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Abstract:
We derive an explicit expression for the Lellouch-Lüscher (LL) factor in the K → 3π

decays at leading order (without derivative couplings). Several important technical details
are addressed, like a proper decomposition into the isospin amplitudes, the choice of a
minimal set of effective couplings and the renormalization, as well as the algorithm for the
solution of the pertinent Faddeev equations in the infinite volume which is based on the
contour deformation method. Most importantly, our numerical results demonstrate that
the three-body force contributes very little to the LL factor. This result paves the way for
the study of the K → 3π decays on the lattice.
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1 Introduction

In the recent years, first results of the lattice studies of the spectrum in the three-particle
systems have started to appear. These results have been analyzed by using three differ-
ent but conceptually equivalent formalisms known as Relativistic Field Theory (RFT) [1,
2], Non-Relativistic Effective Field Theory (NREFT) [3, 4] and Finite-Volume Unitarity
(FVU) [5, 6] approaches. The references to the activities in the field that include both
formal developments as well as actual simulations on the lattice are collected here [1–65].
For more information on the subject, we refer the reader to the two recent reviews on the
subject [66, 67].
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One of the most intriguing and challenging tasks in the three-particle sector is the
study of the three-particle decays. In this paper, we exclusively focus on the decays which
proceed via the weak or electromagnetic forces – in other words, these particles would
be absolutely stable in pure QCD. A classic example for this kind of decays is given by
K → 3π. Here, one could also count the decays that proceed via the isospin breaking
(the most prominent example of this sort is given by the η → 3π). Putting differently,
the η is stable in pure isospin-symmetric QCD, with mu = md, and the decay amplitude
is proportional to the quark mass difference (md − mu) (the higher-order terms in this
small parameter will be neglected). A completely different picture emerges where both the
formation and the decay of a particle (resonance) is caused by strong interactions which
are described by the QCD Lagrangian alone. In this case, analytic continuation into the
complex plane becomes inevitable. We shall not consider such processes in the present
paper.

The main conceptual problem in the determination of the decay amplitudes on the
lattice are caused by the presence of the final-state interactions. Since the mass of the
decaying particle lies above the sum of the masses of the decay products, the propagators
in the Feynman diagrams that describe final-state interaction may become singular in
the integration region. This, at a fixed energy, leads to an irregular dependence of the
measured matrix element on the lattice volume, rather than to the exponentially suppressed
finite-volume corrections which emerge in the observables of stable particles. Lellouch and
Lüscher [68] have shown that, in case of two-particle decays, this singular behavior is
contained in a single function (the so-called LL factor), which relates the decay amplitudes
in the infinite and in a finite volume. A crucial property of this function is that it depends
on the dynamics in the final state (the two-body phase shifts, in this case1), but not on
the interactions that lead to the decay. Further development of these ideas can be found
in Refs. [70–72] which include, in particular, the generalization to the moving frames and
the multi-channel decays.

An analog of the LL formula for the three-particle decays has been derived only very
recently, independently by two groups [58–60]. Albeit there is no substantial conceptual
difference between the two- and three-particle cases (for example, the functions that de-
scribe an irregular volume-dependence also in the three-particle case depend solely on the
parameters of the final-state interactions), an algebraic structure of the final expressions
is much more cumbersome and obscure. In particular, there exists only one LL factor
in the two-body decays, owing to the kinematic constraints (the magnitude of the rela-
tive momentum in the two-body decays is fixed by energy-momentum conservation). On
the contrary, the three-body decays are characterized by an (infinite) tower of effective
couplings that describe the dependence of the decay amplitudes on different kinematical
invariants. Consequently, the LL factor is not a single function but a matrix, which should
be truncated in actual calculations.

The aim of the present paper is to consider a single physical process, the kaon decay
into three pions, and to work out the LL factor explicitly for this process in different isospin

1In general, the LL factor receives contributions from an infinite tower of the partial waves, see, e.g., [69].
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channels. In order to achieve this goal, the NREFT approach will be used. The choice
of the process was not completely arbitrary – we believe that the three-pion decay of the
kaon will likely be one of the first three-particle decays studied using lattice QCD, not least
since it is considered as one of the sources of information about CP violation in the light
quark sector (see, e.g., [73]). Moreover, we believe that, taking into account the expected
accuracy of lattice calculations at the present stage, in the beginning it will be reasonable
to truncate all interactions in the two- and three-pion sectors at the lowest order, i.e.,
to consider only non-derivative couplings in the S-wave. These approximations will allow
us to put the final result in a much more compact and transparent form, suitable for a
direct use by lattice practitioners, even if the calculation of the most interesting CP -odd
observables (for instance, the asymmetry of slopes in the decays of K+ and K− [74]) will,
at the end, require the inclusion of the higher-order derivative couplings at next-to-leading
order.2 Such a generalization can be however performed in a straightforward manner, using
the methods described in the present paper.3 In order not to overload the presentation
with the technical details, we omit these higher-order terms in the following.

Furthermore, there are several technical issues that were addressed only very briefly,
or not addressed at all in the previous work on the problem that was carried out within
the NREFT framework. Since the kaons can decay into different isospin channels, one
has to explicitly write down the Faddeev equations in these channels.4 Moreover, as it
is well known [80, 81], these Faddeev equations need to be renormalized. A choice of a
minimal set of three-body couplings that suffices to render amplitudes cutoff-independent
is rather non-trivial and will be discussed below. Moreover, we discuss an algorithm which
will be used for a numerical solution of these Faddeev equations in the infinite volume.
This algorithm is based on the deformation of the integration contour into the complex
plane and has been known for a long time in the non-relativistic scattering theory. The
discussion in case of relativistic kinematics in the literature is much more fragmented, and
we shall attempt to fill this gap in the present paper.

The main objective of this paper is however not of a technical nature. Namely, we shall
try to find an answer to the question, whether a prior knowledge of the exact values of the
three-body couplings, which describe short-range three-body interactions, is essential for
the determination of the LL factor. If the answer to this question were positive, it would
substantially complicate the extraction of the decay amplitudes on the lattice. Indeed, for
this, one would have to first accurately extract the three-pion couplings from the measured
spectrum of three pions, which is quite a challenging task. Fortunately, it turns out that
the LL factor shows very little dependence on the three-body force. For this reason, even a
rough estimate of the three-body amplitude, based on Chiral Perturbation Theory (ChPT),
will be sufficient for an accurate calculation of the LL factor which is essentially determined

2For more details on the counting scheme in the effective theory, we refer to [75, 76].
3The only (small) complication that may arise here is related to the emergent spurious poles in the

two-body pion-pion scattering amplitude that could be however removed, using the method described in
Refs. [77–79].

4Note that, in the RFT framework, the inclusion of the different isospin channels has been considered
in Ref. [60].
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through the S-wave ππ scattering lengths alone. This, in turn, paves the way for a direct
extraction of the K → 3π amplitudes in lattice QCD, circumventing, at the initial stage,
the determination of the three-pion couplings from the measured lattice spectrum.

The layout of the paper is the following. In Sect. 2 we write down the most general
effective Lagrangian for the problem at hand (both in three-particle and particle-dimer
picture). The matching between these alternative descriptions has been carried out, and
an explicit expression for the LL factor in K → 3π decays is derived. In Sect. 3, the Faddeev
equations in different isospin channels are explicitly written down and the renormalization
issues are addressed. The matching to the relativistic amplitudes that will ultimately
enable one to express the three-body couplings in the Lagrangian through the three-body
amplitudes calculated in ChPT, is discussed. In Sect. 4, these Faddeev equations in the
infinite volume are solved by using the contour rotation technique. Furthermore, the finite-
volume energy spectrum of the three-pion system is obtained by solving the quantization
condition and the finite-volume wave function are determined. All these are necessary
ingredients for the calculation of the LL factor. We finally check the sensitivity of the
calculated LL factor to the input values of the short-range part of the three-body threshold
amplitude and find that in a wide interval, the LL factor practically does not depend on
this input. Sect. 5 contains our conclusions.

2 Derivation of the K → 3π LL formula

2.1 The Lagrangian in the three-particle picture

In the following, we will consider the decay of a positively charged kaon K+ into three pions,
which is induced via weak interactions. There are two decay channels: K+ → π0π0π+ and
K+ → π+π+π−. In order to describe the decay K → 3π within the NREFT approach,
we adapt the Lagrangian given in [76], rewriting it in an arbitrary frame defined by the
four-velocity vµ:

L =
∑
i3

π†
i3

2wv (i(v∂) − wv) πi3 + L2 + L3 (2.1)

+ K†
+ 2Wv (i(v∂) − Wv) K+ + LK ,

where wv =
√

M2
π + ∂2 − (v∂)2 and Wv =

√
M2

K + ∂2 − (v∂)2 and Mπ and MK denote
the masses of pions and kaons respectively. Note that we work in the basis with physical
particles, so that the triplet of pion fields is given by πi3 = (π+, π0, π−). At the leading
order in the power counting the two-body Lagrangian reads as

L2 = 1
2 C1 π†

0π†
0π0π0 + 2 C2

(
π†

+π†
0π+π0 + π†

−π†
0π−π0

)
+ C3

(
π†

+π†
−π0π0 + h.c.

)
+ 2 C4 π†

+π†
−π+π− + 1

2 C5
(
π†

+π†
+π+π+ + π†

−π†
−π−π−

)
, (2.2)

while the three-body Lagrangian is given by

L3 = D1
(
π†

+π+ + π†
0π0 + π†

−π−
)3

– 4 –



+ D2
(
2π†

+π†
− − π†

0π†
0

) (
π†

+π+ + π†
0π0 + π†

−π−
) (

2π+π− − π0π0
)

. (2.3)

The weak kaon decays are described by the Lagrangian

LK = G1
(
K†

+π0π0π+ + h.c.
)

+ G2
(
K†

+π+π+π− + h.c.
)

. (2.4)

At higher orders, all Lagrangians are amended by the terms that contain space derivatives of
all fields. A consistent power counting emerges, if one counts three-momenta as p = O(δ),
where δ stands for a generic small parameter.5 Again, for consistency, one should count
the difference MK − 3Mπ as a quantity of order δ2 [76]. As mentioned above, in this paper
the higher-order terms in δ, corresponding to the derivative couplings, are not considered.

To summarize, the following couplings emerge at leading order in the three-particle
picture:

• The couplings Ci , i = 1, . . . , 5, describing non-derivative pion-pion interactions in
different isospin channels. These can be expressed through the S-wave ππ scattering
lengths a0, a2 in a standard manner, through the matching condition.

• The three-body couplings in the pion system D1, D2 (the three-body force). On the
lattice, they can be determined from the fit to the three-body spectrum.

• The couplings G1, G2 that describe the weak decays of charged kaons into three pions.

2.2 The Lagrangian in the particle-dimer picture

In the particle-dimer picture, the most general Lagrangian at the leading order reads as6

L̃ =
∑
i3

π†
i3

2wv (i(v∂) − wv) πi3 +
∑
I,I3

σIT †
II3

TII3 + L̃2 + L̃3 (2.5)

+ K†
+ 2Wv (i(v∂) − Wv) K+ + L̃K ,

Here σI = ±1, depending on the sign of the two-body scattering length. Furthermore,
i3 = −1, 0, 1 and I3 = −I, . . . , I denote the isospin projection of the pions and isospin-I
S-wave dimer field TII3 , respectively. As two pions can couple to I = 0, 1, 2, all dimers with
different isospins decouple and can be neglected. Furthermore, due to Bose-symmetry two
pions can not be in an I = 1 state in the S-wave. Therefore, at the leading order, the I = 1
dimer does not contribute, and the two-body interaction is described by the Lagrangian

L̃2 =
∑
I,I3

(
T †

II3
OII3 + h.c.

)
, I = 0, 2 , (2.6)

where the dimer operator is given by a sum over two pion field operators with pertinent
Clebsh-Gordan coefficients:

OII3 =
∑
i3,i′

3

1
2fI ⟨1, i3; 1, i′

3|I, I3⟩ πi3πi′
3

. (2.7)

5In the manifestly covariant framework we are using here, one has pµ
⊥

.= pµ − vµ(v · p) = O(δ) instead.
6More details about particle-dimer formalism can be found, e.g., in Refs. [4, 46, 59, 80–82].
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Note also that O1I3 = 0 for all I3 = −1, 0, 1 follows due to Bose-symmetry. Furthermore,
the couplings fI describe the decay of a dimer into two pions and can be expressed through
the S-wave ππ scattering lengths through the matching condition.

The construction of the three-body Lagrangian proceeds by defining particle-dimer
operators in the channels with a different total isospin J :

O(J,I)
J3

=
∑
I3,i3

⟨I, I3; 1, i3|J, J3⟩ πi3TII3 . (2.8)

In the channels with the total isospin J = 2 and J = 3, there is only a single set of operators
with the dimers having I = 2. For isospin J = 1, there are two independent operators,
where the dimer has I = 0 and I = 2 respectively. The most general Lagrangian is thus
given by:

L̃3 =
∑
J,J3

∑
I,I′

h
(I,I′)
J

(
O(J,I)

J3

)†
O(J,I′)

J3
, (2.9)

where, due to hermiticity, h
(I,I′)
J = h

(I′,I)
J (Note that h

(I,I′)
J are real due to the T -invariance.).

In the J = 2 and J = 3 channels, there is a single coupling, h
(2,2)
2 and h

(2,2)
3 , respectively.

For the channel with J = 1, there are three couplings h
(0,0)
1 , h

(2,2)
1 and h

(2,0)
1 = h

(0,2)
1 .

Finally, L̃K describes the weak kaon decay. Due to charge conservation, the positively
charged kaon can only couple to the operators with J3 = 1:

L̃K =
∑
J,I

g(J,I)
(
K†

+O(J,I)
1 + h.c.

)
. (2.10)

Hence, in the particle-dimer picture, we have the following parameters in the lowest-order
Lagrangian

• Two-particle-dimer couplings f0, f2. These correspond to the couplings Ci in the
three-particle picture.

• Three-body force in the particle-dimer picture, described by the couplings h
(0,0)
1 ,

h
(2,2)
1 , h

(2,0)
1 , h

(2,2)
2 and h

(2,2)
3 . These correspond to the couplings D1, D2 in the three-

particle picture.

• The weak couplings g(1,0), g(1,2), g(3,2), corresponding to the parameters G1, G2 in the
three-particle picture.

Despite the fact that the number of the couplings in different formalisms differ, these
formalisms are equivalent. This equivalence is, however, a rather subtle issue, and is
discussed in the remaining part of this section.

2.3 Matching in the two-body sector

The couplings fI can be matched to the two-body S-wave scattering length in the I = 0
and I = 2 isospin channels. Due to isospin symmetry, the dimer propagator is diagonal in
the isospin space:

i⟨0|T [TII3(x)T †
I′I′

3
(y)]|0⟩ = δII′δI3I′

3

∫
d4P

(2π)4 e−iP (x−y) SI(P 2) . (2.11)
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= + + . . .

Figure 1. Full dimer propagator, obtained by summing up self-energy insertions to all orders.
The blue double, gray double and black single lines denote the full dimer propagator, the free
dimer propagator given by −σ−1

I δII′δI3I′
3
, and the particle propagator. The blue dots represent the

insertion of the vertex converting a dimer into particles.

Summing up the self-energy insertions (see Fig. 1), for I = 0, 2 we find

SI(P 2) = f−2
I

−σIf−2
I − 1

2I(s)
, s = P 2 , (2.12)

where, for s ≥ 4M2
π ,

I(s) = σ(s)
16π2 ln σ(s) − 1

σ(s) + 1 = J(s) + iσ(s)
16π

, σ(s) =
(

1 − 4M2
π

s + iε

)1/2

, (2.13)

while for I = 1 trivially S1(P 2) = −σ−1
1 .

The two-particle scattering amplitude πi′
3
(p1)+πj′

3
(p2) → πi3(p3)+πj3(p4) is obtained

from the dimer propagator by attaching the vertices that convert a dimer into a particle-
pair. The isospin I = 0, 2 the amplitudes are given by:

TI(p1, p2; p3, p4) = f2
I SI(P 2) = 16π

√
s

16π
√

s[−σIf−2
I − 1

2J(s)] − ip(s)
, (2.14)

where P 2 = (p1 + p2)2 = (p3 + p4)2 and s = P 2 = 4(M2
π + p2(s)). Due to unitarity,

16π
√

s[−σIf−2
I − 1

2J(s)] = p(s) cot δI(s) . (2.15)

Therefore, for I = 0, 2, the matching to the scattering length aI reads as:

σ−1
I f2

I = 32πMπaI . (2.16)

As discussed in appendix A, integrating out the dimer fields at tree level merely amounts
to the replacement

TII3 → −σ−1
I OII3 . (2.17)

The matching condition to the two-particle Lagrangian in the particle picture yields:

C1 = −1
6
(
σ−1

0 f2
0 + 2σ−1

2 f2
2

)
= −16πMπ

1
3(a0 + 2a2) ,

C2 = −1
4σ−1

2 f2
2 = −16πMπ

1
2 a2 ,

C3 = −1
6
(
σ−1

2 f2
2 − σ−1

0 f2
0

)
= −16πMπ

1
3 (a2 − a0)

C4 = − 1
12
(
2σ−1

0 f2
0 + σ−1

2 f2
2

)
= −16πMπ

1
6 (2a0 + a2) ,
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C5 = −1
2 σ−1

2 f2
2 = −16πMπ a2 . (2.18)

This result agrees with [76].7

2.4 Matching of the three-body and decay Lagrangians

At tree level, carrying out the the replacement (2.17) in the particle-dimer operators, one
straightforwardly gets:

O(1,0)
J3

→ −σ−1
0 f0

2
√

3
(2π+π− − π0π0)πJ3 ,

O(1,2)
J3

→ −σ−1
2 f2√

15
(2π+π− − π0π0)πJ3 ,

O(2,2)
J3

→ 0 ,

O(3,2)
±3 → −σ−1

2 f2
2 π±π±π± ,

O(3,2)
±2 → −σ−1

2 f2
√

3
2 π±π±π0 ,

O(3,2)
±1 → −σ−1

2 f2
√

3
2
√

5
(π±π±π∓ + 2π±π0π0) ,

O(3,2)
0 → −σ−1

2 f2√
10

(3π+π−π0 + π0π0π0) . (2.19)

Furthermore, performing this replacement in the particle-dimer Lagrangian, one can iden-
tify the couplings D1, D2 from Eq. (2.3):∑

J,J3

∑
I,I′

h
(I,I′)
J

(
O(J,I)

J3

)†
O(J,I′)

J3
→ D1

(
π†

+π+ + π†
0π0 + π†

−π−
)3

+ D2
(
2π†

+π†
− − π†

0π†
0

) (
π†

+π+ + π†
0π0 + π†

−π−
) (

2π+π− − π0π0
)

, (2.20)

with

D1 = f2
2
4 h

(2,2)
3 ,

D2 = f2
0

12 h
(0,0)
1 + σ−1

0 f0σ−1
2 f2

3
√

5
h

(2,0)
1 + f2

2
15 h

(2,2)
1 − 3f2

2
20 h

(2,2)
3 . (2.21)

Using the same replacement in the Lagrangian that describes the weak decays of kaons (2.4),
one could read off the couplings G1, G2:∑

J,I

g(J,I)
(
K†

+O(J,I)
1 + h.c.

)
→ G1

(
K†

+π+π+π− + h.c.
)

+ G2
(
K†

+π+π0π0 + h.c.
)

, (2.22)

with

G1 = −
√

3√
5

σ−1
2 f2g(3,2) + 1√

15
σ−1

2 f2g(1,2) + 1
2
√

3
σ−1

0 f0g(1,0) .

7Note a different sign convention is used in Ref. [76], namely, p cot δ = 1/aI + . . . instead of p cot δ =
−1/aI + . . ..
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xβ

xγ

xα

Figure 2. Tree level contribution to the decay matrix element. Black solid lines and gray double
lines denote a particle propagator and the tree-level dimer propagator, respectively. The blue dot
and the empty red square correspond to the particle-dimer conversion vertex and the kaon initial
decay coupling, respectively. Furthermore, (αβγ) stands for some permutation of (123).

G2 = −
√

3
2
√

5
σ−1

2 f2g(3,2) − 2√
15

σ−1
2 f2g(1,2) − 1√

3
σ−1

0 f0g(1,0) , (2.23)

As seen from the above equations (2.21) and (2.23), the number of the couplings in the
particle-dimer picture is larger than in the three-particle picture. Namely, one could argue
that only two couplings in each set h

(I,I′)
J and g(J,I) are independent, and others can be

chosen freely. Note that establishing the number of the independent couplings is a subtle
dynamical issue and is discussed in detail in Ref. [59]. Here, we merely state that in
the S-wave ππ scattering no shallow dimers exist that justifies a naive counting presented
above. To fix the freedom, we choose h

(2,0)
1 = h

(2,2)
1 = h

(2,2)
2 = 0 and g(1,2) = 3g(3,2),

g(2,2) =
√

5g(3,2) (The latter two conditions ensures that, at tree level, the operators T20π+
and T21π0 are absent in the Lagrangian L̃K , which describes the weak decay of a kaon into
the particle-dimer pair.).

An important question is, however, whether these redundant couplings, which are
absent in the tree-level matching, re-emerge in the loops. We shall address this question
in the following section.

2.5 Reduction of the redundant couplings

Following Eq. (2.19), one can trivially define a linear combination of the operators O(1,0)
J3

and O(1,2)
J3

, which vanishes under the replacement (2.17). One need not display an explicit
form of this linear combination here which, together with O(2,2)

J3
, forms a set of the irrelevant

operators Ô(a)
J3

, a = 1, 2. The contribution of the irrelevant operators to the physical matrix
elements at tree-level vanishes. An orthogonal linear combination of O(1,0)

J3
and O(1,2)

J3
and

O(3,2)
J3

form a set of relevant operators O(a)
J3

, a = 1, 2. The question which will be addressed
below, can be stated as follows: do the irrelevant operators contribute to the physical
observables beyond the tree level? We shall demonstrate that this is not the case, and the
irrelevant operators can be safely dropped from the beginning.

Let us start from the decay of a kaon into three pions, and consider the following
vertex function

Ĝ
(a)
i1i2i3

(x1, x2, x3) = ⟨0|T
[
Oi1i2i3

3π (x1, x2, x3)
(
Ô(a)

1

)†
(0)
]

|0⟩ , (2.24)

where O3π denotes a three-pion operator:

Oi1i2i3
3π (x1, x2, x3) = πi1(x1)πi2(x2)πi3(x3) . (2.25)
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xβ

xγ

xα

yν

yρ

yµ

Figure 3. The tree-level contribution to the matrix element of the three-pion scattering. Black
solid lines and gray double lines denote the particle propagator and the tree-level dimer propagator,
respectively. The blue dots and the red rectangle correspond to the particle-dimer conversion vertex
and the particle-dimer interaction vertex, respectively. The labels (αβγ) and (µνρ) denote the
permutations of (123).

At tree level, this vertex, shown in Fig. 2, vanishes, because of the Bose-symmetry of three
pions in the final state. Now, note that the same vertex appears in any loop diagram that
describes the kaon decay. It is straightforward to check that these loop diagrams vanish
as well, since the tree-level vertex does not depend on the momenta of the final pions –
in other words, it does not distinguish between the real an virtual pions. As a result, the
contribution of the irrelevant operators to the pion decay amplitude vanishes to all orders
in perturbation theory.

A similar argument applies for the three-pion scattering. The tree-level contribution
to the quantity

V
(a,b)

i1i2i3;j1j2j3
(x1, x2, x3; y1, y2, y3)

=⟨0|T
[
Oi1i2i3

3π (x1, x2, x3)Oj1j2j3
3π (y1, y2, y3)†∑

J3

(
O(a)

J3
(0)
)† (

Ô(b)
J3

(0)
) ]

|0⟩ (2.26)

is shown in Fig. 3. Here, for simplicity, we assume that only one irrelevant operator appears,
but the discussion in case of two irrelevant operators follows exactly the same path. The
tree-level contribution, where each dimer line is equipped by two particle lines prior to
escaping, obviously vanishes. The question, whether the irrelevant operators contribute in
the loops reduces to the question, whether all internal dimer lines end up in the two-pion
vertex. There is only one diagram, shown in Fig. 4, where this is not the case. However,
the tree-level dimer propagator S

(0)
I (x) = −σ−1

I δ4(x) is local in position space. Hence, a
closed loop over the non-relativistic pion propagator emerges, which vanishes due to the
pole structure of the latter. To summarize, the irrelevant operators contribute neither to
the kaon decay amplitudes, nor to the three-pion scattering amplitudes to all orders and,
hence, can be safely discarded from the beginning.

3 Faddeev equations and derivation of the LL factor

3.1 Faddeev equation for particle-dimer amplitude

We start with writing down the Faddeev equation for the particle-dimer amplitude.8 There
are three isospin channels with J = 1, 2, 3 (In the decays of charged kaons, the channel

8The Faddeev equations in the particle-dimer picture (both the non-relativistic and relativistic cases)
has been considered in detail in the following papers [4, 46, 59, 80–82].
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xβ

xγ

xα

yν

yρ

yµ

Figure 4. The particle-dimer loop diagram that could potentially contribute to the six-pion ampli-
tude. Black solid lines and gray double lines denote a particle propagator and the tree-level dimer
propagator, respectively. The blue dots and the red rectangle correspond to the particle-dimer
conversion vertex and the particle-dimer interaction vertex, respectively.

M = +

++ M M

Figure 5. Faddeev equation for the particle-dimer scattering amplitude. The double blue line
and the solid black line correspond to the full propagator of the dimer field the pion propagator,
respectively. The blue circle denotes the vertex, converting the dimer to particles and the red box
denotes the dimer-particle contact vertex. Isospin indices are implicit.

with J = 0 is excluded due to charge conservation.). It is important to note that, due
to the symmetry properties of the three-pion wave function, the isospin channel J = 2
does not contribute to the kaon decay at the leading order. The particle-dimer ampli-
tude MJ ;II′(p, q; P ) in an arbitrary reference frame defined by a unit vector vµ obeys the
equation

MJ ;II′(p, q; P ) = ZJ ;II′(p, q; P )

+
∑
I′′

∫ Λv d3k⊥
(2π)32wv(k)ZJ ;II′′(p, k; P )τI′′((P − k)2)MJ ;I′′I′(k, q; P ) . (3.1)

Here, I and I ′ are the incoming and outgoing dimer isospin indices, p and q represent
the on-shell four-momenta of outgoing/incoming particles, respectively, P is the total four-
momentum of the three-pion system and kµ

⊥ = kµ − vµ(vk) denotes the perpendicular
component of any vector kµ in a frame defined by the unit vector vµ, see also footnote 5.
Furthermore, Λv denotes the ultraviolet cutoff which is defined by:∫ Λv d3k⊥

(2π)3 F (k) =
∫

d4k

(2π)3 δ4(k2 − m2)θ(Λ2 + k2 − (vk)2)F (k) . (3.2)

The Faddeev equation is diagrammatically illustrated in Fig. 5. Note that, in order to
streamline the notations, we have changed the normalization of the amplitude, according
to MJ ;II′ → f−1

I MJ ;II′f−1
I′ . The quantity ZJ ;II′ represents the driving term of the Faddeev

equation while τI stands for the dimer propagator:

ZJ ;II′(p, q; P ) = cJ ;II′

2wv(P − p − q)(wv(P − p − q) + wv(p) + wv(q) − vP − iε) + HJ ;II′(Λ)
Λ2 ,
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τI((P − k)2) = f2
I SI((P − k)2) . (3.3)

The explicit expression for the quantity τI , which is directly related to the dimer propagator
defined in Eq. (2.12), can be read off from Eq. (2.14). Furthermore, cJ ;II′ are expressed
through the Clebsh-Gordan coefficients and emerge after the projection onto the states
with total isospin J :

c1;00 = 1
3 , c1;02 = c1;20 =

√
5

3 , c1;22 = 1
6 , c2;22 = −1

2 , c3;22 = 1 . (3.4)

Finally

HJ ;II′(Λ) = Λ2 f−1
I h

(I,I′)
J f−1

I′ . (3.5)

According to the choice h
(2,0)
1 = h

(2,2)
1 = h

(2,2)
2 = 0, only the couplings H1;00 and H3;22 are

non-zero. Furthermore, as shown in Refs. [80, 81], if one restricts oneself only to the first
term in ZJ ;II′ and sets all HJ ;II′(Λ) to zero, the solution of the Faddeev equation is cutoff-
dependent and shows oscillatory dependence on Λ. This cutoff-dependence is eliminated
by adding the contribution from HJ ;II′(Λ). The Λ-dependence of these couplings is such
that it exactly cancels the oscillatory behavior coming from the first term. For our case,
two remarks are in order. First, as shown in Ref. [81], since the coefficient in the isospin-
two channel, c2;22 = −1

2 , has a negative sign, the amplitude even without the inclusion
of H2;22(Λ) is cutoff-independent for all momenta p ≪ Λ. Hence, one does not need to
introduce the particle-dimer contact term in the J = 2 channel altogether. Second there
are no physical dimers and hence there is only one independent three-pion amplitude in the
J = 1 channel. Consequently, in this channel, it is sufficient to match the coupling H1;00
only. To summarize, as expected from the beginning, all observable three-pion amplitudes
can be made cutoff-independent by matching only two couplings H1;00 and H3;22, albeit the
original particle-dimer Lagrangian contained four independent couplings. This statement
does not hold, in general, for the (unobservable) particle-dimer amplitudes (We remind the
reader that there are no shallow bound states in our case.).

For matching of HJ ;II′(Λ), we need the three-particle threshold amplitude and, equiv-
alently, the particle-dimer threshold amplitude, which is obtained by setting p, q = 0 in
the CM frame. This amplitude is singular at E = 3Mπ. To get the regular part of this
amplitude, we start with evaluating the amplitude slightly below threshold, assuming that
E = 3Mπ − ε, and consider the limit ε → 0 at the end. Adding loops makes the singu-
larity at ε = 0 weaker, and evaluating the diagrams up to two loops suffices for finding
all singularities. Next, the singularities in ε are isolated and subtracted from the thresh-
old amplitude, in order to obtain the regular part. This process is discussed in detail in
Ref. [31] in a purely non-relativistic setting. The singularities in our case are the same and
can be easily read off from Ref. [31]:

SJ ;II′(ε) = 1
2Mπε

cJ ;II′ − 1
2
√

Mπε

∑
I′′

(cJ ;II′′ aI′′ cJ ;I′′I′)

+
√

3
2π

log ε

Mπ

∑
I′′

(cJ ;II′′ a2
I′′ cJ ;I′′I′)
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− 2
3 log ε

Mπ

∑
I′′;I′′′

(cJ ;II′′ aI′′ cJ ;I′′I′′′ aI′′′ cJ ;I′′′I′) . (3.6)

In an arbitrary frame, the quantity ε should be defined as ε =
√

P 2 − 3Mπ, whereas p, q
are replaced by pµ

⊥, qµ
⊥. By subtracting SJ ;II′(ε) from the threshold amplitude MJ ;II′ and

taking the limit ε → 0, we get the regular particle-dimer threshold amplitude.
The infinite-volume three-particle amplitude9 is related to the particle-dimer amplitude

in the following way:

TJ ;II′({p}, {q}; P ) =
3∑

α,β=1

[
(2π)3δ3(pα⊥ − qβ⊥)δII′2wv(pα)τI((P − pα)2)

+ τI((P − pα)2)MJ ;II′(pα, qβ; P )τI′((P − qβ)2)
]

. (3.7)

Here, {p} represents the set of all four-particle momenta pα with α = 1, 2, 3. The regular
part of the three-particle amplitude can be related to the regular part of the particle-dimer
amplitude in an obvious manner.

In a finite volume, the counterpart of the Faddeev equation can be written down as
follows

ML
J ;II′(p, q; P ) =ZJ ;II′(p, q; P )

+
∑
I′′

1
L3

Λv∑
k

1
2w(k)ZJ ;II′(p, k; P )τL

I′′(P − k)ML
J ;I′′I′(k, q; P ) , (3.8)

where L is the spatial extent of the box and finite-volume quantities are represented by
the superscript L. The summation is over the discrete values of momentum k = 2πn/L,
n ∈ Z3. The finite volume propagator is given by

τL
I (P ) = 16π

√
s

16π
√

s[−σIf−2
I − 1

2J(s)] − 2√
πLγ

Zd
00(1; q2

0)
, (3.9)

where s = P 2 and the real part of the Chew-Mandelstam function, J(s), is defined in
Eq. (2.13). Furthermore, the Lüscher zeta-function Zd

00(1; q2
0) is defined as

Zd
00(1; q2

0) = 1√
4π

∑
r2∈Pd

1
r2 − q2

0
, (3.10)

with γ = P0√
s

, d = L

2π
P, q2

0 = L2

4π2

(
s

4 − m2
)

and

Pd =
{
r = R3|r∥ = γ−1

(
n∥ − 1

2 |d|
)
, r⊥ = n⊥, n ∈ Z3} .

The quantization condition, which now explicitly includes different isospin channels, is
9We would like to stress here that this is not a physical amplitude. The physical states with a given full

isospin J can be built up from a pion and a dimer with a isospin I in different ways. in the quantity TJ;II′ ,
the full isospin J , as well as I, I ′ are fixed.
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T =

[
+ M

]

Figure 6. The three-particle amplitude in terms of the particle-dimer scattering amplitude. The
sum over spectator momenta and the isospin indices are implicit.

given by

det(A) = 0 , AJ ;II′(p, q; P ) = 2w(k)L3δpqδII′ [τL
I (P − k)]−1 − ZJ ;II′(p, q; P ) . (3.11)

The finite-volume spectrum En of the three-particle system is determined by the discrete
solutions of the quantization condition. The particle-dimer amplitude is factorized near
the pole of the quantization condition as follows,

ML
J ;II′(p, q; P )

∣∣∣
E→En

=
ϕ

(n)
J ;I(p)ϕ(n)

J ;I′(q)
Pn,∥ − P∥ − iε

+ regular ,

where ϕ
(n)
J ;I(p) is the finite-volume particle-dimer wave function and it obeys the homoge-

neous equation:

ϕ
(n)
J ;I(p) =

∑
I′

1
L3

Λv∑
k

1
2w(k)ZJ ;II′(p, k; P )τL

I′(P − k)ϕ(n)
J ;I′(k) . (3.12)

Note that ZJ ;II′(p, k; P ) and τL
I (P −k) are energy-dependent quantities and hence the wave

function is not normalized to unity but rather obeys the following normalization condition

∑
II′

1
L6

Λv∑
p,k

ϕ
(n)
J ;I(p)τL

I (P − p)
2w(p)

dZJ ;II′(p, k; P )
dPn,∥

τL
I′(P − k)
2w(k) ϕ

(n)
J ;I′(k)

+
∑

I

1
L3

Λv∑
p

ϕ
(n)
J ;I(p) 1

2w(p)
dτL

I (P − p)
dPn,∥

ϕ
(n)
J ;I(p) = 1 , (3.13)

where one substitutes P∥ = Pn,∥ after differentiation.

3.2 Matching of the three-pion coupling

Below, we shall perform the matching of the particle-dimer couplings to the three-pion
threshold amplitude. These amplitudes will be evaluated at tree level in perturbation
theory.10 We start from calculating the physical three-particle amplitudes in the particle
basis.11 In order to express these in terms of particle-dimer amplitudes, one has to equip

10Note that, within the RFT approach, this matching has been carried out at one loop recently [63].
Here, we restrict ourselves to the tree-level calculations. Anyway, it will be demonstrated below that, in
the LL factor we are after, there is barely any dependence on the exact value of the threshold tree-body
amplitude.

11There are only two independent six-pion couplings at lowest order. This means that one can use any
two linearly independent physical amplitudes to perform the matching. We use 3π+ → 3π+ and 3π0 → 3π0

amplitudes for this purpose here.
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the latter by the full dimer propagators for the outgoing legs and the vertex functions that
describe the transition of a dimer into a two-pion pair, see Eq. (3.7). The (connected part
of the) threshold amplitude for the scattering of three charged pions is straightforward to
obtain, since it contains only the isospin J = 3 contribution:

T conn(3π+ → 3π+) = 9M3;22(ε)τ2(ε)2 . (3.14)

Here, the factor 9 comes after summation over all permutations of the external lines.
Similarly, the connected part of the amplitude with three neutral pions is given by

T conn(3π0 → 3π0) = 3M1;00(ε)τ2
0 (ε) + 12√

5
M1;02(ε)τ0(ε)τ2(ε)

+ 12
5 M1;22(ε)τ2(ε)2 + 18

5 M3;22(ε)τ2(ε)2 . (3.15)

The amplitudes entering the above equations are defined as

MJ ;II′(ε) = MJ ;II′(ε)(p̄, q̄; P̄ ) , τI(ε) = τI((P̄ − p̄)2) ,

p̄ = q̄ = (Mπ, 0) , P̄ = (3Mπ − ε, 0) . (3.16)

Furthermore, according to Eqs. (3.6) and (2.14), the expansion of MJ ;II′(ε) and τI(ε) in ε

takes the following form:

MJ ;II′(ε) = cJ ;II′

2Mπε
+ dJ ;II′

2
√

Mπε
+ eJ ;II′ log ε

Mπ
+ M̄J ;II′ + O(

√
ε) ,

τI(ε) = −32πMπaI

(
1 + aI

√
Mπε + a2

IMπε − 2aIε

π

)
, (3.17)

where dJ ;II′ and eJ ;II′ are coefficients that are proportional to the powers of the two-body
scattering length. Therefore, applying chiral power counting, from Eq. (3.6) it directly
follows that

cJ ;II′ = O(1) , dJ ;II′ = O(M2
π) , eJ ;II′ = O(M4

π) . (3.18)

Taking into account the fact that the tree-level amplitude in ChPT, which will be matched
to the six-point amplitudes given in Eqs. (3.14) and (3.15), is of order M2

π (see appendix B),
it follows that, at the accuracy we are working, the regular part of these amplitudes (i.e.,
the piece that is obtained from the amplitudes after dropping all divergent pieces in ε and
performing the limit ε → 0) is given by

T conn
reg (3π+ → 3π+) = 9M̄3;22τ̄2

2 ,

T conn
reg (3π0 → 3π0) = 3M̄1;00τ̄2

0 + 12√
5

M̄1;02τ̄0τ̄2 + 12
5 M̄1;22τ̄2

2 + 18
5 M̄3;22τ̄2

2 , (3.19)

where τ̄I = 32πMπaI , and M̄J ;II′ denotes the regular part of the particle-dimer scattering
amplitude.

These amplitudes can be matched to the ones obtained from ChPT, see the appendix B.
The result there is given by

T χ
+ = 18M2

π

F 4
π

, T χ
0 = −9M2

π

8F 4
π

. (3.20)
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The three-pion couplings H1;00(Λ) and H3;22(Λ) can be determined by numerically solving
the Faddeev equation, extracting the threshold particle-dimer amplitudes M̄J ;II′ from
these solutions after subtracting the divergent pieces, and then equating the result given
in Eq. (3.19), to T χ

+,0.

3.3 Derivation of the LL factor

The LL factor connects the decay amplitudes between the infinite volume and a finite
volume. Therefore, in order to obtain the LL factor, we need to calculate the amplitude of
K → 3π twice, separately in the infinite volume and in a finite volume.

In the infinite volume, we calculate the decay amplitude in two steps. First, K decays
into a dimer and a spectator pion. Then, the dimer further decays into two pions. The
final state at threshold can have the total isospin J = 1, 3. Assuming, for convenience that
J3 = 1, we get

⟨πi1(p1)πi2(p2)πi3(p3)|K+⟩ =
∑

α

∑
I

A(K+ → TI,(1−iα)π
iα(pα))⟨1, iβ; 1, iγ |I, (1 − iα)⟩ ,

(3.21)

with αβγ = (123), (231), (312). The amplitude for K+ decaying into a dimer and a pion
can be expressed as

A(K+ → TI,(1−iα)π
iα) =

∑
J

⟨I, (1 − iα); 1, iα|J, 1⟩
(
g(J,I)τI +

∑
I′

τIΦJ ;II′g(J,I′)
)

. (3.22)

where the amplitude Φ in the CM frame is defined as

ΦJ ;II′(p) =
∫ Λ d3q

(2π)32w(q)MJ ;II′(p, q; E)τI′(q; E) , (3.23)

where τI′(q; E) stands for τI′((P − q)2) with P µ = (E, 0) and qµ = (
√

M2
π + q2, q). From

the Faddeev equation for the particle-dimer scattering amplitude (3.1), the equation for
the amplitude Φ can be derived:

ΦJ ;II′(p) =
∑
I′′

∫ Λ d3q
(2π)32w(q)ZJ ;II′′(p, q; E)τI′′(q; E)

(
δI′′I′ + ΦJ ;I′′I′(q)

)
, (3.24)

Using Eqs. (3.21), (3.22) and performing the projection onto the S-wave, for the charged
(“c”) and the neutral (“n”) channels we obtain(

⟨π+(p1)π+(p2)π−(p3)|K+⟩
⟨π0(p1)π0(p2)π+(p3)|K+⟩

)
=
(

Xc0 Xc2
Xn0 Xn2

)(
g(1,0)

g(3,2)

)
, (3.25)

where we took into account the constraints g(1,2) = 3g(3,2) and g(2,2) =
√

5g(3,2) already.
The entries of the matrix X are:

Xc0 =τ0(p1)√
3

[
1 + Φ1;00(p1)

]
+ τ2(p1)

2
√

15
Φ1;20(p1) + (p1 → p2) + 3τ2(p3)√

15
Φ1;20(p3),
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Xc2 =
√

3τ0(p1)Φ1;02(p1) +
√

3
20τ2(p1)

[5
3 + Φ1;22(p1) + 2

3Φ3;22(p1)
]

+ (p1 → p2)

+
√

15τ2(p3)
[2

3 + 3
5Φ1;22(p3) + 1

15Φ3;22(p3)
]
,

Xn0 = − 3τ2(p1)
2
√

15
Φ1;20(p1) + (p1 → p2) − τ0(p3)√

3

[
1 + Φ1;00(p3)

]
+ τ2(p3)√

15
Φ1;20(p3),

Xn2 = −
√

27
20τ2(p1)

[5
9 + Φ1;22(p1) − 4

9Φ3;22(p1)
]

+ (p1 → p2)

−
√

3τ0(p3)Φ1;02(p3) +
√

3
5τ2(p3)

[5
3 + Φ1;22(p3) + 2

3Φ3;22(p3)
]
. (3.26)

Note also that we denote pi = |pi|.
In a finite volume, our aim is to compute the matrix element ⟨Γn, J |K+⟩. Here, ⟨Γn, J |

refers to the state on the lattice, carrying total isospin J , total momentum d (in units of
2π/L), and residing in the irrep Γ, corresponding to the n-th energy level12 This matrix
element can be calculated using the wave function in a finite volume [59]:

⟨Γn, J |K+⟩ = 1
L3/2

 MK√
M2

K +
(2πd

L

)2


1/2

∑
I

1
L3

Λv∑
k

1
2w(k) ϕ

(n)
J ;I(k)τL

I (k; E)g(J,I).

(3.27)

Here, ϕ
(n)
J ;I(k) represents the Bethe-Salpeter wave function describing the state |Γn, J⟩,

Furthermore, k is the momentum of the spectator, and I is the isospin of the dimer, Λv

means that cutoff on k is imposed in a moving system with velocity v [46]. To calculate
the wave function ϕ

(n)
JI (k), we first project the Faddeev equation onto irreps Γ, i.e.,

M(Γ)
J ;II′(r, r′) = Z

(Γ)
J ;II′(r, r′)

+
∑
I′′

1
GL3

Λv∑
s

(
ϑs

2ws

)
Z

(Γ)
J ;II′(r, s)τL

I′′(s)M(Γ)
J ;I′′I′(s, r

′) . (3.28)

In the projected equation, the momenta of the spectator particles are replaced by shell
indices r, r′ and s. We use ϑs to represent the multiplicity of the shell s, while G denotes the
number of elements in the discrete symmetry group that leaves the total three-momentum
of the system invariant. The projection of τ and Z is performed, according to the method
of Ref. [83]

τL(s) = τL(k0(s)), Z
(Γ)
J ;II′(r, s) =

∑
g∈G

(
T (Γ)(g)

)†
ZJ ;II′(gp0(r), k0(s)). (3.29)

12Here, the size of the lattice is L. This parameter should be adjusted so that the energy En exactly
equals to MK . The label n is used for different eigenvalues. In order to avoid the clutter of indices, we have
opted for lumping the irrep index Γ, as well as the total momentum d together with the level index n and
hope that this will not lead to a confusion.
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Here T (Γ)(g) is the representation matrix and the momenta p0(r) and k0(s) are the refer-
ence vectors of the r-shell and the s-shell, respectively. Based on this, it is not difficult to
deduce that the wave function is a solution to the homogeneous equation,

ϕ
(n)
J ;I(r) =

∑
I′

1
GL3

∑
s

(
ϑs

2ws

)
Z

(Γ)
J ;II′(r, s)τL

I′(s)ϕ(n)
J ;I′(s) . (3.30)

The solutions of the equation should be normalized, according to [59]∑
r,s

∑
I,I′

ϑr

2wrL3
ϑs

2wsL3 ϕ
(n)
JI (r)τL

I (r)PJ ;II′(r, s)τL
I′(s)ϕ(n)

JI′(s)

−
∑

r

∑
I

ϑr

2wrL3 ϕ
(n)
JI (r)τL

I (r)QI(r)τL
I (r)ϕ(n)

JI (r) = 1. (3.31)

Here

PJ ;II′(r, s) = ∂

∂P∥
ZΓ

J ;II′ (r, s) , QI(r) = ∂

∂P∥

(
τL

I (r)
)−1

. (3.32)

The time-like component P∥ is obtained from total four-momentum P µ:

P∥ = v · P =
√

P 2. (3.33)

Similar to the infinite-volume case, we can define the finite-volume amplitude Φ:

Φ(n)
J ;I = 1

L3

Λv∑
k

1
2w(k)ϕ

(n)
J ;I(k)τL

I (k; E) = 1
L3

Λv∑
r

(
ϑr

2wr

)
ϕ

(n)
J ;I(r)τL

I (r) . (3.34)

Therefore, we have

⟨Γn, J |K+⟩ = 1
L3/2

 MK√
M2

K +
(2πd

L

)2


1/2

∑
I

Φ(n)
J ;Ig(J,I) . (3.35)

Finally, one obtains: (
L3/2⟨Γn, 1|K+⟩
L3/2⟨Γn, 3|K+⟩

)
=
(

A10 A12
A30 A32

)(
g(1,0)

g(3,2)

)
. (3.36)

Here, matrix element AJI is given by

AJI =

 MK√
M2

K +
(2πd

L

)2


1/2

aJIΦ(n)
J ;I , (3.37)

and the coefficients aJI are

a10 = 1, a12 = 3, a30 = 0, a32 = 1. (3.38)
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The decay amplitudes both in a finite and in the infinite volume are expressed through the
same couplings g(1,0) and g(3,2), see Eqs. (3.25) and (3.36). Excluding these couplings, we
obtain the LL factor for K → 3π which, in this case, is a 2 × 2 matrix:(

⟨π+π+π−|K+⟩
⟨π0π0π+|K+⟩

)
=
(
Lc1 Lc3
Ln1 Ln3

)(
L3/2⟨Γn, 1|K+⟩
L3/2⟨Γn, 3|K+⟩

)
, (3.39)

where (
Lc1 Lc3
Ln1 Ln3

)
=
(

Xc0 Xc2
Xn0 Xn2

)(
A10 A12
A30 A32

)−1

. (3.40)

The explicit expression for the 3-particle LL factor, given by the above formulae, represents
one of the main results of the present work.

4 Numerical calculation of LL factor

4.1 Solution of the Faddeev equation in the infinite volume

In order to solve Eq. (3.24) in the infinite volume, we need to first study the analytic
properties of the kernel. For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the CM system and use
the notation p = |p|, q = |q| and z = cos θ, where θ is the angle between p and q. It is
straightforwardly seen that the singularity of Z(p, q; E) is determined by the three-body
on-shell condition13,√

p2 + q2 + 2pqz + M2
π +

√
p2 + M2

π +
√

q2 + M2
π = E, (4.1)

with −1 ≤ z ≤ 1. As known [84–87], one can avoid these (logarithmic) singularities by
deforming the contour into the complex plane (see Fig. 7(a)). In our case, the contour can
be chosen as follows,

q =

t − iµ(1 − e−t/σ)(1 − e(t−Bmax)/σ), (0 < t < Bmax)
t, (Bmax < t < Λ)

(4.2)

where the parameters are

δ = 0.5Mπ, σ = Mπ, µ = 0.1Mπ, Bmax = pt + δ. (4.3)

Here pt is the magnitude of the momentum of the spectator, for which the two-body system
is exactly at threshold. If |p| > pt, the two-body system moves below threshold. This gives

(E − w(p))2 − p2 ≤ 4M2
π , (4.4)

and

p ≥

√(
E2 − 3M2

π

2E

)2
− M2

π = pt. (4.5)

13In principle, the dimer propagator τL also has singularities, but they are irrelevant to our calculation.
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The solution of the equation (3.24) proceeds step by step. First, after projecting onto the
S-wave, one solves this equation with both the momenta p and q belonging to the contour
C:

ΦJ ;II′ (p) =
∑
I′′

∫
C

q2dq

2π22w(q)ZJ ;II′′ (p, q; E)τI′′ (q; E)
(
δI′′ I′ + ΦJ ;I′′ I′ (q)

)
. (4.6)

The integrand is never singular on the integration contour C. This can be visualized in
Fig. 7(a), where the shaded area is obtained as follows. The total energy E = MK is
fixed. We first choose the momentum p on the contour and plot the curve for q, obtained
by the solution of Eq. (4.1) for −1 ≤ z ≤ 1. Changing then p with a very small step
along the contour, we arrive at a new curve. Repeating this procedure many times, we
arrive at a shaded area that does not intersect with our integration curve. Hence, for p

and q both on the curve, the kernel Z never becomes singular, and the integral equation
can be straightforwardly transformed into a set of linear equations by discretizing the
integration with the use of the fixed mesh points and weights. We are ultimately interested,
however, in the amplitude ΦJ ;II′ (p) on the real axis, which can be obtained by analytically
continuing ΦJ ;II′ (p), defined by the Eq. (4.6) to the real axis, whereas the argument q,
over which the integration is performed, still stays on the the contour C. In doing so, it
is important to check that one does not hit the singularities of the kernel Z during this
analytic continuation. Below, we shall address this issue in detail.

Let us define the quantity

p0 ≡

√(
E − Mπ

2

)2
− M2

π (4.7)

It turns out that there are three different regions of p [85, 88]:

1. When p < p0, the singularities of Z(p, q; E) lie just above and below the real axis,14

see Fig. 7(b). Our contour does not intersect with any of these branch cuts and the
integration can be safely performed.

2. For p0 < p < pt, The branch cuts move into the complex plane and start to intersect
with the chosen contour, see Fig. 7(c). In order to avoid the singularities, one has to
deform the integration contour as well. The new contour, C+, consists of two parts:

Part 1: Starting from the origin, it follows the positive real axis until the beginning
of the branch cut located at the first singularity of the kernel at q = q1, where q1 is
given by

q1 = p

2 − ε(p)
2

(
1 − 4M2

π

ε2(p) − p2

)1/2
, ε(p) = E − w(p) . (4.8)

14Remember that the energy E has infinitesimal positive imaginary part.
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After reaching q1, the contour dives to the second Riemann sheet and goes back to
the origin along the real axis. The contribution of this part to the integral is given
by

Φ(1)
J ;II′ (p)

=
∑
I′′

(∫ q1+iε

0+iε
+
∫ 0−iε

q1−iε

)
q2dq

2π22w(q)ZJ ;II′′ (p, q; E)τI′′ (q; E)
(
δI′′ I′ + ΦJ ;I′′ I′ (q)

)

=
∑
I′′

∫ q1

0

q2dq

2π22w(q)
[
ZJ ;II′′(p, q; E) − Z

(II)
J ;II′′(p, q; E)

]
τI′′(q; E)

(
δI′′I′ + ΦJ ;I′′I′(q)

)
.

(4.9)

The kernel ZJ,II′ , projected on any partial wave, is expressed through a logarithmic
function. Since the discontinuity is caused solely by this logarithm, we conclude that
the kernel on the second Riemann sheet, Z(II) is obtained from Z by replacing the
log z with log z + 2πi. Furthermore, since q1 < p0, the function Φ(q) is known along
the real axis and the integral is completely defined.

Part 2: The second part of the path starts from the origin of the second Riemann
sheet, following path C to reach the intersection point q2 with the branch cut. Re-
turning through q2 to the first Riemann sheet, it continues along path C to reach the
integration endpoint Λ, that is

Φ(2)
J ;II′ (p) =

∑
I′′

∫ q2

0

q2dq

2π22w(q)Z
(II)
J ;II′′(p, q; E)τI′′(q; E)

(
δI′′I′ + ΦJ ;I′′I′(q)

)
+
∑
I′′

∫ Λ

q2

q2dq

2π22w(q)ZJ ;II′′(p, q; E)τI′′(q; E)
(
δI′′I′ + ΦJ ;I′′I′(q)

)
=
∑
I′′

∫
C

q2dq

2π22w(q) Z̃J ;II′′(p, q; E)τI′′(q; E)
(
δI′′I′ + ΦJ ;I′′I′(q)

)
. (4.10)

The quantity Z̃ is defined in the following way:

Z̃J ;II′(p, q; E) =

Z
(II)
J ;II′(p, q; E), f(p, q; E) < 0

ZJ ;II′(p, q; E), f(p, q; E) ≥ 0
. (4.11)

Here, f(p, q; E) is defined by

f(p, q; E) =
(
(Req)2 + (Imq)2

)2
+ m2(d2(p) − b2(p))

(
(Req)2

d2(p) + (Imq)2

b2(p)

)
, (4.12)

with

b(p) = ε(p)
p

, d(p) = ε2(p) − p2

2mp
. (4.13)

Finally, in the region p0 < p < pt, the full amplitude is given by

ΦJ ;II′(p) = Φ(1)
J ;II′(p) + Φ(2)

J ;II′(p). (4.14)
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Figure 7. In panel (a), the contour and the domain of the singularity of the kernel Z is shown.
It is clear that, when both momenta are located on the deformed contour, the kernel does not
become singular. In the panels (b,c,d), the choice of the integration contour for the calculation of
the amplitude Φ on the real axis is displayed for three different choices, p < p0, p0 < p < pt, and
p > pt, respectively. In the second case, the path should be deformed from the original one, in
order to avoid the singularities of the kernel (see the discussion in the text).

3. When p > pt, the branch cuts of the function Z move into the complex plane and do
not intersect with our contour C anymore,15 see Fig. 7(d). Therefore, it is again safe
to integrate over the initial contour.

By using the techniques described above, we can calculate the amplitudes Φ1;00, Φ1;02,
Φ1;20, Φ1;22 and Φ3;22 on the real axis. These solutions are displayed in Fig. 9. We choose
the cutoff Λ = 15Mπ and matched the couplings H1;00 and H3;22 to the tree-level threshold
amplitudes in ChPT as described above. Varying the cutoff, but keeping the threshold
amplitude fixed, it can be shown that the three-body couplings exhibit singular behavior

15In principle, when p > pt but very close to pt, the branch cut may still intersect with the contour.
Strictly speaking, for any given p > pt, one may choose the parameter µ small enough that there is no
intersection. On the contrary, for any fixed finite µ, one may find an interval between pt and pt + ε′, when
the branch cut and the contour intersect. The quantity ε′ depends on µ and tends to zero at µ → 0. In
practical terms, it means that one is not able to determine the solution for p ∈ [pt, pt + ε′] by using the
method described here. The length of this interval can be however made arbitrary small with the choice of
µ. This does not create problems in actual calculations, while ε′ turns out to be extremely small.
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Figure 8. The running of the three-body couplings H1;00 and H3;22 with respect to the cutoff Λ.

that resembles the log-periodic running in the unitary limit, see Fig. 8. Note also that the
LL factor should be cutoff-independent that will be explicitly demonstrated below.

Next, in order to estimate the dependence on the kinematical variables, we shall calcu-
late the quantities Xc0, Xc2, Xn0 and Xn2, defined by Eq. (3.26), which enter the expression
of the LL factor. In the CM frame, the total energy is fixed to be the mass of the kaon,
i.e., E = MK ≃ 3.54Mπ. These quantities depend on the momenta of outgoing pions that
can be parameterized by two invariant variables m2

12 = (p1 + p2)2 and m2
23 = (p2 + p3)2.

In Fig. 10, we display the Dalitz plots for the quantities Xc0, Xc2, Xn0, Xn2 that emerge
in a result of such calculations.

4.2 Finite-volume wave function

In order to calculate Φ in a finite volume, we first need to adjust the lattice size L so
that one has the energy level with the energy exactly equal to the kaon mass. Solving the
three-body quantization condition in the rest frame and in the different moving frames, we
obtain the energy spectrum, see Fig. 11 and Fig. 12. For demonstration, we choose the
moving frame with the total momentum (0, 0, 1) (in units of 2π/L). In the channels with
the total isospin J = 1 and J = 3, respectively, the adjusted lattice size is given by

J = 1 : L = 3.55M−1
π ; (4.15)

J = 3 : L = 4.09M−1
π . (4.16)

Once the lattice size is determined, we proceed to solve the Eq. (3.30) in order to obtain
the (properly normalized) wave function in a finite volume. In its turn, this wave function
will be substituted into Eq. (3.34) to find the amplitudes Φ(n)

J ;I that enter the expression of
the LL factor, see Eq. (3.37).

4.3 The LL factor

Putting pieces together, in this section we present the results of the calculation of the LL
factor, check its cutoff-dependence and the sensitivity to the input two-body scattering
lengths and the three-particle amplitudes. To this end, we shall carry out calculations for
three different values of the cutoff. Furthermore, the LL factor depends on the momenta
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Figure 9. The solutions of Eq. (3.24), Φ1;00, Φ1;02, Φ1;20, Φ1;22 and Φ3;22. The blue solid line and
the red dashed line represent the real and imaginary parts, respectively. The cutoff Λ = 15Mπ was
chosen.

of the final pions. We carry our calculations at an arbitrary chosen point near the center
of the Dalitz plot m2

12 = m2
23 = 5M2

π .
The Fig. 13 summarizes our findings. First, Fig. 13(a) shows the calculated LL factor

for different values of the cutoff Λ = 15Mπ, 20Mπ, 25Mπ. The difference is hardly seen
by a bare eye, confirming our expectations. Next, in Fig. 13(b), we show the results of
calculations for varying three-particle threshold amplitudes by 300%, namely, for pairs
(T χ

+, T χ
0 ), and (T χ

+ ± 3 × T χ
+, T χ

0 ± 3 × T χ
0 ). The cutoff is fixed at Λ = 15Mπ. Again, the

differences are small. Finally, in Fig. 13(c), we show the result of variation of scattering
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Figure 10. The real and imaginary parts of the quantities Xc0, Xc2, Xn0 and Xn2 in the m2
12,

m2
23-plane. The cutoff Λ = 15Mπ is chosen.

lengths by 30% only, for the pairs (a0, a2) and (a0 ± 0.3 × a0, a2 ± 0.3 × a2), with the
three-body input (T χ

+, T χ
0 ) and the cutoff Λ = 15Mπ fixed. Now, the changes are sizable

(despite the fact that the changes in the scattering lengths are factor 10 smaller than the
changes in the three-body amplitudes), proving that the LL factor is much more sensitive
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Figure 11. Finite-volume spectra of the 3π system with the total isospin J = 3. a) is obtained
in the rest frame, irrep Γ = A−

1 . b), c), d) show the spectra in the moving frame d = (0, 0, 1),
d = (0, 1, 1) and d = (1, 1, 1), respectively, in the irrep Γ = A2 (the naming scheme of the irreps
from Ref. [89] is used here). To compute the LL factor, we determine values of the lattice size L for
which the invariant mass

√
P 2 = MK (denoted by the solid black line around

√
P 2/Mπ ≃ 3.54). In

the subfigure b), we show perturbative energy shifts at O(L−3) (see Eq. (C.12)). These are denoted
by blue dotted lines and give a clear understanding of the fine structure of the spectrum, namely,
the splitting of the unperturbed level into two levels, when the interactions are switched on.

to the two-body input than the three-body threshold amplitudes. This result constitutes
the major finding of the present paper.

It is extremely important to understand the reason of such a behavior. Naively, ac-
cording to the NREFT counting introduced in Sect. 2.1, the exchange term in the kernel
Z and the particle-dimer coupling count as O(δ−2) and O(1), respectively. This counting,
however, is known not to be valid non-perturbatively [80, 81]. Namely, the particle-dimer
coupling should be promoted to the leading order to cope with the singular dependence of
the solutions on the cutoff. Hence, the power-counting arguments cannot directly explain a
very little sensitivity of the calculated LL factor on the three-body input. In order to study
this problem in more detail, we have carried out calculations for many different values of
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Figure 12. The same as in Fig. 11, but for the total isospin J = 3.

the cutoff Λ and noticed an interesting pattern: as soon as Λ came close to the critical
values where the particle-dimer coupling becomes critical and flips the sign, the dependence
on the three-body input grows and becomes comparable with the dependence on the values
of the two-body scattering lengths, whereas away from the critical cutoffs, the dependence
on the three-body input was negligible. On the basis of this observation one may argue
that the formal promotion of the particle-dimer coupling to the leading order is essential in
the vicinity of critical cutoffs, whereas for other values of the cutoff the arguments based
on the naive counting still apply, for what concerns the numerical estimate of the relative
size of different contributions. This observation also shows the importance of a proper
choice of cutoff in the calculations (away from singularities), albeit the results are formally
cutoff-independent.

4.4 The Weak Hamiltonian

Up to now, in the derivation of the LL factor, we did not concentrate on the weak input in
the K → 3π decays. In other words, the couplings G1 and G2 are taken to be completely
arbitrary. In Nature, however, these couplings are subject to further restrictions. Namely,
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Figure 13. a) The cutoff independence of the LL factor. Here, the physical two-body scattering
lengths are used and the three-body threshold amplitudes are fixed at (T χ

+, T χ
0 ). The quantities

Lc1, Lc3, Ln1 and Ln3 are obtained for three different cutoff values: Λ = 15Mπ, 20Mπ, 25Mπ,
represented by blue circles, brown triangles, and green inverted triangles, respectively. In b) and
c), the dependence of the LL factor on the three-pion threshold amplitude and two-pion scattering
lengths are illustrated.

at the lowest order in the Fermi-constant GF , the weak decays are described by the effective
weak Hamiltonian that contains ∆I = 1/2 and ∆I = 3/2 pieces, see e.g., [90]. Assuming
conservation of isospin in strong interaction, one immediately arrives at the conclusion
that the total isospin J = 3 decay amplitude should vanish (in real world, it is strongly
suppressed by one power of GF or isospin-breaking parameters: the fine structure constant
α or md − mu).

In order to see the consequences of this fact on the relative size of the couplings G1
and G2, let us explicitly write down the vectors |J, J3⟩ with J = 1, 2, 3 and J3 = 1 in the
three-pion space:

|1, 1⟩(1) = 1
2
(
|π+π0π0⟩ − |π0π+π0⟩ − |π+π−π+⟩ + |π−π+π+⟩

)
,

– 28 –



|1, 1⟩(2) = 1√
3

(
|π+π−π+⟩ − |π0π0π+⟩ + |π−π+π+⟩

)
,

|1, 1⟩(3) = 2√
15

(
6|π+π+π−⟩ + |π+π−π+⟩ + |π−π+π+⟩

−3|π0π0π+⟩ − 3|π+π0π0⟩ + 2|π0π+π0⟩
)

,

|2, 1⟩(1) = 1
2
(
|π+π0π0⟩ − |π0π+π0⟩ + |π+π−π+⟩ − |π−π+π+⟩

)
,

|2, 1⟩(2) = 1
2
√

3

(
2|π+π+π−⟩ − |π+π−π+⟩ − |π−π+π+⟩

−2|π0π0π+⟩ + |π+π0π0⟩ + |π0π+π0⟩
)

,

|3, 1⟩ = 1√
15

(
|π+π+π−⟩ + |π+π−π+⟩ + |π−π+π+⟩

+2|π0π0π+⟩ + 2|π+π0π0⟩ + 2|π0π+π0⟩
)

. (4.17)

At threshold, when momenta of all particles exactly vanish, the positions of the pions
in the vectors can be exchanged.16 This leads to the fact that the vectors which are
antisymmetric with respect to the exchange of any pair of pions, namely, |1, 1⟩(1), |2, 1⟩(1)

and |2, 1⟩(2), vanish at threshold. From this, one can immediately conclude that the J = 2
amplitude does not contribute at threshold. Furthermore, it is straightforward to check
that, at threshold, |1, 1⟩(2) =

√
5

2 |1, 1⟩(3). Reverting now Eq. (4.17), expressing the physical
states |π0π0π+⟩ and |π+π+π−⟩ through the eigenstates of the total isospin and dropping
the contributions from J = 2, 3, we finally arrive at a simple relation at threshold:17

|π+π+π−⟩ = −2|π0π0π+⟩ . (4.18)

Consequently, G2 = −2G1 at leading order.
It should be pointed out that our result is in agreement with the explicit calculation of

this decay amplitude at next-to-leading order in ChPT [91]. As seen from Eq. (37) of that
paper, our relation exactly holds (modulo the overall sign) for the amplitudes evaluated at
the center of the Dalitz plot. Furthermore, the latest fit to the experimental data by NA48
collaboration yields the value A+ = 1.925 ± 0.015 for this ratio (see Ref. [92], Eqs. (3,4)),
which is quite close to our value A+ = 2 (the overall sign is undefined in this analysis). The
small deviation is due to the contribution of the higher-order terms in the NREFT power
counting. Note finally that the difference in sign is due to the use of a particular convention
for the basis states in the irreducible representations of the isospin. We consistently use
Condon-Shortley phase convention in our calculations.18

In conclusion, we wish to point out that the additional restriction G2 = −2G1 does
not affect our calculations of the LL factor since the latter, by definition, does not depend

16The threshold cannot be reached in physical decay process. However, one arrives at the same conclusion
at the center of the Dalitz plot m2

12 = m2
23 = m2

31.
17This relation directly follows from the last line in Eq. (4.17) and the symmetry of the states at threshold

with respect to the permutation of the particles 1,2,3.
18Here it should be pointed out that in Eq. (2.7) of Ref. [93], which is consistent with [91], a convention

different from the Condon-Shortley phase convention is used for the definition of the isospin eigenstates.
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on the weak interactions that lead to the decay. The restriction simply means that only
two linear combinations of Lc1,Lc3,Ln1,Ln3 will be needed in the final result.

5 Conclusions

Below, the results of our findings are briefly summarized:

i) We have performed an explicit calculation of the LL factor in the K → 3π decays at
the leading order. Albeit the general framework has been already set up [59, 60], an
explicit numerical implementation of this framework is still a non-trivial exercise and
represents a very useful endeavor on the way of the actual use of this framework in
the analysis of the lattice QCD data. The message that we want to convey with this
article, is clear: the framework for the calculation of the K → 3π decay amplitudes on
the lattice is now ready. Moreover, higher-order terms can be systematically included
in the expressions, when the accuracy of lattice data renders this inclusion necessary.

ii) From the problems to be addressed we would like to single out the issue of the renor-
malization of the solutions of the Faddeev equations and the matching to the thresh-
old three-pion amplitudes. At the first glance, the number of independent couplings
that are needed to render all particle-dimer scattering amplitudes cutoff-independent,
exceeds the number of three-particle threshold amplitudes at our disposal. However,
as shown, the particle-dimer amplitudes that may (potentially) still have the singular
cutoff dependence, do not contribute to the physical decay processes and are therefore
harmless.

iii) The main finding of the present paper is the fact that the calculated LL factor has
a very weak dependence on the input three-body threshold amplitudes, even if the
latter change by a factor of 3 or so. This fact has a crucial importance for the future
application of this framework in the studies of kaon decays on the lattice. Namely,
one may, at the first stage, avoid extracting the three-pion coupling from lattice
data and use instead the rough estimate, obtained from ChPT. From our findings
we conclude that even an error of 100% in the threshold amplitudes does not lead to
a significant effect in the calculated LL factor, provided the cutoff Λ is chosen away
from the critical values.
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A Integrating out the dimer fields

In order to integrate out the dimer fields, note that the dimer Lagrangian can be conve-
niently written as

L̃d =
∑
I,I3

σI T †
II3

TII3 +
∑
I,I3

(
T †

II3
OII3 + h.c.

)
+
∑

I,I3,i3

∑
I′,I′

3,i′
3

T †
II3

π†
i3

hII3i3;I′I′
3i′

3
πi′

3
TI′I′

3

+
∑

I,I3,i3

(
gII3i3K†

+TII3πi3 + h.c.
)

, (A.1)

where the coefficients hII3i3;I′I′
3i′

3
and gII3i3 can be read off from Eq. (2.9) and Eq. (2.10)

respectively – they are linear combinations of the couplings h
(I,I′)
J and g(J,I). Defining

T̃II3 = T̃II3 +
∑
I′I′

3

A−1
II3;I′I′

3
BI′I′

3
, (A.2)

where

AII3;I′I′
3

= σIδII′δI3I′
3

+
∑
i3,i′

3

π†
i3

hII3i3;I′I′
3i′

3
πi′

3
, (A.3)

and

BII3 = OII3 +
∑
i3

gII3i3π†
i3

K+ , (A.4)

the dimer Lagrangian can be brought into a quadratic form:

L̃d =
∑
I,I3

∑
I′,I′

3

T̃ †
II3

AII3;I′I′
3

T̃I′I′
3

−
∑
I,I3

∑
I′,I′

3

B†
II3

A−1
II3;I′I′

3
BI′I′

3
. (A.5)

The dimer can then be integrated out in the path integral formalism in a standard way.
The second term on the right-hand side thus should be matched to the Lagrangian in the
particle picture at tree level. Noting that

A−1
II3;I′I′

3
= σ−1

I δII′δI3I′
3

− σ−1
I π†

i3
hII3i3;I′I′

3i′
3

πi′
3
σ−1

I′ + . . . , (A.6)

where the ellipsis contains at least four pion fields, the second term on the right hand side
of Eq. (A.5) can be written as

−
∑
I,I3

∑
I′,I′

3

B†
II3

A−1
II3;I′I′

3
BI′I′

3
=
∑
I,I3

(−σ−1
I O†

II3
OII3)
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+
∑

I,I3,i3

∑
I′,I′

3,i′
3

(−σ−1
I O†

II3
)π†

i3
hII3i3;I′I′

3i′
3

πi′
3
(−σ−1

I′ OI′I′
3
)

+
∑

I,I3,i3

(
gII3i3K†

+(−σ−1
I OII3)πi3 + h.c.

)
+ . . . , (A.7)

where the ellipsis contains at least eight pion- or two kaon fields. These terms do not
contribute to the three-body sector. We can conclude that, integrating out the dimer
fields, one merely has to replace TII3 → −σ−1

I OII3 .
Calculating the Green function

GII3i3
i′
1i′

2i′
3
(x1, x2, x3) = ⟨0|T

[
O

i′
1i′

2i′
3

3π (x1, x2x3)T †
II3

(0)π†
i3

(0)
]

|0⟩ (A.8)

in the particle-dimer picture at tree level, one performs the functional integral∫
DTDT † T †

II3
(0) exp

{
−i

∫
d4x L̃d

}

= −
∑
I′I′

3

A−1
II3;I′I′

3
BI′I′

3
exp

i

∫
d4x

∑
I′,I′

3

∑
I′′,I′′

3

B†
I′I′

3
A−1

I′I′
3;I′′I′′

3
BI′′I′′

3

 . (A.9)

The remaining functional integration is over the pion and kaon fields. At tree level, only
A−1

II3;I′I′
3

= σ−1
I δII′δI3I′

3
contributes and the term containing the kaon can be dropped from

BI′I′
3

in the term A−1
II3;I′I′

3
BI′I′

3
in front of the exponential. Thus, one may conclude that,

at tree level, the above Green function in the particle picture corresponds to

GII3i3
i′
1i′

2i′
3
(x1, x2, x3) = ⟨0|T

[
O

i′
1i′

2i′
3

3π (x1, x2x3)(−σ−1
I O†

II3
(0))π†

i3
(0)
]

|0⟩ , (A.10)

such that again the replacement TII3 → −σ−1
I OII3 is justified.

Similarly, the vertex function

V II3i3;JJ3j3
i′
1i′

2i′
3;j′

1j′
2j′

3
(x1, x2, x3; y1, y2, y3) = ⟨0|T

[
O

i′
1i′

2i′
3

3π (x1, x2, x3)
(
O

j′
1j′

2j′
3

3π (y1, y2, y3)
)†

× T †
II3

(0)π†
i3

(0)πj3(0)TJJ3(0)
]
|0⟩ , (A.11)

can be evaluated in the particle picture by integrating out the dimer fields. At tree level,
this gives

V II3i3;JJ3j3
i′
1i′

2i′
3;j′

1j′
2j′

3
(x1, x2, x3; y1, y2, y3) = ⟨0|T

[
O

i′
1i′

2i′
3

3π (x1, x2, x3)
(
O

j′
1j′

2j′
3

3π (y1, y2, y3)
)†

× (−σ−1
I O†

II3
(0))π†

i3
(0)πj3(0)(−σ−1

J O†
JJ3

(0))
]
|0⟩ . (A.12)

Note that, in both cases, we implicitly discard disconnected pieces in the Green functions,
calculated in the particle picture.

B Three-pion amplitude in Chiral Perturbation Theory

For the matching of the particle-dimer coupling, we need to calculate the three-pion thresh-
old amplitude in ChPT. Here, we give only a brief sketch of this calculation, carried out
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at tree level, which follows the pattern outlined in Ref. [63]. In general, there are only
two types of contributions, shown in Fig. 14: The contact term, which emerges from the
six-pion Lagrangian, Fig. 14(a), and the exchange term that features a single pion propa-
gator (all possible permutations of external lines in in- and out-states), Fig. 14(b). We are
interested in the processes 3π+ → 3π+ and 3π0 → 3π0. The contact contributions to these
processes at threshold are given by

T χ
cont(3π+ → 3π+) = −18M2

π

F 4
π

,

T χ
cont(3π0 → 3π0) = 27M2

π

F 4
π

. (B.1)

Symbolically, the exchange contribution can be written down as follows

T χ
ex(3π → 3π) =

∑
permutations

M(2π → 2π) 1
M2

π − k2 M(2π → 2π) , (B.2)

where k denotes the four-momentum of the exchanged pion. Furthermore, the two-body
amplitudes at leading order are linear functions of the pertinent Mandelstam variables
s, t, u and M2

π :

M(2π → 2π) = αs + βt + γu + δM2
π

F 2
π

. (B.3)

Here, α, β, γ, δ stand for some numerical coefficients. Furthermore, one can always choose
these variables so that, say, s and t depend only on the external momenta (which are, by
definition, on shell). Then, one could use the relation s + t + u = 3M2

π + k2 and rewrite
the expression for the two-body amplitude as

M(2π → 2π) = αs + βt + γ(4M2
π − s − t) + γ(k2 − M2

π) + δM2
π

F 2
π

. (B.4)

The part of the amplitude that is proportional to k2 − M2
π will cancel with the propagator

and will contribute to the regular part of the threshold amplitude. Separating the pole
terms from the non-pole ones in all diagrams by using Eq. (B.3), in a result one gets for
the regular part:

T χ
ex,reg(3π+ → 3π+) = 36M2

π

F 4
π

,

T χ
ex,reg(3π0 → 3π0) = −225M2

π

8F 4
π

. (B.5)

Adding up these two contributions, we finally get

T χ
reg(3π+ → 3π+) .= T χ

+ = 18M2
π

F 4
π

,

T χ
reg(3π0 → 3π0) .= T χ

0 = −9M2
π

8F 4
π

. (B.6)
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(a) Three-pion contact diagram
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pj

pk qi

qj

qk

(b) One-pion exchange diagram

Figure 14. Two kinds of diagrams that contribute to the three-pion scattering amplitude at leading
order in ChPT. Diagram (b) is singular at threshold, whereas diagram (a) is finite.

C Leading-order energy shift of the n = 1 state

In this appendix, we shall evaluate the energy shift of the states with the lowest energy
in different moving frames as well as in the rest frame. In particular, our aim will be to
demonstrate that the level splitting, which we observe in a result of the solution of the
quantization condition, can be interpreted with the use of the perturbation theory as well.

We start from the states with total isospin J = 1 and choose J3 = 1. One can define
three orthogonal states with these quantum numbers [44]:

|f1⟩ = 1√
15

(2|π+π+π−⟩ + 2|π+π−π+⟩ + 2|π−π+π+⟩

− |π0π0π+⟩ − |π0π+π0⟩ − |π+π0π0⟩) ,

|f2⟩ = 1
2
√

3
(2|π+π+π−⟩ − |π+π−π+⟩ − |π−π+π+⟩

+ 2|π0π0π+⟩ − |π0π+π0⟩ − |π+π0π0⟩) ,

|f3⟩ = 1
2 (|π+π0π0⟩ − |π0π+π0⟩ − |π+π−π+⟩ + |π−π+π+⟩) . (C.1)

We consider moving frames with the total three-momentum P = 2πd/L, where d =
(0, 0, 1), (1, 1, 0), (1, 1, 1). For these values of d, the states with the lowest energy are given
by

|p1, p2, p3⟩ ∈ {|P, 0, 0⟩ , |0, P, 0⟩ , |0, 0, P⟩} . (C.2)

From these we construct the total wave functions of the three-pion system denoted by

|fi; p1, p2, p3⟩ , (C.3)

where the momenta p1, p2 and p3 are assigned to the first, second and third pion in the
isospin wave function |fi⟩ respectively. Naively, in the non-interacting case there would be
nine degenerate states with energy

E0 = 2m +

√
m2 +

(2πd
L

)2
. (C.4)
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On the other hand, not all states are independent. Using Bose-symmetry we find that:

|f1; 0, P, 0⟩ = |f1; P, 0, 0⟩ , |f1; 0, 0, P⟩ = |f1; P, 0, 0⟩ ,

|f2; 0, P, 0⟩ = |f2; P, 0, 0⟩ , |f2; 0, 0, P⟩ = −2 |f2; P, 0, 0⟩ ,

|f3; 0, P, 0⟩ = −|f3; P, 0, 0⟩ , |f3; 0, 0, P⟩ = 0 ,

|f3; P, 0, 0⟩ = −
√

3 |f2; P, 0, 0⟩ . (C.5)

Defining the states

|X; P, 0, 0⟩ = −1
2 |f2; P, 0, 0⟩ +

√
3

2 |f3; P, 0, 0⟩ ,

|Y ; P, 0, 0⟩ =
√

3
2 |f2; P, 0, 0⟩ + 1

2 |f3; P, 0, 0⟩ = 0 , (C.6)

it can be seen that the lowest energy level in the frame d ̸= 0 with J = 1 is twofold
degenerate, corresponding to the states |f1; P, 0, 0⟩ and |X; P, 0, 0⟩.

The energy shift is calculated in the degenerate perturbation theory, where the po-
tentials are obtained from the non-relativistic effective field theory. Contrary to [44], here
we will use the covariant formulation. In this setup, the normalized one-particle states are
given by:

|πi(p)⟩ = L−3/2 (2w(p))−1/2 a†
i (p) |0⟩ . (C.7)

and the creation and annihilation operators obey the commutation relation

[ai(p), a†
j(q)] = δij 2w(p)L3 δp,q . (C.8)

At the leading order, the energy shift ∆EJ=1
d̸=0 is given by the eigenvalues of the potential

V = 1
3!

(
⟨f1; P, 0, 0|HI |f1; P, 0, 0⟩ ⟨f1; P, 0, 0|HI |X; P, 0, 0⟩
⟨X; P, 0, 0|HI |f1; P, 0, 0⟩ ⟨X; P, 0, 0|HI |X; P, 0, 0⟩

)
, (C.9)

where HI denotes the interaction Hamiltonian

HI = −
∫

d3x L2 . (C.10)

Here L2 is the two-body Lagrangian in the particle picture, as in Eq. (2.2). The couplings
Ci are matched to the I = 0, 2 scattering lengths aI , according to Eq. (2.16) and Eq. (2.18).

Up to O(L−3), the potential is given by:

V = 4π

27mL3

(
5(5a0 + 4a2) 2

√
5(a0 − a2)

2
√

5(a0 − a2) 2(4a0 + 5a2)

)
, (C.11)

leading to an energy shift

∆EJ=1
d ̸=0 = 2π

9mL3

(
11a0 + 10a2 ±

√
41a2

0 + 20a0a2 + 20a2
2

)
, (C.12)
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and lifting the degeneracy of the non-interacting energy level.
Note that the same result is obtained in the non-covariant approach. The only differ-

ence in the covariant and non-covariant potentials, besides the use of different couplings
Ci, is the normalization of states: instead of the factor

δpi,ql
δpj+pk,qm+qn (C.13)

which appears in Eqs. (31) and (32) of Ref. [44] for the potentials, sandwiched between
the three-pion states that carry the momenta p1, p2, p3 and q1, q2, q3 respectively, in the
covariant approach the following factor emerges

(2w(pj)2w(pk)2w(qm)2w(qn))−1/2δpi,ql
δpj+pk,qm+qn

= 1
4m2 δpi,ql

δpj+pk,qm+qn + · · · . (C.14)

Here the multiplicative factors 2w(ki) account for the different normalization of the one-
particle states in the relativistic and non-relativistic framework, see Eq. (C.7). For the same
reason, these factors also arise in the matching condition in the non-covariant framework,
while in the covariant matching condition they are absent. Therefore the results after
expressing everything in terms of the scattering lengths are identical.

Next, note that, for J = 3, there is only a single state with the lowest energy. One
can, for example, choose J3 = 3 and consider the state |π+π+π+; P, 0, 0⟩. The energy shift
at the leading order can be calculated in the non-degenerate perturbation theory and is
given by

∆EJ=3
d̸=0 = 1

3!⟨π+π+π+; P, 0, 0|HI |π+π+π+; P, 0, 0⟩ = 20π

3mL3 a2 . (C.15)

Finally, note that for the ground state d = 0, the energy shifts corresponding to the total
isospin J = 1 and J = 3 can be obtained in the non-degenerate perturbation theory again.
For J = 1 and J3 = 1, only the state |f1; 0, 0, 0⟩ yields the non-vanishing ground-state
wave function due to Bose-symmetry. The energy shift is then given by:

∆EJ=1
d=0 = 4π

3mL3 (5a0 + 4a2) . (C.16)

For J = 3 and J3 = 3, the ground-state wave function is given by |π+π+π+; 0, 0, 0⟩. At
the leading order, the energy shift of this state is equal to

∆EJ=3
d=0 = 12π

mL3 a2 . (C.17)
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