inequality (?7?),
the values taken as input are accepted or rejected if p? is
less or greater than unity, respectively.

From the above derivation the generalization to the
case where the region I' consists of two disjoint subinter-
vals I'y and I is straightforward. This case is of interest
when using the phase given by CHPT along I7 = {t :
tr < t < (0.400GeV)?} and the experimental data on
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Iy = {t: (0.600GeV)? < t < t;,}. The resulting equa-
tions have the same form, the Lagrange multiplier being
defined on I U I5.

To illustrate how the bounds on the Taylor coefficients
c and d are improved by the knowledge of the phase, we
took the expression [?]

61 (t) = arctg {W] , (92)

5—t
where I',(t) was defined in (?7). At low energies above the
threshold, this phase coincides with the one loop CHPT
expression [?]

3/2
0=t (1)
967 f2 t ’

while for ¢ > (0.500GeV)? it is in very good agreement
with the experimental data [?]. We assumed that the phase
of the pion form factor coincides with (??) along the re-
gion t, <t < t;, with t;, = 0.8 GeV2, which corresponds
to 0;, = 0.6321. As input for the bounds we use the OPE
expansion of the polarization amplitude, which led to the
domain represented by the interior of the large ellipse in
Fig. 1. In this case the outer function w, (z) is given in (?7)
and the function &(0) defined in (??) has the expression

(93)

50 —m 2d; sin @ — d2 sin 260

1 —dj cos B + d? cos 20

B(0) = —61(0),

(94)

+ arctg
Oim <0<,

with d; defined in (?7). In Fig. 2 the interior of the ellipse
is the allowed domain in the plane (¢, d), for r2 = 0.42 fm?.
Compared with the large ellipse in Fig. 1 one can see the
considerable improvement brought by the knowledge of
the phase along a part of the unitarity cut. A more re-
alistic calculation using CHPT along an interval I and
the experimental data on d1(¢) along another interval I
is of interest and will provide precise model independent
bounds on the Taylor coefficients.

4.2 Improved bounds using information about the
phase and the modulus along a part of the cut

The modulus of the pion form factor along a part of the
cut is known experimentally from the rate of eTe™ an-
nihilation into pions [?] and the hadronic 7 decay [?].
High precision data are available especially in the range
0.3GeV? < t < 0.9GeV? In this subsection we derive
the allowed domain of the Taylor coefficients by includ-
ing some information about the modulus of the pion form
factor along a part of the cut.

It is a known mathematical fact that if the modulus
and the phase of an analytic function are known exactly
along a part of the boundary, then the function is in prin-
ciple uniquely determined. Explicit formulas for recaptur-
ing an analytic function belonging to a certain class, from
its restriction along a part of the boundary are available
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Fig. 2. Improved domain for the Taylor coefficients ¢ and d of
the pion electromagnetic form factor, using the phase along a
part of the boundary

[?], [?] (see also [?] for explicit expressions and further
references). These expressions are however very unstable
numerically, reflecting the fact that the analytic continua-
tion is an ill-posed problem [?]. More exactly, the formulas
give the correct analytic continuation if the input values
are known with infinite accuracy, but they lead to arbi-
trary predictions if these values are affected by errors.

In what follows we shall show that even a nonoptimal
use of the input information about the phase and the mod-
ulus leads to a considerable improvement of the bounds on
the Taylor coefficients. Unlike the case considered in the
previous subsection, where the phase could be given along
several disjoint intervals, the method described below re-
quires the knowledge of the phase along the whole range
tr <t < t;. We start by writing the inequality (??) in
the form

1 7 d 4m2\ "
4872 / (t—i—é)Q)Q <1 - TW> |Fw(t)|2 < M(Q2)a
tin
(95)
where
1
M(Qz) = élm(_Qz) - 4872

tin

x/(tfézz)? (1 _ 4m3“>3/2|F7r(t)|2. (96)

™

Assuming that the modulus |Fy(¢)| is known along t, <
t < tin, the quantity M(Q?) can be evaluated numerically.
To be conservative, one can use a lower bound on the
modulus, which does not spoil the inequality (??) and
leads to a larger allowed domain for the Taylor coefficients.
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In order to incorporate the information about the
phase we use the Omnes function defined in (??), which
can be written equivalently in the ¢ variable as

e 7 s
Ox(t) = exp W/t’(t’—t)dt . (97)

The properties of the function 0} (¢) were discussed below
(?7), and we use it in order to remove the part of the cut
below t = t;,,. More precisely, writing as in (?7)

Fr(t) = f=()Ox(t),

we see that the function f,(t) is real on the real axis below
tin, since the phase of the form factor along t, <t < t;,,
is compensated by the phase of O,. Therefore f.(t) is
analytic in the ¢-plane cut for ¢ > t;,, and satisfies on the
cut the condition

(98)

1 / dt 1 4m?
1872 | (t+ Q22 t
tin

< M(QY),

3/2
) (BP0

(99)

which follows from (?7?). But this condition can be sim-
ply exploited with the standard techniques described in
Sect. 77. We first map the ¢ plane cut for ¢t > t;, onto the
unit disk in the z-plane, using the conformal mapping

Ve =t~/

) = —m—————. 100
= = Vi 1o
We define as in (?77?) the outer function
Vi 1
we(t) = exp / n0n( )| dt'| , (101)
VU =t (t = 1)

such that |w,(t)| = |Ox(t)| for t > t;,, and the outer
function similar to (?7?)

o (2) = (1—dy)? 1 (1+2)2V/1—2z
w16 6mt-M(Q?) (1 — 2dy)?
(102)
with
. /t. 2_ i
dﬂ_ — tZTL + Q t'l'!l . (103)
V tzn + Q2 + V tzn
By introducing a new function g(z), defined as
9(2) = wr(2)wn(2) f(2)
= W (2)wr (2)[Ox(2)] 1 Fr(2), (104)
the inequality (?7?) takes the canonical form
1 27
o [13OF0 <1, c=expit). (109

0
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By construction the function §(z) is analytic in the disk
|z| < 1 and can be expanded as

= 2" (106)
n=0
where the coefficients ¢,, satisfy the inequality
Y a<i (107)
n=0

which follows from (??). The first N coefficients ¢, are
connected in a straightfoward way through (??) to the
first N Taylor coefficients of the form factor F,(t) at t = 0.
Therefore, the inequality

N
Y@<t
n=0

which follows from (??), defines an allowed domain in the
plane of these Taylor coefficients. In principle this domain
can be further reduced: indeed, in addition to the bound-
ary condition (?7?), the function f, defined in (??) has
known error-affected values along the region t, <t < t;,,
where it is holomorphic. The inclusion of this additional
information is not trivial, and we will not treat this prob-
lem here, using the simple inequality (??). In particular,
for N = 3 and 72 fixed, this inequality gives the allowed
domain of the parameters ¢ and d of the expansion (?7).

In a numerical application we used the same phase
d1(t) as in the preceeding subsection and the modulus
|F(t)| from the ALEPH data [?]. Using Q* = 2GeV? and
tin = 0.8 GeV?, we obtain for the quantity M (Q?) defined

(108)
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in (??) the estimate M(Q?) = 0.00689GeV ~2. The result
is not sensitive to the experimental uncertainties above
the threshold ¢, due to the phase space factor in the uni-
tarity integral appearing in (?7). Reducing the value of
|F(t)| along t, <t < t;, by 5% leads to an increase of
M(Q?) by about 3% and to bounds on the coefficients
¢ and d weaker by about 2%. The interior of the ellipse
shown in Fig. 3 indicates the allowed domain obtained in
this conservative situation.

The combined information on the phase and the mod-
ulus is seen to restrict in an impressive way the values
of the Taylor coefficients of the pion form factor. The al-
lowed range of ¢ is (0.25, 7.57), and for each ¢ the range
of the values of d is very narrow. For instance, for ¢ = 3.85
the parameter d is restricted to the interval (9.02, 11.30).
The values ¢ = —7.5GeV ™%, d = 62.5GeV~° adopted in
[?] are outside the allowed domain. We recall that these
strong bounds are obtained with no specific parametriza-
tion and without any assumption about the high energy
behaviour of the form factor.

5 Conclusions

In the present paper we investigated the form factors of
the light pseudoscalar mesons in a dispersive formalism
which uses as input the OPE expansion of the QCD po-
larization functions, combined with hadronic unitarity and
analyticity. We derived constraints on the size and shape
of the form factors, which are of interest in particular for
testing the low energy predictions of CHPT. Generaliza-
tions of the original mathematical techniques, suitable for
including additional informations about the form factors
were developed.

In Sect. 3 we performed a test of Sirlin’s theorem [?],
[?], which requires the vanishing of a certain combination
of form factors which is free of arbitrary renormalization
constants in CHPT at ¢ # 0. To this end we treated simul-
taneously in the dispersive formalism all the electroweak
form factors of the 7 and K mesons. A difficulty is the
large unphysical cut of the kaon electromagnetic form fac-
tors, which spoils the model independence of the results.
This is in contrast with the case of heavy mesons, where
the weak form factors of the ground state and of the ex-
cited ones have very close branch points and the unphysi-
cal cuts are well approximated by a few number of poles.
In that case the simultaneous treatment of several form
factors related among them by heavy quark symmetry led
to strong model independent bounds near zero recoil [?],
[?], [?]. In the present paper we adopted for the phase of
the kaon form factors along the unphysical cut a model
inspired from the resonance chiral effective theory, which
turned out to be consistent with QCD and Sirlin’s the-
orem. This subsection has however mainly a pedagogical
character, showing how to combine in an optimal way the
dispersive formalism with the Omnes functions and the
technique of Lagrange multipliers for the constraints at
interior points.

The main results are presented in Sect. 4, where we de-
rived model independent constraints on the Taylor coeffi-
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cients of the pion electromagnetic form factor. We showed
how to implement in the dispersive formalism the knowl-
edge of the phase of the form factor along a part of the uni-
tarity cut, even when this part consists of several disjoint
intervals. To this end we applied the Lagrange theory for
functional optimization, which led to an integral equation
for the generalized Lagrange multiplier. The knowledge
of the phase considerably improves the simple bounds on
the higher Taylor coefficients yielded by the dispersive for-
malism. In the present paper we illustrated this statement
using a realistic model of the phase [?], which reproduces
the one-loop CHPT expression [?] below 0.400 GeV and
the present experimental data [?] above 0.500 GeV. The
accurate data provided on the phase d; by the future K4
experiments [?],[?] will be a precious input to the formal-
ism. In Sect. 4 we obtained also improved constraints on
the Taylor coefficients if both the phase and the modu-
lus of the form factor are given along a part of the cut,
even if this information is used in an nonoptimal way.
The interior of the ellipse shown in Fig. 3 represents the
allowed domain of the coefficients ¢ and d entering the
Taylor expansion (?7?), obtained with the phase discussed
above and the modulus from the hadronic 7 decay rate
[?] along t, < t < 0.8CGeV?. Once this input informa-
tion is adopted, the bounds are model independent, since
they are not based on specific parametrizations and are
free of any assumption about the high energy behaviour
of the form factors. It is of interest to apply the techniques
described in this paper to the higher Taylor coefficients.
The results obtained so far suggest that strong correla-
tions among these coefficients are expected, leading to re-
strictions on the arbitrary renormalization constants of
CHPT.

Acknowledgements. 1 am pleased to thank Prof. H. Leutwyler
for very useful discussions and the kind hospitality at the In-
stitute of Theoretical Physics of the University of Berne, and
Dr. C. Bourrely for many suggestions and a careful reading
of the manuscript. The support of the Swiss National Science
Foundation in the program CSR CEEC/ NIS, Contract No 7
IP 051219 is gratefully acknowledged.

References

1. J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, Ann. Phys. 158, 142 (1984);
Nucl. Phys. B 250, 465 (1985)

2. J. Gasser, U. Meissner, Nucl. Phys. B 357, 90 (1991)

3. J. Bijnens, P. Colangelo, G. Ecker, J. Gasser, M. E. Sainio,
Phys. Lett. B 374, 210 (1996); Nucl. Phys. B 508, 263
(1997); ibid. B 517, 639 (1998) (E)

4. G. Colangelo, M. Finkemeier, R. Urech, Phys. Rev. D 54,
4403 (1996)

5. J. Bijnens, P. Colangelo, P. Talavera, JHEP 9805:014

(1998)

P. Post, K. Schilcher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 4088 (1997)

7. A. Sirlin, Ann. Phys. 61, 294 (1970); Phys. Rev. Lett. 43,

904 (1979).
. M. Ademollo, R. Gatto, Phys. Lett. 13, 264 (1964)
. T. N. Truong, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 2260 (1991)

&

©



484

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

19.
20.

21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.

27.
28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

I. Caprini: Dispersive and chiral symmetry constraints on the light meson form factors

T. Hannah, Phys. Rev. D 55, 5613 (1997)

N.N. Meiman, Sov. Phys. JETP 17, 830 (1963)

S. Okubo, Phys. Rev. D 3, 2807 (1971); S. Okubo, I. Shih,
Phys. Rev. D 4, 2020 (1971)

C. Bourrely, B. Machet, E. de Rafael, Nucl. Phys. B 189,
157 (1981)

E.de Rafael, J.Taron, Phys. Lett. B 282, 215 (1992);
E.de Rafael, J.Taron, Phys. Rev. D 50, 373 (1994)
I.Caprini, Z.Phys. C 61, 651 (1994)

I. Caprini, C. Macesanu, Phys. Rev. D 54, 5686 (1996)
C.G.Boyd, B.Grinstein, R.F.Lebed, Phys. Lett. B 353,
306 (1995)

I. Caprini, M. Neubert, Phys. Lett. B 380, 376 (1996)
C.G.Boyd, B.Grinstein, R.F.Lebed, Phys. Rev. D 56, 6895
(1997)

I. Caprini, L.Lellouch, M. Neubert, Nucl. Phys. B 530,
153 (1998)

N. Isgur, M.B. Wise, Phys. Lett. B 232, 113 (1989); B
237, 527 (1990)

M. Neubert, Phys. Rep. 245, 259 (1994)

W.W. Buck, R. F. Lebed, Phys. Rev. D 58, 056001 (1998)
E.Braaten, S. Narison, A. Pich, Nucl. Phys. B 373, 581
(1992)

M. A. Shifman, A.I. Vainshtein, V. I. Zakharov, Nucl.
Phys. B 147, 385 (1979)

M. Gourdin, E. de Rafael, Nucl. Phys. B 10, 667 (1969)
R. Alemany, M. Davier, A. Hécker, Eur. Phys.J. C 2, 123
(1998)

P. Duren, Theory of H” Spaces, (Academic Press, New
York, 1970); J. B. Garnett, Bounded Analytic Functions,
(Academic Press, New York, 1981)

F. Guerrero, A. Pich, Phys. Lett. B 412, 382 (1997)

G. Ecker, J. Gasser, A. Pich, E. de Rafael, Nucl. Phys. B
321, 311 (1989)

G. Ecker, J. Gasser, H. Leutwyler, A. Pich, E. de Rafael,
Phys. Lett. B 233, 425 (1989)

33
34
35

36.

37.
38.

39.
40.
41.
42.

43.
44.

45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

R. Omnes, Nuovo Cim. 8, 316 (1958)

I. Caprini, P. Dita, J.Phys.A:Math.Gen. 13, 1265 (1980)
R. Barate et al (ALEPH Collaboration) Z. Phys. C 76,
15 (1997)

G.J. Gounaris, J.J.Sakurai, Phys. Rev. Lett. 21, 244
(1968)

T. N. Truong, hep-ph/9809476

M. Davier, L. Girlanda, H. Hocher, J. Stern, Phys. Rev.
D 58; 096014 (1998)

J. F. Donoghue, E. S. Na, Phys. Rev. D 56, 7073 (1997)
K.M. Watson, Phys. Rev. 95, 228 (1954)

S.D. Protopopescu et al., Phys. Rev. D 7, 1279 (1973); P.
Estabrooks, A.D. Martin, Nucl. Phys. B 79, 301 (1974)
J. Loewe, in [?], p. 368, and hep-ph/9711361

D. Pocanié, in [?], p. 352, and hep-ph/9801366

Chiral Dynamics: Theory and Experiment, Proceedings
of the Workshop held in Mainz, Germany, 1997 (Lecture
Notes in Physics, Vol. 513, A. Bernstein, D. Drechsel, T.
Walcher, Eds)

C. Bourrely, Nucl. Phys. B 43, 434 (1972)

G. Auberson, Nucl. Phys.B98, 204 (1975)

I. Caprini, Nuovo Cim. 49A, 307 (1979)

I. Caprini, Phys. Rev. D 27, 1479 (1983)

N. I. Mushelishvili, Singular Integral Equations (Noord-
hoff, Groningen, 1953)

D. G. Luenberger, Optimization by Vector Space Methods
(Wiley, New York, 1969)

L.M. Barkov et al. (OLYA, CMD Collaboration), Nucl.
Phys. B 256, 365 (1985); D. Bisello et al. (DME Collab-
oration), Phys. Lett. B 220, 321 (1989)

M.G. Krein, P.I. Nudelman, Dokl.Acad. Nauk SSSR 209,
537 (1973)

M. Rosenblum, J. Rovnyak, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 51,
335 (1975)

S. Ciulli, C. Pomponiu, I. S. Stefanescu, Phys. Rep. C 17,
133 (1975)



