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The 7= — m v, decay is forbidden in the Standard Model in the limit of exact
G-parity, it becomes a rare decay due to isospin symmetry breaking and it is very
sensitive to the effects of effective scalar interactions. Since the parameters driving
isospin breaking, (mg — m,)/(ms — m) and «, are of the same order, one may
expect their G-parity breaking effects in this decay can be of similar magnitudes.
In this work, we evaluate the effects of isospin-breaking amplitudes originated from
a virtual photon at one-loop in a resonance dominance model to describe photon-
hadron interactions. We find that these effects can shift the leading SM predictions
based on the u — d quark mass difference by roughly 12%, and should be taken into
consideration in a precision comparison of theory and experiment in order to draw
meaningful conclusions on New Physics. The effects in the rate of the analogous
77 = 7 n'v, decay can be larger (~ 78%), under the approximations assumed in
this model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of rare and forbidden processes in the Standard Model (SM) is important
because they can be sensitive to the effects of new particles or interactions. If rare
decays are suppressed beyond experimental sensitivity, any positive signal would be
due to New Physics (NP); in case they are at the reach of experimental searches, good
control of SM prediction is necessary in order to extract meaningful information from
the measured observables. The latter is the case of the rare 7= — 77 nv, decay studied
in this paper. As shown in Ref. [1], because this decay is forbidden by G-parity*, it
can be very sensitive to the effects of dimension-six scalar interactions for low-energy
semileptonic processes in the framework of an effective field theory.

In the SM of electroweak interactions, the strangeness-conserving semileptonic decays
of 7~ leptons are mediated by the (V —A), = dv,(1—~3)u weak charged current. Owing
to the G-parity properties of the vector (axial) current’ [3], tau leptons can decay into
final states that conserve G-parity, like an even (odd) number of pions. Therefore, in
1978 Leroy and Pestieau [4] have suggested that the 7= — ag (980)v;, by (1235)v, decays,
with the subsequent ag — n7~, by — wn™ would be good signals of non-SM currents
since the nm~ (wm™) system has a G-parity quantum number opposite to that of the

vector (axial) current.

The 7~ lepton decay of our concern has been calculated by many authors in the past
four decades [4-19]. The different predictions yield branching fractions in the range
BR(t~ — 7 nv,) ~ O(107° ~ 107%). The underlying mechanism in those model-
dependent calculations is driven by the mgy — m, quark mass difference, either due to a
first-class current followed by the 7°—n mixing (7= — p~(— 7~ 7° — 77 n)v,) or induced
by isospin breaking (IB) in the weak vertex (7= — ay (— 7 n)v;). Other calculations
assume that 7= — 7 v, is mediated by NP in the form of scalar interactions [6, 20].
Given that G-parity violating effects make this a rare decay process, the contributions
of NP may become competitive.

To the best of our knowledge, IB effects induced by electromagnetic interactions have
been considered only in Ref. [21], which turned out to be a very small effect of O(a?) at
the amplitude level. In this paper, we consider the IB effects that are induced by elec-
tromagnetic interactions at the one-loop level, which leads to an amplitude suppressed

* G = Ce''3, where C is the charge conjugation operator and I the third component of the isospin

operator [2].
T The vector (axial) current of the V — A theory was assigned a G = +1(—1) parity and were named

by Weinberg [3] as ‘first class’ currents, while the term ‘second class’ was deserved to scalar (S)
and pseudotensor (PT) currents with opposite G-parity. Although this terminology has become
obsolete nowadays, in this paper we will refer sometimes to the non-standard S and PT interactions

as second-class currents.



only at O(«a). Since the 7 — 1 mixing parameter €,,, as well as the fine structure
constant o turn out to be of similar order (roughly 1%), one may expect a priory those
effects may contribute to the amplitude at the same level.

Regarding the experimental searches for this rare tau decay, the first upper limits were
reported in the nineties by the CLEO [22, 23] BR(7~ — 7 nv,) < 1.4x10* and ALEPH
[24] BR(7™ — 7 nv,) < 6.2 x 107* collaborations. Those limits were improved later
by the Belle [25] and BABAR [26-28] experiments who reported BR(7~ — 7 nv;) <
7.3 x 107° and BR(7~ — 7 nv;) < 9.9 x 1077, respectively. An improvement can be
established at Belle BR(7~ — 7 nv,) < 4.4 x 1075 after analysing the full data set
[29]. In the future, the Belle IT experiment, which expects to produce a large data
set containing ~ 10' tau pairs [30], can be able to measure for the first time the
branching fraction of this decay channel. On the other hand, a stronger upper limit
on the analogous 7~ — 7~ 1n'v, decay has been reported by the BABAR Collaboration
[31], namely B(7~ — 7 7/v,;) < 4.0 x 1075, To take advantage of these results in the
search for NP, it is necessary that improved predictions of the branching fraction and
other observables in 7= — 7 v, decay are obtained in the SM. This paper attempts
to improve on this goal.

II. THE SEMILEPTONIC 7~ — 7 nv, AMPLITUDE

It is well known that the semileptonic 7 lepton decay into two pseudoscalar mesons
is mediated by the vector current and described in terms of two form factors. For the
7 (pr) = 7 (px)n(py)v-(py) decay under consideration, the lowest order amplitude can
be written in a factorizable form

GFVud
V2

where ¢, = u(p,)y.(1 — v5)u(p-) is the leptonic weak current and V4 is the element

M = oA, (IL.1)

of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix. The hadronic matrix element #, can be
parametrized in terms of the form factors F'"(s) and Fy" (s), namely

Hy = (n(pg)7 ™ (pr) dry,ul0)

/ A T T A T T
= 3| (4 - S0, ) PP (6) + 2, )| (12)

In the above expressions we have defined A, = ¢-¢ = m% — m?2, as the product of

the two independent momenta g, = (p, + px), and ¢, = (p; — px),- The form factors
are Lorentz-invariant functions of s = ¢2, the square of the invariant mass of the nm



system. The subindices (+,0) in the form factors refer to the L = 1 and L = 0 angular
momentum configurations of the hadronic pair, and they are called vector and scalar
form factors, respectively.

The corresponding decay rate for this decay is the following

2
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where \(z,y, 2) = 22 +y*+2? —2(xy+22+y2z) and Sgy = 1.0201 is the universal short-
distance electroweak correction [32, 33]. Note that: 1) the vector and scalar form factors
contributions do not interfere in the n7~ mass distribution ¥ and, 2) the contribution
of the scalar form factor can be important due to the (large) mass splitting of 7~ and
7) mesons.

In the limit that G-parity is an exact symmetry, the vector current cannot hadronize
into the nm~ state, thus F"(s) = F"(s) = 0; consequently, this ‘second class’ 7 decay
would be forbidden. As explained before, non-zero values of these form factors can be
induced in the SM by isospin breaking (IB) effects, or by NP interactions, for instance,
newly charged scalar or leptoquarks particles, etc. In the former case, they become
suppressed since isospin breaking is expected to be at most a few percent compared to
allowed modes (7~ — (m, 27w, 37) v, ). In the presence of NP, the amplitude can be sup-
pressed by the scales associated with heavy mediators. Since SM and NP contributions
may be suppressed at the same level, searching the 7= — 77~ nv, decay can be sensitive
to the latter effects. Therefore, a good knowledge of the form factors is required in or-
der to extract meaningful information on NP from future measurements of 7= — 7~ nv,

observables.

In the SM, isospin symmetry is broken by both the mass difference of down and up
quarks (mg — m,) and by the effects of electromagnetic (e.m.) interactions. Therefore,
the induced form factors contain two terms (hereafter, we drop the superindex n):

Fio=F{"+ F ™ (11.4)

Most of the previous works [4-19] have focused on the calculation of the form factors
induced mainly by the mgy—m,, quark mass difference. The vector form factor is modelled
in a way similar to the one of 7~7% channel, which is dominated by the p(770) meson

i This is not true in the presence of photonic corrections because the boxes in loop corrections introduce

a dependence of form factors upon an additional Mandelstam variable (see below).



Ref. BRg x 10° BRy x10° BRx 10°

*(1982) Tisserant, Truong [5]

1.60 0.26 1.86
(p, ag contributions)
*(1987) Bramon, Narison, Pich [6, 7]

1.50 0.12 1.62
(p, ag contributions)
(1994) Neufeld, Rupertsberger [10]

1.06 0.15 1.21
(NLO ChPT)
*(2008) Nussinov, Soffer [11]

1.00 0.36 1.36
(gq model)
(2010) Paver, Riazuddin [13]

/ / 02,23 | 0206 | [0.429]

(p7 P7 CLQ, a() VMD)
*(2012) Volkov, Kostunin [15]

0.04 0.44 0.48
(NJL model)
(2014) Descotes-Genon, Moussallam [16]

0.20 0.13 0.33
(ChPT + analyticity)
(2016) Escribano, Gonzalez, Roig [17]

1.414+£0.09 | 0.26 +0.02 | 1.67 = 0.09

(RChT-3 coupled channels)

TABLE I: Some of the previous estimates of the BR(7~ — 7 nv,) reported in the
literature that stem from isospin breaking in the d — u quark mass difference. The
subscript S (V) denotes the contribution of the scalar (vector) form factor to the total
branching ratio (4th column). The spread of values between predictions can be traced
to the different inputs and approximations among the various hadronization models.
In addition, predictions marked with an asterisk use the narrow-width approximation
for scalar and vector resonances.

(including or not its excited states), followed by the 7° — 7 conversion due to 7%
mixing [5-19]. On the other hand, the scalar form factor is assumed to be dominated by
the scalar ao(980) meson [5-7, 10, 11, 13, 15] or it can be calculated from the coupled
channel rescattering P; Py, — nm~ in the J = 0 configuration [17, 19]. The results for the
branching ratio that stem from the separation into vector and scalar terms, according
to Eq. (I1.3), are shown in Table I as reported in the original references. The input
data and approximations assumed in the different models are reflected in the spread
of predictions for the branching fractions. This wide range of predictions needs to be
tightened in order to draw a significant conclusion about NP from a future measurement.



As is well known, the isovector part of the electromagnetic quark current jﬁzl =
(wy,u—dy,d)/2, violates isospin (thus also G-) symmetry. To the best of our knowledge,
IB effects induced by electromagnetic interactions have been considered only in Ref. [21],
which turned out to be very small, of O(a?) at the amplitude level. In the next section,
we present the IB effects induced at one-loop by virtual photons, which lead to an
amplitude suppressed only at O(«). As already mentioned in the introduction, because
the 7% — n mixing® and the fine structure constant a turn out to be of the same order,
one may expect a priori that both effects contribute to the amplitude with similar sizes.
We attempt to test such a hypothesis in this paper.

III. G-PARITY BREAKING INDUCED BY QED LOOPS

Here we focus on the computation of the IB amplitudes induced by virtual photons.
For this purpose, we will use a resonance dominance model to describe the hadron and
photon interaction vertices. This model has been used, for example, to compute the
long-distance QED radiative corrections to 7= — (m, K)~v, decays in Ref. [34] or to
study the observables of radiative 7= — 7~ 7’0, [35] and 7= — 7 nr,v decays [36].
Although this model does not satisfy the QCD behaviour of the form factors expected
at short distances (a calculation which consistently implements this property in the
calculation of QED radiative corrections to 7= — (m, K)~v, was done in [37, 38]), it
captures the main features of photon-hadron interactions in the intermediate energy
(resonance) region, which is relevant for the evaluation of loop-effects.

At the leading order in photonic loops, the 7= — 77 nu, decay can be induced in such
a framework by the Feynman diagrams shown in Figure 1. The presence of the virtual
photon makes possible this decay at the one-loop level, in a similar way that the emission
of areal photon in 7~ — 7wy, avoids the G-parity constraint [36]. Also, in this leading
order, we include only the effects of the lowest lying vector (p(770), w(782)) and scalar
(ap(980)) resonances. The effects of their excited states can play an important role above
1.4 GeV according to Ref. [13], but we do not include them in this approximation given
the lack of experimental information that would allow us to derive meaningful values of
the relevant coupling.

The evaluation of Feynman graphs shown in Figure 1 requires the effective vertices
for ViVoP, V Pv, VS~v, and SP, P, interactions, where V, P, and S denote vector,

§ Strictly speaking, this 7% — 7 mixing parameter also contains a very small contribution from virtual
photons through 7% <+ (pv,wy) ¢ 1 loops, although they are different from the ones considered in

this paper.
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FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams of the 77 (p;) = 7~ (px)n(py)v(p,) decay induced by a
virtual photon at one loop level. The black square stands for the integration out of the
W gauge boson, meanwhile, the circle represents the virtual photon interaction taking

into account a squared momentum transfer dependence of the form given by Eq.
(IT1.11).

pseudoscalar, and scalar mesons, respectively. As in Ref. [36] (see also [39-41]), we use
the following Feynman rules for the interaction of mesons and photons

Vi(q) = V3 (a2) Plas) : ( )
VH(q1) = (@) P(gs) : i gvap ™™’ 12,934 (IT1.2)
VEq) = 7"(q2)S(a3) © igvys (- 2 9" — d5qy) (I11.3)

S(q) = Pi(g2) Pa(gs) ( )

. vaf
i gvivap €7 o, 43g s

19sp,p, -



Coupling Value

9p 5.040.1
Gpwr 11.1+0.5 GeV~!
€guwny | 0.136 £0.016 GeV~!
egpry | 0.219 £0.012 GeV~?
€papy | 0.092 £0.016 GeV 2

Gopn 7.9+0.3 GeV~!
Gppry 6.6+ 0.2 GeV~!
9w~ | 0.13 40.008 GeV~!
Yaon 2.2+ 0.9 GeV
Gagmn <0.22 GeV

TABLE II: Strong and electromagnetic couplings of vector and scalar mesons used in
our analysis (see reference [36]).

The p~ — W coupling is defined as (p~(e*)|dv,ul0) = (ﬁmi/gp)ez = fp€;. The values
for the above couplings required by our evaluation are obtained from other phenomeno-
logical analyses and are given in Table II.

The electromagnetic vertex of the positively charged pion is defined as usual [42]

(Tt ()| T (0) |7 (p1)) = eFy (k%) (p1 + p2)as (IL.5)

where Ji™(z) is the electromagnetic current operator and e the positron charge. The
pion form factor FY(k?) is a function of the squared momentum transfer k? (where
k = py — p1) such that FY(0) = 1.

Similarly, we will use the following expression for the electromagnetic matrix element
of the p* meson [43, 44]

<p+ (p27 E/)|Jf¢m‘p+ (pl; €>> =e€ E/ﬁ*Ea Faﬁua (1116)

where € and ¢ denote the initial and final polarization vectors, respectively. The tensor
A% factor has the following Lorentz structure [45, 46]

Po(k%) = (p1 + p2)* ¢*7 a(k?) + (9" k* — " k7) B(K?)
+ (p1+ )" KUKy (K?) = p g™ — p g (IIL7)
The last two terms in the above equation do not contribute to on-shell vector mesons

but are necessary to satisfy the Ward identities in the general case. The form fac-
tors a(k?), B(k?), and v(k?) are related to the static electromagnetic multipoles of



the p*(770) vector meson [47], respectively, as follows: a(0) = ¢ = 1, 8(0) = u and
v(0)=(1—p— Q)/me), where ¢ is the electric charge in units e, 4 the magnetic dipole
moment in units of e/2m, and Q the electric quadrupole in units of e/ mf). In this paper
we will assume the canonical values [48] a(0) = 1,5(0) = 2 and v(0) = 0. We will

comment later on the momentum transfer dependence of the form factors.

It can be shown that, after some intermediate algebraic steps (see Appendix A), all
the one-loop amplitudes corresponding to the diagrams in Figure 1 can be set into the

following factorized generic form

GrVua / d'k_ N
My = Cinl, - , II1.8
="/ “Ob [ Gnip, (IL.8)
where the subindex ¢ = a, b, - - - , g label the contribution of the diagrams in Figure 1,

and C(;) denote the product of couplings constants and (in some cases) meson propaga-
tors (see Appendix A).

It is interesting to note that after the loop integration, the Lorentz structure of the
amplitudes has an expression similar to Eq. (I1.2):

G Vu A ™ e. m A T e.m
M) = f/idﬁ“(—\/ﬁ)Kq;— T"qu) Fi™(s,w) + =g, Fyf™(s,w)| - (1119)

Note that the form factors generated by photonic loops are of order o and depend on

an additional variable u = (p; — p,)?, where the latter originates from the box diagrams
of Figure 1 9. The form factors for the total amplitude induced by electromagnetic
contributions are given by

g
Fioy = Z & oyay- (I11.10)

Before presenting the numerical analysis, some relevant comments on our computation
are in order. We have found that the triangular diagrams (b), (c), (e) and (f) in Figure
1, have divergent behaviour in the limit where the photon-hadron vertices in Eqs. (I11.5)

k%

and (ITL.7) are fixed at their zero momentum transfer values (k? = 0)**. In the vector
meson dominance model considered in this paper, the interactions of the virtual photon
with mesons are mediated by the exchange of vector mesons. Therefore, we will attach

a factor (m, is the mass of the p(770) vector meson)
2

-

m2 — k2

Fi(k?) = (I11.11)

¥ The explicit expressions for the Ciys hé), and D ;) factors are reported in the Appendix A. Similarly,
the expressions for the Ff;rmd}( 2 factors in terms of the Passarino-Veltman functions are provided in

Appendix C.
** Diagram (d) is finite and well-behaved even in this approximation. However, we consider, for consis-

tency, the g2 dependence of the pion vector form factor in the evaluation of our estimation.
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to the electromagnetic vertices of charged (p, ) particles appearing in Figures 1(b,c,f)
to describe their k% dependency. This factor is justified on the basis of many phe-
nomenological descriptions of data and renders finite the divergent loop integrals (see
for example [34]).

Similarly, for the diagram in Figure 1(e), we assume that the virtual photon coupling
in the p~ag, 7y vertex occurs via the exchange of an w(782) meson, the vector meson with
suitable quantum numbers to couple to the a, p~ pair, which introduces an additional

form factor F,

vaoy (%) = m2/(m? — k?) in the electromagnetic coupling.

IV. ELECTROMAGNETIC CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE TOTAL RATE.

In this section, we provide the results for the branching fraction of the G-parity
breaking contribution to 7~ — 7~ nv, that arise from the isospin breaking effects induced
by the exchange of a virtual photon. We compare our results with the contributions
due to the my — m, quark mass difference using the same model and approximations.
For completeness, we also provide an estimate of these electromagnetic effects for the
branching fraction of the analogous 7= — 7 7', decay channel.

For later comparison, we first re-evaluate the branching fraction that stems from the
m, —mg quark mass difference through the 7°n parameter €,,. For this purpose, we also
work in the framework of the meson resonance dominance model using the lowest-lying
resonance states. Following Refs. [13, 14], the correctly normalized vector and scalar
form factors that include the lowest lying and first excited resonances are the following:

FY4(s) = eyn 1{( r 1 Sy )] (IV.1)

X
L+ 8, [ \m2—s—im,T,(s)  m2 —s—imyly(s)

1 m2 ﬁaomz’
Fu—d e ao 0 , V.2
0 (8) = € X 1+ Bag [ (mgo — 5 — imgyLay(5) * ng) — s —img Ly (5) ] V2

where 3, ,, are, in general, complex parameters that describe the ratio of couplings of

0

the excited/lightest mesons to the weak charged current and to the 7~7" meson pair.

A similar expression, with €, — €, holds for the form factors of 7= — 77 n'v, decays.

In order to remain consistent with the approximation used in the loop calculations,
we will use a single resonance to describe the form factors, namely we set 3, = ,, = 0.
Therefore, the only energy-dependent widths required in Egs. (IV.1, IV.2) are the



11

following;:

T,(s)=T, <m_5)5/2 ( A(s, i, mi))fﬂ 8(s — 4m?2), (IV.3)

s A(m2, m2, m2
m2  A\Y2(s,m2 m?2
T4y () = Dy —2 (5,1, )

s AVE(mg,,my,m3)

0(s — (my, +my)?), (IV.4)

where 6(x) is the Heaviside functions and I, ,, the on-shell widths. In our numerical
evaluations, we use the masses and widths reported by the Particle Data Group [31],
except for the scalar meson, where we assume I'y, = (75 £ 25) MeV to cover the range
reported for this parameter in [31]. We also use the leading order expression for the
isospin mixing parameter, namely €,, = (1.34) x 1072 [13].

The values of the branching fractions obtained for the scalar and vector contributions
owing to m, — my quark mass difference are reported in the line denoted as ‘d — v’ in
Table III. The values in this Table for [13], differ slightly from the one reported in that
reference because we use the correct phase-space for the energy-dependent width of the
p(770) — 7mm decay.

Diagram |BR(t~ — m nv;)s | BR(r~ — n nv; )y | BR(t~ — m nv;)
(a) 5.14 x 107 6.14 x 1079 9.21 x 1079
(b) 0 3.87 x 1078 3.87 x 1078
(c) 1.00 x 1078 1.80 x 1078 2.81 x 1078
(d) 0 6.05 x 10719 6.05 x 10710
(e) 2.34 x 1078 0 2.34 x 1078
f) 1.48 x 1078 1.85 x 1078 3.33 x 1078
(g) 5.81 x 107 1.11 x 1078 1.46 x 1078

e. m. 1.64 x 1077 4.17 x 1078 2.15 x 1077
d-u 1.48 x 107° 3.21 x 1076 1.80 x 107°
d-u + e. m. 1.63 x 107° 3.86 x 1076 2.01 x 107

TABLE III: Scalar (S) and vector (V) contributions to the branching ratio (BR) of
T — mnu, from individual one-loop diagrams in Fig. 1. The last three rows denote,

the electromagnetic (e.m.), d-u quark mass difference contributions to the branching

fraction and their sum (d-u+e. m.); respectively.

The results shown in the upper part of Table III correspond to the contributions of

scalar (subindex S) and vector (V') form factors in BR(7~ — m nv,), generated by the

diagrams of Figure 1. We note that the sum of scalar and vector contributions does not
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add up to the total branching ratio in the case of Figures 1 (a) and (g) because there is
a small interference term between them that arise from the box diagrams (the induced
form factors depend upon (s, ) variables in this case). It is clear that the branching
ratios of scalar and vector contributions induced by the pure photon loops are smaller by
about two orders of magnitude with respect to the corresponding contributions induced
by the d — u quark mass difference.

When we add the form factors generated by both sources of isospin breaking at the
amplitude level according to Eq. (I1.4), we get the branching ratios for 7= — 7 v,
shown in the last row of Table III. The shift produced by the photon corrections in the
total rate becomes

IBR4_utem. () — BRa_u(7m1)|
BRd_u(TFT])

~ 12% . (IV.5)

Therefore, a measurement of the branching ratio of this decay at Belle II or at a 7-
charm factory with a ~10% uncertainty will require that all the effects of this order, in
particular the ones due to the virtual photon, are explicitly taken into account in order
to extract meaningful information on NP contributions.

Diagram | BR(t~ — 7n n'v;)s | BR(t— = 7 n'v;)v | BR(t— — 7 nv;)
(a) 8.72 x 10710 7.50 x 10710 1.45 x 1079
(b) 0 2.78 x 107 2.78 x 107
(c) 1.57 x 1079 2.16 x 107 3.75 x 1079
(d) 0 1.11 x 10712 1.11 x 1072
(e) 8.07 x 10712 0 8.07 x 10712
(f) 2.13 x 107 1.35 x 1079 3.48 x 107
() 6.85 x 10710 1.68 x 107 2.25 x 1077
Total e. m. 1.73 x 1078 2.91 x 1079 2.08 x 1078
d-u 5.76 x 1078 2.16 x 107 5.98 x 1078
d-u + e. m. 9.70 x 1078 8.65 x 1079 1.06 x 1077

TABLE IV: Same as Table III but for the 7= — 7~ n'v, channel.

Just for completeness, we also include the evaluation of the photon-loop contributions
to the analogous 7= — 7 n'v, decay. This decay is more suppressed than the nn~
channel due to the smaller phase space available and also because the threshold for
n'm~ production is above the masses of light meson resonances. The relevant couplings
entering the analogous diagrams in Figure 1 are shown in Table II. We use €, =
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(34 1) x 1072 [14] for the 7 — 7/ isospin mixing parameter. Our results'™ are displayed
in Table IV following the same convention as in Table III.

According to the results in Table IV, in the 'z~ channel the effects of the one-loop
photon contributions are more important than in n7~ relative to the one due to my—m,,.
When we add the effects of both sources of isospin breaking, the interference effects turn
out to be larger than in the 7~ 7 case:

[BRa—utem.('7) — BRa_u(n'm)]
BRy_u(n'm)

This result, however, should be taken with care because the exclusion of excited reso-

~ 78% . (IV.6)

nances involves two limitations: first, the 777’ system can be produced resonantly only
with the inclusion of higher resonances and, second, the current knowledge of the needed
1’ couplings is still poor.

We end this section to comment on our approximations: 1) we have included only
the lowest lying resonances in the calculation of the two sources of isospin breaking
contributions; 2) we are taking isospin breaking in the 7% — 1 — 7/ mixing parameters
at the leading order. This allows us to keep the consistency of our approximations.
The effects of excited resonances and next-to-leading order in mixing parameters can
be important, as shown in Refs. [13, 14]. More reliable information on the values
of masses, widths and relevant branching ratios of excited resonances is necessary to
account for these effects. We expect, however, that the relative size of form factors
induced by electromagnetic interactions and u-d quark mass difference would not be
largely affected.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The ‘second class’ current 7~ — m~nv, decay, forbidden in the limit of exact G-parity
symmetry, can be a powerful tool to constrain/observe the effects of NP that generate
effective scalar interactions at low energies [1]. To achieve this goal, better estimates of
the vector and scalar hadronic form factors induced by isospin breaking are needed.

In this work we have evaluated for the first time the photon-loops contribution to
this second-class decay, using a phenomenological resonance dominance model with the
lowest-lying vector and scalar resonances. We find that those photon contributions can
be as large as 12% (78% for the 77’ channel) of the total contribution. Thus, future

T Here we take the same expressions given in Appendix C by replacing the mass m, — m, and the

values for the relevant effective couplings.
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measurements of the branching fraction of the 7~ channel within a ~10% error would
require the inclusion of the photon-loop contributions calculated in this paper in order
to draw meaningful conclusions on possible NP contributions.

Our calculation can be improved by including the effects of the excited resonances.
Currently, however, the lack of reliable information on some of the relevant couplings
needed for loop calculations prevents us to include them in our calculations.
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Appendix A: Calculation of the form factors F{™ induced by a photon-loop

In this Appendix we relate the form factors that describe the hadronic matrix ele-
ments of 77 (p;) = 1(py)7 (px)v-(py) decay. As it will be shown below, the amplitudes
induced by photon loops can be written in a factorized form similar to Eq. (II.1). We
find it convenient to introduce first a simpler parametrization of the hadronic matrix
element as follows

Hy™ = V) {F¢™ (s,u)q), + F™ (s, u)qu } (A.1)

where ¢' = p, — pr, ¢ = p, + p=. Given the contribution of box diagrams, the form
factors acquire a dependence upon the variable u = (p, — p;)?. This set of form factors
is related to the ones used in Eq. (I1.2) by means of

Fym = Fom o 2o pem (A2)
Ao

In this appendix, we evaluate the form factors in the basis provided by Eq. (A.1) and
then compute the scalar form factor using Eq. (A.2).
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1. Contribution of diagrams (a), (e) and (g)

The amplitudes for these diagrams (i = a, e, g) in Figure 1 have the general form

GrVad -, / Ak L - By
va W) @emd Dy

where £, = @(py)7, (1 —75)[(pF + K) +m.]y,u(p-) is the leptonic tensor, and the O(«)
coefficients C; are the product of coupling constants and resonance propagators (see

M) = (A.3)

Appendix B). The hadronic tensors h‘(‘s have the following forms (see the definitions of
the four-rank tensors 7' and 7" in Appendix B)

h% = € pipops €1 s TR (A.4)
higy = k- (q+k)g" — K (k+q)"], (A.5)
hl(?) = € pipops € paps Tuamsssis (A.6)

Using the Dirac equation and the Chisholm identity we have the following identity ..
Cuw =17 [290 (0 + Do) + Quinak™] (A7)

where an0 = 9urdve + 9rv9puo — Juw9re +i€umro- The integral in Eq. (A.3) can be set as

/ R , / A%k h{,
@m)* Dy 7J (@2m)* Dy’

o [JT0 a7+ I 0+ S0+ i emned | (A)

Notice that the third term in the above expression vanishes owing to {,p;_ = 0. More-
over, the last term can be rewritten as follows

if 7 Cunad™d' P, = fiylo [(d - pv)a” — (¢ p0)d"] . (A.9)

Therefore, the contribution of diagrams (a), (e), and (g) in Figure 1 to the form factors
F$™(s,u) are given by

e.m C(l
F—I—(z): 167 2\/— +(z +f (qpu) ) F—(z): 167 2\/— .f(z (q pu) :

(A.10)

e.1m

# The Chisholm identity used here reads 7,717, (1 — ¥5) = @uwre¥’ (1 — 75)
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2. Contribution of diagrams (b), (c), (d), (f)

As it can be seen from a direct inspection, the amplitudes for diagrams in Figures
e
this case, are proportional to the loop integrals in Eq. (II1.8), namely (fori = b, ¢, d, f)

1(b, ¢, d, f) can be factorized as in eq. (II.1). The hadronic matrix elements in

/ ddk‘ h/(/;) _fn7r /u_'_fﬁﬂ " (A 11)
(QW)dD(i) BRALOKS NOEAE )

where the factors fﬂi) are given in terms of Passarino-Veltman functions (see below).
Then it is immediate to identify that
em %0

m o nw
Figy = 7167r2\/§ 4 (i) (A.12)

Appendix B: One loop amplitudes

In this appendix, we report the expressions of the factors h(;), D), and C(;) in Eq.
(IT1.8) that appear in the amplitudes for the different diagrams in Fig. 1. First, the
hadronic hg.) term in the integrand of Eq. (II1.8) are given as follows

h?a) - [29/““ (q + po)® + afriersk km} € papspis € poprps L0 THOHE, (B.1)
h?b) = 26" € s Qe (k 1 —g q') (q _2 q’)”“ (q —g q') " ke (B.2)
s
W = | gy — el (1 4 W)} THSHS (0) €, o bt THskioEs | (B3)

i P
oy = |k = 1| 40 = D (B.1)
higy = -2g’““ (q + py)p + afrizrst k:’“’} [k‘(q + k) Guips — ks (¢ + l{:)m] , (B.5)

[ qu q im,l,(s) , .
o = | Gupn — ‘;n:l (1 + %)] TFUSH2 (0 € i € s T757H645 . (B.6)
! P

Ry = 12" (q + py)"? 4 afrrrse kug} € papspe € poprus L0 o0, (B.7)

where we have defined the four-rank tensors

j j 0
e (5 (G (e
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n n n
THskTHGHs _ (%q/) ’ (ng/) ! <k+ QEQ/) 6kus ] (B.9)

The denominators that appear in the integrand of Eq. (II1.8) are the following

Doy = 2 Glh+ -+ pmn)GlE + 0.m,)G (+ 5L ) (B.10
Dy = k> G(k,m,)G (k+q_Tq,,m )G( 2q, ) , (B.11)
Doy = K Gk, m,)G(k + ¢,m,)G ( 4+ 4 + 7 ) (B.12)
Dy = k> G(k,m,)G(k + q,mq)G (k; + ) (B.13)
D@Zk”ﬂhdew+hﬂwG%+q+mﬂm, (B.14)
D) = k2 Gk, m,) G(k + q,m,)G ( -9 q ) (B.15)
D) = k* G(k + ¢+ p,,m;)G(k + ¢, m,)G (k‘ +— 5 mp) , (B.16)

where G(k,m) = k* — m?. Finally, the C; coefficients in Eq. (IIL.8) are of O(e?) as
expected and are given by
C(a) = —€ fp Gpwr Juryn, (B17)

mi € fp Gpwr Juyn
s —m2 +im,I'y(s)

C(C) = —C(b), (B.19)

2
M€ fp Ypavy Yaonm

Co) = , (B.18)

C _ B.20
(@) s —m2 +im,l,(s)’ ( )
2
Clo = —afotom e (B21)
ag ap-— ag
m?e -
Clpy = oo o O (B.22)

s —m2+im,l,(s)
C(g) = —¢€ fp Gppn 9pyrs (B23)
where f, is defined one line below Eq. (II1.4).

Appendix C: Loop Functions

We have used Package-X [49] to express our results. The definition and decomposi-
tion of the Passarino-Veltman functions reported here can be found in Appendix A of
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reference [38]. Our results are reported as follows

Diagram (a):

- 1
Z(a) -7 5(5Dgo1 + 8Dyo) + (A%ﬂ —&5)(Duiz + Diiz + Diga + 2D1a3 + Do

+ Diss + D13) — 36 Door + X (4Dgo — (D113 + 2D123 + 2D133 + Di3) + X
X (2Da3 — D133 — Ds3)) — X' (4Dgo — 4Dgo3 + X(2D23 + D33)) + X*Di33
+ Ay (2Dgo1 + 4Dgo2 + 4Dgos + X' (D113 + 2(D123 + Dis3) + D13)) + (Ayr

XX — X/S) (2D12 — D113 — D13 + 2D2 + 2D22 + 3D23 —+ D33) s (Cl)

- 1
Ty = 1 (3s — 5&)(Door + 2(Dooz + Doos)) + (A2, — €s)(Diiz + Diis + 3D12:

+ 6D123 + D12 + 3D133 + D13 + 2(Dagg + 3D293 + Dag + 3Da33 + 2(Doag

+ D33))) — x(4Doo3 — 4Doo + X (D133 + 2(Dazz + D33))) — 2A,:(Doo

+ 4Dgo) + X' (=4Doo + x(D33 — 2Da3)) + (X' Ayr — X&) (D113 + 4D123 + 2D15
+4D133 + D13 + 4Ds93 + 2Dgy + 8Dasg + 5Da3 + 2D5 + TDs3) + (sx’

— AyrX)(Diiz + 2D1ag + 2D133 + Dig + 2Dog + 2D33) + x*(Disz + 2(Dass

+ Do3) + 3D33)} , (C.2)

—1
[l = Y [24D003 + 5(4D133 + D13 4 4Dga3 + 8Dagsz + 2Dg3 + 6Ds3) + 24,1
X (2D133 + D1 + Dag + Ds3) + 4(s + Ay ) Diog + ED13 + (s + 24, + )

X Di13 + 2x(2D133 + 4Da33 + 5D33) + 2x'(2D133 + D33) | . (C.3)

Diagram (b):

T = —2m? s Dy, (C.4)
27(Tb) = 2mpAmD00. (05)

Diagram (c):
m> ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
fro = 7[) l(fs — A?)(Dy3 + Digg + Di12) — 2(A + 35) Doy — 4A Doz
+(—2A+3¢ - 55)13001} : (C.6)

fote) = % {(mi(GA + 56 — 35) + a(2A% + 35% — 5¢5)) Doo + 2(m§(5§ — 3s)
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+ a(2A% + 357 — 5¢5)) Doos + (M2(2A + 56 — 35) + a(2A% — BAE + 357
+3As — 5¢5)) Door + (m? — as)(€s — A?) (3D + 2Dasy + Do) + (€5 — A?)

x ((2m? — a(A +25)) D1z + (3m% — a(A + 35)) Digs + (m2 — a(A + 5)) Dipa) |-

(C.7)
Diagram (d):
f+(d mis Dl(s,mf],mi, 0;m2,5;0, Mg, My, m,),
oty = =y Di(s,mi,m2, 0;m2, 550, Mg, g, 1) (C.8)
Diagram (e):
f+(6) = Oa
fotey =m| —3mZDas — (2m2 + 5)(Das — 3D13 — 3D122) — (M2 + 25)
X (Ell - 3E112) - 355111 — 18(E002 + EOOI) + (S - m?.)bl . (Cg)
Diagram (f):
T = =l (mae < mg,my — my),
Ty = [l (ma < ma,mey = my). (C.10)
Diagram (g):
f = ()(mwﬁmn,mw%mp,u—)t)
T{g> = [ (M 4 My g = Mg, — ),
Foig) = =TSy (mn 4 my,my — my,u = t). (C.11)

In the above expressions we have defined ¢ = (p, — p,)? = m% +mZ 4+ m? — s — u,
€= (¢)? = 2m2tm2 —s), x =po-q = (m2—5)/2, X' = py-d = (2m+m?—5-2u) /2
and o = 1+1im,I',/s. Moreover, we use the following notation to define the arguments
of the Passarino-Veltman functions

D; =D, (m 2.0,m2; 8,u;0, My, my, M), (C.12)
D; = D;(m2, s, m2, 0;m2, m2; 0, ma, my, m,), (C.13)
D; = D, (m2 m2,s,0; s, m ; 0, My, My, my), (C.14)
D; = Di(s,0,m2;m2, 5,0, m,, m,, m,). (C.15)



[1]

2]

RG]

[9]

[10]

[12]

[13]

[14]

20

E. A. Garcés, M. Hernandez Villanueva, G. Lépez Castro, and P. Roig. Effective-field
theory analysis of the 7= — 7)1~ v, decays. JHEP, 12:027, 2017.

T. D. Lee and Chen-Ning Yang. Charge Conjugation, a New Quantum Number G, and
Selection Rules Concerning a Nucleon Anti-nucleon System. Nuovo Cim., 10:749-753,
1956.

Steven Weinberg. Charge symmetry of weak interactions. Phys. Rev., 112:1375-1379,
1958.

C. Leroy and J. Pestieau. Tau Decay and Second Class Currents. Phys. Lett. B, 72:398—
399, 1978.

S. Tisserant and T. N. Truong. 7 — Jdr decay induced by light quark mass diferrence.
Phys. Lett. B, 115:264-266, 1982.

A. Bramon, Stephan Narison, and A. Pich. The 7 — v;nm Process in and Beyond QCD.
Phys. Lett. B, 196:543-546, 1987.

A. Pich. “Anomalous” n Production in Tau Decay. Phys. Lett. B, 196:561-565, 1987.

J. L. Diaz-Cruz and G. Lopez Castro. Induced second class currents in tau decays. Mod.
Phys. Lett. A, 6:1605-1610, 1991.

V. A. Bednyakov. About G-parity violation in 7 — vmn decay. Phys. Atom. Nucl.,
56:86-88, 1993.

H. Neufeld and H. Rupertsberger. Isospin breaking in chiral perturbation theory and the
decays 1 — wlv and T — nmv. Z. Phys. C, 68:91-102, 1995.

Shmuel Nussinov and Abner Soffer. Estimate of the branching fraction 7 — n7~v;, the
ag (980), and non-standard weak interactions. Phys. Rev. D, 78:033006, 2008.

S. Nussinov and A. Soffer. Estimate of the Branching Fraction of 7 — wn/v,. Phys. Rev.
D, 80:033010, 20009.

N. Paver and Riazuddin. On meson dominance in the ‘second class’ 7 — nmv; decay.
Phys. Rev. D, 82:057301, 2010.

N. Paver and Riazuddin. On the branching ratio of the ‘second class’ 7 — n/7v; decay.
Phys. Rev. D, 84:017302, 2011.

M. K. Volkov and D. G. Kostunin. The decays p~ — nr— and 7= — n(n')7~ v in the
NJL model. Phys. Rev. D, 86:013005, 2012.

S. Descotes-Genon and B. Moussallam. Analyticity of n7 isospin-violating form factors
and the 7 — nmv second-class decay. Fur. Phys. J. C, 74:2946, 2014.

Rafel Escribano, Sergi Gonzalez-Solis, and Pablo Roig. Predictions on the second-class
current decays 7~ — 7 n)u,. Phys. Rev. D, 94(3):034008, 2016.



[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]
[32]

33]

[34]

[35]

21

M. K. Volkov, K. Nurlan, and A. A. Pivovarov. The second-class current decays 7 —
7 (n')vr in the NJL model including the interaction of mesons in the final state. Int. J.
Mod. Phys. A, 36(27):2150209, 2021.

B. Moussallam. Deriving experimental constraints on the scalar form factor in the second-
class 7 — nmrv mode. In 16th International Workshop on Tau Lepton Physics, 12 2021.
Yannick Meurice. Restrictions on 7 — nm~ v in two higss doublet models. Phys. Rev. D,
36:2780, 1987.

G. Hernéndez-Tomé, G. Lépez Castro, and P. Roig. G-parity breaking in 7~ — n") 7~ v,
decays induced by the 7~y form factor. Phys. Rev. D, 96(5):053003, 2017.

M. Artuso et al. Measurement of tau decays involving eta mesons. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
69:3278-3281, 1992.

John E. Bartelt et al. First observation of the decay tau — K nv, . Phys. Rev. Lett.,
76:4119-4123, 1996.

D. Buskulic et al. A Study of tau decays involving eta and omega mesons. Z. Phys. C,
74:263-273, 1997.

K. Inami et al. Precise measurement of hadronic tau-decays with an eta meson. Phys.
Lett. B, 672:209-218, 20009.

Bernard Aubert et al. Measurement of the 7= — na~ 7w~ v, Branching Fraction and
a Search for a Second-Class Current in the 7= — 7/(958) 7~ v, Decay. Phys. Rev. D,
77:112002, 2008.

P. del Amo Sanchez et al. Studies of 7~ — nK v, and 7~ — nn~ v, at BaBar and a
search for a second-class current. Phys. Rev. D, 83:032002, 2011.

J. P. Lees et al. Study of high-multiplicity 3-prong and 5-prong tau decays at BABAR.
Phys. Rev. D, 86:092010, 2012.

Kazuya Ogawa, Michel Hernandez Villanueva, and Kiyoshi Hayasaka. Search for second-
class currents with the 7 decay into mnv. PoS, Beauty2019:061, 2020.

W. Altmannshofer et al. The Belle IT Physics Book. PTEP, 2019(12):123C01, 2019.
[Erratum: PTEP 2020, 029201 (2020)].

R. L. Workman and Others. Review of Particle Physics. PTEP, 2022:083C01, 2022.

W. J. Marciano and A. Sirlin. Electroweak Radiative Corrections to tau Decay. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 61:1815-1818, 1988.

Jens Erler. Electroweak radiative corrections to semileptonic tau decays. Rev. Mex. Fis.,
50:200-202, 2004.

Roger Decker and Markus Finkemeier. Short and long distance effects in the decay
T — - (7). Nucl. Phys. B, 438:17-53, 1995.

A. Flores-Tlalpa, G. Lopez Castro, and G. Sanchez Toledo. Radiative two-pion decay of



[36]

[37]

22

the tau lepton. Phys. Rev. D, 72:113003, 2005.

A. Guevara, G. Lépez-Castro, and P. Roig. 7= — n”7~ v, decays as backgrounds in
the search for second class currents. Phys. Rev. D, 95(5):054015, 2017.

M. A. Arroyo-Urena, G. Hernandez-Tomé, G. Lépez-Castro, P. Roig, and I. Rosell.
Radiative corrections to 7 — m(K)v;[y]: A reliable new physics test. Phys. Rev. D,
104(9):L091502, 2021.

M. A. Arroyo-Urena, G. Herndndez-Tomé, G. Lépez-Castro, P. Roig, and I. Rosell. One-
loop determination of 7 — 7w(K)v, [y] branching ratios and new physics tests. JHEP,
02:173, 2022.

A. Bramon, R. Escribano, and M. D. Scadron. The eta - eta-prime mixing angle revisited.
Eur. Phys. J. C, 7:271-278, 1999.

Rafel Escribano and Emilio Royo. 7°-1-' mixing from V — Py and P — V' decays.
Phys. Lett. B, 807:135534, 2020.

A. 1. Titov, T. S. H. Lee, H. Toki, and O. Streltsova. Structure of the fgr photoproduction
amplitude at a few GeV. Phys. Rev. C, 60:035205, 1999.

Johan Bijnens and P. Talavera. Pion and kaon electromagnetic form-factors. JHEP,
03:046, 2002.

Jose F. Nieves and Palash B. Pal. Electromagnetic properties of neutral and charged spin
1 particles. Phys. Rev. D, 55:3118-3130, 1997.

Kaoru Hagiwara, R. D. Peccei, D. Zeppenfeld, and K. Hikasa. Probing the Weak Boson
Sector in eTe™ — WTW ™. Nucl. Phys. B, 282:253-307, 1987.

T. D. Lee and Chen-Ning Yang. Theory of Charged Vector Mesons Interacting with the
Electromagnetic Field. Phys. Rev., 128:885-898, 1962.

G. Lopez Castro and G. Toledo Sanchez. Gauge invariance and finite width effects in
radiative two pion tau lepton decay. Phys. Rev. D, 61:033007, 2000.

Stanley J. Brodsky and John R. Hiller. Universal properties of the electromagnetic inter-
actions of spin one systems. Phys. Rev. D, 46:2141-2149, 1992.

D. Garcia Gudino and G. Toledo Sanchez. Determination of the magnetic dipole mo-
ment of the rho meson using four-pion electroproduction data. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A,
30(18n19):1550114, 2015.

Hiren H. Patel. Package-X: A Mathematica package for the analytic calculation of one-
loop integrals. Comput. Phys. Commun., 197:276-290, 2015.



	- -  decay induced by QED one-loop effects
	Abstract
	Introduction
	The semileptonic - - amplitude 
	G-parity breaking induced by QED loops
	Electromagnetic contributions to the total rate.
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Calculation of the form factors Fe.m. induced by a photon-loop
	Contribution of diagrams (a), (e) and (g)
	Contribution of diagrams (b), (c), (d), (f)

	One loop amplitudes
	Loop Functions
	References


