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The photon-meson transition form factors of light pseudoscalar mesons 7°, 7, and 1’ are systematically
calculated in a light-cone framework, which is applicable as a light-cone quark model at low Q? and is
also physically in accordance with the light-cone perturbative quantum chromodynamics approach at
large Q2. The calculated results agree with the available experimental data at high-energy scale. We also
predict the low Q? behaviors of the photon-meson transition form factors of 7%, 7, and %', which are
measurable in the e + A(Nucleus) — ¢ + A + M process via the Primakoff effect at JLab and DESY.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The meson-photon and photon-meson transition form
factors contain interesting physics concerning the QCD
structure of both photons and mesons. The pion-photon
transition form factor provides a very simple example for
the perturbative QCD (pQCD) analysis to exclusive pro-
cesses, and was first analyzed by Brodsky and Lepage [1]
at large Q7. It has been shown [2] that the applicability of
pQCD can be extended to lower Q% around a few GeV? by
taking into account the transverse momentum contribu-
tions in both the hard scattering amplitude and pion wave
function. In our recent study [3] within the light-cone
quark model, it is shown that the pion-photon transition
form factor is identical to the photon-pion transition form
factor when taking into account only QCD and QED con-
tributions. Therefore the formalism that applies to the pion-
photon transition form factor is also applicable to the
photon-pion transition form factor. Taking the minimal
quark-antiquark Fock states of both the photon and pion
as their wave functions, we could calculate the photon-pion
transition form factor by using the Drell-Yan-West assign-
ment. This framework is applicable at low Q? as a light-
cone quark model approach, and it is also physically in
accordance with the light-cone pQCD approach at large
Q?. Thus we can describe the photon-pion form factors at
both low Q% and high Q% within the same framework. The
purpose of this work is to apply this framework [3] for a
systematic description of the photon-meson transition form
factors of pseudoscalar mesons 79, 7, and 7/, at both
0% — 0 and Q% — oo limits, and to make predictions in a
wide Q7 range.

The photon-meson transition form factor y*y — M can
be realized in e + e — ¢ + ¢ + M or e + A(Nucleus) —
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e + A + M processes. The y*y — M transition form fac-
tors of 7°, n, and 1/ at medium to high Q? have been
measured at Cornell [4] and at DESY [5] through the e +
e~ — e’ + e~ + M process, while the latter process e +
A(Nucleus) — ¢ + A + M is convenient to provide mea-
surement of the photon-meson transition form factors at
low Q2. Moreover, high precision measurements of the
electromagnetic  properties of these pseudoscalar
mesons via the Primakoff effect are proposed by PrimEx
Collaboration at the Thomas Jefferson National
Accelerator Facility (JLab) [6], which would give the
experimental value of transition form factors
Fypu(@) of «% =n, and 7' at low
0%(0.001-0.5 GeV?), and lead to a clarification of the
obvious disagreement between the former Primakoff ex-
periment and collider cases in the measurements of I'(y —
v7) and a more precise determination of the n-n' mixing
angle. Similar measurements can also be performed by
HERMES Collaboration at DESY [7]. Therefore, theoreti-
cal predictions at low Q7 are necessary and essential for
comparison with future experimental measurements.

It is well known that the physical n and 7' states
dominantly consist of a flavor SU(3) octet 13 and singlet
1o in the SU(3) quark model, respectively. The usual

mixing scheme reads
m\ _ (cosd —sind\/ ng )
n sinf  cos@ J\ ny )
Using different sets of experimental data, we recalculate
the value of the mixing angle 6 by employing the limiting
method developed by Cao-Signal [8]. Our results are also
compatible with other approaches [9] for the mixing angle
and scheme.
In general, people use the chiral perturbation theory [10]

or some other methods [11] which deal with current quark
masses in order to take the chiral symmetry and chiral

© 2005 The American Physical Society



BO-WEN XIAO AND BO-QIANG MA

anomaly into account, since the chiral symmetry predom-
inates the 7%(n, n')yy vertex at large Q? [12], and the
chiral anomaly determines the 7%(%, ') transition form
factors at Q> = 0 [Egs. (30)—(33)]. In addition, the chiral
perturbation theory is also very useful and effective in
discussing the n and 1’ mixing properties [13]. Since we
are consistently using the valence quark masses in the
light-cone treatment to the form factor calculation, it is
not very applicable to start with the current quark mass
within the chiral symmetry and investigate the chiral limits
in the transition form factor computation. However, our
main purpose of this paper is to employ the new light-cone
v — qq, ss wave functions [3,14,15] to compute the tran-
sition form factors of the light mesons. Moreover, we
consider the chiral symmetry when we choose the  and
1’ mixing scheme, and take the chiral limit approximation
when we try to determine and fix the parameters. Therefore
our results respect the chiral symmetry and its breaking to
some extent. Phenomenologically, we could give the pre-
dictions of the 1 and %' mixing angle within the light-cone
formalism, as well as the photon-meson transition form
factor which is applicable at both low- and high-energy
scales.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present
the formalism for the photon-meson transition form factor
using the minimal quark-antiquark Fock states of the pho-
ton and pion as wave functions. In Sec. III, we will in-
troduce the 1-7’ mixing scheme used in our calculation. In
Sec. 1V, we calculate systematically the photon-meson
transition form factors of 7°, n, and 7', and show that
the calculated results agree with the available experimental
data at a medium to large Q? scale. We also predict the low
Q? behaviors of the photon-meson transition form factors
of 7% m, and %/, which are measurable in the e +
A(Nucleus) — e + A + M process via the Primakoff effect
at JLab and DESY. In Sec. V, we present a brief summary.

II. FORMALISM OF PHOTON-MESON
TRANSITION FORM FACTOR

We work in the light-cone formalism [16], which pro-
vides a convenient framework for the relativistic descrip-
tion of hadrons in terms of quark and gluon degrees of
freedom, and for the application of perturbative QCD to
exclusive processes. The transition form factor F-, .y
(M = 7°, , and '), in which an on-shell photon is struck
by one off-shell photon and decays into a meson, as
schematically shown in Fig. 1, is defined by the y*yM
vertex,

F,u. = _iesz*y—>M(Q2)8,u,Vp(rp]1\}46qu) (2)

in which g is the momentum of the off-shell photon, Q> =
—¢*>=q% — q"q~ = q3 is the squared four-momentum
transfer of the virtual photon, and € is the polarization
vector of the on-shell photon. We choose the light-cone

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 014034 (2005)

v

FIG. 1. The diagram for the contribution to the transition form
factor F'+,_p. The arrows indicate the direction that the parti-
cles are moving.

frame
2 2
(P = (P", 5% 0)),
Pl = (PlJr, %’ (IJ_),
2
q = (O’ [Q>_+! qJ.)’ (3)
1 k2+ 2
pr =P L k)
—[(1 = P*, {5 k]
P2 X ' (1I—x)P7’ 10
k’2 +m?
Lp, = (P, 5T LK)

Instead of calculating the diagram directly, we introduce
the quark-antiquark wave function of the photon [3] by
calculating the matrix elements of

a(p!, py,P11) + o=
—,y_ev(Pz’PerZJ_)’ (4)
+
Py 2

which are the numerators of the wave functions corre-
sponding to each constituent spin S° configuration. The
two boson polarization vectors in light-cone gauge are
e =(e* =0,e,€), where €1 = 1%(72 +9). To
satisfy the Lorentz condition Ky * € = 0, the polariza-
tions have the relation €~ = (2e; - k)/k" with Kpporon
thus we have

Vo k1 0) = =2t o e — 4
Vil ky, L) = + 20 g [ — 4] )
Whixky, 11 = —xg/li,”;) ©. [ =0]

Tk, L1) =0,

b2

in which
A2 = [(m* + k%)/x] —q[(m2 +k3)/(1 = 0]
(6)

where A is the photon mass and equal to zero. Each

e
— _4
“~D
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configuration satisfies the spin sum rule: J¢ = §¢ + §Z +

[* = +1. Therefore, the quark-antiquark Fock-state for the
photon (J* = +1) has four possible spin combinations:

2
WP+, P ) — ] L (ke 1 DR K1 D

+ WhOr ki, L DIPT Ky, LD

+ WLk, LDIPT kL 1)
+ W kL LDIPY kL LDL ()
The quark-antiquark Fock-state wave function of the
pion is also derived [3] by using the relativistic field theory

treatment of the interaction vertex along with the idea in
[17,18]. In the light-cone frame of the pion,

7

P (P+,P+_,0J_),
p = @P", ‘jp+ ,P1L), ®)

+n
p> =[(1—xP", (pf x);fmpu]

we can obtain the four components of the spin wave
function by calculating the matrix elements of

I )
s 2K ulpt, pi ko) ©
—+ b
\ P2 ri

from which we have

(v _ 2mP+

\/Z’}/ST - 4mx(1—x)P+2’
| 7w

2mP*
4mx(1—x)P+?’

(10)

UT ’yS MT — + 2(k|+ik2)P:’>
— 2
/p;r /p]+ 4mx(1—x)P
uy = + 2(ky —iky)P*
— 2
/T’z Vs / 4mx(1—x)P+?’

where m is the mass of the quark. After the normalization,
we can obtain the light-cone representation for the spin
structure of the pion, which is the minimal Fock state of the
pion light-cone wave function:

1 \I,WL(xr kL’ T) l) ==
\PWL ()C, kJ_r L T) =
q,WL (.X, kJ_: TJ T) =

\I,WL (x» kL’ L l) =

m 7 —
1/2(mz+ki) Pm [l O]
m
+4/2( 2+k2) Pm
ky+iky 7 —
m¢w [l 1]

ki —iky [ZZ

mﬁom

1D

+1]
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in which we may employ the Brodsky-Huang-Lepage
(BHL) prescription [19],

(12)

1 k3 +m?
%<x,k>=Aexp[— 1 ’"}

@ x(1 —x)

for the momentum space wave function, which is a non-
relativistic solution of the Bethe-Salpeter equation in an
instantaneous approximation in the rest frame for the me-
son. Each configuration satisfies the spin sum rule: J¢ =

S5+ S% + [ = 0. Hence, the Fock expansion of the two-

particle Fock state for the pion has these four possible spin
combinations:

d’k | dx
V.(P,PL=0)) =
WP Ry = 0] = [ S

X[V (6 k1L DP kT
Vo 00k, LGP, Ky, LT
Wk LGP k1T
+ W, 0k, LDGPT kL
(13)

There are two higher helicity (A; + A, = *1) components
in the expression of the light-cone spin wave function of
the pion besides the ordinary helicity (A; + A, = 0) com-
ponents. Such higher helicity components come from the
Melosh-Wigner rotation in the light-cone quark model
[20,21], and the same effect plays an important role in
understanding the proton ‘“‘spin puzzle” in the nucleon
case [22,23]. One may also state that these higher helicity
components contain contribution from an orbital angular
moment from a relativistic viewpoint [24].

In addition, we would like to add some more remarks on
the Gaussian-type wave function of the BHL prescription
that we employ above. As a matter of fact, the Gaussian
wave function is a nonrelativistic solution of the Bethe-
Salpeter equation in an instantaneous approximation in the
rest frame of the meson as the space wave function. The
BHL wave function equation (12) is an extension from a
nonrelativistic wave function into a relativistic form by
using the Brodsky-Huang-Lepage Ansatz [19], and we can
consider it as an approximate wave function that respects
the Lorentz invariance in the light-cone formalism.
However, it works phenomenologically well in a lot of
calculations (e.g., [3,21,25,26]). Moreover, Donnachie,
Gravelis, and Shaw [25] indicated that the other four
possible different space wave functions have similar ana-
lytical properties to the BHL wave function when the
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parameter B is small (the B is equal to Py in their paper;
the small B is corresponding to the p and ¢ meson cases).
However, they also illustrated that the BHL wave function
is better than the other four wave functions in the high 8
situation (for the J/¢ meson). Hence, it gives us the idea
that the BHL wave function may be an appropriate choice
for us right now. (Noticing that the space wave functions
for the vector mesons are the same with those for the
pseudoscalar mesons, the argument made by Donnachie
et al. is also valid for 77° and other pseudoscalar mesons.)

|

1"+
—ie*(e) X qp)ply

Fyy*—>77(Q2) =

= 2/3(¢2 —ed)f dxf
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For the physical state of 77°, one should also take into
account the color and flavor degrees of freedom [1,2],

|~1f7,o>—z N [luaub>—|dadb>] (14)

where a and b are color indices, n, = 3 is the number of
colors, and now |g“g’) contains the full spin structure
shown above. So, we can get the photon-meson transition
form factor of the pion:

d’k |

m
/
3 @r(x L)‘
167 xy/m* + K}

1
X[ A2+ [(m* + K3)/x] + [(m* + K3)/(1 — )]}LHHZ)] "

m

, 1
=+ e“_ed)] CbCf16 3[¢”(X’kl)x\/m (m* + k3)/x — (m*> + k%)/(1 — )} (10

in which k’, =k, + (1 —x)q after considering the
Drell-Yan-West assignment [27], and A (= 0) is the
mass of the photon.

III. THE »n-n’ MIXING SCHEMES

In fact, there are two popular mixing schemes for 1 and
7'. Feldmann er al. [9] suggested the mixing scheme based
on the quark flavor basis gg = (uit + dd)/~/2 and s,

(2)=(Ss woms Mn) 07

(f%/ JJ’CZ,) (iﬁfi’ _Siw)(fq 0>, (18)

and

cos¢ 0 f

where ¢ is the mixing angle. The ¢g-ss mixing only
introduces one mixing angle in the mixing of the decay
constants.

On the other hand, people also use the mixing scheme
based on ng and 7n, mixing for 1 and %’. In the SU(3)
quark model, the physical  and %’ states dominantly

consist of a flavor SU(3) octet ng = %(uﬁ + dd — 255)
and a singlet n, = %(uﬁ + dd + s5), respectively. The

usual mixing scheme reads

|m) = cosf|ng) — sind| ),

. (19)
[n') = sinf|ng) + cosb|n),

in which 6 is the mixing angle. For the calculation of the

\

decay constants of the ng and 7y mixing, Feldmann-Kroll
indicate that the two mixing angle scheme could be better
than their former investigations [28]:

5% f9\ _ (cosby —sinfy\(fs O
8 0 - sind . (20)
0! 0/ 8 cost 0 fo

In addition, one could find that these two schemes could
be related by the following equation through the mixing
angles, finally:

1
0=¢ arctan\/é.. (21)

From the point view of the chiral symmetry and the
SU(3) symmetry as well as their breaking mechanisms,
we find that the ng and 7, mixing scheme may be more
reasonable and physical.

First of all, let us have a brief review on the chiral
symmetry and its breaking which have an underlying
relationship with the 77°, 7, and 7’ mesons[6]. In the chiral
symmetry limit, it is well known that the Lagrangian has
the SU(3);, X SU3)g X U(1)p X U(1)4 symmetry, but the
absence of this symmetry in the ground state (the QCD
vacuum) leads to the chiral symmetry spontaneously
breaking into SU(3) X U(1)pz symmetry. Because there
are eight spontaneously broken continuous symmetries
(there are nine when taking into account the chiral anomaly
which is associated with the U(1), symmetry breaking),
there are eight massless Goldstone Bosons (which finally
are identified as the meson octet) and one massive particle
(which is known as 7)) according to Goldstone’s theorem
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and the chiral anomaly, respectively. The massless octet
includes the meson 7Tg and 7g. Together with 7)(, they mix
into massive mesons 7, 1, and n' during the explicit
SU@3) symmetry breaking after introducing the quark
mass term into the Lagrangian.

From the above discussion, we may reach a physical
intuitive idea that it is natural and straightforward to use
the 77 and 7g mixing scheme as a direct result of the SU(3)
symmetry breaking if we assume that the 73 does not mix
with 7 and 7g at all. From this point of view, the intro-
duction of n, and 7g is more reasonable than 7, and 7.

Moreover, since it is well known that pion, kaon, and ng
belong to the same group of octet mesons in the SU(3)
symmetry limit, their parameters should be the same ex-
cept for the quark masses. In this sense, one may relate the
decay constants of i and %’ to the pion and kaon in the
ng-1Mo mixing scheme. The CLEO Collaboration [4] re-
ported their pole fit results as A, =776 = 10 = 12 =
16 MeV, A, =774 =11 *16 +22 MeV, and A, =
859 £9 + 18 £20 MeV. These results imply that the
nonperturbative properties of 77 and 7 are very similar. In
addition, the absolute value of 6 is small and cosf|ng) is
the leading order in the ng-7, mixing scheme of the 7.
They are consistent with the basic physical intuition that
both 77 and 7g are in the SU/(3) octet and are pseudomass-
less Goldstone particles. Therefore, that is why the authors
of [29] take the parameters of 7g as equal to the pion, such
as bg = b, in their paper. From a strict sense, if the pion,
kaon, and 7y are in the same group of octet mesons, the
mass of m,, my, and By = B, in the BHL wave function
should be the same in the calculations of the 77, 1, and 7’
transition form factors.

Therefore, we employ the intuitive 7g-1, mixing
scheme in the calculations of the 7, 1, and 7’ transition
form factors by using the uniform parameters, which shows
that the SU(3) symmetry limit works well in this paper.

In practice, we utilize the SU;(3) broken form of wave
functions for flavor octet ng and singlet 7):

Img) = %(w - dd)i(x k) — %swgm kL) (22)

Im0) = %(w - A k) + %swg,(x, k.) (23)

in which we use the Gaussian wave function of the BHL
prescription:

r m2 + k% 7
q k,)=A _ q L ) 24
T om2+ k3
o k) =A -4 25
¢8(x J_) Sexp_ 8B§X(1 _ x)— ( )
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2 2
$(n k) = Ag exp[— L‘”J 26)

8B3x(1 — x
2+ k3
do(x k1) = Ay exp[ - m} 27
0

and ¢q and s5 are the spin parts of the wave functions
which are similar to the pion with all possible spin states.

Moreover, it is convenient to use the method for the
ng-1o mixing scheme which was developed by Cao-Signal
[8] in obtaining the mixing angle 6 and the decay con-
stants. In this treatment, we can get 6, fg, and f, directly
without involving fg and 6. In the ng-7y mixing scheme,
we have

Fypean(Q%) = Foyry (0%) €080 — Fpe.y (Q°) sin,
(28)

Fopp(Q%) = F,p_, (0% sing + F,.._, (Q%) cosb.
(29)

While for the 70 case, we have

0 Wazmiro )
ami, 1
(7" — yy) = 647;;” X (31)

Generalizing these equations to ng and 7, we have

matm?
_a?m, <cos0 3 22 sin0>2 (32)
64 V3fs V3o ,
7TC¥2m3
F(T’I - 7)’) = 4 i |Fyy*—>17/(0)|2
_ azm%/ < sinf n 2\/§cost9>2 (33)
641 \/§f8 \/gfo '
Thus we could get
_ Fyy*_,n(()) _ tan008 — tan@ (34)
P (0) 1 tanfg X tanf’
= tal’l(eog - 0), (35)

in which we let tanfog = f,/(~/8f5). Along with the same
idea, by taking the Q% — oo limit, we could have

014034-5



BO-WEN XIAO AND BO-QIANG MA

Fyy—n(Q? = )
Fyy*—»n/(Qz — )

F,, _,US(Q — 00)cosf — F
Fw oy (Q? — 00)sinf + F
1 —8tanfyg X tand
"~ tanf + 8 tanfg

in which we have limy_,0%Fg(Q?) = 2fs/+/3 and

limy:_ Q*Fy(Q%) = (4v/2f,)/+/3. CLEO [4] proposed
that the yy* — M transition form factors could be approxi-
mated by

P2 =

(Q? — o0)siné
0? — ) cosf

YY" =m0

w*—*no(

(36)

1

FVV*—'M(QZ) = Fyy—n(0) X 1+ QZ/A%/I; &7
thus we obtain
A
= p;—. 38
P2 = p1 Az, (38)

Finally one obtains

—9(p; + p2) +/81(p; — p2)* +32(p1py + 1)?

tanf = )
2(8 = p1p2)
(39
% = +/8tan(f + arctanp,), (40)
8
and gets
1
fs = —, (41
4B Foy(0) cOSO + F,e.,(0) sind]
fo=—= v8 . @)
437 [Fyymay(0)sin — F, ., (0) cosf]

by using the above results.

IV. y*y — 1 AND "y — 1 TRANSITION
FORM FACTORS

There have been many different approaches to discuss
the photon-meson transition form factors of light pseudo-
scalar mesons 7, 1, and %', such as the light-cone per-
turbation theory by Cao-Huang-Ma [2,29], the light-front
quark model by Hwang and Choi-Ji [26], the QCD sum
rule calculation by Radyushkin-Ruskov [30], and also
other approaches [31]. We now perform a systematic cal-
culation of these transition form factors in the light-cone
framework just presented in Sec. II. The advantage of this
new framework is that the predictions should be applicable
at both low- and high-energy scales.

Similar to the pion transition form factor and from
Egs. (22) and (23), we can get ng and 7), transition form
factors:

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 014034 (2005)

dxd’k |
167

o (00 = 42 + &) ]

v my e k)x(l—x)

2 2
xyfm2 + K7} my + K7
g2 fdxdzkl my
' 167 xym2 + K2
x(1 —x)
X ¢p§(x, k') ———- 2+k2’ (43)
dxd?k |
Foppy (02 = 42(e2 + efl)f T
m x(1 —x)
X —qd’g()@ kl)w
xyfm2 + K% my 1
+4\/§ezded2kl m
s 3
167 i W7
x(l —x)

in which k/, =k, + (1 — x)q | after considering the
Drell-Yan-West assignment, and then we get F' Wsn_,,,(Qz)
and F,,_.,,(0?) in the ng-7o mixing scheme,
Fw*ﬁn(Qz) = FW*_,%(QZ) cosf — FW*_,%(QZ) sind),
(45)

Fyp_p(Q?) =F Q%) sing + F,.._, (0% cosb.

(46)

w**ns(

A. Numerical calculations

First of all, we would like to determine the mixing angle
6 and decay constants of fg and f, by employing Eq. (39)
to Eq. (42) with two different sets of experimental data
which may cast some light on the clarification of the
obvious current disagreement between the former
Primakoff experiments and collider results in the measure-
ments of I'( — vy7), and then give more reasonable pre-
dictions on the mixing angle 6. From the Particle Data
Group book [32], we get

[(7°— yy) =774 £ 0.54 eV, 47)
I(n — yy) = 0.46 = 0.04 keV, 48)
I'(n' — yy) = 4.29 = 0.15 keV, (49)
and
m,o = 134.9766 £ 0.0006 MeV, (50)
m, = 547.30 = 0.12 MeV, (1))
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my, = 957.78 £ 0.14 MeV. (52)

We can get 6 = —14.7° = 2.0°, fo = 1.13 = 0.08f,, and
fs =0.97 =0.07f,. However, I'(n — yvy) =0.511 =
0.026 keV if we do not include the Primakoff production
measurement of n—vyy [[(n—yy) =0324=*
0.046keV] which obviously disagrees with other collider
measurements. Therefore, we obtain § = —16.1° + 1.5°,
fo=1.11 20.08f,, and fg = 0.95 = 0.07f,. Moreover,
we find that the mixing angle ¢ = 6 + arctan% = 38.6°is

compatible with [9] which gives the phenomenological
value of the mixing angle ¢ = 39.3° £ 1.0° from eight
decay and scattering processes. The mixing independent
ratio R can be defined as follows:

_ My Tia—=yy) T —vyy)
R =T = w)[ M3 M3, } &)
N
= _(I7 4 gl7). 54
(745 oY

The current experimental value of R which was given in
the proposal of the PrimEx Collaboration [6] at JLab is
Rep = 2.5 % 0.5(stat) * 0.5(syst). We can get R = 2.45
and R = 2.54, respectively, by using the above two sets of
parameters. With the latter set of the fitted value of the
mixing angle 6 and decay constants of fg and f; as the
input parameters, we can fix the remaining seven parame-
ters by the following nine constraints.

In the formulas of the transition form factor F.,,-_»(Q?)
(P = 1, g, M), the parameters are the normalization con-
stants A, Ag and Ay, the harmonic scale 8,, = Bg and 3,
and the quark masses m, = m, = m, and my. In order to
take a numerical calculation of the transition form factor
Fy_ w(Q?) and compare it with the available experimen-
tal data, we need to employ nine constraints to fix those
seven parameters above. Thus, we can determine all these
seven parameters in the transition form factor uniquely.

1. The decay widths of 7, 7, and 7’ [4,32]:

4
Fﬂ(O) = \/WM?TF(W_) YY)

—0.274 +0.010 GeV~!, 0.274 GeV~!,  (55)
F, (0) \/ * )
= [ ——=T(n—yy
m QQWM%
= 0.273 +0.009 GeV~!, 0.277 GeV~!,  (56)

4
Fn/y(o) = \/m L(n'— yy)

= 0.342 = 0.006 GeV~!, 0.343 GeV~!. (57)
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2. The 0? — limiting
Qsz.y*_,P(O)F;y'y*—»P(Qz) [1’8933]

behavior of

. 1
lelm 772Q2F'yy*—>77(0)F'y'y*—>77(Q2) = Er 049; (58)

1

lim 37202y (OF e (0°) = 5, 048, (59)
lim 3720%F ey (0)F .y (Q2) = 4, 3.99. (60)

Q%*—00

3. The Q% — oo limiting behavior of Q*F,. (0%
[1,8,33]:

lim Q°F,, (0% = 2f, = 1848 + 0.2 MeV,
Q —

(61)
184.8 MeV,
2
lim Q%F.,,-_, (0% = — fg = 101 =7 MeV,
Qim0 VYT Ne (62)
95 MeV,
. 42
lim Q%Fy—y (Q%) = = fo = 334 = 15 MeV,
332 MeV,

in which the weak decay constant f,. = 92.4 MeV is de-
fined [34] by 7 — wv decay.

These constraints are not completely independent, but
are necessary since some of them are free from uncertain-
ties; for example, Eqgs. (59) and (60) are free from the
decay constants f;, and fg. Combined with consideration
of other properties of the pion [3], we can obtain m, =
200 MeV, mg; = 550 MeV, B, = Bg =410 MeV, B, =
475 MeV, A, = 0.0475 MeV~!, Ag = 0.0331 MeV !,
and Ay = 0.0440 MeV~!. Among these seven parameters,
three of them (m,, A,, and B,) are the same in our
previous work [3] and have already been fixed; only the
other four are new parameters. These three parameters
satisfy Egs. (55), (58), and (61) very well. Then we fix
the four new parameters by using Egs. (56), (57), (59), and
(60). Since the parameter fixing scheme is somehow
unique, numerical results of these parameters do not have
much room to vary, and not surprisingly we find these fixed
seven parameters give very good prediction for Egs. (62)
and (63). Reversely, we can compute the values of the
above nine constraints by using the above seven fixed
parameters, and we also provide the fitted values at the
end of each equation. Therefore, after this simple parame-
ter fixing scheme, we could start to calculate the transition
form factor for these mesons.

The results are in good agreement with the experimental
data which we have listed above. Moreover, it is interesting
to notice that the masses of the light-flavor quarks (the up

014034-7
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8t _
yy*r transition form factor

(]
T

Tr*Tm

T

N
T

(4na)’m */(64n)|F  (Q7)[(eV)
N

o 1 . 1 . 1 . 1 . 1
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
Q% (GeV)
FIG. 2. Theoretical prediction of (4ma)* X

(m3/64m)|F,,.-_.(0?)|? calculated with the pion wave function
in the BHL prescription compared with the experimental data.
The data for the transition form factor are taken from Ref. [5].

quarks and down quarks) from the above constraints are
just in the correct range (e.g., 200 ~ 300 MeV) of the
constituent quark masses from more general considera-
tions. Naturally, the transition form factor results emerging
from this assumption are in quite good agreement with the
experimental data.

Figure 2 indicates that the theoretical values of the
photon-pion (yy* — ) transition form factors in the
case of low Q7 fit the experimental data well. One may
consider this work as a light-cone version of the relativistic
quark model [20,21], which should be valid in the low-
energy scale about Q? =2 GeV?. However, it is also
physically in accordance with the light-cone perturbative
QCD approach [1,2], which is applicable at the high-
energy scale of Q> > 2 GeV?. The reason is that it is not

0.24 r

Transition form factor

...... Limiting behavior 2f

0.20

Q’IF(Q%)|(GeV)
o
N

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Q*(GeV)’

0o 1 2

FIG. 3. Theoretical prediction of Q?|F,.-_.(0Q?)| calculated
with the pion wave function in the BHL prescription compared
with the experimental data. The data for the transition form
factor are taken from Refs. [4,5].
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0-6 L) ) T L L)

05} yy*n transition form factor _

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25

Q*(GeVY

FIG. 4. Theoretical prediction of (4mra)? X
(m3 /64m)|F,,_,(0%)]* compared with the experimental data
in the low-energy scale. The data for the transition form factor
are taken from Refs. [5,37].

necessary to incorporate the hard-gluon exchange between
the quark and antiquark of the meson, which should be
generally considered at high Q7 for exclusive processes, in
the light-cone perturbative QCD approach for the pion-
photon transition form factor [1,2]. As a result, it is no
wonder that our predictions for the transition form factor at
high Q? also agree with the experimental data at the high-
energy scale in Fig. 3.

Figs. 4 and 5 show that our predictions for the y*y — 7
transition form factors agree with the experimental data in
the low- and high-energy scale, respectively. In addition,
the numerical results of the y*y — n’ transition form
factor also give a good fit of the experiments both in the
low- and moderately high-energy scale in Figs. 6 and 7.
The prediction that we have made for the low Q%(0.001 —
0.5 GeV?) behaviors of the photon-meson transition form

0.24

T'ransition ;orm factolr i I ' l I
---------- Limiting behavior
0.20} — :
S 0.16 me
%, -1or T Lﬁﬁ—(% -
9 A | I
=012 '
g s CELLO
g 0.08 o CLEOntoyy y
u A CLEOnto3n®
O 0.04 o CLEOntor'nr’ 1
* TPC/2y
0.00b—— 2 1.

2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Q%(GeV)

FIG. 5. Theoretical prediction of Q?|F,.,-_.,(Q%)| compared
with the experimental data. The data for the transition form
factor are taken from Refs. [4,5,37].
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yy*n' transition form factor

(@) (keV)
N

¥

(4na)’m /(64r)|F

0 1 N 1 1
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 20 25

Q*(GeVY

FIG. 6. Theoretical prediction of (4ma)* X
(m3,/64m)|F .y (QH)I* compared with the experimental
data in the low-energy scale. The data for the transition form
factor are taken from Refs. [4,5,37,38].

factors of 7%, 7, and %' are measurable in the e +
A(Nucleus) — e + A + M process via the Primakoff effect
at JLab and DESY.

Generally speaking, the medium to high Q? behavior of
the transition form factors should include leading-twist
order (so-called pQCD picture) and next-to-leading order
corrections [35,36], but we only take the leading order into
account in this literature. However, we find that our results
for the leading order of the transition form factors fit the
experimental data at small O well and are also physically
consistent with the light-cone pQCD approach at large Q2.

V. CONCLUSION

The light-cone formalism provides a convenient frame-
work for the relativistic description of hadrons in terms of
quark and gluon degrees of freedom, and for the applica-
tion of perturbative QCD to exclusive processes. With the
minimal Fock-state expansions of the pion and photon
wave functions from the light-cone representation of the
spin structure of the pseudoscalar meson and photon ver-
tices, we investigate the photon-meson transition form

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 014034 (2005)

' ' ' vy*n' Transition form factor '
032 T | R Limiting behavior 7
—
0.24¢ T . c
S
)
O 016} 42 .
=
& m CELLO
O 0.08} 0 CLEO n'to % to 6y i
~_ A CLEO q'to n'n’n to 51’ to 10y
& v CLEOqtopytorny
L 0 00 * CLEOntormntonn2y J
& : O CLEOn'tornnto 2n2rn to2x2r 2y
(e O CLEO n'to n'n 3r"to n'n 6y
e L3
-0.08} & TPCI2y L
'} 1 'l 'l 'l

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Q*%(GeV)?

FIG. 7. Theoretical prediction of Q*|F,,-,/(Q?)| compared
with the experimental data. The data for the transition form
factor are taken from Refs. [4,5,37,38].

factors by adopting the Drell-Yan-West assignment to get
the light-cone framework that works at both low Q2 and
high Q%. We employ the experimental values of the decay
widths of 77, 7, and =’, the limiting behavior of
1imQ2—>ooQsz*yﬁM(QZ)F'y*y—wM(O) (M =, 13 7’0)’ and
the limiting behavior of Q*F,.,_,(Q?) as the nine con-
straints to fix those seven parameters in the 7, ng, and 7,
wave functions. With the fixed 7, 7y, and 7, wave func-
tions, we find that our numerical predictions for the
photon-meson transition form factors of light pseudoscalar
mesons 77, 7, and 7’ agree with the experimental data at
both the low- and high-energy scales, in a wide region
compared to previous studies.
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