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Resumen

En esta Tesis estudiamos el decaimiento 7= — 7 ("¢~ v, cuando la po-
larizaciéon del vector tau es tomada en cuenta, ¢ denota un electréon o un
muén. Nuestro principal objetivo en este trabajo fue obtener la amplitud
para este proceso, esto se llevd a cabo satisfactoriamente en el capitulo 4 y
en el apéndice A. Nuestros resultados para la amplitud seran incluidos en el
generador Monte Carlo TAUOLA usado por la colaboracion Belle(-11I).

Este proceso requiere un conocimiento del vértice W*~y*n~ en el cual tanto
el boson W como el foton son virtuales. Estudiamos dicho vértice usando
una teoria efectiva denominada Teoria Quiral de Resonancias.

Para las integraciones numeéricas se usé la rutina vegas en Fortran. Encon-
tramos algunos resultados como los BR para el caso no polarizado (como una
prueba de consistencia) y los BR correspondientes a una direccién particular
del vector de polarizacién del leptén tau 5. Usando estos BR encontramos
asimetrias de polarizacion para las diferentes contribuciones a la amplitud
polarizada.



Abstract

In this Thesis we study the 7= — 7~ ¢* ¢~ v, decays in the case where the po-
larization of the decaying tau lepton can be measured, ¢ denotes an electron
or a muon. Our main goal in this work was to obtain the amplitude for this
process, this was successfully done in chapter 4 and appendix A. Our results
for the amplitude will be included in the Monte Carlo generator TAUOLA
used by the Belle(-1I) collaboration.

This process requires knowledge of the W*y*n~ vertex in which the W
boson and the photon are virtual. We study such vertex using an effective
field theory called Resonance Chiral Theory (RxT).

For the numerical integrations we used a vegas routine in Fortran. We
found several results like the unpolarized BR for the process (as a consis-
tency check) , and the branching ratios corresponding to some particular
and simplified cases for the direction of the tau polarization vector 5. Using
these branching fractions we found polarization asymmetries for the different
contributions to the polarized amplitude.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The 7 lepton is the only lepton that can decay into hadrons, this property
makes the study of the 7 lepton crucial for the understanding of the fun-
damental interactions of nature. In fact, due to its importance, there is a
complete area of specialization in particle physics called 7 physics, whose
purpose is to study in detail 7 lepton decays and interactions, this makes the
tau lepton privileged, in the sense that one can study the hadronization of
QCD currents in a clean environment where the electroweak part of the pro-
cess is under good theoretical control, which makes semileptonic tau decays
an ideal arena to learn about low-energy strong interactions.

This thesis studies the 77 (p,, s) = 7 (p)¢T (p+, s+ )0 (p-, s-)v-(q, s,) de-
cays in the case where the polarization of the decaying 7 lepton is taken
into account. The £*¢~ denotes an electron-positron pair (e”et) or a muon-
antimuon pair (u~u™).

Our goal in this work is to calculate the total amplitude for the process
mentioned above, we found this in chapter 4, where we wrote the amplitude
in a compact form (the full expression for this amplitude is shown in ap-
pendix A), then we use our result for the amplitude to obtain the branching
ratios for some particular cases in the direction of the polarization vector §
and to study polarization asymmetries in these particular cases.

It is important to mention that the analytical expressions that we ob-
tained in this work will be included in the Monte Carlo generator TAUOLA
used by the Belle IT colaboration, this will help the experimentalists in the
simulation of backgrounds for the analysis of tau physics in the Belle II ex-
periment.

The organization of the Thesis is as follows: in chapter 2 we briefly de-
scribe the standard model of particle physics; in chapter 3 we point out some
of the motivations for studying this decay and its importance in the search
for new physics; chapter 4 is the heart of this Thesis, and as I wrote at



the beginning of this section, it deals with the calculation of the amplitude,
branching ratios, and polarization asymmetries for the process we are con-
cerned with; chapter 5 is about some simplifications in the Levi Civita terms
in our amplitude; and finally we state our conclusions in chapter 6.



Chapter 2
The Standard Model

The standard model of particle physics (SM) is a theory that explains with as-
tonishing precision the electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions. That
is, it describes three of the four fundamental forces of nature. It only fails at
explaining gravity, which has not been incorporated in the theory yet.

The success of the standard model is notorious due to its predictive power,
in fact the part of the SM that explains the electromagnetic interaction, the
so called Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) is known as the jewel of physics
because it is the most precise physical theory that we have. Fortunately for
the young (and not so young) physicist the SM is not the end of the story,
there are unanswered questions and big challenges that are waiting for new
ideas.

Rigorously speaking the standard model is a quantum field theory that is
invariant under transformations of the SU(3). x SU(2), x U(1)y group. The
part invariant under the SU(2), x U(1l)y group refers to the electroweak
theory and the part invariant under the SU(3). group refers to Quantum
Chromodynamics. I will describe each of these in what follows.

The following two sections will be written based on reference [1].

2.1 Electroweak theory

As T wrote previously the electroweak theory is invariant under the SU(2), x
U(1)y group. This theory is also a chiral one, which means that left-handed
and right-handed spinors are not treated in the same way, this particular
feature of electroweak interactions makes this theory so special.

The Lagrangian density for the Electroweak Theory is written as:

E - Ef + Acgauge + £¢ + ‘CYUICCLUJCL ) (21)



where the terms in the right hand side refer to the contributions due to
fermions, the gauge bosons, the Higgs boson, and the Yukawa term respec-
tively. The gauge terms are,

1 i Vi 1 v
Lysuge = =7 Wi W' = 7B B (2.2)

The terms W/, and By, are respectively the field strength tensors for SU(2),
and U(1) and are given by the following equations:

Wi, = 8,Wi — Wi — g™ W, W, i jik = 1,2,3 (2.3)
B, =90,B,—-0,B,. (2.3b)
The Lagrangian for the scalar Higgs field is,

L= (D"6) Dus — V(9), (2.4)
ot
¢O

The full expression for the gauge covariant derivative that appears in (2.4)
is shown in the following equation,

where, ¢ = is a complex scalar field called the Higgs field.

9o = .9
DNQS = (au + Z§T . WM + ZEBM)QS . (25)
The potential V(¢) in (2.4) is called the Higgs potential and is given by the

following equation,
V(g) = 1’9o + A(6T¢)?. (2.6)

For ;2 < 0 there will be spontaneous symmetry breaking and the vacuum
expectation value of (0|¢°|0) will generate the masses of the W and Z bosons.
The Lagrangian corresponding to the fermions denoted as Ly is

3
£f = Z [QmLiQOL + szilDlmL + EmRZ’lDumR + EmRildeR ( )
e 2.7

+ ﬁmRilDVmR + EmRilDemR] )

where, ¢, = (Zm), and l,,,;, = (Z_”) are SU(2) doblets and up,g,dmpg,Vmr

m m
and e, , are singlets. The m subscript labels the family, as far as we know
there are just three families so m = 3.
I have to say that right-handed neutrinos are not part of the standard
model, so v,z should be absent above, however they are included in some

8



extensions of the SM. Probably the main application of right-handed neutri-
nos is as candidates for explaining neutrino masses.

The full expressions for the gauge covariant derivatives in (2.7) are given
in the following equations,

/

Dz, = (9, + i%?- W, + i%BM)qu , (2.82)
Dyl = e, — il
pbmL = (GM + 257' : WM — ZEBM)ZWL s (28b)
g/
D, uppr = (0, + 2i§Bu)umR, (2.8¢)
g/
D, dnr = (0, — igBu)dmRa (2.8d)
D emr = (0, —i¢'B,)emn (2.8¢)
D“VmR = 8uVmR . (28f)

From (2.7) we can see that right-handed and left-handed spinors are treated
in different ways.

2.2 Quantum Chromodynamics

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is the theory that describes the strong
interactions. The basic ingredients of this theory are quarks and gluons,
quarks come in six different flavors: u, d, c, s, t, and b, each of which can
have three different colors: Red (R), Green (G), and Blue (B), there are eight
different gluons (G*,7 = 1,...,8) which are the force mediators, and there is
also a gauge coupling (gs) that determines the strength of the force.

The QCD Lagrangian is given by the following equation:

6

1. . ,
Locp = —ZGLZ,GWZ + Z@r[llp —mylq,, (2.4)

r=1
where:

G, =0,G, - 0,G!, — gs fiuG,GL, i 5 k=1,..8 (2.5a)

and o
D, =0, + z’%)\ZG’ . (2.5b)



From the QCD Lagrangian we can see that QCD is a non-chiral theory,
that is, right-handed and left-handed spinors are treated on the same footing,
and from (2.5a) we can also see that gluons have self interactions due to the
fact that the structure constants are not zero. This is a consequence of the
non-abelian theory of the SU(3) group.

2.3 Non perturbative QCD

Perturbation theory is the favorite tool of high energy physicists for making
calculations in particle physics. It works very well most of the time, however,
it is well known that one cannot treat perturbatively low-energy QCD phe-
nomena due to the fact that the strong coupling constant «; is greater than
one (in fact it blows up) at low energies making perturbative calculations not
treatable in this regime.

This feature of strong interactions is related to an effect called asymptotic
freedom which states that at low distances (compared to the size of a proton)
the quarks inside of it behave as free particles while at distances of the order
of the size of a proton or greater the quarks are strongly coupled to each
other making energetically favorable to create g pairs instead of separating
the corresponding free quarks, this is called confinement.

In figure 2.1 we can see different measurements for the a, coupling com-
pared with the QCD prediction, there we can appreciate easily the phe-
nomenon of asymptotic freedom.

We can also see from figure 2.1 that at the scale of mass of the 7 lepton
as(M;) = (0.32775:01%) [2] and below (Q = 1.77 Gev), o, grows rapidly, so
that the perturbative calculations are not an option in this regime. In section
4.4 we will explain how to handle this problem.

10
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Figure 2.1: Measurements of the a; coupling as a function of energy Q (ex-
perimental dots) compared with QCD prediction (solid lines).
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Chapter 3

Motivation for the study of the
T~ = 1 {T{ v, decay

In this chapter we will discuss the motivation for the studying of the 7= —
70t 0 v, decay, but first we will explain the importance of 7 physics in the
next paragraph.

The 7 lepton has the peculiarity of having an enormous mass (M, =
1.777GeV) compared to the other leptons (e, and p~), this peculiarity al-
lows the 7 lepton to decay into hadrons, these decays are called hadronic
or semileptonic decays and are fundamental to study QCD at low energies,
which is not well understood in the Standard Model. This makes the study
of the 7 lepton the perfect tool to explore some connections between leptons
and quarks that cannot be explored with the muon (u) or the electron (e),
the 7 lepton is also a good candidate in the search of new physics (for ex-
ample some possible decays of the 7 lepton can be studied to look for lepton
flavor violation as I will mention below). For this and many other reasons
the study of 7 decays is crucial in particle physics.

The calculation of the branching ratio for the 7= — 7~ ¢*¢~ v, decay and
its measurement are important for the following reasons [3]:

e (Clean enviroment for the study of low energy hadronic interactions

e Important for the study of 7 — 7myr, which is notable background for
7 — py (due to mis-ID of m — p). 7 — myv is also important in the
search of 7 — mnr because the 1 can be detected in its desintegration to
two photons, so that one can confuse the photon in 7 — 7yv together
with another photon with the signal of a n particle. I must say that
there are mexican physicist working in the search of 7 — mnv, so the
work done in this Thesis is an important background for them

12



e 7 — ("¢ 7wy, is also background for 7 — ¢~¢~¢" (again due to mis-ID
of m— 1)

e Chiral perturbation theory predicts the branching ratio of the 7= —
70t {~ v, precisely for high energies of v,. Its confirmation is important

e Search for long lived Sterile neutrino [4, 5]

[T

Figure 3.1: Possible sterile neutrino interaction.

The conclusion of the previous comments is that it is important to study
this decay because it is background for several processes in the search of new
physics (lepton flavor violation, sterile neutrinos and genuine second class
currents, for example).

Charged lepton flavor violation, sterile neutrinos, and genuine second
class currents are three hot topics in high energy physics nowadays. The
observation of any of these would represent evidence of new physics, that
is why there is too much effort and excitement in the high energy physics
community in the search of these phenomena. Now we will describe briefly
these three topics.

It is well known that neutrinos oscillate, so that there is no doubt that
lepton flavor violation is real, but there remains the question if the same oc-
curs in the charged lepton sector. The decays 7= — p~y, and 7= — £~ (£
that we wrote previously do not conserve lepton flavor. These and any other
charged lepton flavor violating decay have never been observed in nature.
The standard model does not incorporate such interactions, so observations
are consistent with the standard model so far, but in principle there is noth-
ing that prevents this kind of decays.

As far as we know all neutrinos are left-handed, and all antineutrinos are
right-handed, this property makes neutrinos special, they are not like the
other particles which can have both right-handed or left-handed helicities.
On the other hand we know that neutrinos have a non-zero mass because

13



this is requiered to explain the phenomenon of neutrino oscillations. The ab-
sence of right-handed neutrinos would require that its mass is generated in a
way which differs to the one that governs the rest of massive particles. The
questions of how neutrinos aquire mass and why it is so tiny remain open.
The search for rigt-handed neutrinos is an active area, they have never been
observed so far, which again is in accordance with the standard model. If
right-handed neutrinos existed, they would interact only via gravity, that is
why they are called sterile neutrinos. This property makes these hypothetical
particles good candidates for dark matter.

At this point we have not mentioned the importance of polarization ef-
fects in the analysis of this decay. In what follows we will comment about
additional observables that can be studied taking into account the polariza-
tion of the 7 lepton.

The main reason for doing this Thesis work is to calculate the amplitude
for the process in the case where the polarization of the 7 lepton is taken
into account. This is important because the results that we obtained will
be included in the Monte Carlo generator TAUOLA used by the Belle II
colaboration, and they will be helpfull in the simulation of backgrounds for
the analysis of 7 physics in the Belle II experiment.

A measurement of this process will also help us in the understanging of
low-energy QCD, in fact this decay is a perfect scenario for testing different
models for the calculation of the form factors involved in the process. The
model we used in this work for that purpose is called chiral perturbation the-
ory (including resonances). Here, polarization effects will be of fundamental
importance because in this way we have more chances to test theoretical re-
sults (in addition to the unpolarized case, we have more freedom to study
many possible polarization cases) by comparing with experiments. In section
4.5 we calculated several branching ratios corresponding to different direc-
tions of the polarization vector (§) in this process, and with those BR we
obtained some polarization asymmetries. These results could be a possible
route for testing chiral perturbation theory in the near future. We have plans
for studying this polarization asymmetries more deeply in a continuation of
this work, so that we can have more theoretical results for the experimental-
ists to compare with.

14



Chapter 4

Polarization effects in
T~ = 1 {T{ v, decays

4.1 Calculation of the amplitude for the pro-
cess

There are five Feynmann diagrams contributing to the amplitude in this pro-
cess as can be seen in figure 4.1: the first three are model independent, and
together they contribute to the so called inner bremsstralhung (IB) ampli-
tude, the other two diagrams depend on the model we use for describing the
vertex v*Wr~, and for this reason the amplitude corresponding to those is
called model dependent (also called structure dependent, because it corre-
sponds to the non point-like part of the interaction) amplitude.

L (i
() v (B

W -

Figure 4.1: Feynman diagrams for the 7= — 7 ¢/~ v, decay
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The amplitude for diagram (a) in figure 4.1 is,

pe— K+ M,
(pr — k)? — M2

. . b, v
Mgy = =iGrVie* Frpu5(a)y" (1 - 75)( )7 upr) - (41)

The amplitude for diagrams (b) and (c) in figure 4.1 is,

Mipr = —iGpV e’ F “% ((Qp(p—+%)2 - guu>ﬂ(Q)(1 +9° ) u(p,) . (4.2)

p+k)?—m;
We can check gauge invariance in the case of the real photon by substituting
i—: — €” in the total inner bremsstrahlung amplitude, this must vanish when

e —k,
1iE>I}IC<MIBT + M]Bﬂ-) =0. (43)

The model dependent amplitudes are given by the following equations,
udﬁ

My = —Gr Fy(p -k, k)€ kD" 07" (4.4)

. . 2€? y v
Ma =iGrVi b (FA(p kK [(K+p - k)g™ — k)

22 | g _ PR
+ B(k%)k [9 2 2p-k T s

(4.5)

where we have used ¢, := u(p_)y,v(p+) and 7, = u(q)y.(1 — v5)u(p,) as
short for the electromagnetic and weak spinor currents.

4.2 Modulus squared of the amplitude

As T have argued before, the aim of this work is to calculate the branching
ratio of the 77 (p,, s) = 7 (p)* (py, )¢ (p-, s-)v-(q, s,) decays in the case
where the polarization of the decaying tau can be measured. Conventions for
momenta and spins will be used as just indicated in the following. The total
amplitude for the process is the sum of the amplitudes corresponding to the
inner bremmstrahlung and the structure dependent contributions, including
the vector and axial vector form factors, which is shown in the next equation:

M=M;g+ My + My, (4.6)
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where each of the contributions is given by the following equations:

o2 Ipht I — fhyt
p +p7%7

Mip = _ZGFdezF M-, u(q)(1 4 7s5) - k+ k2 k2—2p -k u(pr),
(4.7)
o2
MV = —GF udeFV(p k k} )prokp 0[”7’” (48)
2e ? 2 2 v v
My =iGpV) — % C,| Falp-k, k%) [(k +p-k)g" —ktp }
(4.9)

22 | g _ PR
B(k )kf |:g k2—|—2pk 7_,u,7

where again, we have used ¢, := u(p_)vy,v(p+) and 7, := @(q)7,.(1 —vs5)u(p,)
as short for the electromagnetic and weak spinor currents. For the calculation
of the branching ratio we need the square of the amplitude in equation (4.6),
which is given by the following expression.

M = [Mp | My P+ Ma*+2Re(Mp M) +2Re( M p M) +2Re( My MY

(4.10)
I will work the different pieces of this amplitude in what follows. I will start
with M;p. From equation (4.7) we have:

(Mgl —GF2|Vud|2 E2M 2 [ua(p-)y,0(p-)][@(p- )y 0(p4)]'

{ﬁ(q)(l +75) ( % _215 : TR ,;p: ;p;f’)-/uk>U(pT>‘|

{ﬂ(q)(1+75)(2p'2]f:_ o sz_huk)u(m)y. (4.11)

k% — 2p7‘ :

I will simplify equation (4.11) using the following identities:

> " [a(a)Tyu(d)][a(a)Tou(b)]" = TrTy(gh + mp)Ta(ph + ma)],  (4.12a)

spins
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> " [a(a) ()] [@(a)Tao(b)]" = Tr(Ty(gh — me)Ta(pe + ma)],  (4.12b)

Z [0(a)T1u(d)][0(a)Tou(d)]’ = Tr[Ly (g + mu)Ta(ph — ma)],  (4.12¢)

spins

where: Ty = VOFQT’yO.

So using the identities stated before we can easily simplify the following
term in (4.11):

Dt =Y lalp)yoe)llap-)no(p:)]

spins spins
= Tr[vu(ph — me) T (pL + )] (4.13)
= Apup— + Prvb—p — Gu(me® + p_ - py)].
— 40,

In the following we will be summing over the v, £~ and ¢* spins, but not
over that of the decaying 7—. The results for the unpolarized case, where
the sum over spins affects all four fermions can be found in [6, 7]. We have
verified this result as a check of our calculation. Equation (4.13) is one of the
terms we need as a consecuence of working equation (4.11). We can easily
see from (4.11) that there will be another 9 terms as a result of each of the
products, I will denote each of these terms with 17, Ts, ..., Ty:

ZSV,SH_,SZ_ |MIB|2 = 4GF2|VUd|ZZ_ZFW2M72 Zi:l ..... 9 irilwglw'

When we have a definite polarization in one of the particles involved in the
process (as is our case with the 7 lepton) instead of summing over spins we
have to make the following substitution,

u(p, s)u(p,s) = (p +m) <1 it 754) ) (4.14)

2
v Aptp” 1+ 754
o P _
L (4.15)
= Gk 0T M)
) 16
=Tl = p kR 2(p-p) (p-p-) =1° (s -p—+m3)] [pr-qg+Mys-q] .

(4.16)
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ER ey ;])Jlgli g By TNt M) ()0

_ 16p"pt
~@pk+ k) (R —2p, -

P [pr g+ M,s-q|.
(4.17)
16

= T = o g =, ey e M d]
(0 p-)(pr D) =P DDy - p— +mi) + (0 i) (p- - p-)] -
(4.18)
e fffgf? ap, Ry )G M) (FF)rr
-8

= o kTR0 ) PR @) P (oK) DR (0 ) pragip e

+ M, (= ip"kxsaque™™ + p's” (k- q) — p"q" (k- s) + p"K" (s - q))] -

(4.19)
8

(2p - k+ k) (k* —2p; -
+ (k- p)(pr - @) + thupupradoe™ ] + (k- p)(p - p4) (0= - @) — (k- q)(p - p+) (p- - Pr)
—(k-p-)-p+)(pr-q) = (k- a)(p-p-)(p+ - pr) + (k- pr)(p-p-)(P+ - q)
— (k-ps)(p-p-)(pr - @) — i(p - P4 )kpD-vpraGe" = i(p - p-) kD, Dr Al
8 M.

= T3, = A [(m po+m)(k-q)(p-p-)— (k-p)(p-q)

Ep,l/)\o

e E T =2 B (e -p-+m)k-9)(p-s) = (k-5)(p-q)
+ (k-p)(s- CI)—Zk'upuqxsof“””]+(k-8)(p-p+)(p--Q)—(k-q)(p-m)(p—-S)
—(k-p)p-pe)(s-q)— (k- @) p-)(ps-5)+ (k-s)(p-p-)(ps-q)
—(k-p)(p-p)(s- @) +i(p- Pk @r50€" +i(p - p_)kups, drso€"7 | .
(4.20)
o ApipY 1+ 754
T = 1_62pT_k>2Tr[(1+75)(gt+MT)< 5 )(1—75)51] o)
= _g;]jf e [pr-q+ M.s-q].
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3} 16
= Tl = o ke 12(p-p1) (p-p=) —P° (P4 p—+m7)] [pr-q+M:s-q] .

(4.22)
v Aprp” L+ 758
T3" = 7 Tr((1 _
5 (2p - k + k2)(k2 — 2p, - k) r[(1+5) (g + MT)< 5 )(1 Vs )d]

_ 16pZp”

= (2p_ k_+,k2)(k2 _»2pT _k)[pT Q'+’A4}S q].
(4.23)

16
T IWE v = . MT .
= 1576, (2p-/€—|—k2)(l€2—2p7-k)[p q-+ S q]

(0 p-) - ps) =P 0rps D + M) + (0 p4) (P )] -
(4.24)

v 1'+'75
T — st

A Tl ) o+ M) ()M = el

_8 y va
(2= 2p, k)2 [pip2(k - q) — pq”(pr - k) + PEE (Dr - @) + iDraquplhne™

+ M, (pts” (k- q) — pq” (k- s) + k" (s - @) — ipPkasaqe™™)] .

(4.25)
3
(kQ _’2pT 'k)Q

+ (k) (s - @) (- - pr) + (k- po)(py - pr) (0 - @) — (k- p-)(ps - pr) (D - q)
EMVAJ

= Te"l,,, = [(p+ - +mg) (k- q)p2 —2(k - q)(p+ - pr)(p- - pr)

EMVAJ

— (k- p3)(pr - p=) (07 - @) — i(Dr - D4 ) kPP 1Yo —i(pr - D) kD s Dr 2o

g e p- DIk D) = (k9o a)

(k- p:)(s - q) — ikupr,rso€™ ) + (k- 5)(pr - p) (- - @) — (k- Q) (7 - p4) (P - 5)

(k-p)pr-pe)(s-q) — (k- q)(pr-p-)(ps - 8) + (k- 8)(pr - p-) (D1 - q)

— (k- p)(pr - p-)(s - @) +i(pr - p1)kup-0GrSo€"7 +i(pr - p-) kDt ANSo
(4.26)

euuAU )
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2p"k
2k + ) (2 —2p k)
B -8
C (2p- k4 k2) (k2 -2
+ M (ip" kasaque™™ + ps" (k- q) — p"q" (k- 5) + "k (s - q))] -

"= - Tr{(1+ 7s)7 (i + MT)(1 +275¢> (1= 75)4]

Apab

by k) [p"v (k- q) — p"¢"(pr - k) + 'K (pr - q) — ipraqep” kre

(4.27)

8
(2p -k + k?)(k? — 2p, - k)
+ (k- p)(pr - q) — ikupupragee” 1 + (k- p) (- 1) (p— - q) — (k- Q) (p - p4)(p— - pr)
—(k-p_)p-p)(r-q) = (k-Q)(p-p=)(p+ - p-) + (k- pr)(p-p-) (P4 - @)

— (k- p)(p-p-)(pr - ) +i(p - pr)kup—vPrrgee™ +i(p ~pf)kup+ypmqaeuw]

[(m p—+m{)[(k-q)(p-pr) — (k-p:)(p-q)

= T7'LW€W, =

T - I 0l = (k- 5)(p-a)
+ (k-p)(s- Q)+@kuPVQASa€W/\U] + (k- s)(p-p)(p--q) = (k- @) (p-ps)(p- - 5)
—(k-p )@ p)(s-q) = (k-q)(p-p-)(ps-5)+ (k-5)(p-p-)(ps - q)
— (k- p) (- p-)(s- @) = i(p - P1)kup-0@r5e€" = i(p - p- )k, dr5o€" |
(4.28)
R =—Ga—op. 0p _217273 k,)gT?“[(l+75)7A7"(17t+MT)(1+%$>(1—%)%]
—8 Apab

= o ) [P (k- q) = PYa" (pr - k) + PYR" (Pr - @) — iDraephine

+ M, (s (k- q) — (K - ) + PPRH(s - @) + ip kasagoe™)] .
(4.29)
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= 15"l = m [(m -p-+m§)(k-q)p? —2(k - q)(ps - p-)(p- - pr)

+ (k)04 - @)= - ) + (k- po) (04 - 0-) (0= - @) — (k- p-) (p+ - p-) (7 - @)
— (k- p4)(pr - p=)(0r - @) + i(Pr - D) kuD-0Dr G € + i(pr - P-) kD, Dr Al
SM,
(kQ - 2p‘r k
k) (s q) + ikupr,axnso€™ ] + (k- )(pr - p) (- - @) = (k- @) (pr - p+)(p— - 5)

(
—(k-p_)pr-pi)(s-q) = (k@) (- -p_)(p+ - 5) + (k- s)(pr - p-) (P4 - q)
( 6,ul/)\cr

E,uu)\a

[0 p- R Q- 5) — (k- 5)(p )

—i(pr 'pf)kuer,,q}\Saﬁija] :
(4.30)

— (k- p3)(pr - p=)(5-q) — i(pr - P+)kuP—1 xS0

1
(k2 —2p, - k)?
. 4
(k2= 2p, - k)? [
+ z( koo™ - 2k Drpkalee ™ — K2prpgee™™ + 2(p; - k,)k,aqbeuuab)]

v _
Ty =

1+ 754
2

Trl(1+ 35 " g+ Me) (22 ) 7K1 = 35)4]

— Tk = 29" (p, - k) (K - q) + 4k pl (k- q)

4M
T _ Q/u/ 2 2 v . . 4 77 )
T (/{72—2p7~/{:)2[ k g" (s k)(k-q)+4k"s"(k - q)
+ Z.(2k”k’afllascﬁyabc — 2k oy 5e€" " + ks 4 2(s - k)kaQbe“V“b)] )

(4.31)

In the previous equation, we introduced following the short-hand notation
™ =pl¢" +pid" — g"p- - q. (4.32a)

QW =stqg" + s"q" — g"'s - q. (4.32b)
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(k> — 28pT k)2 (s -+ md)—k(ps - @) + 20k - pr) (k - )

+ K (ps - p-)(pr - q) = 2(k - pr) (k- @) (p+ - p=) +2(k - p-)(k - q)(p - pr)
+2(k - pe) (k- @) (p= - pr) — K (p+ - @) (p= - pr) — K*(p4 - 7)) (p— - Q)]

b g (e o+ R ) + 20 )6 )

+ k2 (ps-p-)(s-q) = 2(k - s)(k-q)(ps - p=) +2(k - p_)(k - q)(p4 - 5)

2k p )k ) 9) — K)o 5) — K- 5) - )]
(4.33)

= Ty"l,, =

Substituting the terms 7} to Ty in equation (4.11) and taking into account
the symmetric character of ¢, we have the following result for |M IB|2:

THY |2 Apiq” (py - k
Mipl® = 1662V, 2 . 2M3€w[— CESTRTRRTE _22];_ <)( 2+)2 5
L Ao k) 29 (pr - K)(k-q) Aptpy(k - q)
(k> —2p.- k)2 (K> —2p.- k)2 (K> +2p- k) (K> —2p, - k)
~ Aptpt(k - q) 8p"p%(p- - q)
(k% —2p; - k)* (K> +2p-k)(k* — 2p; - k)
LAt (e q) | Aprpi(pr - )
(k> +2p-k)*>  (k* —2p; - k)?
Qv k2 dptq” (k- s)
M~ g @, DR
L Argt(kes)  29m(k-s)(k-q) Apts”(k - q)
(2 —2p, k> (=2p, k)2 (K +2p-k)(k>—2p, - k)
75" (k- q) 8p"py(s - q)

(K2 —2p, k)2 (K24 2p- k) (K — 2p, - F)
Ap"p” (s - q) Aptpi(s - q) )}
(K2 +2p- k)2 (k2 —2p, - k)21
(4.34)

We can simplify some of the contractions worked out previously, for example
we can easily see that the terms in 73"/, and T5""¢,, corresponding to the
Levi-Civita symbol will cancel each other in the sum, exactly the same occurs

23



when we sum the terms 75"¢,,, and T3""/,,, so that we obtain the following
simplifications:

I pv _ 8

13", + T, = @k + B2 (2 — 2p, k) [(p+ cp—+m)[(k-q)(p-p-)

—(k-p)p-q)+ (k-p)p-- @)+ (k-p)p-ps)(p--q)

—(k-q)(p-py)p--pr) — (k-p )P p+)Pr- Q)

—(k-q)p- )4 )+ (k-p) (- p=)(p+ - @) — (k- py) (- p-)(pr - q)
SM.

2p -k + k2)(k2 — 2

(k-p)(s-@)+ (k-s)(p-pe)p--q) — (k-q)(p-pi)(p--s)

(k-p)p-pe)s-q)—(k-q)(p-p-)(ps-s)+(k-s)(p-p-)(ps - q)

— (k- p)pp)(s-a)].

by - k) [(IM oo +m)[k-q)p-s)— (k-s)(p-q)

(4.35)

Te"l,, + Ts" L, = m [(m -p—+mg) (k- q)p?
—2(k-q)(p+ - p-)(p= - p-) + (k- pr) (04 - Q) (0= - pr) + (k- p7) (P4 - 2-) (p- - @)

— (k-p )+ p)(pr - @) — (k- py)(pr - p-)(Pr - @)

gy 0 p- DIk D) = (k9o -a)

(k- pr)(s- @)+ (k- s)(pr-p)(p- - a) = (k- ) (pr - i) (p- - 5)

(k- p-)(pr-p)(s-a) = (k- q)(pr - p-)(p+ - 5) + (k- 5)(pr - p-)(P+ - q)
—

k-p)np)(s-a)].

(4.36)

These cancellations are due to the fact that the imaginary part of (T3 +
Ts)" is antisymmetric in (i, v), while £, is symmetric in these indices. The
same reasoning applies to the imaginary part of (77 + Tg)"”.

We can also simplify the contractions corresponding to the terms 75 and
T5I
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32
T ° MT :
(2p - k+ k) (k%2 —2p, - k) [p q+ Mrs q}

(P p-)Pr - ps) =P pe(py - p— +m) + (- p1)(pr - p-)] -
(4.37)

We cannot simplify the other terms, so the amplitude corresponding to the
inner bremsstrahlung is just the sum:

Ty, + 151, =

4
Z Mpl* = 4GF2|Vud|2%FTr2M72 T/ - (4.38)

SuySp+5Sy— =1,...,9

Its explicit expression is presented in appendix A.

Now I will work out the element >
we see that:

IMy|?. From equation (4.8)

SusS gt 5Sp—

4
6 / ’
|MV‘2 - GFQ’V“d’2y|FV(p -k, k2)|2€,U«/l//p’o'/€uypgkppgkp p° X

[@(p_ )7 o(p)][ap- )y v(p)] Tal@)r* (1 = vs)ulp-)][a(@)r" (1 — ys)ulp.)]
(4.39)

The part corresponding to the electromagnetic current has been worked out
previously in eq. (4.13). We just need to calculate the part corresponding to
the weak current:

T

37t = S (g (1 — s ulp)lata)y (1 - vs)ulp,)]

Sy Sy

I (4.40)

=T (1 =55 (e + M) (=52 ) (1 + 2574
= A[TH 4 ipr gy P — M (4 is,qpe )]

4
S 0 Myl S16GE VL F (0 )Pk 5 17 0
S84 ,8y—
[t — MY
(4.41)

We note that k?pk? p ¥ is symmetric under exchange of the pairs (p, p'),

(0,0"), and (v, v'). This would require symmetry under the exchange (u, 1’)
as well. However, e**'® is obviously antisymmetric under this exchange,
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which implies that the terms with a Levi-Civita symbol in eq. (4.40) do not
contribute to the eq. (4.41).

For the element ) |M4|* we have from eq. (4.9):

SUsS g+t >Sp—

> IMu = 4GF Vg 2;—1 >0y T

SusS gt sSp— spins Sy

. 2 2 X 7 22 NI 2\ 1.2 uy o (p+ k)ﬂpl’
{Fa b ) [0 - 0 = 0] 4 BODR [ - (BTN
k(o 2 2 . W' o v x(1.2\1.2 | pV (p+ k)#/pyl
{FA(p k:,/f)[(k +p-k)g E*p ]+B (k*)k {g Erok |
(4.42)

Substituting equations (4.13) and (4.40) in (4.42) we have:

2 2 2 et
Z |MA| = 64GF |Vud| ﬁguu’x
SU,SEJF,SZ,
(T + z’piqbewlab — M, Q,,, — iMTs“qbeW/ab)A“”A“/”/ ,
(4.43)

where:

w k)M
E2+2p-k|
(4.44)

A" = Fa(p-k,k*) [(k* +p-k)g" — k'p"] + B(E)K |g

Now I will work out the interference terms in the square of the amplitude
given by eq. (4.6):
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Z Q%G(M[BMVT) =
S,/,SEJr,Se,

62

2 %, —
_2%6(—¢GF JdﬁFwMTf“ﬂ(q)(l—l—%)[ Tt T MY

2p-k+k?  k2—2p, -k

62 )
{—GFVudﬁFV*(p ke, K2V kp,po,zi,rj,} )

= 2Re

4
G|V |5 e M ( > Mi,) Fy*(p -k, k)77 kg

spins

(Z[a(qm+75)“(PT>]WQ)W(1—%)U(pT)]T[ < }

2p-k+k*  k2—2p, -k
= D [B@) A+ )] [8(@) 30 (1 = 5)u(r)] [ﬁ} >] |
(4.45)

Now using trace techniques we can simplify the spin sums as follows:

> [a(g) (1 + s ulp)[a(g) v (1 = y5)u(pr)]'

opins L (4.46)
= Trl(L 4 3) g+ M) () (Lt )]

D [a(@) (1 + 75)mee(po)][alg) v (1 = 35 )ulps)]!
spins (4.47)

= Tr[(1 +v5) 77 + M) (1 +275$> (L4 75)vwd] -

Substituting equations (4.46) and (4.47) in equation (4.45) we obtain the
following expression for ) 2Re(M; B./\/lvT):

spins

4
Z Z%G(M[BMVT) = — 32GF2|Vud2|%F7rMTX
Sy (4.48)

SN

Sm|Fv*(p- k, k)0 e Pk ypor Vi |
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where:

’ ]. / / / / /
' - {(q ) (pT“ (2bp* — ak™) + ag" (k - p,) — ap,* (k“ _ QPT“) R kpf>
a
+ gt Pras (ak" — 2 (apt + bpt)) — aM g (k-q)— ag”’ (k-s)(pr-q)
+ agh (k-q) (pr-s)+ aM k¥ g — aMkrg" + iaMe 'k — qgt st (k- pr)
—ag"s” (k- pr) — apl s (k- q) + apt's” (k- q) + apt’q" (k - 5) + apliq" (k - s)
+akt's" (pr - q) + ak"s" (p- - q) — ak™'¢" (p- - 5) + ak"q" (p- - 5) + iaple’™®*
+ djag” et Prs 4 jast eRPTa 4 g (k-p.) hr'as 4 2aMp’T‘q“l — 2apﬁs“/ (pr - q)
— 2ap,"q" (p, - 5) + 20Mp'q" — 2bp"s" (p - q) — 2bp"q" (p; - 5)
(4.49)

In the previous equation, we introduced the following short-hand nota-
tion:

a=k+2p-k, (4.50a)
b=k —2p, - k. (4.50b)

For the term > 2Re(M;pM') we have:

spins
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Z QRB(MIBMAT) ==
SusSptySy—

2
« &

At 2 _ 1Y

2p-k+k* k2 —2p,-k u(pr)

2¢?

{ —iGrVua 75l {FZZ(p ke, k) (K + - k) g — Kwpi]

+ k’) /p,//
B2 | gy — P Fwepe | L
+ ( ) |:g/»‘ kQ + 2p ] ,I{} T:u

2 2 264 V/'|‘
=2Re | — Gp?|Va®| 7 Fa M, >t

spins

* 2 2 ¥ 1.2\ 1.2 (p + k)wpv
{FA(p'k‘,k‘ ) [(K + - k)G — kpis] + B (K?)k {g—m“

2p -k +k? k2 —2p,-k

(ZW@“+%>u<m>][a<qw’<1—wum)f[ R }

= 3 [alg) (1 + As)narulp)l @y (1 - s)ulp,)] [k:—l;mm |

(4.51)

We do not need to do too much to compute this interference term be-
cause we have worked out all we need previously, we just use equations (4.13),
(4.46) and (4.47) to obtain the following expression:

4
> 2Re(MpMuT) = —64GF2]Vud2\%FﬂMJM”/éRe[A*M/V/VW] ,
SusSp+,Sy—

(4.52)

where A, and V' are given by equations (4.44) and (4.49) as we have
defined them before.

Finally I will work out the term 3 2Re(MyM4T):

spins
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2 2 2
= Z 2%6( GFde2F (p k k2 )6#,,pgkp UKVT“|:—’LGFVud € —

k2
SusS gt sSp—
w0112y [ (1.2 AV T w(12\1.2 | v (p + k) wp” ot
{FA(p kK7 [(k‘ +p- k) — kup ]+B (K)k {9,/ Errren I

= 2Re

iGp \Vud2| ( Z "t ) (ZT“T’N) €upo k"D By (p - k) k?)

spins

* . 2 2 . v v * 1.2\ 1.2 v <p+ k)/i/pl/
{FA(p k k) [(k‘ +p- k)G — kup ]+B (k)k {gw EErraaidE

(4.53)

We do not need to do too much in this term either. Using (4.13), (4.40)
and (4.44) we obtain the following result:

226

> 2Re(MyMyT) = — 263Vl

SuySp+Sy—

~7 (40)Sm | Fy(p - b k) €yupr k"

*

A[TH i quet — M (M 4 iSaQbGWIGb)]AZ/’
(4.54)

4
= ) 2Re(MyMT) = — 64GF |vud| S| Fy(p -k, k) e mpek’p”

50,84 1S p—
[T“”/ + Z’pmqbe““lab = MT(Q“”I + Z’Saqbe“"/“b)]Azl/*
(4.55)
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4.3 Kinematics

The decay we are analyzing is an example of a one to four body decay. In
these kind of decays it can be shown [8] that the square of the amplitude
|M|? can be written as a function of five independent variables. The choice
of these variables is not unique, so we are free to choose a convenient way we
find. We follow the convention used in [8, 6], which states the following:

s19 = p2y = (p + ¢q)?, The invariant mass of the pion-neutrino system

s34 = p3; = (p— + py)? = k?, The invariant mass of the lepton pair
e

01, the angle between the neutrino trajectory and the 3-momentum
vector k' = p+ ¢

05, the angle between the trajectory of the £ lepton and the 3-momentum
vector k in the rest frame of the center of mass of the lepton pair.

¢, The angle between the planes of the pion-neutrino and the lepton
pair systems

The kinematic limits for these variables were calculated in [8] and are given
by the following expressions:

(2my)* < s34 < (M; — my)? (4.56a)
(ma)® < s12 < (M; — \/531)° (4.56b)
—1 < cost 3 <1 (4.56¢)
0<¢<27 (4.56d)

Finally the branching ratio can be written in terms of the five variables
defined before as is shown in the following equation [8, 6]:

X -
dl’ = ﬁ\./\/l|2d512d534sin(01)dﬁlsin(ﬁg)d93d¢, (457)
where:
2 4 _9 2
P2 = Vsty + s = 25y : (4.58a)

S12
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Nz Ry v
P31 = P51~ ol ; (4.58Db)

S34
X — \/8%2 + S§4 + M;_l — 28122834 — 2812M3 — 2834M3 ' (4580)
From conservation of energy and momentum we have that
pr=p+p++p-+q. (4.59)

When the decaying particle has a definite polarization (as is our case with the
tau lepton) |M|? depends on the polarization four vector (s) of the decaying
particle, in addition to be a function of the invariants formed with all the
four independent momenta available (among p., p, p1,p— and ¢ in our case).
Then |M]|? will also be a function of products like: p- s, p; - s, p_ - s, and
q - s, this can be seen in all the expressions that we found for the different
contributions to |M|? in the previous chapter and in appendix A.

With the purpose of calculating p-s, py-s, p_-s, and ¢q-s, it will be convenient
to construct a specific reference frame in which I will find definite expressions
for the four momenta p., p, py, p_, and ¢, I will follow the technique used in
[9].

To simplify things I will do the following substitutions:

pr — P, p— = p1, p+ — pa, p = p3, and ¢ = ps, My — M.

First, I will choose the reference frame as the rest frame of the decaying
particle, then I will choose the z-axis along the direction of p; (the three
momentum of the particle with p;), and finally T will choose the x-axis in
such a way that p3 lies on the x-z plane. The four momentum ps, and p, will
be found using the previous ones.

With the conventions stated before we get the following expressions for the
four momentum,

P =(M,0,0,0), (4.60a)

p1 = (Ey,p1) = (E1,0,0,pi]), (4.60b)

pa = (Ea,p3) = (Ea, |pa|sing, 0, |p3|cosf) , (4.60c)
ps = (E3,p3) = (E3, a3, b3, ¢3) , (4.60d)

pa = (E4,p1) = (B4, a4,bs, c4) (4.60e)

s = (0, as,bs,c5), (4.60f)

where M is the mass of the decaying particle, 6 is the angle between the
z-axis and the p; direction. The components a;, b;, and ¢;, i = 3,4 will be
calculated using the energy and momentum conservation.
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s is a polarization vector, so we have the following constraint (s> = —1 =

51 =1),
(a5)* + (b5)> + (c5)° = 1. (4.61)

The energies Ey, k = 1,2,3,4 can be calculated as follows,

_ Dbk
M )

And Ey = M — Ey — Ey — E5. For |pi|, |pi], cosf, and sinf we have,

E, k=1,23. (4.62)

L))
Ip1| = e mi| (4.63a)
[P )
p2| = e mj| (4.63D)
EvEy — p1 - p2 (P p1)(P - p2) — M?p: - p
cosf) = = = 1o
P1||P2 [((P p1)? — Mzm%) ((p L p2)? — Mzm%)] 2
(4.63c)
sinf = [1 — 00529]% . (4.63d)
For c3 and ¢4 we have,
E\E3 —pq -
cg = 1493 _‘pl ]937 (4.642)
|p1]
o E\Ey—py-ps  Ey(M —Ey—FEy—FE3) —P-py+mi+pi-p2+p1-ps
4 = = = = .
|91 |pi]
(4.64D)
For a3 and a4 we have,
EsEs —po - p3s — % 0
4= 2B by cs|pa|cos 7 (4.652)
|p3|sind
_ EyEy — py - py — cy|pa|cosd
a4 = ——
|p3|sind
_ Ex(M —Ey— Ey— E3) —py - P+ p1-pr+m3 + p - ps — calpa|cost
|p2|sind '
(4.65D)
Finally for b3, and by, we have the following expressions,
by = [E2 — a2 —c2 — m%]% : (4.66a)
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by = [Ei—ai—ci—mi]% =[(M — B, — By — E3)? —ai—ci—mi]% . (4.66Db)

Now we have everything we need, the four momenta P, py, ps, p3, and py
can be written in terms of the Lorentz invariant quantities that we found

previosly, as it is shown in the following equations,

P = (M,0,0,0), (4.67)
|: M2 P. D1 %
P-p P-pr mi
_ 4.68
b1 M ) Oa 07 M2 9 ( )

M? P-pi P-po 2

P-p m% P1- D2 {Mz P']h}

» P-py P-ps pr-pa m3 0 P-p. pi-po
2= VAR - sy Uy T 1
M |:]\J2 Pg)1:| ) M2 P'p1 3

Feprmy Py ol
(4.69)

P.

p3 = (Tpg7a3vb3ac3) 3 (4703)

where ag, b3, and c3 can be written in the compact form,
M? P-p; P-ps
P-m m% P1-P3
P. . .
P2 P1-DP2 P2-P3 (4.70b)
M?*  P-p

as =

=

5 =

[\V]
[N

D=

M? P-pi P-ps P-p3
P-p m% P1-P2 P1-P3
P-py pi-pa my p2-p3
B P-p3 pi-ps p2-p3 mj (4.70¢)
M?> P-p P-p, '

P-p m% P1 - P2
P-py p1-po m%
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M? P -ps
P-pi p1-ps

o, )

The term p, has the same form as p3, we just need to replace 3 — 4.

The previous expressions can be further simplified noticing that m; = my =
my, and m3 = 0.

I have to calculate polarization effects, these will be given in terms of p - s,
p_-S, py-s, and q-s, these terms can be easily calculated using the expressions
obtained previously, once I define a direction for the polarization vector. I
will simplify things by choosing this polarization vector orthogonal to p”,
and p;, so that p_-s =0, and p, - s = 0, then the explicit form of the vector
sis, s = (0,0,1,0), given this form, the products p - s, and ¢ - s are given by
the following equations:

(4.70d)

C3
M>  P-p
P-p m%

p-s=bs. (4.71)
Equation (4.59) fixes the value of ¢ - s according to,

q-s=—p-s=—bs. (4.72)

At this point we have succeeded in finding all the products between the po-
larization four vector and the available momenta in terms of invariants. Now
it is time to write those invariants as fuctions of the variables we chose at
the beginning of this section, that is si9, s34, 01, 03, and ¢. Here I will follow
the conventions used in [8]:

Piy = s12, (4.73a)
D3y = 3, (4.73b)
qiy = 2(m3 +m3) — s12, (4.73¢)
G3y = 2(m3 +m3) — s34, (4.73d)
P12 iz = M3 —mj3, (4.73e)
P34 - G3a = i —m3, (4.73f)
D12 - P34 = %(MZ — 812 — S34) (4.73g)
m2 — m2
P12 - @34 = —X B34c0803 + fpu P34, (4.73h)
m2 — m2
P34 - Q12 = X Pracost + #plg D34, (4.731)
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2 2012 2 2 2

12 * 434 :m15:2m2 m38;4m4 + S:2m2 X B34c0805

+ B12034[P12p3acoshicosls — /S1253481n0;sinb3c08¢)] (4.73))

MX Biacosty

534
eagv(;p%p&qkqgél = —/512534 3120348106, sinf3sin¢ , (4.73k)
where,

Pi2 = p1+ P2, (4.74a)
P34 = P3+ P4, (4.74D)
di2 =P1 — P2, (4.74c)
434 = P3 — P4 (4.74d)

4.4 Form Factors

In section 2.3 we mentioned that we cannot use perturbative QCD to make
calculations, this is because the o, coupling grows rapidly at the energy scales
involved in the process that we are studying. There are other alternatives to
handle this problem. I will follow the tecnniques used in references [10, 7, 6],
the approach they use is an effective field Theory called Resonance Chiral
Theory (RxT) that I introduce briefly in the following.

The basis of this approach comes from the seminal paper by Weinberg [11],
where it is put forward that one can choose the most convenient degrees of
freedom for the problem at hand and -provided all their symmetries are im-
plemented in the corresponding Lagrangian- the predicted observables will
be the most general ones consistent with axiomatic field theory properties
(analyticity, perturbative unitarity, crossing symmetry and cluster decompo-
sition) and the symmetries of the problem. From this point of view, the key
is then to correctly identify the symmetries of low-energy QCD, to which we
turn next.

In the limit of massless quarks (which is a reasonable approximation for the
light u, d and s quarks) the QCD Lagrangian exhibits a global symmetry
under the independent rotation of the left- and right-handed quark compo-
nents, the so-called chiral symmetry. As a consequence of this symmetry
meson states with opposite parity would have the same mass, a feature that
is not seen in the hadron spectrum. In order to understand this, one must re-
member that there are two ways of realizing a symmetry: in the Wigner-Weyl
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way the symmetry would be apparent in the spectrum; while in the less in-
tuitive Nambu-Goldstone way, it will not. This seeming paradox comes from
the fact that the symmetry group of the Lagrangian (G) is not shared by
the vacuum state of the theory, which only has a subgroup of it (H € G)
as a symmetry. In this case the Goldstone theorem applies, stating that for
each broken generator of GG, there will be a massless spin-zero state, the so-
called Nambu-Goldstone boson. If that has anything to do with the absence
of parity doublets with similar masses in the lightest meson spectrum, the
latter should include massless spinless particles. Although this is not exactly
the case, the pions stand out as being much lighter than any other states,
which supports the conjecture that they are the pseudo-Goldstone bosons
associated to the spontaneous symmetry breakdown of chiral symmetry (in
the two-flavor u and d case). Pions are light but not massless because the
non-vanishing vacuum expectation value of the light-quark condensate (gq)
and because of the explicit breaking of chiral symmetry given the small light-
quark masses.

Based on these ideas, Chiral Perturbation Theory was developed as the
quantum effective field theory dual to QCD at low energies by Gasser and
Leutwyler in the mid eighties [12, 13]. Tt is built using the lightest pseudo-
Goldstone bosons as dynamical fields (7% and 7° for two flavors and adding
K% K° K¥* n when strangeness is included). The perturbative expansion is
organized in powers of the squared momenta/masses of these fields over the
chiral symmetry breaking scale, which is slightly above the GeV, warranting
a good convergence of the perturbative series, specially in the two-flavor case.
Chiral Perturbation Theory has been extended to next-to-next-to-leading or-
der both in the even- [14, 15] and in the odd-intrinsic [16] parity sectors.
The tau mass is, however, larger than the chiral symmetry breaking scale,
making Chiral Perturbation Theory insufficient to describe the hadron form
factors entering their semileptonic decays. Following Weinberg’s theorem, we
should add to the Chiral Perturbation Theory Lagrangian the next heavier
states (the lowest-lying light-flavor resonances) as explicit degrees of free-
dom. This brings in an associated problem: since the momenta and masses
of these resonances are of the order of the chiral symmetry breaking scale,
the expansion parameter of Chiral Perturbation Theory is no longer useful
in its extended version. Solving this issue is still an open problem. Nev-
ertheless, the large-Ngo limit of QCD [17, 18, 19] applied to a theory of
mesons [20] has yielded many interesting results resembling very much its
phenomenology. Because of this, Resonance Chiral Theory [21, 22] adds to
the pseudo-Goldstone bosons of chiral symmetry breakdown the ligthest res-
onances in such a way that Chiral Perturbation Theory results are recovered
at low energies and the 1/N¢ expansion allows to extend them to the GeV
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region (and also offers a deeper understanding of the n and 1’ meson sys-
tem). A fundamental requirement within this program is the fulfilment of
the short-distance QQCD constraints on the relevant Green functions and form
factors [23, 24]. For more details on Chiral Perturbation Theory including
resonances one can consult e.g. refs. [25, 26].

The effective lagrangian is [10, 7, 6],

F? v A v
Lryr = Lwzw +£xm 4 —(uut 4 xy) + 2\/—< w [+ F@%wfﬁ )

Gy
—H\/_ Vi’ +§ P+§ dOVVP+§:)‘OVAP7
(4.75)

where f{ = uF"ul £ u' Ff"u and Fj, are the field strenght tensors asso-
ciated with the external right and left handed auxiliary fields. All coupling
constants are real, and My is the mass of the lightest vector meson resonance
nonet.

The parameters introduced in the previous equation are defined as follows,

w, =i [u (9, — iry)u —w(d, — il )u'] , (4.76a)
e = ulyu' £ uyu, (4.76b)
X = 2Bo(s +ip), (4.76¢)
\%WO Tt K+
)= | ™ Tt K (4.76d)
_ —0
K K —%778
i
u(p) = ex P(x 4.76e
(0) = cop | o 0(0) (4760
where 7, {,, s, and p are external fields that promote the global SU(3); x

SU(3)r symmetry to a local one.
The explicit forms of the O operators is shown in the following equations,

OVip = €upe ({V*, FI}V o) (4.77a)
O% 1 = €ppo LV, £ 1V ). (4.77b)
OV yp = i€upo (V™ 7 IX) (4.77¢)
Ovyp = i€upe (V" [F27,X4]) (4.77d)
O%/JP = EMVPU<{VOIVMV7 ia}u(r) ) (4'776)
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O b = Cppo ({V V27 1ul) (4.77F)

OV sp = €ups ({VIVH, 17 ) . (4.77g)
Opap = (V" Awl x-) (4.78a)
Opap = W[V, Al B) (4.78b)

O ap = [V, A 1), (4.780)
Opap = i{[V* Vi, AL ), (4.78d)
OY ap = i{[V Vi, A0 (4.78¢)

where h,, =V, u, + V,u,.

Obyp = g ({VI*, VP IV qu”) (4.799)
Obvp = t€upe ({V", VP Ix-) (4.79b)
OV p = Cupe({ VoV, VP07 (4.79¢)
Ovyp = Cupe({VIV VP Yy (4.79d)

The structure-dependent form factors that appear in the amplitudes in equa-
tions (4.8) and (4.9) can be obtained from the feynman diagrams shown in
figure 4.2 and figure 4.3.

Figure 4.2: Vector current contributions to the W=* — 7w~ ~* vertex.
Figure 4.3: Axial-Vector current contributions to the W= — 7= ~*
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The vector form factor Fy (¢, k?) is given by the following equation,

N, 2V2F
Pjv(t7 ]{32) = _247T2F 3F M‘V; |:(CQ —C1 — C5)t —f- (05 — C1 — Cy — 803)m3r + 2(06 — C5)k2:|
cos® sin?6
1-2 1+ v2cotgd)|
[Mg — g, V) g e g, (U VReots?)
2¢/2F
+ B?MV D,(t) [(cl — ¢y — 5+ 2c6)t + (c5 — ¢ — ¢ — 8¢cz3)m2 + (co — ¢ — 05)k2]
mMy
ARy 2 2
+ 5D, (1) [dg(t 4 AK?) + (dy + 8dy — dg)mﬂ]
cos?0 sin?0)
1 —2tgh 1 — V2cotgh ]
[M; ——anr, V20 i g, Vet
(4.80)
where,
1
D,(t) = 4.81
Al yrrs yA (4.81)
and,
sM 1
06) = s 03006 = ) 4 pob(os —am)| . (452)
is the decay width of the p(770) resonance with o,(s) = /1 — 4”;’% (ref. [27]).

We will assume the ideal mixing case for the vector resonances w and ¢ in
any numerical application:

2 1

w1 = cosbw — sinf¢p ~ \/; — \/;qb (4.83a)
. 2 1

wg = sinfw + cosfp ~ \/;cb + \/;w (4.83b)

Similarly, the axial-vector form factor Fy4(t, k?) is given by,

F2 G F?
Fae. ) =4 (1-232) D) = 1000
T v T (4.84)
+ B D ) D, (- A2
V2F,
where,
\/5)\0 = —4/\1 - /\2 - % - )\5 s (485&)
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and,

A
V2N = Ny — 74 — 5. (4.85b)

Finally for the B(k?) form factor we have [28],

FoFp ™ |,(k?) — 1
k? ’

B(k?*) = (4.86)

where FF'™ |, is the I = 1 part of the 7+7~ vector form factor, and has the
following form [29],

(mH(p)m (po)[uyu + dy"d|0) = (py — p- )" Fy ™ (k). (4.87)

The arguments in the form factors are t := (p + k)% and k? = (p, + p_)%

4.5 Results

At this point we have finished the analytical calculations in this work, now
we need to do some numerical analysis in order to predict observables like
the branching ratio of the process.

After the decay we have four particles: the lepton-antilepton pair, the
pion, and the neutrino. The momenta of the lepton and the one for the
antilepton define a plane, similarly the momenta of the pion and the one for
the neutrino also define a plane, so we can build two (in general) different
planes for the process. The direction of the polarization vector (§) can point
anywhere, there is not a preferred direction, but to simplify things we will
choose the direction of this vector in convenient ways.

First we analize the ideal case where the momenta of each of the four
particles (p, p+, p—, and ¢) lie on the same plane with the polarization vector
§ perpendicular to that plane, this simplify things considerably because in
thiscase p-s=p,-s=p_-s=¢q-s =0, so that the part of the amplitude
that depends on the polarization vector almost vanishes as can be seen in
appendix A, the only terms that survive are the levi civita symbols. I have
to say that this simplified situation is almost impossible to occur in reality,
but it is important to mention for completeness and because it would be the
cleanest enviroment to isolate polarization effects.

There is another situation even more restrictive than the previous one
in which polarization effects disappear completely, in this case the momenta
of each of the four particles not only lie on the same plane but in addition
they are all collinear, two of them in one direction, and the other two in the
opposite direction, again with the polarization vector perpendicular to all
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four momenta, this makes that the survivor levi civita terms in the previous
paragraph vanish in this case, having as a consequence that the amplitude
does not depend on the polarization vector § at all.

Taking into account the comments of the previous paragraph we see that
to maximize polarization effects, any of the four momenta must be parallel,
in fact we will study the case where p}, p~ and § are orthogonal, we will
follow the convention of section 4.3, there we fixed the values of the vectors
p_, and § as shown in the following equations,

po=(0,0,1p-]) = |7-|k, (4.88)

§=(0,1,0)=7. (4.88b)

Now we can fix the value of p; because we want it to be orthogonal to p_
and S, a convenient way to choose it is,

P = (Ip+1,0,0) = [p4|i. (4.88¢)

With this assumptions the scalar triple products that come from the Levi
Civita terms (appendix A) take the following form,

Py - x § = — [ [|7-|151 = |71, (4.89a)
P x§=p- (=|p-||51) = =|p_[p- i = —|p"|as (4.89Db)
PPy x 8= 5 (|54 [[31k) = (5415 k = [Dy]es (4.89¢)

where ag, 3, p—, and py are given by equations (4.70b), (4.70d), (4.63a), and
(4.63b) respectively.

With the purpose of studying polarization asymmetries we will define one
observable, we denote it as A,,, and it is defined in the following way,

-1~

Apy = ———— 4.90
G R A (4.90)

where I'* denotes the branching ratio when §'is pointing in a direction called
arbitrarily the up direction, and I'~ denotes the branching ratio when § is
pointing in a direction opposite to the one defined for I'*, called the down
direction.

It is important to point out again that for simplicity we are studying the
case where p_, p,, and § are orthogonal. For this case, the results of our
observable are discussed in what follows.

In table 4.1 we show the branching ratios for the different parts of the
process (IBIB,VV,AA IB —V,IB — A,V — A) for the polarized and un-
polarized cases when we have a muon as a product. I B stands for the inner
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Table 4.1: Different contributions for the branching ratio for the polarized

and unpolarized cases (¢ = p).

Non polarized 7 | Polarized 7 (%1) Polarized 7 (’71) Apol
IBIB 1.582x 10" 1.224x10°7 1.938x10°" -0.23
VvV 6.219x10~7 6.508x10~" 5.920x10~7 0.047
AA 1.033x107° 9.246x10~" 1.142x107° -0.105
IB-V 1.386x107° -1.470x107° -1.449%x 1077 0.007
IB-A 1.036x10~" 1.337x107" 7.46x1978 0.284
V-A -2.774x 10719 -2.896x 10719 -1.929x 10710 0.200
TOTAL | 1.939x10°° 1.684x107° 1.857x107° -0.049

Table 4.2: Different contributions for the branching ratio for the polarized

and unpolarized cases (¢ = e).

Non polarized 7 | Polarized 7 (%1) Polarized 7 (_71) Apol
IBIB 1.456x107° 8.553x 1076 2.035%x107° -0.408
VvV 1.167x107° 1.131x107° 1.138x107° -0.05
AA 2.13x107° 1.294x107° 2.438x107° -0.31
IB-V -2.121x107®
IB-A -8.521x10~" -6.261x10~" -5.806x 10" 0.042
V-A 2.374x1071Y -1.1x107? -4.602x107° -0.614
TOTAL | 1.7x107° 1.03x107° 2.334x107° -0.38

bremsstrahlung contribution, V' stands for the vector contribution, and A
stands for the axial contribution. Here we also show the total branching
ratios for the polarized and unpolarized cases (when ¢ = ).

Similarly for ¢t¢~ = e*e™, we have table 4.2.

The errors coming from the integrations are small (at least 2 orders of
magnitude less than the reported values in the tables) in almost all cases,
except for the IBV part for the polarized cases when ¢ = e, there we have
some numerical problem, that is why I do dot report that quantity in the
table above, fortunately the IBV contribution is supresed, so we can just
ignore it and sum the other contributions.

To give an idea of the dependence of the branching ratios on the model
used for the calculation of the form factors in table 4.3 we show the central
values for the branching ratios in the unpolarized case (just as the second
column in table 4.1 above) and the branching ratios for the unpolarized case
when we vary the parameters 20 % for the case of the muon.

As a final comment, I must say that we want to extend this work in the
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Table 4.3: Comparation of the central BR with the BR corresponding to a
variation of 20 percent in the model parameters for the unpolarized case.

Central (¢ = p) | 20 %variation (¢ = u)
IBIB 1.582x10~7 1.582x10~"
VvV 6.219x10~7 2.541x10~"
AA 1.033x107° 6.755x10~"
IB-V 1.386x107% -5.576x10719
IB-A 1.306x 1077 -2.394x1077
V-A -2.774x 10719 -2.285x 10719
TOTAL | 1.939x1076 8.490x10~7

near future. We are interested in studying polarization asymmetries with
less restrictions in the directions of the momenta and the polarization vec-
tor, we will explore polarization asymmetries that come from triple products
between §, a vector in the plane of the charged leptons, and another vec-
tor in the plane formed by the pion and the neutrino, we will also explore
the asymmetry that comes when we replace k% with the energy of the pion.
Those are just some of the things in our future plans.
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Chapter 5

Levi Civita simplifications

In chapter 4 we calculated |M]|?, there we obtained simplified terms for each
of the components of this amplitude. The full expressions for |[M|? can
be found in appendix A, there we can see some terms with 4D Levi-civita
symbols, in fact we find the following combinations:

PrPPES (PrPP—5 (PrDP—s (Prpks ppyp-s

Some of these terms are not independent because we have constraints between
the different four momentum vectors in the process. From the kinematics we
have that,

pr=p+ps+p-+gq (5.1)

From (5.1) we see that we really have four independent four momentum, we
choose p;, p, py and p_ as our four independent four vectors eliminating in
this way ¢, which is fixed by the following equation:

q=pr—D—Dpy—p- (5.2)

The four vector k is not independent either, because it it just the sum of the
lepton-antilepton four momentum,

k=p++p- (5.3)

With these simplifications, the independent levi-civita terms that we get are
the following: eP PP+ PrPP=5 PrP+P=5 and PP+P-*

We are going to study the process in the rest frame of reference of the decaying
7 lepton, so the four momentum associated with the 7 becomes p* = (M., 6),
this choice simplifies calculations, as we will see this allows us to write terms
like the first three levi civitas written before as triple scalar products, the
last levi civita term has a s* four vector instead of a p# four vector, we do not
want terms like that one because it complicates calculations, so we need to
find a way to write this term in a more convenient form. Fortunately there
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is an easy way to do this, it is called the Schouten identity and it states the
following;:

GapCysuv + Gay€suvp + Gas€pv By + Gap€vpys + Gav€pysu = 0. (54)

Now we multiply the Schouten identity by all the four vectors that we have,
that is we multiply it by p? p”pip‘is”, so we have the following result:

0 =prap Po0" 8 €50 + PP D" 8 €505 + Dol D 8 €1y

)

’ (5.2)
a7 DS 8" €5 + SaDPD DD €y -

Multiplying the previous equation by p¢ we have the following result:

0 =MZp"p\p" 8" s + (P - o )PIP P! 5" €58 + (D5 - Po) PP P! 5" €y

+ (p— - p)PPp"P’ 8" €0prs + 0.
(5.3)

1
IV

S U v

= PPt s e s = [(P DI 8 €5 + (D4 - D )PID D" S €y

+ (p- -pT)pfp”pis”eym] :
(5.4)

In (5.3) we have used that p, - s = 0.
Now using the fact that p#* = (M,,0) in (5.4) we arrive to the following
equation:

14 1 14 v
p”pip’is Exopr = — 2 M-(p - pT)pipF—LS €50 + M- (py - pr)D" P 8" €uoy

+ M, (p- -pf)p”piS”EuOvé] :
(5.5)

We can simplify (5.5) using the explicit form of the polarization vector s# =
(0,35) so that we can write it as triple scalar products, as we see in the
following equation:

]_ - =

PP s e = — A [(p pr) (P4 - P- X 8) 4+ (p+ - p-)(P-D- X S
T

+ (p— - p) (P Py x 3| .

(5.6)
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For triple scalar products we have that given three vectors A B and C the
following property follows, A-BxC=B-CxA=C-Ax B, sowe can
write (5.6) as follows,

o M v o
pp+p S Exsuy = —

47



Chapter 6

Conclusions

In this Thesis we studied the 7= — 7 ¢*¢" v, decays in the case where the
polarization of the 7 lepton is taken into account, our main goal in this work
was to obtain the amplitude for this process, this was succesfully done in
chapter 4 and appendix A. Our results for the amplitude will be included in
the Montecarlo generator TAUOLA used by the Belle II collaboration.

The amplitude naturally splits into two parts, one part is model inde-
pendent and for this reason is under good theoretical control, this is the so
called inner bremsstrahlung amplitude, the rest part of the amplitude must
be treated with models because the complete theory of non-perturbative
QCD is absent at present, for this purpose we used an effective field theory
called Resonance Chiral Theory (RxT).

Once we obtained our theoretical calculation, we used a vegas routine in
Fortran for doing the numerical integrations. We found several results like
the unpolarized BR for the process (this is in agreement with ref [7, 6]), and
the BR corresponding to some particular and simplified cases in the direction
of the polarization vector 5, with these BR we found polarization assymetries
for the different parts in the polarized amplitude.

The results for the asymetries could shed some light in future analysis in
the search of new physics.

The work done here is just a first step in the study of this topic, there
are many things to do for the near future. As part of the perspectives we
have several things to do, for example, we will include an analysis of the
invariant mass of the pair of leptons, and we will also study the asymetries
in this process in a more general situation, that is with less restrictions in
the vector §.
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Appendix A
Full expresions for the amplitude

In this appendix we collect the complete expressions for the different contri-
butions to the squared matrix element, summed over the ¢/~ v, polarizations
(but not over that of the decaying 7):

64

> Mgl = 32G%|Vud]2ﬁFﬁfo
2[2p-py) (-p-) —p* (mi +py - p )] (pr-q+ Mrq - s)
(k21 2p - k)2
4(=p-pr) (Mg +py-p-)+ @-p=) (p+-p:)+ - ps) - p7)) (Pr - q+ M- (q - 5))
(k2 +2p - k) (k2 — 2p, - k)
2(2(ps - pr) (- pr) — (M +py - p-) ) (pr - g+ M- (g 5))
(k2 - 2]97— : k)2

+

+

2 . 2 . . 2 . .
T 2 (R~ 2p, R (k a(Mr (me” + pr-p-) p-s+ (md* +ps-p-) prop

—p-p- (Mypy-s+pr-py) = Mp-pip_ -5 —p-pypr-p-) + mP(=M)k-sp-q
+Meq-s(p-k(m+py-p)+p-p(=(k-pp)—p-pik-p ) +mPp-kp.-q
+pr k(= (M +ps p)p-q+p-pp—-q+p-p_py-q) + Mp-pik-sp_-q
+ M:p-p-k-spy-q— Mpy -p-k-sp-q—p-p-k-pipr-q—p-pik-p-pr-q
+p+~p_p'kp7-q)

2
BT
—pr Dy (Myp— - s+ 2p- - p_) ) + me* (=M )k - spr - g+ pr - k(M (me® +py-p-)q-s
+ Py qpr - p- +p_qpr -py) — Mopy -p k- spr-q+ Mok - spy - qpr - po
+ Mk -sp-qpr-pr — Meq-s(k-pip;-p_+k-p-p;-py)

(k q((me® +py o) (Mepr - s+ p.2) — Mepy - spr - p-

_k‘p+p7'p_pf-q—k‘-p_pT-erpT-q)
1
(k2 2p, k) (st(meTq.ngpT g+ pr g (Mep -5+ prop-)

+p - q(Mepy-s+pr-py)) =2k -qm Mk - s+ k-py (Myp_-s+p--p)

+k-p_ (Mpy - s+ pr - py)) — 2m%k - qp; - k‘)] :

(A.1)
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2 64
> Myl :32G%|Vud|2ﬁ|Fv(p-k,k2)‘x

[—MT(kf-p)(k-S)(p-Q)mf—kQ(p-pT)(p-(J)mf+M7k2(p~Q)(p-S)me
M. (k-p-)(k-s)(p-py)(p-q) — M- (k-py)(k-s)(p-p-)(p-q)

—2(k-py)(k-p_)(p-pr)(p-q) +2M (k-py)(k-p-)(p-q) (p-s)

+ M, (k-p)(k-s)(p-q) (p+-p=) + Kk (p-p:) - q) (4 - p=) — MK (p-q) (p- 5) (p+ - p-)

(k p)(k-p-)(p-q)(p+ ) =K (p-p-) (0 q) s - pr) + M, (k-p-) (k- 5)p* (p+ - q)
s)

M. (K - )( (p-p-)(pr-a)+k-p)(k-p)(p-pr) (s -0) =K (p-p-) (p-pr) (05 - Q)
M (k-p)(k-p-) (p-s) (py-q) + ME (p-p-) (p-s) (p+ - q)
M (k-p)(k-p-)(p-q) (py - 8) + M (p-p-) (p-q) (py - 8) + (k-p) (k-ps) (p-q) (p- - pr)
—k2(p pe) (P q) (p— - pr) — (k- ) (py - @) (p— - pr) + K> (4 - @) (p— - )
+ M, (k-py) (k-s)p* (p--q) = My (k-p) (k-s) (p-py) (0 - @) + (k-p) (k-py) (0 pr) (- - q)
K (p-ps)(p-pe) (p--q) = Mr (k-p) (k-py) (p-5) (p— - q) + ME* (p-py) (p-s) (p- - q)

(k p)* (0+ - pr) (0— - @) + K°p* (0 - pr) (0— - @) + Mo (k- p)* (py - ) (p— - q)
— MEp* (py - 8) (0 - q) + (k- pr) ((k-p=) (p-p) (p-q) + (k-py) (p-p-) (P~ q)
+ (k- q) (p* (p+ - p- —mi®) =2(p-py) (p-p-)) — (k-p_)p* (P4 - @) — (k- p3) p* (p- - q)
+(k-p) ((p-q) (m® —py-p)+@-p-) (P -0)+ (- ps) (p- - ) )
— M (k-p)(k-py)(p-q) (p--5)+ MK (p-pi) (p-q) (p- - 5)
+ M (k- p)* (p+ - @) (p= - ) = MoE*p* (p - @) (p— - s) + (k- q) ((k-p=) (p-p+) (P~ Pr)
+(k-p)-p)(p-pr) =My (k-p)(p-py)(p-s) =My (k-py)(p-p-)(p-s)
+ M, (k-s)(2(p-ps) (p-p-) +0° (M —ps-p2)) — (k- p2) p* (D4 - pr)
+ M (k-p_)p* (py - s) = (k-py)p° (p- - pr) + My (k- py) p° (p- - 5)
+(k-p) ((p-pr) (M —ps =) + M (p-5) (ps - p— —me®) + (p-p-) (P4 - pr — My (ps - 5))
+(p-p) (p— - pr) = Mo (p-pi) (p--5))) + (k-ps) (k- p-) p° (pr - q)
—(k-p)(k-p=) (p-ps) (pr-q) = (k-p) (k-py) (- p=) (0r - @) + K (p-p4) (0 p-) (Pr - q)
+ (k-p)* (p+ =) (pr - @) = kP> (04 - =) (pr - @) — M- (k- py) (k- p-) p* (q - 5)
+ M (k-p)(k-p-)(p-ps)(q-s)+ M (k-p)(k-pi)(p-p-)(q-s)
= Mo (p-pi) (0 p-) () = Mo (k- p)? (0 p-) (g 8) + Mok (1 p-) (g 5) |
(A.2)
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In the remaining terms we introduce the following short-hand notation:

a=k 42k (6

b=k?>—2p, -k (6.

Ch=k+p-k (6
1 1

(6

=Tk a

o1



S Ml = GVl 2 (- 0) (0 ) O

SuySp+1Sy—

+2|Faf® (ps - pr) (p— - q) C12

— 2| Fal*M; (p4 - 5) (p— - q) C1* = 2|Fa* M, (p - @) (p— - 8) C1* = 2|Fal” (p+ - p-) (p+ - q) C1”
+2|Fal* (me® + py - p2) (pr - @) C1 +iCo(B*Fa — BEA")pup—uprrdoc™ 7k (p - py) Cy
+iCo(B*Fa — BEA* )M, pup-,8:q0€"""k* (p - p+) Ch

+iCy(B*Fa = BEA" )pup1opergee™ k> (p - p-) Cy

+iCy(B*Fa — BEA") Mepupiv$xo€ ™ k> (p - p-) C1 + 2| Fal* (k- q) (p - pr) (me® + py - p-) C4
+ 2| Fal® (k- pr) (p- q) (me® + ps - p=) C1 = 2|Fa’M, (k- 5) (p - q) (md® + pi - p-) Cy

+ B*CoFak? (k- pr +p-p-) (p-q) (md® +py - p-) C
1o

+ BCy sk (k- pr+p-pr) (p-q) (md® +py - p-

+ B*CoFak? (p-pr) (k-q+p-q) (md +ps-p-) Ci

+BCYFA K (p-pr) (k-q+p-q) (m +py - p_) Cr — 2| Fal’M, (k- q) (- 5) (me® +ps - p-) Ch
— B*CoFsAMk* (k-q+p-q) (p-s) (m+ps-p-) Cy

— BCyFA™ MK (k-q+p-q) (p-s) (md +ps-p) Cy

— B*CoF Mk (p-q) (k- s+p-s) (md+ps-p)Cy

— BCyFA™ MK (p-q) (k- s+p-s) (md® +py-p-) Cr = 2|Fal* (k- q) (p- p=) (p+ - p-) Ch

— B*CoFak* (p-p-) (k-q+p-q) (py -p-) O

— BCyFA"K? (p-p-) (k- q+p-q) (04 pr) Cr = 2|Fal* (k- pr) (p - p-) (s - @) Ch

+2|Fal* M, (k- s) (p-p-) (p+ - q) C1 — B*CoFak? (p-p-) (k- pr +p-ps) (p1 - q) C4

— BCyFA'K (p-p-) (k- pr+p-pr) (04 - q) C1 + B*CoFuME (p-p-) (k-s+p-s) (p+-q) Ci
+ BCyFA" MK (p-p-) (k- s+p-s) (- q) C1 + 2|Fal* M (k- q) (p-p-) (ps - 5) Ch

+ B CoFAM K> (p-p-) (k- q+p-q) (ps - $) C1 + BCyF4* M. k> (p-p_) (k-q+p-q) (p+5)Cs
—2|Fal* (k- q) (p-ps+) (p— - ;) C1t — B*CoFuk® (p-py) (k- q+p-q) (p— - p-) Ch

— BOYFA'K? (p-py) (k- q+p-q) (p— - pr) C1 + 2B*Fak? (p4 - q) (p— - p,) Ch

+2BFA"K? (4 - q) (p— - pr) C1 = 2|Fal” (k- p:) (p - p) (0 - q) C4

+2|Fa)*M, (k- 8) (p-pi) (p— - q) Cy — B*CoFak® (p-py) (k- pr +p-pr) (p- - q) Ch

— BCyFA" K (p-ps) (k-pr +p-pr) (p- - q) Oy + B CoFAME (p-py) (k-5 +p-5) (p- - q) Oy
+ BCyFA*M K (p-py) (k- s+p-s)(p_ - q)Cy +2B*Fak® (py - p,) (p— - q) Cy

+2BFA*E (py - pr) (p— - @) Cy = 2B*FAM K (py - 5) (p— - q) Cy — 2BFA"M,K? (py - 5) (p— - q) C:
+2|Fal*My (k- q) (p-p+) (p- - 8) Cr + B CoFaM K (p-py) (k- g +p-q) (- - 5) Cy

+ BCoFu™ Mk (p-py) (k-q+p-q) (p— - s) C1 — 2B*FaAM K> (ps - q) (p— - s) Ci
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+2|Fal* (k- p_) (p-ps) 0r - @) Oy + 2| Fal* (k- ps) (p - p-) (s - 9) Ch

+ B*CoFak® (k-py +p-pe)(p-p) (pr - q) C1 + BOSFA*K* (k-py +p-py) (p-p_) (pr - q) Ch
+ B*CyF4k* (p-py) (k-p_+p-p_) (pr - q) Cr + BCoFA*k* (p-py) (k-p_ +p-p_) (pr - q) Ci
— 2B F4k* (s - p-) (pr - q) Cy — 2BFA"K* (ps+ - p-) (p- - ¢) Ci

+ 2B*Fak® (m¢® +py - p-) (pr - q) C1 + 2BEA™K* (me® + py - p—) (- - ¢) Ch

—2|Fal? (k- p) (me* +ps - p-) (pr - q) O

— B*CoFak? (k-p+p°) (me® +py - p-) (p-- @) C4

— BCoF3k? (k-p+p°) (md® +py-p-) (pr - @) 4

+i(C1Cy = 1)(B*Fa — BF})ePPak% (p-py) +i(C1Cy — 1)(B*Fa — BF3) Mo~k (p-py)
+4(C1Cy — 1)(B*Fy — BF3)e™+P k% (p - p_) + i(C1Cy — 1)(B*Fy — BF}) M e"+9°k2 (p - p_)
+ 4| Fal* (k- ps) (k- q) (0-ps) (p-p-) — A Fal’M, (k- q) (k- 5) (p-ps) (p- p-)

+2B*CoFak? (k- q) (p-p4) (- p=) (k- pr +p-pr)

+2BCoF3k* (k- q) (p-ps) (p-p-) (k- pr+ D+ pr)

+2B*CoFak® (k- p-) (p-ps) (p-p-) (k- q+p-q)

+2BCyF3k (k-p) (p-pe) (p-p-) (k-q+p-q)

— 2B CoFaMk? (k- 5) (p-pi) (p-p-) (k- q+p-q)

— 2BCy,FAM K (k- s) (p-ps) (p-p-) (k- q+p-q)

+4|BPCyk (p-pi) (p-p=) (k- pr+p-pr) (k-q+p-q)

— 2B CHFAM K (k- q) (p-py) (p-p-) (k-5 +p-s)

— 2BCyFAM K (k- q) (p-py) (p-p-) (k-s+p-s)

— 4|BI*C* Mk (p-ps) (p-p-) (k- q+p-q) (k-s+p-s)

= 2|Fal* (k- pr) (k- @) p* (me® + py - p=) + 2|Fal*M, (k- q) (k- s) p* (me® + ps - p-)

+ B Fak? (k- q) (p-pr) (mé® +py - p-) + BFK?* (k- q) (p- pr) (me® +py - p-)

— B*CyFak? (k- q) p* (k- pr +p - pr) (me +pi - p-)

— BCyF3K (k- q)p* (k- pr +p - pr) (me® +pi - p=) + B Fak? (k- p;) (p- q) (me® + py - p-)
+ B (k- pr) (p-q) (me® +py - p-) — B FAME? (k- s) (p- q) (me® + py - p-)

— BEAM K (k- 5) (p- q) (me® +py - p-) + 2| BPCok® (k- pr +p-ps) (0 @) (md® +py - p-)

— B*CyFuk* (k- p-)p* (k- q+p- q) (md* +ps - p-)

— BCoF3k (k- pr) p* (k- q+p-q) (md® + ps-p-)

+ B CoFAM K (k- s) p* (k- q+p-q) (mé® + ps - p-)

+ BCyFAM K (k- s)p? (k- q+p-q) (md® + ps - p-)

+2|B*Cok* (p-p.) (k- q+p-q) (md?+ps - p-)

—2|BPCY2 k' (k-pr +p-po) (k- q+p-q) (m?+py - p-)
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— B*FAMk* (k- q) (p-s) (me® + py -p-) — BFAMK* (k- q) (p-s) (m* + ps - p_)
—2|BPCoMk* (k- q+p-q)(p-s) (m +ps - p_)

+ B CoFAME* (k- q) p* (k-5 +p-5) (md® +py - p-)

+ BCyFAM K (k- q) p* (k- s+p-s) (md +py - p-)

—2|BPCoME* (p-q) (k- s+p-s) (m? +py-p-)

+2|BI*C* Mk p* (k- q+p-q) (k-s+p-s) (md +psp-)

— i(B*Fo — BF})e" k(= 2C, (p - py) (p-p-) + (C1Cy — 1) (m® + py - p-)

+ Cop® (me® + py - p-) ) — i(B*Fy — BF4) M Pk (= 2C, (p- py) (p- p-)

+(C1Cy = 1) (m* + py - p-) + Cop® (me® + py - p-) ) — B*Fak® (k- q) (p- p-) (p - D)

— BF3K* (k- q) (p-p-) (p4 - pr) = 2|BI*Cok* (p-p-) (k- g +p- q) (04 - pr)

— B*Fak? (k- p:-) (p-p-) (py - @) = BFAE* (k-p2) (- p-) (s - )

+ B FaM K (k- s) (p-p-) (s - q) + BEAME? (k- 5) (p- p-) (4 - q)

—2|BI*Cok* (p-p-) (k- pr +p-pr) (03 - @) + 2B CoMK (p-p-) (k- s+p-s) (ps - q)

+ B FaME (k- q) (p-p-) (04 - 8) + BEAME* (k- q) (p- p-) (py - 5)

+2|BPCoMk (p-p_) (k- q+p-q) (pr-s) — B Fak® (k- q) (p- ps) (p— - pr)

— BFE3K* (k- q) (p-p4) (p- - pr) = 2|BI*Cok* (p-py) (k- g +p-q) (p- - pr)

+ 2| Bk (py - q) (p— - pr) — B Fak® (k- p;) (p- p+) (p— - q) = BE3E (k- p) (p- p4) (p— - q)
+ B FaM K (k- s) (p-ps) (p- - q) + BEAME? (k- 5) (p- py) (p- - q)

—2|BICok* (p-ps) (k- pr +p - pr) (p— - q) + 2B CoMk* (p-pi) (k- s+p-s) (p- - q)

+ 2Bk (py - pr) (p— - @) = 2IBP Mk (py - ) (p— - q) + B FaMk> (k- q) (p- 1) (p- - 5)
+ BFAM K (k- q) (p-ps) (p- - ) + 2B*CoM-k* (p-py) (k- q+p-q) (p- - )

— 2[B*M k" (ps - q) (p— - 8) + B*Fak® (k- p_) (p- p4+) (p- - @) + BF3K* (k- p-) (p - p1) (pr - )
+ B Fak?* (k- py) (p-p-) (p- - q) + BFAK* (k- py) (p-p-) (pr - q)

—2|FAl’k* (0 p1) (0 p-) (pr - q) — 2B*CoFak® (K + k- p) (p-p4) 0 p-) (pr - q)

— 2BCLFAR? (K + k- p) (p-p4) (p- p-) (p- - q)

—2|BPC2K* (K +2 (k- p) +p°) (- p+) (p- =) (pr - q)

+2|BPCok* (k- ps +p - pi) (0 p=) (pr - @) + 2| BPCok* (p - py) (k- p— +p-p-) (pr - q)
—2[BI*k* (p4 - p-) (pr - @) + 2| BPK* (mi® + py - p-) (p- - )

— B*Fsk? (k- p) (me® + ps - p-) (p- - @) — BERE (k- p) (me® + s - p-) (pr - q)

+ [FalPkp? (md® +py - p-) (- - @) + B*CoFak® (K + k- p) p* (md* +py - p-) (pr - @)

+ BCy 3K (K + k- p) p* (md® + ps - =) (pr - q) — 2| BPCok* (k- p+p*) (md® +ps - p-) (07 - @
+ |BPCo’k*p? (K + 2 (k - p) + p°) (ﬂg{ +p+p-) (pr- Q)



+ Mr< — |BI*Co? (p* (md® +py p-) —2(p-p+) (p-p-)) k°

— (21Bf*ms* + Cy(|1BI*Cy (mé® + py - p-) p'*

+ (=2|BI*Cy(p-ps) (p-p-) — (2B = FaB* — BF}) (m* +py -p-)) p°

+2[BI* (k-p_) (p-ps) + 2 (IBI* (k- py) + 2|B* — FaB* — BF}) (p-p4)) (p - p-)
+2|Bf* (k- p) (—me* —2C2 (p- py) (p- =) — ps - p— + Cop® (me® +py - p-)) ) )k

+ ((B'Fa+ BF}) (—2Cim = (C1Co + 1) (k- p) (p- 1)

— ((C1Cy + 1)(B*F4 + BF}) (k- py)

+2(B*C1CoFa — |Fal’ + BC1CoFy) (p-py) ) (p-p-)

+ (B*CiCyF 4 — |Fal” + BCLCL F)p* (me + py - p-)

+(B*Fa+ BF}) (k-p) 2Cs (p-ps) (p-p-) + (C1C2 + 1) (me® + py - p-)

— Cop® (mé® +py - p-) )>k2 — 2C1|Fal*(Chmi® + (k- p=) (p - p4) + (k- ps) (p- p-)

— (k- p) (m¢® +ps-p-) )) (q- S)]
(A.3)
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> 2Re(MyMyT) = —64G%yvud|22—i%mx
S5y
[Fv(p -k, k) (=2iB* (m* +py - p-) (k-qpr - p—p- qpr - kK
+iB*Cop - py ((p—-aor-p—p-qp- ) K>+ k-p_(p-qp- -k — k- qp; - p)
+p-k(k-qpr-p-—p--qpr - k) ) +iB*((p-psp--q—p-qps - p-)pr - k
+k-py(p-apr-p-—p_-qpr D) +k-qPy - P-Pr-D—D-Pypr D))
+iB*Cop-p-((p+ - qpr P =D qpr - 0+) K>+ k- pi(p-aqp- -k — k- qp; - p)
+p-k(k-qpr-pr —ps-qpr-k))K* +iB*((p-p-pr-q—p-qpy - p-)pr - k
+k-p_(p-apr-pr —pr-qpe-p)+ kg0 ppr-p—p-ppr-py))k
—iB*Cop - py(p-k(p-qpr-p— —p— - qpr D) +pr -k (p—-qp> —p-qp - p-)
+k-q(p-p-pr-p—pr-p-p’) )k* —iB*Cop-p_(p-k(p- qp- - p+ — P+ - @07 - D)
+pr -k (pr-ap® —p-aqp-ps) +k-q(p-pepr - p—pr - pp’) K
+iB* Cop-pi((p-qp—-s—p-sp—- Q) K +k-p_(k-qp-s—k-sp-q)
+p-k(k-sp_-q—k-qp_-8))Mk*+iB*Cop-p_((p-qps-s—p-sps-q)k*
+k-pi(k-qp-s—k-sp-q)+p-k(k-spy-q—k-qpy-s))ME
—2iB*(k-sp-q—k-qp-s) (m?+py-p-) Mok* +iB*(k-py (p-sp--q—p-qp--s)
+k-s(p-gpr-p-—p-pp-- @) +k-qp-pip--5s—p-spy-po)) Mk
+iB* (k-p-(p-spy-q—p-qpy-8)+k-5(p-qpr-p- —p-p-ps-q)
+k-qp-p-py-s—p-spy-p_))M:k>—iB*Cop-pi(p-k(p-sp--q—p-qp--s)
+k-s(p-ap-p-—p--qp®) +k-qlp—-sp—p-sp-p_)) M k?
—iB*Cop-p_(p-k(p-spr-q—p-qpy-s)+k-s(p-ap-py — s - @’
+k-q(py-sp—p-sp-py))Mk* — 20CiFy (m® +ps-p-) (k-qpr - p—p-qpr - k)
—iF5p-pi((p-qpr-p— —p—-qpr D) K>+ k-p_(k-qp--p—p-qp, - k)
+p-k(p--qpr - k—k-qp--p_)) +iCLF3((p-pip—-q—p-qp+ - p-)p- - k
+k-pr(p-apr-p-—p--qpr D) +k-q(pr-p-pr-p—p-pipr-p-))
—iFsp-p_((p-qpr - p+ —p+-aur D) K>+ k- py (k-qp--p—p-qp, - k)
+p-k(ps-qpr-k—k-qpr-py)) +iCiFi((p-p-psr-q—p-qps - p-)pr - k
+k-p-(p-ap--pr =Dy e D) +k-q(pr - p-pr-p—p-ppr-py))
+ (B*C’gp-qp-p+k;2+ (B*C’gk2+FZ)k-qp-p+ — (B*k:2+C'1F2) p+~q) FPP=P-
+ (B*C’Qp~qp‘p,k:2—|— (B*Cgk2+FZ)k-qp-p, — (B*k’Q—i-C'lFZ) p,~q) FPPP-
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—iFip-pi((p-sp-q—p-qp—-s)K*+k-p_(k-sp-q—k-qp-s)
+p-k(k-qp_-s—Fk-sp_-q)) M,
—iFip-p_((p-spr-q—p-qps- ) K> +k-pp(k-sp-q—k-qp-s)
+p-k(k-qps-s—k-spy-q) )M, —2iCiFi(k-sp-q—k-qp-s) (m+ps-p_) M,
+iC Fh(k-pe (p-sp—-q—p-qp--s)+k-s(p-qps-p- —p-psp--q)
+k-qp-pip—-s—p-spy-p-) )M, +iC1Fi(k-p_(p-spy-q—p-qps-S)
+k-s(p-qpy-p-—p-p-ps-q)+k-qp-ppy-s—p-spr-p-))M;

— (B*Cop - qp - p+k* + (B*Cok® + F3) k- qp - py — (B*K* + C1F}) py - q) FPP=S
— (B*Cop - qp-p_k* + (B*Cok® + F3) k- qp-p_ — (B*k* + C1F}) p— - q) PP L
+ (B (Cop - p_ (pr - p—p - M) = pr - po) K2 + (B*Cok® + F3) p- p-p, - k
— C1Fap,; -p- — (B*C’ng—i—FZ) k-sp-p_M,+ (B*k2—|—ClF;§) p_-sMT)

+ (B (Cop - py (D -p —p - sMy) — pr - py) K2+ (B*Cok® + F5) p-pypy - k
— C1Fypr - py — (B*C’gkz—i-FZ) k-sp-py M,

+ (B*k* + C1F}) py. - sM;))
(A.4)
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i 32 o0, o€t
Z 2%6(M}BMV ) = _EGF |Vud ’ﬁFﬁMT

SusSp+,Sp—
Sm [FV*(p . k7 /{2) (2a (m12 +py -p,) (M —p, - s) EE@@

- i<2am12Mp - qk® +aMp-pip_ - qk* +aMp-p_py - qk* + 2ap_ - sp,. - qp- - pk*

+2ap_ - qpy - spr - pk* —ap - pip- - spr - qk* —ap - p_py - sp- - qk* + 2ap - spy. - p_p, - gk
— 2am;’p - qp- - sk* —ap - prp— - qp- - sk* —ap - p_ps - qp- - sk* — 2ap - spy - qp- - p_k?
—2ap - sp_ - qp- - pok* — 2am* Mk - qp - k — 2am;*pt?k - sp - q

+2aMk -p_k-pyp-q+2am?*pr’k-qp-s—aMk-qk-pip-p_ —aMk-qk-p_p-py
—aMk -pyp-kp_-q—aMk-p_p-kpy - q—2ap7’k - sp- qpy - p- + 2ap7k - qp - sp4 - p_
+ 2am’k - qp - sp; -k +ak - pip-sp_-qpr -k +2bp - sp-pip_ - qpr -k

+ak -pyp-qp- - spr -k

+2ak -qp-pip- - spr -k —20p-qp-pip— - Spr-k+ak-p_p-spy-qpr -k
+2bp-sp-p-py-qpr -k —2ap-kp_ - spy - qpr-k+ak-p-p-qpy - spr -k

+2ak - qp - p-p+ - spr -k —2bp-qp-p-py - spr -k —2ap-kp_ - qp - spr - k

—2ak - qp - spy - p-pr -k —2bk - sp-pip- - qp- - p

— 2am;*k - gk - sp; - p — ak - sk - pip_ - qp- - p

—3ak - gk - pip- - spr-p+ 20k - qp - pyp— - spr-p—ak-sk-p_py-qpr-p

— 20k - sp-p_py - qpr-p—3ak - gk -p_py - spr - p+2bk - qp-p_py - Spr-p

+ 2ak - gk - spy - p-pr-p—2ak -p_k-pip-sp;-q+ak-sk-pyp-p-p--q

+ak - sk-p_p-pipr-q+ak-pip-kp_-sp--q+ak-p_p-kpy-spr-q

— 2ak - sp - kpy - p_p; - q — 2am°p - spr - kp; - g

—2ap - spy - p-p- - kp- - g+ 2am’k - sp; - pp- - g

+2ak - spy - p-pr - PP - q + 2am°k - qp - kpy - s

—2ak -p_-k-pip-qp--s+ak-qk-pip-p-p--s
+ak-qk-p_p-pypr-s+ak-pyp-kp_-qpr-s

+ak - p_p-kpy - qps - s+ 2am’p - qp; - kpy - s

+2ap - qpy - p-p- - kp- - s — 2am°k - qp- - pp; - 5 — 2ak - qpy - p_pr - pp; - S

—ak - sk-pip-qpr - p- +3ak - qk -pip-spr - p- —2ak - gk - sp-pipr - p-

+ 20k - sp-qp - p+pr - p- — 2bk - qp - sp - pip- - p— + 2ak - sp - kpy - qpr - p-

+2ap - spy - qpr - kpr - p— — 2ap - qp4 - Spr - kpr - p— — 2ak - spy - qpr - ppr - P

+ 2ak - qp+ - Spr - ppr - p— — ak - sk -p_p - qp; - py + 3ak - gk -p_p - spr - py

—2ak - gk - sp-p-pr - py +2bk - sp-qp-p-pr - py — 2bk - qp - sp - p-pr - P+
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+ 2ak - sp-kp_ - qp; - p+ + 2ap - sp— - qp- - kp; - py — 2ap - qp— - spr - kp- - py

— 2ak - sp— - qpr - pp- - P+ + 20k - qp— - Spr - pp- - p+ + 4ak - sp - qpr - p_pr - P+

—dak - qp - spr - p-p- - p+ +ilak - py (M —p; - s)+2bp-py (pr -5 — M)
+a(py-spr-k—(2M+k-s—2p, - s)p,-py))eT I

+iapy - qpr - k" —iak - pyp, - g€

+2ibp - pipy - g —iak - qp, - py TP

+ 2iap, - qpr - €77 —iak - sp, - g€ PP

—l—mk-qur-seEmf—i-i(ak-p_ (M —py-s)+2bp-p_(pr-s— M)
+a(p--spr-k—(2M+k-s—2p, - s)p, - p_))eTr

+iap_ - qpy - kPP —jak - p_p, - qe"PPFE

+ 2ibp - p_p, - g€ —dak - qp, - p_ PP + 2iap, - qp. - p_ " —dak - sp_ - qe" PP
+iak - qp_ - se"TPEP +q-8<—a(2p+ p-pr Pk —p-ppr-py K2+ k-pyp-popsr -k
—2p-kpy-ppr-k+ (k-pip-k—kp-pie)pr-po+k-p(p-pipr -k — 2k - pipr - p+
pkprpi)) +ilak-pe —2(bp-ps + ap. - p.)) P

ilak-p = 2(bp-p-+ap, - po)) ")

+ 2iam,*k - quZTpTE + 2tak - qps -p_EEﬁTg

— 2iam;’p, - g — 2iap, - p_p, - qe"“’”’fs))]

39



4
ST 2Re(MpMuT) = —64GF2|V;Ld2|%F7rMT
81,84 38p—

_ BCyMp-ppy - gk’ L BC:Mp-g (mi* +py - p) k*

(_ B*CoyMp - pyp_ - qk*
b

b b
_ B*Cyq-s(m® +py - p-)pr - Pk
b
_BCop-pip - spr-qk!  BCop-pps - spr gkt | B*Cop- s (mi® + ps - p) pr - gk
b b b
B*Cop -pyp- - qps - sk* | B*Cop-p_py -qp, - sk*  B*Cop-q(mi® +py -p_)pr - sk
* b * b - b
B*Cop - piq - spr-p_k*  B*Cop-p_q- sp, - pik’
* b + b
L 2By (m® +py - p-) (pr - p) K
b
2B*CoMk - gk - pyp-p_k* = B*CoMk-pip-qp-p_k*>  2B*CoMk-qk-p_p-pik?
* b * b * b
N B*CoMk-p_p-qp-pik*>  AB*CyMk-gp-p_p-pik® N 2B*CoMk - qp - p-_p - pok*
b a b
_ 4B*CyMp-qp-p-p - pik’ L 2B"Mp - pip- qk®>  FiMp-pip_ - qk?
a a b
_ B*CyMp-kp-pyp_ - gk’ L 2B"Mp p-p. gk*  FiMp-p_p, - gk
b a b
_ B*CyMp-kp-p-py - qk? _ 2B*Mk - gp cp_k? N 2B*CoMp*k - q (m® +py - p_) k?
b b a
B B*CoMp?k - q (m® + py - p_) k? N 4B*Mk - q(m® +py - p_) K?
b b
_ 2B*CyMk - gp -k (m® +py - p_) K> N 2B*CoMp*p - q (m®> + py - p_) k?
b a
_2B"Mp-q(mi +py-p ) K®  EiMp-gq(m +py p ) K
a b
2B*p7?q - s (m® +py - p_) K?
b
_AB*Cop -p-p-piq-sp--kk*  2B*Cop-p_p-piq- spr - kK
a b
B*Cop - sp-pip— - qpr - kk* | 2B*Cok - qp - pip_ - sp, - kk®
* b * b
B*Cop - qp - pip- - sp; - kk* | B*Cop - sp-p_py - qpr - kk?
* b * b
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_|_

_|_

B*Cop - qp - pyp- - 5p; - kE® L B Cop-sp-pps - apr kk?

b b
2B*p_ - spy - qpr - kk* | 2B*Cyk - qp-p_py - sp; - kk*  B*Cop-qp-p_py - sp- - kk?
+ +
b b b
2B*p_ - qpy - sp- - kk* | 2B*q-spy - p_p, - kk?
b * b
2B*Cok - qp - s (m)® + py - p_) pr - kK?
b
2B*Cop - qp - s (mi®> + p4 - p—) pr - kk? N 2B*Cop?q - s (mi®> + py - p-) pr - kk?
b a
B*Cop*q - s (mi® +py - p-)pr - kk*  B*Cok - pip-p_q - sp, - pk?
* b * b
B*Cok -p_p-pyq-sp; -pk*  AB*Cop-p_p-pyq-spr-pk*  B*Cok-sp-pip- - qp; - pk?
b a b
B Cok - qp - pep- - spr-pk®  B*Cok - sp-p-ps -qpr - pk*  B'Cok -qp-p-py - sp, - pk*
b b b

N 2B*CoMFk - q (m® + py - p_) pr - k2 N 2B*Cyok - gk - s (mi® + py - p_) pr - pk?

b b

N 2B*CoMp - q (m> + py - p_) pr - pk? N 2B*Cyok - sp - q (my® + py - p_) pr - Pk?

b b

N 2B*Cop*q - s (mi® +py - p_) pr - pk? _2Bq-s (m® +py - p_)pr - pk?

a a
Fiq-s(m® +py-p-)p, -pk*  2B*Cop-kq-s(m? + py - p-) pr - pk?
b b

N 2B*Caq - s (mi® + py - p-) pr - kpr - pk*  B*Cok - pyp-sp-p_p, - gk

b b
B*Cok -p_p-sp-pyp- - qk°
b

N AB*Cyk - sp - p_p - pLpr - qk* N 2B*Cyk - sp - p_p - p4pr - qk>

a b
L ABCopspp-p - pipr gk? 4 2Bk pep- - spr - gk*  2B*p-pip- - sp, - gk
a b a
Fip - p+p— - spr-gk®  B*Cop-kp - p.p_ - spr-gk® 2Bk -p_p. - spr - gk*
b b b
2B*p-p_py - spr-qk®  Fip-p-py - spr - qk?
a B b
B*Cop - kp - p-py - spr - qk*  2B*k-spy - p_p, - gk
b b
2B*M (m® +py -p-) pr - gk*  2B*Cop?k - s (mi> +py -p_)pr - gk
b a
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_ 2B*Cyk - qp-p-p - pip- - sk’ L ABCop - qp - p-p - pipr - sk?
b a
2B*p - pip— - qpr - sk* | Fip-pyp_-qp,-sk®> | B*Cop-kp-pip_ - qp, - sk?
a * b * b
2B*p-p_py - qpr - sk* | Fip-p_py - qp, - sk B*Cop-kp-p_py - qpr - sk®
a * b * b
2B*k - qpy - p-pr - sk>  2B*Cop’k - q(mi® +py - p-) pr - sK?
b a
N B*Cop®k - q(m® + py -p-)pr-sk*  4AB*k-q(m® +py - p) pr - sk
b b
N 2B*Cok - qp - k (> +py - p-)pr - sk>  2B*Cop®p - q (i + py - p-) pr - sk
b a
2B*p-q(m® +py-p-)p-- sk Fip-q(m?®+py-p)pr - sk?
a b
2B Cok - q(mi® +py - p-)pr - ppr - sk? 2B Cop - q (mi® + py - p-) pr - ppr - sk
b b
L A8 (M +py - p)pr - qpr - sk*  2B*CoMk - qp - pypr -p-k* 2B Cok - gk - sp-pip- - p-k
b b b
_ 2B*CoMp - qp-pip- -p-k*  B*Cok-sp-qp-pip--p-k*  B*Cok-qp-sp-pipr - p-k?
b b b
2B*k -piq-sp; -p-k*  2B*p-pyq-sp.-p k>  Fip-piq-sp.-p K
B b * a * b
B*Cyp-kp-piq-sp, -p-k*  2B*Mp, -qp--p-k*  2B*k-spy -qp- -p_k’
+ ; + ; + ;
_ 2B*Cop - pyq-sps - kpr-p-k*  2B*Cop - pyq - sp; - ppr - p-K
b b
2B*Cok - sp - pypr - qpr - p-k* | 2B*Cop-sp-pypr - qpr - p-k*  2B*py - spr - qpr - p K
* b * b - b
2B*Cok - qp - pipr - spr-p-k* | 2B*Cop-qp-pipr-sp, -p-k*>  2B*py - qpr - sp, - p_ K
* b * b - b
_ 2B*CyMk - qp-p-p; -psk*  2B*Cok - gk -sp-p_p,; -pik® 2B *CyMp-qp-p_pr - pik?
b b b
_ B*Cyk-sp-qp-p-pr -pyk®  B*Cok-gp-sp-p_pr-pik®  2B*k-p_q-spr - pi K
b b b
2B*p-p_q - spr - pyk’ L Fip-p-gq-spr -pyk’ N B*Cop - kp-p_q - spr - pi k°
a b b
2B*Mp_ - qp; - p K | 2Bk -sp- -qp; prk*  2B*Cop-p_q - spr - kps - piK?
b b b
_ 2B*Cyp-p-q-sps - pp- - p K N 2B*Cok - sp - p_pr - qpr - pi k°
b b
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L 2B°Cop-sp p-prqpr - puk®  2Bp- - spr-qpr - pok® | 2B°Cok - qp-p-pr - spr - pok’

b b b
2B*Cop-qp-p_pr - spr - pik*  2B*p_ - qpr - spr - pik® | AB*q - spr - p_pr - pik?
+ - -
b b b
iB*CyMp - p =112 iB*Cyp - poq- sePPrk?  iB*CyMp - p_ePrif?
+ — +
b b b
iB*Cop - p_q - se"PP+Pr k2 iB*Cop - pip, - kePP-Pk2  iB*Cop - p_p, - kePP+ B2
a b * b * b
n 2F Mk - gk - pyp - p- N 2F3Mk -qk -p-p-py 4F3ME-qp-p-p-py
b b a
N 20, F3;Mp-pip_-q n 2C\F3Mp-p-py-q  2CF3MEk - qpy - p-
a a b
N 2F 5 Mp*k - q(m® +py-po) N 4C FxMEk - q(m? +py -p_)
a b
_ 2FiMk - gp-k(m®+py-p)  2CiFiMp-q(m® +pypo)
b a
_2C\Fipr?q-s(m? +pyop)  AFip-p-p-piq-spsck N 2F3k - qp - pyp- - spr - k
b a b
_ 2C\Fhp- - spy - qpr - k n 2F3k - qp-p-py - sp- -k 2C1Fip_ - qpy - spr -k
b b b
4 2Gi A spy pope ko 285k -qp-s(m® +py -p)pr -k
b b
N 2Fip*q - s (m* +py -p-)p- -k | 2EAME - q(m*+py-p)pr-p
a b
| 2Fjk - qk- s(m* +py-p)prp  2C1Fiq-s(m® +py-p)pr-p
b a
2F4q-s(m* +py -p_)pr -kpr-p  AFik-sp-p_p-pipr-q | 2C1Fik -pip_ - spr - q
* b * . * b
201 Fhp - pyp- - sp--q . 201 F3k -p-py - spr-q  2C\Fip-p_ps - spr-q
a b a
20\ Fik - spy cp-proq 201 FEM (m® +pypo)p--q  2FipPk-s(mP+pyopo)prog
b b a
N 2C1Fip-s(m® +py-p)pr-q  2Fik-s(m?+py-p)p--ppr-q
a b
_ 2Fk-qk-pip-p-pr-s  2F3k-qk-p_p-pip--s . AE%k - qp-p-p-pipr-s
b b a
_ 2C\Fhp-pyp--qp--s  2C1Fip-popi - qpr - s n 201 F3k -qpy -p-pr - s
a a b
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n (B*Cyk? 4 F3) (m? z_p+ p_) py k‘)eEW
i (B*Cop - sk + (B*Cok® + F) k - 5) (m? + p, - p_) 7P
b
(B Cop - qk® + (B*Cok® + Fi) k- q) (m® + py - p_) 7P
b
L (B Cok 4+ FR)p-pipr -k - (B2 + C F5) p,y - ps) P
L (B Cop - k> + (B"Cok® + FR) k- 5) p - py = (B'K* + CLF}) p+ - 6) PP

L (B Cop - gk? + (B*Col® + Fi) k- g

) .

b —
)p'p+_(B*k2—|—ClF2)p+'q)ekﬂT§
b

L (Bl + Fi)p-p p- -k — (B'K* + C\F}) p- - p) €7
b

n i((B*C’Qp.S/{;Z + (B*C2k2+F;§)k~S)p-p_ _ (B*kz—l—Cle)p_ ) FPiP-a
b
L (B Cop- gk? + (B*Cok® + FX) k- q)p - p— — (B*k2 + CLF%) p_ - q) P5P-5
b
i (B*Cok? + F3
+ S A)(—a(k-p+p-p7+k-p7p-p+)+ap-k(m2+p+.p,)

ab
—2(b(m* +py-p-)p* +a(m?*+py-p_)pr-p—ap-pyps - p-
(A.6)
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