arXiv:1307.1912v2 [hep-ph] 25 Oct 2013

Model Independent Electromagnetic corrections in hadronic τ decays

F.V. Flores-Baéz, J.R. Morones-Ibarra.

Facultad de Ciencias Físico-Matemáticas, Universidad Autónoma de Nuevo León Ciudad Universitaria, San Nicolás de los Garza, Nuevo León, 66450, México

December 1, 2020

Abstract The long distance correction to the total decay width of the τ^± → K^0π^±ν decay is calculated in a model independent approach where a discrimination of photons in the Bremmstrahlung process is assumed. This correction is completely free of UV and IR singularities and moreover, it satisfies electromagnetic gauge invariance. The result of this work can be applied on the tau decays: τ^± → π^±π^0ν, K^±π^0ν.

1 Introduction

It is well known that hadronic τ decays are an ideal laboratory to obtain information about the fundamental parameters within the Standard Model and also some properties of QCD at low energies [1][2]. In particular the τ → Kπν decay has been studied in the past by ALEPH [3] and OPAL [4] and recently at B factories [5][6] where the high statistic measurements provide excellent information about the structure of the spectral functions, parameters of the intermediate states and the total hadronic spectral function. It is also possible to determine the product |V_{us}|F^{K0π+}_+ (0) from this decay although the best determination comes from semileptonic kaon decays [7].

On the theoretical side this sort of processes have a nice feature: the decay amplitude can be factorized into a pure leptonic part and a hadronic spectral function [8] in such a way that the differential decay distribution reads dΓ_{Kπ} d √ s = G^2_F ( |V_{us}|F^{Kπ}_+ (0) )_2 m^3_τ 32π^3s S_{EW} ( 1 − s m^2_τ

)_2

× [( 1 + 2s m^2_τ ) q^3_{Kπ}|F̃^{Kπ}_+ (s)|^2 +

3Δ^2_{Kπ}q_{Kπ}|F̃^{Kπ}_0 (s)|^2 4s ] , (1) where a sum over the two posibles decays τ^+ → K^+π^0ν and τ^+ → K^0π^+ν has been done, isospin symmetry is assumed and the reduced vector and scalar form factors have been normalized to one at the origin

F̃^{Kπ}_+ (s) = F^{Kπ+} (s) F^{Kπ}_+ (0)

, F̃^{Kπ}_0 (s) =

F^{Kπ}_0 (s) F^{Kπ}_+ (0)

. (2)

In this expresion Δ_{Kπ} ≡ m^2_K − m^2_π and the kaon momentum in the rest frame of the hadronic system reads q_{Kπ} = 1 2 √ s √ (s − (m_K + m_π)^2)(s − (m_K − m_π)^2) × θ(s − (m_K + m_π)^2) . (3) A theoretical description[9] of the vector and scalar form factors has been done in the Chiral Theory with Resonances(RχT) framework[10], providing a succesful representation of the data. It is worth to mention that eq.(1) includes the short distance correction S_{EW} [11][12] however the long distance correction is omitted. In the B factories[5][6] an improved experimental precision can be achieved in the future which makes mandatory to have a theoretical analysis of the long distance corrections effects.

It is well known that in all decays with a charged particle the emission of photons is always present altering the dynamics of the decay. The approximative next-to-leading order algorithms [13] are used to simulate the correction due to soft photons where the virtual corrections (one loop) are reconstructed numerically up to the leading logarithms from the real photon corrections. An improved algorithm [14] can be applied if a phenomenological model is used to describe the behaviour of the invariant amplitude.

On the other hand, the first attempt to describe the lepton-hadron interaction used a simple effective interaction approach, nonetheless once the electromagnetic correction is computed an unfortunate feature appears: it depends on the cutoff energy [15] that controls the UV singularity. Nevertheless in the χPT framework [16] it is possible to describe the interactions between the lightest multiplet of pseudoscalar mesons and the lightest leptons at low energy (below the ρ(770) resonance region) including also real and virtual photons [17][18] and due to the character of χPT, the UV singularity is cancelled by adding a finite number of appropiated counterterms. At the end one does not have to deal with an UV cutoff but with the finite pieces of the couplings constant of the effective theory. A nice example of this type of electromagnetic correction treatment was done in K_{l3} [19].

Another alternative for the analysis of electromagnetic corrections is given by a Model Independent (MI) approach [20]. In this method the invariant amplitude of the radiative correction is separated into external and internal contribution. The external radiative correction is obtained by considering the emission and absorption of real or virtual photons in external lines. The internal radiative correction corresponds to diagrams where a photon is attached to an internal line and clearly depends on the precise details of the process, in other words this part is model dependent. The aim of this technique is to procure an electromagnetic correction, evaluated once and for all which is gauge invariant, free of UV singularities and contains the dominant logarithms that come from the infrared singularity cancellation.

The MI technique has been applied in the analysis of the electromagnetic corrections to the Dalitz Plot of semileptonic decays of hyperons [21], in the calculation of radiative correction to leptonic decays of pseudoscalar meson[22] and also recentely a radiative corrections analysis to the Dalitz plot of the K_{l3} decay[23]. It is worth to mention that authors in [23] have quoted that their result in K_{l3} has been compared with the universal electromagnetic correction given in [19] with a very small quantitative difference. That comparison also help us to identify the model dependent part in the MI scheme with the corresponding form factor computed within χPT. In the effective approach the form factors can be separated into two parts, one of them contains the universal electromagnetic correction that is linked with the model independent electromagnetic factor (MI) and the second one can be seen as the corresponding model dependent form factor (MD), which in the context of χPT is made of hadronic loop contributions, finite local terms and electromagnetic pieces that are left aside once the universal correction is defined^1. In the hadronic τ decays the energy transfered √ s to the hadronic system goes from a treshold (m_1 +m_2) up to m_τ , which means that the expansion parameter of χPT is no longer valid in all the region. In this respect we can not apply consistently the work done in k_{l3} in computing the electromagnetic corrections in hadronic tau decays.

In this paper we are not comitted in to give a description of the form factors, our aim is to present the MI electromagnetic corrections to the τ → Kπν following the techniques given in [20]. In Section 2 we describe briefly the basis of the hadronic tau decay and general effects of electromagnetic correction. In Section 3 the MI electromagnetic corrections for virtual and real photons are computed. In Section 4 we present the MI corrections to the τ^+ → K^0π^+ν decay width and a discussion about our result.

2 τ decay and the Electromagnetic Interaction

2.1 Basic elements on τ decays

Here we do a brief review of the very well known elements of the τ^± → P^±P^0ν_τ decay where P is a pseudoscalar meson. We start with the invariant amplitude without electromagnetic effects that is expressed [8] as follows

M^{(0)}_τ = C_{CG}G_F V_{CKM} l_μh^μ , (4)

where G_F is the Fermi constant, V_{CKM} is the CKM matrix element, the Clebsch- Gordon coefficient C_{CG} = (−^{√2}_2 ,^1_2 , 1) depends on the hadronic final state (π^+K^0, π^0K^+, π^+π^0) and the leptonic current is given by^2

l_μ = ū_{ντ} (q)γ_μγ^7u_τ (p_τ ) , (5)

meanwhile the hadronic part h^μ that contains the form factors F_+(s), F_−(s) is written as follows

h^μ = F_+(s)(p^+ − p^0)^μ + F_−(s)(p^+ + p^0)^μ , (6)

where p_+(p_0) is the 4-momenta of the charged (neutral) pseudo-scalar meson and s = (p_+ + p_0)^2.

The density function at tree level is given by

ρ^{(0)}(s, u) = |F_+(s)|^2D(s, u) + 2F_+(s)F^†_−(s)D_3(s, u) + |F_−(s)|^2D_2(s) , (7)

1It is worth to mention that the definition of the universal e.m. correction is not unique meanwhile the e.m. correction computed in the MI approach is very well defined.

2We use the notation γ^7 = 1 − γ^5.

and the D-functions are given as follows

D(s, u) = 2u^2 + 2u(s − m^2_τ − m^2_+ − m^2_0) + m^2_τ 2 (m^2_τ − s) + 2m^2_+m^2_0 ,

D_2(s) = m^2_τ 2 (m^2_τ − s) ,

D_3(s, u) = m^2_τ 2 (2m^2_0 + m^2_τ − s − 2u) . (8)

The differential decay width of the process τ^+ → P^+P^0ν_τ can be written in a simple form

dΓ^{(0)}_{P +P 0} dsdu = |C_{CG}G_F V_{CKM} |^2 (4π)^3m^3_τ ρ^{(0)}(s, u) (9)

where u = (p_τ −p^+)^2. After doing the u-integration it is straightforward to get^3

dΓ^{(0)}_{P +P 0} ds = |C_{CG}G_F V_{CKM} |^2m^3_τ q_{+0}(1 −^s_{m2τ} )^2 3(4π)^3 √ s { 3 |F_−(s)|^2

+|F_+(s)|^2 [ (1 + 2s m^2_τ ) 4q^2_{+0} s + 3Δ^2_+ s^2 ] + 6F_+(s)F^†_−(s)

Δ_+ s } , (10)

where the momentum q_{+0} in the rest frame of the hadronic system reads

q_{+0} = 1 2 √ s √ (s − (m_+ + m_0)^2)(s − (m_+ − m_0)^2) × θ(s − (m_+ + m_0)^2) . (11)

It is more familiar and elegant to write eq.(10) in terms of the scalar form factor F_0(s) defined by

F_−(s) =

Δ_+ s [F_0(s) − F_+(s)] . (12)

With the help of eq.(12), the differential decay width reads

dΓ^{(0)}_{P +P 0} d √ s = |G_F V_{CKM} |^2m^3_τ 32π^3s

[1 − s m^2_τ

]^2 [ 3Δ^2_+q_{+0} 4s |F_0(s)|^2

+|F_+(s)|^2(1 + 2s m^2_τ

)q^3_{+0} ] A_p+_p(0) , (13)

where A_p+_p(0) =^4_3 C^2_{CG} and its value is equal to^1_3 (^2_3 ) for the hadronic final state K^+π^0, (K^0π^+). It is easy to see that summing both final Kπ states we get eq.(1). In the case of the π^+π^0-final state, A_{ππ} = 4/3 and the scalar form factor contribution vanishes^4 due to isospin symmetry.

The energy-momenta conservation defines a set of allowed values for the cinematic variables (u, s) that can be shown in a Dalitz plot which borders are given by (m_+ + m_0)^2 ≤ s ≤ m^2_τ , u_−(s) ≤ u ≤ u_+(s) , (14)

3Δ_+ = m^2_+ − m^2_0 where m_+(m^2_0) is the mass of the charged(neutral) meson. 4Even considering the physical pion masses, the scalar contribution is negligible.

where

u_+(s) = 1 2s { 2s(m^2_τ + m^2_0 − s) − (m^2_τ − s)(s + m^2_+ − m^2_0)

+(m^2_τ − s) √ (s − (m^2_+ + m^2_0))^2 − 4m^2_+m^2_0 } , u_−(s) = 1 2s { 2s(m^2_τ + m^2_0 − s) − (m^2_τ − s)(s + m^2_+ − m^2_0)

−(m^2_τ − s) √ (s − (m^2_+ + m^2_0))^2 − 4m^2_+m^2_0 } . (15)

Considering the hadronic final state K^0π^+, the integrated decay width is found to be

Γ^{(0)}_{Kπ} = |F_+(0)V_{CKM} |^2G^2_F C^2_{CG}N_iI^{(0)}_{Kπ} (16)

where N_i = [_{m5τ} 48π^3 ] and the integrated density I^{(0)}_{Kπ} is defined as follows

I^{(0)}_{Kπ} = ∫ ds m^2_τ s √ s [1 − s m^2_τ

]^2 [ |F̃^{Kπ}_+ (s)|^2(1 + 2s m^2_τ )q^3_{Kπ} + 3Δ^2_+q_{Kπ} 4s |F̃^{Kπ}_0 (s)|^2 ] . (17)

In order to compute I^{(0)}_{Kπ} one needs a theoretical description of the normalized vector and scalar form factors F̃^{Kπ}_+ (s) and F̃^{Kπ}_0 (s). This task is achieved by a fit to the measured distributions to τ^± → K_sπ^±ν. There is a strong effort in computing this integral [24] with a dispersive representation of the form factors but for illustrative purpose we consider the parameterized vector and scalar form factors as given by the Belle Collaboration [6] as follows

F_V (s) = F_+(s) = 1 1 + β

[BW_K∗_{(892)}(s) + BW_K∗_{(1410)}(s)] , (18)

where β is the fraction of the K^∗(1410) resonance contribution and BW (s)_R is a relativistic Breit-Wigner function BW_R(s) = M^2_R M^2_R − s − ıM_RΓ_R(s)

, (19)

and Γ_R(s) is the s-dependent total width of the resonance,

Γ_R(s) = Γ_{0,R} s M^2_R ( σ_{Kπ}(s) σ_{Kπ} (m^2_R)

)_3 , σ_{Kπ}(s) = 2q_{Kπ}(s) √ s . (20)

For the scalar form factor F_0(s) we take the description that includes only the K^∗_0 (800) resonance

F_0(s) = κ s M^2_K∗_{0 (800)}

BW_K∗_{0 (800)}(s) . (21) where κ is a complex constant and represents the fraction of the scalar resonance contribution.

The mass and width of K^∗(892), K^∗(1410) are fixed from [25] meanwhile the parameters of K^∗_0 (800) are taken from [26]. With the values of Table 3 given in[6], it is found that I^{(0)}_{KS π±} = 0.384221. Assuming that

B(τ^± → K^0π^±ν) = B(τ^± → K_Sπ^±ν) + B(τ^± → K_Lπ^±ν) = 2B(τ^± → K_S π^±ν) , (22)

then we get

I^{(0)}_{K0 π±} = 2I^{(0)}_{KS π±} ∼ 0.768 . (23)

Figure 1: The Dalitz plot without electromagnetic corrections for the tau decay into the Kπ

hadronic final state, the Mandelstand variables are defined in the text and masses are given in GeV.

2.2 An overview on electromagnetic corrections

Here we addres some general effects of the electromagnetic corrections. First we assume the simplest and easiest scenario: there is just one form factor that is not affected by the one loop integration, in other words its dependence on s is negligible and we denote this by writing F_+(s) = F_V . In this case the tree level amplitude for the τ^+ → P^+P^0ν decay reads

M^{(0)} = G_F V_{CKM} C_{CG}F_V l_μ(p_+ − p_0)^μ . (24)

The amplitude for the one loop electromagnetic correction with pointlike mesonphoton interaction is found to be M^v = G_F V_{CKM} C_{CG}F_V l_μ α 4π [ f^{e.m.}_+ (u)t^μ_− + f^{e.m.}_− (u)t^μ_+ ] , (25) where t^μ_± = (p^+ ± p^0)^μ. It is well known that the function f^{e.m.}_+ (u) encloses ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) singularities meanwhile f^{e.m.}_− (u) contains just an UV singularity. The IR divergence is cancelled by taking into account the real photon emission meanwhile the UV problem can be solved with a cut-off in the one-loop integration that replaces the singularity^5. In short this method consists in making the next replacement 2 4 − D − γ_E + ln[4π] + ln[ m^2 μ^2

] → ln[

Λ^2 m^2

] . (26)

where the cut-off Λ can be some resonance mass and m is a caracteristic mass of the process. The replacement makes sense because represents that something is hidden in the effective 4-body interaction encoded in eq.(24). In order to make an analogy we recall the one loop corrections (at short distances) computed [27] within the Standard Model for the process τ → ν_τ dū where the pure QED correction in the Fermi model is UV divergent but if all the electroweak corrections are included ( Z and W virtual exchange) then the ultraviolet cut-off ( ln[^{Λ2}_{m2τ} ]) is replaced naturally by a large logarithm namely ln[m_Z /m_τ ][11]. In this case the hidden objects in the Fermi model are Z and W bosons.

On the other hand, when the electromagnetic corrections are computed in the MI approach, the discussion about the value of the cut-off Λ is left aside. For instance consider we compute the e.m. corrections to eq.(24) following the work of [20], in this case the one loop invariant matrix can be written as follows

M^v = M^{(0)} α 4π f^{e.m.}_{m.i.} (u, λ^2) + M_+ α 4π f^r_{m.i.}(u) + M^{(0)} α 4π f^{m.d}_+ (u) , (27)

where

M_+ = G_F V_{CKM} C_{CG}F_V ū_{ντ} (q)γ_μγ^7p⧸^+u_τ (p_τ )t^μ_− . (28)

The first and second pieces of eq.(28) are the e.m. corrections independent of structure effects, come from the convection and spin term, are gauge invariant, free of UV divergences and all the IR singularity is located in this term. The last piece gathers in the function f^{m.d}_+ (u), the e.m. effects on the vector form factor, details of strong interactions and the model dependent assumptions to cancel the UV divergences. Notice that in assuming that the vector form factor is the dominant we are taking into account only the effects at O(α) to this form factor. Adding eqs.(24,27) we get

M = M^{(0)′} [1 + α 4π f^{e.m.}_{m.i.} (u, λ^2)] + M^′_+ α 4π f^r_{m.i.}(u) , (29) where the vector form factor has been redefined at order α as follows,

F^′_V (u) = F_V + α 4π f^{m.d.}_+ (u) . (30)

This fact is indicated by a prime on the amplitudes of eq.(29). As a consequence of eq.(30), it is assumed that F^′_V (u) is extracted from the experiment and hence

5D = 4 − ϵ assuming the one loop integrals are done in the Dimensional Regularization Method, however anothers prescriptions are equivalents.

gives information about the structure dependence and also helps to select the best model or theory that describes this form factor and its complications. The same proccedure is applied when the tree level amplitude depends on two form factors, in this case the model dependent amplitude can be written as follows M^v_{md} = G_F V_{CKM} C_{CG}l_μ α 4π [F^{m.d}_+ (s, u)t^μ_− + F^{m.d}_− (s, u)t^μ_+] . (31)

In this general case the form factors F^{m.d.}_+ (s, u) and F^{m.d}_− (s, u) that represent the mixing of hadronic and e.m. effects are redefined as follows

F^′_+(s, u) = F_+(s) + α 4π F^{m.d.}_+ (s, u) , F^′_−(s, u) = F_−(s) + α 4π F^{m.d.}_− (s, u) . (32) 3 Model Independent Radiative Corrections

In this section the one loop and real photon corrections to τ^+ → P^+P ν are computed following the techniques explained in [20]. A characteristic of this correction is that it is specified completely by the momenta and spin states of the initial and final particles.

3.1 Virtual photons.

The MI one loop electromagnetic corrections are obtained from the diagrams shown in fig.(2) with the tree level amplitude given in eq.(4). The amplitude of

Figure 2: The so-called external diagrams, where a photon line conects external charged

legs correspond to a), b) and c), where P^+(P^0) denotes the charged(neutral) scalar meson.

the first external diagram (fig.2a) reads

M_a = e^2ū_ν (q)G −ı (2π)^4 ∫ dk^4 [ F_+(s^′)(p⧸^+ − p⧸^0 + k⧸)

+F_−(s^′)(p⧸^+ + p⧸^0 + k⧸) ] γ^7 p⧸_τ + k⧸ − m_τ k^2[(p_τ + k)^2 − m^2_τ ]

[2p⧸^+ + k⧸] (p^+ + k)^2 − m^2_+ u_τ (p_τ )

(33)

where now s^′ = (p^0 + p^+ + k)^2 and here we define G = G_F V_{CKM} C_{CG} in order to avoid long expresions. According to our aim and following the result given in [20], the amplitude is separated in one piece that depends only on general QED properties and a second piece that depends on the description of the structure. This assumption allows us to write the amplitude M_a in the following form

M_a = M^{(0)}_τ −ıe^2 (2π)^4 ∫ (2p_τ + k) · (2p^+ + k)dk^4 k^2[(p_τ + k)^2 − m^2_τ ][(p^+ + k)^2 − m^2_+]

+ Gū_ν (q)h_ν γ^ν γ^7 ıe^2 (2π)^4

∫_{12}

[γ^α, k⧸](2p^+ + k)_α k^2[(p_τ + k)^2 − m^2_τ ] dk^4 [(p^+ + k)^2 − m^2_+] u_τ (p_τ )

+ M^{r,md}_a (34)

The infrared singularity, some UV divergences and the major finite correction come from the first line that corresponds to the convection term meanwhile the second line corresponds to the spin term which is UV and IR finite [20]. The rest of the amplitude M^{r,md}_a can be written as indicated in eq.(31) and contains all details of strong interactions. From here we assume that the model dependent part is included in the redefinition of the form factors as given in eq.(32). The convection amplitude, first line in eq.(34), is written^6 in terms of the tree level amplitude times the electromagnetic correction as follows,

M^{cc}_a = M^{(0)}_τ α 4π [ B0[m^2_τ , 0, m^2_τ ] − B0[u, m^2_+, m^2_τ ] + B0[m^2_+, 0, m^2_+]

+4p_τ · p^+C0[m^2_+, u, m^2_τ , λ^2] ] . (35)

The convection contribution of the scalar meson self-energy^7, fig.(1c), is given by M^{cc}_{SE} = M^{(0)}_τ 1 2 4ıπα (2π)^4 ∫ dk^4(2p^+ + k) · (2p^+ + k) k^2[(p^+ + k)^2 − m^2_+]^2

. (36)

The very well know lepton self-energy, fig.(1b), reads^8

M^τ_{SE} = M^{(0)}_τ α 4π 1 2 [ −Δ_{UV} + ln [ m^2_τ μ^2 ] − 4 − 2 ln [ λ^2 m^2_τ ]] , (37)

where λ is the fictitious mass of the photon used in order to control the IR divergence and μ is the well known mass parameter introduced in the dimensional

6The integration is done using the FeynCal[30] package for Mathematica and the Passarino- Veltman functions can be evaluated with LoopTools. In order to see the IR singularity cancellation we use analytical expression given in the Appendix.

7See the ref.[20] 8In dimensional regularization Δ_{UV} =^2_{4−D} − γ_E + ln[4π].

regularization method. The total convection amplitude is the sum of (35,36,37) and reads M^{cc}_{m.i.} = M^{(0)}_τ α 4π f^v_{m.i.} = M^{(0)}_τ α 4π [ 2 ln [ m_+m_τ λ^2 ] + m_+m_τ u [ 1 x_t − x_t ] ln[x_t]

+2m^2_+y_tC0[m^2_+, u, m^2_τ , λ^2] − m^2_+ 2u (1 − r_t) ln[r_t] − 1 ] (38)

The notation is the same that in [31] and the expression of C0[m^2_+, u, m^2_τ , λ^2] is obtained from the general form given in [32]. The total convection amplitude is free of UV singularities and is also electromagnetic gauge invariant which can be easily checked by adding to the photon propagator the term ξk^μk^ν /k^2, where ξ is an arbitrary parameter and then seeing that ξ-dependent contributions from the lepton self energy and convection meson self energy cancel the respective terms coming from eq.(35).

The second line of eq.(34) is found to be

M_2 = M^{(0)}_τ α 4π (2p_τ · p^+)f^r + Gū_{ντ} (q)h_ν γ^ν γ^7p⧸^+u(p_τ ) α 4π [2m_τ f^r] (39)

This piece is gauge invariant by itself and free of IR and UV singularities and the function f^r reads

f^r = 1 m^2_+(y^2_τ − 4r_τ ) [ m^2_+(2 − y_τ ) u [ 2 − y_τ 2 ln[r_τ ] − x_τ 1 − x^2_τ ln[x_τ ] √ r_τ (y^2_τ − 4r_τ ) ]

− ln[r^2_τ ] ] . (40)

In order to get a complete gauge invariance result, the total MI amplitude must contain the sum of eqs.(38,39), thus the correction to the differential tau decay width is written as follows

dΓ_P +_P 0 dsdu = |G|^2 (4π)^3m^3_τ [ ρ^{(0)}(s, u) [ 1 + α 2π (f^v_{m.i.} + 2p_τ · p^+f^r) ]

+ α 2π [ m^2_τ f^r ] { |F_+(s)|^2G(s, u) + 2F^†_+(s)F_−(s)H(s, u) +|F_−(s)|^2E(s, u) }] (41)

where

G(s, u) = s(m^2_+ − u) + m^2_+(4u − 4m^2_0) + m^2_τ (m^2_0 − m^2_+) , E(s, u) = s(m^2_+ − u) + m^2_τ m^2_0 − m^2_+m^2_τ , H(s, u) = s(m^2_+ + u) − m^2_τ m^2_0 − m^2_+m^2_τ . (42)

It is worth to mention that in eq.(41), the function f^v_{m.i.} contains all the IR singularity of the one loop correction which is cancelled after taking into account the real-photon emission [33].

In the case of two pions in the hadronic final state, where the vector form factor is the dominant, the formula (41) reads dΓ_{ππ} dsdu = ||GF_V (s)||^2 (4π)^3m^3_τ [ [1 + α 2π (f^v_{m.i.} + 2p_τ · p^+f^r)]D(s, u) + α 2π ( m^2_τ f^r ) G(s, u) ] (43)

3.2 Real Photon Emission

In order to be consistent with the work done in the one loop correction, the model independent part of the radiative process must be defined, a task that is achieved by using the low-energy theorems [34][35].

According to the Low Theorem [34], the radiative invariant amplitude denoted as M^γ can be expanded in powers of the photon energy k for small k as follows

M^γ = M k + M_1k^0 + kM_2+_{···} (44)

where the dots symbolize terms with powers of order ≥ 2 in k. The first piece M (Low-term) and M_1 can be calculated completely from the non-radiative invariant amplitude meanwhile M_2 and the next elements on the serie depend on the theoretical model that describes the details of the photon emission from either hadronic external lines or an internal hadronic vertex. This means that eq.(44) establishes the definition of model independent and model dependent term in the radiative amplitude.

On the other hand, it was shown in [35] that the unpolarized and squared amplitude of the radiative process can be splitted into two parts, one element of order 1/k^2 that comes entirely from the Low-term and the rest that contains contributions of order k^0, k^1,_{···} as it is indicated in the following equation ∑ spins |M^γ |^2 = ∑ spins |M^{(0)}|^2e^2 [ p^+ · ϵ(k) p^+ · k − p_τ · ϵ(k) p_τ · k ]_2

+ ∑ spins |M^′ |^2k^0 + ∑ spins |M^{′′} |^2k^1+_{···} , (45)

where ϵ(k) is the photon polarization vector and ∑ spins indicates an average over

initial spin states and a sum over final spin states, except over the photon degrees of freedom. The first piece is the Low-term which is precisely the convection term in the MI scheme and encloses the appropriated terms that cancels the IR singularity in eq.(38). In this work we considere only the Low-term for the radiative amplitude^9.

According to the previous lines our gauge invariant MI radiative amplitude for the τ^+ → P^+P^0νγ decay reads

M^γ_τ = M^{(0)′}_τ e [ p^+ · ϵ(k) p^+ · k − p_τ · ϵ(k) p_τ · k ] . (46)

The soft photon approximation[36] was computed in a previous work [37] with a careful handling of the infrared singularity [38] and it was shown that the radiative correction depends on a cutoff energy ω_0^{10}. However in this work we considere an alternative procedure [15],[39],[40] that proposses a separation of the Dalitz-Plot region in such a way that the uncomfortable dependence is avoided.

In computing the well known invariant integrals for the real photon correction,

9The term of order k^0 includes contributions from the interference between the model independent and the model dependent term, therefore it is model dependent.

10An asumption of the soft photon approximation is that in an experiment, there is a minimal energy ω_0 for detecting a real photon

a novel approach was done in the work of A. Martínez et al [23], obtaining the same result that Ginsberg [39], however we follow the technique of the later. In the radiative process τ → Kπνγ a new variable arises, known as the invariant mass of the undetected particles and denoted by x = (q + k)^2 with x_−(s, u) ≤ x ≤ x_+(s, u) (47) where k = (k_0, ⃗k) are the energy and the momentum of the photon and the maximal and minimal value of x are given in the Appendix. In order to compute the real photon contribution some assumptions have to be considered, in this respect we adopt those given in [23] which means the following:

• The allowed kinematical region of all values for (u, s) that satisfy the relation of the three-body space phase, given by eqs.(14,15).

• The values of the Lorentz invariant x consistent with the first point.

In other words we considere the set of values of u, s and x that defines a region whose borders are given as follows D_{III} = { u_−(s) ≤ u ≤ u_+(s) , s_{min} ≤ s ≤ s_{max} , λ^2 ≤ x ≤ x_+(s, u) } (48)

It is important to point out that the IR divergence is precisely within this region. Here the minimal value of x is written in terms of λ, the fictitious mass of the photon, the same regulator used in handling the IR singularity in eq.(38). As a consecuence of these remarks, it is assumed a discrimination of real photons that could be done in an experimental setup by means of an analysis of the 4- body radiative Dalitz Plot(See fig.3)[41]. The discriminated photons are inside the complementary region D_c, only accesible to the radiative process, where the energy of the photon is never zero and as a consecuence, the radiative amplitude is free of IR singularity. This region is defined for the following set of values,

D_c = { u_+ ≤ u ≤ (m_τ − m_π)^2 , x_− ≤ x ≤ x_+ , s_{min} ≤ s ≤ m_τ (m_τ m_π + m^2_K − m^2_π) m_τ − m_π } (49)

Once it has been clarified our assumptions, we can compute the contribution of the Low term eq.(46) with the corresponding phase space described in eq.(48). Notice that we are computing the eq.(18) given in [39] but for the τ → Kπνγ process.

The differential radiative decay width reads dΓ^γ_{Kπ} dsdu = G^2_F |V_{us}F^{Kπ}_+ (0)|^2C^2_{CG}ρ(s, u) m^3_τ (4π)^3 α π (I_{1,1} + I_{2,0} + I_{0,2}) . (50)

The very well know invariant integrals are given in [39], details of the computation and the notation are presented in the appendix, here we just write the

Figure 3:

The upper plot shows the projection of the 4-body radiative Dalitz Plot onto the u-s plane where can be seen that the 3-body Dalitz Plot is inside this region. The lower plot shows an amplification of the projected complementary region D_c (see text) accesible only to the radiative process.

result in our case as follows,

I_{2,0} = ln [ m^2_τ − s x_+(s, u) ] + ln [ λ m_τ ] , I_{0,2} = ln

[ m^2_τ − s − u + m^2_{K0} x_+(s, u) ] + ln [ λ m_π+ ] , I_{1,1} = x_τ y_τ √ r_τ (1 − x^2_τ ) { Li_2 [ −a^2 4r_+ ] − Li_2 [ −4r_− a^2 ] − ln[x_τ ] ln [ y^2_τ − 4r_τ √ r_τ ]

+ ln[x_τ ] ln [ λ^2 m_τ m_π+ ] − ln[x_τ ] ln [ x_τ x^2_+(s, u) 4r_+ ]} . (51)

4 Correction to the τ^+ → K^0π^+ν decay

The results of the previous sections are applicable to the hadronic final modes (K^0π^+, K^+π^0, π^0π^+), however we are interested only in the first mode. Consequently we present here the MI electromagnetic corrections to the differential width decay, due to virtual photons eq.(41) and real photons eq.(50) computed within the region eq.(48),

dΓ_K0_π+ dsdu = G^2_F |V_{us}F^{Kπ}_+ (0)|^2C^2_{CG} (4π)^3m^3_τ { |F̃_+(s)|^2D̃(s, u) + 2F̃_−(s)F̃_+(s)D̃_3(s, u)

+|F̃_−(s)|^2D̃_2(s, u) } , (52)

where C^2_{CG} = 1/2 and the D̃-functions corrected are given by D̃(s, u) = D(s, u) + α 2π { D(s, u)f^{m.i.}_I + G(s, u)f^{m.i.}_{II} } D̃_2(s, u) = D_2(s) + α 2π { D_2(s)f^{m.i.}_I + E(s, u)f^{m.i.}_{II} } D̃_3(s, u) = D_3(s, u) + α 2π { D_3(s, u)f^{m.i.}_I + H(s, u)f^{m.i.}_{II} } (53)

where

f^{m.i.}_I = 2[I_{2,0} + I_{0,2} + I_{1,1}] + f^v_{m.i.} + m^2_π+ y_τ f^r , f^{m.i.}_{II} = m^2_τ f^r . (54)

The simple form of eq.(52) gives a hand to identify the effect of the e.m. corrections

• The density function eq.(7) is corrected at O(α) by the M.I. corrections.

• The form factors includes, for definition in eq.(32), the model dependent effects at O(α).

Integrating eq.(52) we obtain the total decay width corrected by the model independent e.m. corrections

Γ_K0_π+ = Γ^{(0)}_{K0π+} [1 + δ^{m.i.}_{EM} ] (55)

where the e.m. correction function reads δ^{m.i.}_{EM} = [α/2π] m^8_τ I^{(0)}_{Kπ} 3 4 ∫ { |F̃_+(s)|^2[D(s, u)f^{m.i.}_I + G(s, u)f^{m.i.}_{II} ] +|F̃_−(s)|^2[D_2(s)f^{m.i.}_I + E(s, u)f^{m.i.}_{II} ] +2F̃_−(s)F̃_+(s)[D_3(s, u)f^{m.i.}_I + H(s, u)f^{m.i.}_{II} ] } dsdu (56) In order to estimate the electromagnetic correction we follow the theoretical description for the form factors as given in section(2.1), hence we obtain δ^{m.i.}_{EM} = −0.127%. The aim of this work has been achieved by writing eq.(56), however the Dalitz plot corrections can be obtained straightforward by using eq.(53).

On the other hand, Antonelli et al[42] have given an estimate of the long distance electromagnetic corrections to τ^+ → K^0π^+ν, where the structure dependent effects have been neglected and their approach relies in the analysis already done in Kl_3 and τ → ππν. They found δ^{K̄0π+}_{em} = (−0.15 ± 0.2)% where 0.2 is the uncertainty they assigned to the unknown structure dependent effects.

5 Conclusions

Summarizing the work done, we provide the MI electromagnetic corrections to the τ^+ → K^0π^+ν decay following the procedure described in [20] considering both virtual and real photon within the 3-body phase space region eq.(48). As it has been pointed out this correction is electromagnetic gauge invariant, free of IR singularities, free of UV singularities and most important it does not have an UV cutoff. This approach considers that all structure dependence is included inside the form factors F̃_±(s) after an appropiated redefinition. In this respect our work is not focused in the theoretical description of the form factors and the corresponding solution to the remaining UV problem.

On the other hand, it is important to accentuate that eq.(56) can be used for the three hadronic final states (π^±π^0, π^±K^0, π^0K^±) with the corresponding changes. Concerning the τ decay into the 2π final state, the universal electromagnetic correction given in [31] is slighty different from the MI correction, we stressed this to be more qualitative than quantitative.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported in part by CONACYT SNI (México). F.V. Flores Baéz thank AECID (MAEC, Spain) for grant Méx:/0288/09 and also thank the IFIC-Valencia for their hospitality.

Appendix.

Kinematics.

In the radiative process a new invariant Mandelstam variable is introduced, x = (q + k)^2 whose maximum and minimum value are given as follows x_±(s, u) = 1 2m^2_π [ u(m^2_+ − m^2_0) − m^2_+(m^2_+ − m^2_0) + m^2_τ (m^2_+ + m^2_0)

−s(m^2_τ − m^2_+ − u) ± λ^{1/2}(u, m^2_+, m^2_τ )λ^{1/2}(s, m^2_+, m^2_0) ] (57)

where the well known Källen function reads

λ(a, b, c) = a^2 + b^2 + c^2 − 2(ab + ac + bc) . (58)

Invariant amplitudes.

According to the definition given in [39], the radiative function of the Low term is written as follows

g^γ = I_{11} + I_{20} + I_{02} (59)

These type of integrals have been already studied in [39], here we present brief details about computing them for our situation. We start with the easiest one which we write it as follows

I_{2,0} = − lim_{λ→0} ∫_{x+(t,u)} λ^2

p^2_τ i_{2,0}dx ,

i_{2,0} = 1 2π ∫ d^3⃗kd^3⃗q k_0q_0 δ( ⃗P − ⃗k − ⃗q)δ(E_ν − k_0 − q_0) [(p_τ − k)^2 − m^2_τ ]^2

. (60)

where P = p_τ − p_+ − p_0 and E_ν = E_τ − E_+ − E_0. The regulator for the IR singularity is chosen to be the same than the one used in the one loop corrections which means that k^2 = λ^2 for a real photon with a small fictitious mass. A frame is chosen in such a way that ⃗P = 0, hence

i_{2,0} = 1 2π ∫ d^3⃗kd^3⃗q k_0q_0 δ(−⃗k − ⃗q)δ(E_ν − k_0 − q_0) 4[p_τ · k −^{λ2}_2 ]^2

. (61)

Integration over the photon variable allow us to eliminate one delta function, then eq.(61) reads

i_{2,0} = 1 8π ∫ d^3⃗q/q_0 √ q^2_0 + λ^2 δ(E_ν − √ q^2_0 + λ^2 − q_0) [ E_τ √ q^2_0 + λ^2 + ⃗p_τ · ⃗q − λ^2/2

]_2 . (62)

The next integration is computed in spherical coordinates, first over the azimuth angle ϕ and then over q_0, then last equation reads

i_{2,0} = ∫_π 0 (E^2_ν − λ^2) sin θdθ 2[E_τ (E^2_ν + λ^2) + |⃗p_τ |(E^2_ν − λ^2) cos θ − λ^2E_ν ]^2 (63)

Throwing away contributions of equal or greater order than O(λ^4), the previous expression is found to be

i_{2,0} =

(x − λ^2) x^2m^2_τ + 4λ^2(P · p_τ )^2 − 2λ^2p^2_τ x

. (64)

Finally the x-integration in eq.(60) is done straightforward

I_{2,0} = − lim_{λ→0} ∫_{x+(t,u)} λ^2

p^2_τ i_{2,0}dx = ln [ m^2_τ − s x_+(s, u) ] + ln [ λ m_τ ] . (65)

The computation of I_{0,2} is quite similar, here we just present the result

I_{0,2} = − lim_{λ→0} ∫_{x+(s,u)} λ^2

p^2_+i_{0,2}dx = ln [ m^2_τ − u − s + m^2_0 x_+(s, u) ] + ln [ λ m_+ ] . (66)

The third integral is computed following the same procedure, first we write it as follows

I_{1,1} = lim_{λ→0} ∫_{x+(s,u)} λ^2

2p_τ · p_+i_{1,1}dx ,

i_{1,1} = 1 2π ∫ d^3⃗qd^3⃗kδ(⃗k + ⃗q)δ(E_ν − k_0 − q_0) 4q_0k_0[E_τ k_0 − ⃗p_τ · ⃗k − λ^2/2][E_+k_0 − ⃗p_+ · ⃗k + λ^2/2]

. (67)

After integrating the delta function δ(⃗k + ⃗q) we get

i_{1,1} = 1 2π ∫ d^3⃗qδ(E_ν − k_0 − q_0) 4q_0k_0[E_τ k_0 + ⃗p_τ · ⃗q − λ^2/2][E_+k_0 + ⃗p_+ · ⃗q + λ^2/2]

, (68)

where k_0 = √ q^2_0 + λ^2. The Feynman trick allows us to combinate propagators as follows 1 [E_τ k_0 + ⃗p_τ · ⃗q − λ^2/2][E_+k_0 + ⃗p_+ · ⃗q + λ^2/2] = ∫_1 0 dz [c + ⃗q · ⃗p]^2 (69)

where now c = E_+k_0 + z((E_τ − E_+)k_0 − λ^2) + λ^2/2 , ⃗p = ⃗p_τ z + ⃗p_+(1 − z) . (70) After using eq.(69) and the properties of the delta function, the Eq.(68) reads

i_{1,1} = 1 2π E^2_ν − λ^2

2E^2_ν

∫_1 0 ∫_{2π} 0 ∫_π 0 sin θdθdϕdz 4[c̄ +^{E2ν −λ2}_{2Eν} |⃗p| cos θ]^2 = E^2_ν − λ^2

4E^2_ν

∫_1 0 dz c̄^2 − (|⃗p|^{E2ν −λ2}_{2Eν} )^2

, (71)

where

c̄ = E_+

E^2_ν + λ^2 2E_ν + z((E_τ − E_+)

E^2_ν + λ^2 2E_ν − λ^2) + λ^2/2 . (72)

In order to do the z-integration, the denominator is written as a polynomial function on z,

c̄^2 − (|⃗p|q_0)^2 = 1 4E^2_ν { z^2 [ ((E_τ − E_+)(E^2_ν + λ^2) − 2E_ν λ^2)^2 − ⃗p_τ^2(E^2_ν − λ^2)^2

+2 ⃗p_τ · ⃗p_+(E^2_ν − λ^2)^2 − ⃗p_+^2(E^2_ν − λ^2)^2 ] +2z [ E_+(E^2_ν + λ^2) [ (E_τ − E_+)(E^2_ν + λ^2) − 2λ^2E_ν ] +(− ⃗p_τ · ⃗p_+ + ⃗p_+^2)(E^2_ν − λ^2)^2 +λ^2E_ν (E_τ − E_+)(E^2_ν + λ^2) − 2λ^4E^2_ν ] + [ E^2_+(E^2_ν + λ^2)^2 + λ^4E^2_ν +2λ^2p_+ · P (E^2_ν + λ^2) − ⃗p_+^2(E^2_ν − λ^2)^2 ]}

= 1 4E^2_ν

[αz^2 + 2βz + γ] , (73)

The coeficients, in terms of Lorentz invariant products, are written as follows

α =(x − λ^2)^2 ( m^2_τ + m^2_+ − 2(p_τ · p_+) ) + 4λ^4x + 4λ^2(p_τ · P − p_+ · P ) ( (p_τ · P − p_+ · P ) − (x + λ^2) ) β =(x − λ^2)^2(p_τ · p_+ − m^2_+) + 2λ^4 {P · p_τ − 3P · p_+} + 4λ^2 { P · p_τ P · p_+ − (P · p_+)^2 } − 2λ^4x + (x − λ^2)λ^2 {P · p_τ − 3P · p_+} γ =(x − λ^2)^2m^2_+ + λ^2(2P · p_+) ( 2P · p_+ + x + λ^2 ) + λ^4x (74)

It is straigthforward to find that eq.(71) reads

i_{1,1} =

∫_1 0 (x − λ^2)dz αz^2 + 2βz + γ = (x − λ^2) 2 √ β^2 − αγ ln [ β + γ + √ β^2 − αγ β + γ − √ β^2 − αγ ] . (75)

The coefficients given in eq.(74), can be written in terms of the invariant variables (s, u) with the help of the following scalar products P · p_τ = 1 2 (x + m^2_τ − s)

P · p_+ = 1 2 (m^2_τ + m^2_0 − s − u)

p_τ · p_+ = 1 2 (m^2_τ + m^2_+ − u) (76)

Then with eq.(75) and eq.(76) we write eq.(67) in the conventional form given by Ginsberg^{11},

I_{1,1} = lim_{λ→0} ∫_{x+} λ^2 dx E_τ δ̄ ln [ x^2E_τ + 2λ^2ϵ_ν (s − m^2_τ ) + (x − λ^2)δ̄ x^2E_τ + 2λ^2ϵ_ν (s − m^2_τ ) − (x − λ^2)δ̄ ]

(77)

where

δ̄ = √ x^2|⃗p_τ |^2 + λ^2a^2 , E_τ = m^2_τ + m^2_+ − u

2m_+ a^2 = −x_+(s, u)x_−(s, u) , | ⃗p_τ | = √ λ(u, m^2_τ , m^2_+) 2m_+

ϵ_ν = u + s − m^2_τ − m^2_0 2m_+

(78)

Recalling the definition given by Ginsber for r_±,

r_± = x_τ m_τ { Ω_+ ± √ Ω^2_+ − 1 16 m^2_τ a^4 }

Ω_+ = ϵ_ν |p_τ |^2(s − m^2_τ ) − 1 4 a^2E_τ . (79)

11Eq.(25) in [39]

and using the master formula^{12}, we get the final result

I_{1,1} = x_τ y_τ √ r_τ (1 − x^2_τ ) { Li_2 [ −a^2 4r_+ ] − Li_2 [ −4r_− a^2 ] + ln[x_τ ] ln [ λ^2 m_τ m_+ ]

− ln[x_τ ] ln [ y^2_τ − 4r_τ √ r_τ ] − ln[x_τ ] ln [ x_τ x^2_+(s, u) 4r_+ ]} (80)

where

r_τ = m^2_τ m^2_+

, y_τ = 1 + r_τ − u m^2_+

x_τ = 1 2 √ r_τ [ y_τ − √ y^2_τ − 4r_τ ] (81)

Notice this result is useful also for the τ^+ → K^+π^0νγ decay, where we must put m_+ = m_K+ and m_0 = m_π0 .

Scalar function C0.

In the one loop calculation, it is found the 3-point scalar function C0 that can be evaluated by LoopTools. However, in order to see the cancellation of the IR singularity, the C0 function is written in terms of logarithms and dilogarithms with the help of the general form [32],

C0[m^2_+, u, m^2_τ , λ^2] = C0[m^2_+, u, m^2_τ , λ^2, m^2_+, m^2_τ ] = x_t m_+m_τ (1 − x^2_t ) [ − 1 2 ln^2[x_t] − π^2 6 + 2 ln[x_t] ln[1 − x^2_t ] + 1 8 ln^2[r_t] + Li_2[x^2_t ] + Li_2 [ 1 − x_t √ r_t ] + Li_2[1 − x_t √ r_t]

− ln[x_t] ln [ λ^2 m_+m_τ ]] (82)

The B0 function is very well known and all the specific cases can be obtained easily from its definition[43].

References

[1] A. Pich, QCD Test from Tau-Decay Data, Proceedings of Tau-Charm Factory Workshop (SLAC, Stanford, California,23-27 Mey 1989) SLAC Report-343, (1989), 416.

M. Davier, A. Höcker, Z. Zhang, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78 (2006) 1043.

[2] E. Braaten, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, (1988) 1606.

S. Narison, A. Pich, Phys. Lett. B 211, (1988) 183. E. Braaten. Phys. Rev. D. 39, (1989) 1458.

E. Braaten, S. Narison, A. Pich. Nucl. Phys. B 373, (1992) 581.

[3] R. Barate et al, Eur. Phys. J. C. 11, (1999) 599.

12Eq.(28) in[39]

[4] G. Abbiendi et al, Eur. Phys. J. C.35, (2004) 437.

[5] BaBar Collaboration.

Physical Review D 76, (2007) 051104(R).

[6] Belle Collaboration.

Physics Letters B 654, (2007) 65.

[7] M. Antonelli et al for the FlaviaNet Working Group on Kaon Decays.

Submitted to Eur. Phys. J. C. arXiv:1005.2323[hep-ph]

[8] M. Finkemeier, E. Mirkes, Z.Physics C 72, (1996) 619.

[9] Matthias Jamin, Antonio Pich, Jorge Portoles. Physics Letters B 664, (2008) 78-83.

Diogo R. Boito, Rafael Escribano and Matthias Jamin. Eur. Phys. J. C 59, (2009) 821-829.

Diogo R. Boito, Rafael Escribano and Matthias Jamin. arXiv:1101.2887v1 [hep-ph]14 Jan 2011.

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

G. Ecker, J. Gasser,H. Leutwyler, A. Pich, E. de Rafael. Phys. Lett. B 223, (1989) 425.

[11] A. Sirlin. Nuclear Physics B196, (1982) 83-92.

J. Marciano and A. Sirlin. Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, (1988) 1815.

[12] J. Erler. Rev. Mex. Fis. 50, (2004) 200.

[13] E. Barberio, B. van Eijk and Z. Was. Comput. Phys. Commun. 66, (1991) 115.

[14] T.C. Andre. Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 142, (2005) 58-61. UMI-31-49380.

[15] See for example Edward S. Ginsberg. Physical Review Vol.142, No. 4, (1966) 1035.

[16] See a review in A. Pich. Rept. Prog. Phys.58:563-610,1995.

[17] Res Urech, Nuclear Physics B 433, (1995) 234-254.

[18] M. Knecht, H. Neufeld, H. Rupertsberger, P. Talavera. Eur. Phys. J.C.

12, (2000) 469-478.

[19] V. Cirigliano, M. Knecht, H. Neufeld and P.Talavera. Eur. Phys. J. C 23, (2002) 121.

[20] D.R. Yennie, S.C. Frautschi and H. Sura. Annals of Physics 13:379-452 (1961).

N.Meisteir and D.R. Yennie. Physical Review 130, No. 3, (1963) 1210 A. Sirlin. Physical Review 164, No. 5 (1967) 1767.

[21] D.M. Tun and S.R. Juárez W and A. García. Phys. Rev. D40, (1989) 2967-2979.

[22] A. García and A. Queijeiro. Phys. Rev. D23, (1981) 1662-1566.

[23] C. Juárez-León, A. Martínez, M. Neri, J.J. Torres and Rubén Flores Mendieta. Phys. Rev. D83, 054004 (2011).

[24] V. Bernard, D. R. Boito, E. Passemar. Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl. 218 (2011) 140-145.

[25] J. Beringer et al Phys. Rev. D86, 010001 (2012). [26] M. Ablikim et all Phys. Lett. B698, (2011) 183-190.

[27] See for example Eric Bratten and Chong Sheng Li. Physical Review D42, No. 11, (1990) 3888-3891 [28] A phenomenological model for radiative corrections in exclusive semileptonic B-meson decays to (pseudo)scalar final state mesons Florian Urs Bernlochner and Heiko Lacker. arXiv:1003.1620v4 [hep-ph] ) 28 Oct 2010.

[29] Vincenzo Cirigliano, Maurizio Giannotti, Helmut Neufeld. JHEP 0811:006 (2008).

[30] R. Mertig, M. Böhm and A. Denner. Comput. Phys. Commun. 64 (1991) 345.

T. Hahn, M. Perez-Victoria. Comput. Phys. Commun. 118 (1999) 153 [hep-ph/9807565].

[31] V. Cirigliano, G. Ecker, H. Neufeld. Phys. Lett. B 513, (2001) 361-370. [32] A. Denner and W. Beenakker. Nucl. Phys. B 338, (1990) 349-370. [33] F. Bloch and A. Nordsieck, Phys. Rev. 52, (1937) 54. [34] F.E. Low, Phys. Rev. 110, (1958) 974.

[35] T.H. Burnett and N.M. Kroll, Phys.Rev.Lett.20, (1968) 86. [36] A. Denner. Fortschr. Phys. 41 (1993)4, 307-420. [37] F.V. Flores-Baéz. Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.207-208:141-144 (2010). [38] F. Coester, Phys.Rev. 83, (1951) 798.

Jauch and Rohrlich. The Theory of photons and electrons: the relativistic quantum field theory of charged particels with spin one-half. Addison-Wesley, 1955.

[39] Edward S. Ginsberg. Physical Review 162, No. 5, (1967) 1570. [40] D.M. Tun, S.R. Juárez W. and A. García. Phys. Rev. D 40, (1989) 2967. [41] Alain Flores Tlalpa. Meson dominance model for semileptonic decays of heavy flavors.(In Spanish) Thesis.

[42] Mario Antonelli, Vincenzo Cirigliano, Alberto Lusiani and Emilie Passemar. arXiv:1304.8134v1 [hep-ph] 30 Apr 2013 [43] For instance see G. Passarino and V. Veltman, Nucl. Phys. B160, (1979) 151.