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A bstract

First full next-to-leading order analytical results in Chiral Perturbation
T heory forthe charged Kaon K ! 3 slope gand decay ratesCP -violating
asym m etries are presented . W e discuss the constraints that a m easuram ent
of these asym m etries would In pose on the Standard M odel calculations of
"I% and the kind of inform ation it can provide on In Gg, Im (eZGE ) and
higher order weak couplings.
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1 Introduction and M otivation

D irect CP violation has been established unam biguously In K ! decays by
KTeV [L]and NA 48 2] through the m easurem ent ofRe("g ="y ). Ikspresent world
average isfl, 2, 3, 4]
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T he theoretical understanding of this quantity within the Standard M odel
(SM ) is not at the sam e kevel. W e m ention here just the m ost recent advances:
the ChimlPerturbation Theory (CHPT) calculation 5, 6] and the isogpin breaking
corrections[/] have both fiillly been done at next-to-leading order (NLO ) and the
0k of FInal State Interactions (' SI) has also been understood B] {for a m ore
extensive description of these works and references, see[0]. T here have been also
recent advances on the calculation ofthe kading-order (LO ) CHPT couplings Im
Gg and Im €G:) [0, 11, 12, 13] {they are not fully under control though and
m ore work is still needed.

Asymm etries in the D alitz variabl slope g of K ! 3 amplitudes are an—
other very prom ising place to study direct CP violation in K aon decays. In fact,
there are ssveral experin ents, NA 48/2[14] at CERN, KLOE [15] at Frascati and
OKA [l6]atP rotvino, that have announced an expected sensitivity to these asym —
m etries of the order of 10 *, one order ofm agnide better than at present[l7].
O n the theory side, though the rst calculation ofK ! 3 atNLO m CHPT was
done long ago [B], the analytical full results were unfortunately not available until
recently [18]. The CP asym m etries were therefore predicted Just at LO plus vari-
ousestin ates ofNLO e ects[19]. The rst fullNLO calculation wihin CHPT for
those asymm etries was done In R0]. Here, we report results just or g {resuls
for the rest of the asym m etries can be found.

2 Technique

The e ective quantum eld theory ofthe SM at energiesbelow or ofthe order of
1GeV isCHPT R1]. Som e introductory lectureson CHPT can be found In R2]
and recent review s In 23].

The full onedoop calculation In the isosoin lim it was done In [18, 20] and
they both fiillly agree. A 11 the needed notation and de nitions were given there.
R ecently, som e isospin breaking corrections have also been calculated P4]. N otice
that som em isorints in the rst reference n R0]w ere reported In the third reference
n 20].

At this order there appear eleven unknown countertem s. The real part of
them and ofthe LO ocouplingsGg and G ,; can be xed from a tto allavailabl
K ! am plitudes at NLO in CHPT [p]and K ! 3 amplitudes and slopes



also at NLO [18, 20]. Thiswasdone iIn [18] and we used them as inputs in allthe
results we report here.

The valleswe used or In (G ) and In G can be found N R0]. They are
taken mainly from [10, 11]but are also com patdble with [12, 13].

The in aghary part of the order p* counterterm s, In K ;, ismuch m ore prob—
Jem atic. They cannot be obtained from data and there isno availabl calculation
forthem at NLO in 1=N.. One can still get the order ofm agnitude and/or signs
of In K ; using several approaches. W e Hllowed R0] a m ore naive approach that
is enough for the purpose of estin ating the e ect of those counterterm s. W e as—
sum ed that the ratio of the real to the im aginary part is dom inated by the sam e
strong dynam ics at LO and NLO in CHP T, namely
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3 K ! 3 CP Violating A sym m etries

The de niion of the CPwiokhting asymm etries In the slope g and analogous
asymm etries for the decay rates can be found, for instance, in R0]. They start
at O @) n CHPT and at NLO require the FSI phases of threepions at NLO,
ie.an O ©°) calculation.

Though the full result is unavaibbl at present, we have calculated analyt—
ically the expected dom inant part which com es from two-bubbl diagram sR0].
Including these and substituting the pion and K aon m asses, Re G, G 57 and the
realpart ofthe NLO CHPT oouplings, the result we get for g is
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W hen values forthe in aginary part ofthe needed couplings are taken asexplained
In the previous section, on gets

gc= @4 12) 10 : )
R esuls for the rest of the asym m etries can be found in R0]

4 " ysK ! 3 CP Violating A sym m etries

Including FSIto allorders, CHPT and isogoin breaking at NLO [6, 7, 8], one gets
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Figure 1: ") : Theory vs Experin ent. See text for explanation.

U sing this result, the experin entalone in (1) inposesthat In Gz and In €Gg )
are constrained to be w ithin the horizontalband in Figure 1. A 1lso plotted In the
sam e gure are the predictions for those couplings from [10, 11] {rectangle on the
right{, from [L2] {rectangle on the left{ and from [13] {vertical lnes.

A measuram ent of g can have an in portant in pact on constraining what
we know on In Gg and and In (€°Gg) from ") . To assess the quality of these
constraints, we plot In F igure 2 the com parison between what one gets w ith "2 ’
the theory predictions and the dashed horizontalband that one getsusing (3) for

gc= 35 10 .InFigure3,we show thesamepbtsfor g = 1 10.

5 Conclusions

The CP vioclhting asymmetry g is dom inated by the value of In Gg and is

naluncertainty ismainly from this input. This is the only asym m etry w ith an
uncertainty am aller than 50% . The predictions for the rest of CP asymm etries
can be found n 20].

The eventual m easuram ent of g will then provide a check of consistency
with "0 {see Figures 2 and 3. The SM prefers values for this asymm etry larger
than 024 10" and an experin ental result ofthe orderoram allerthan 2 10
would Indicate the presence of new physics. For a discussion on possible SUSY
In plications of a m easurem ent of these asym m etries see R5].

TheCP asymmetries gy and in the decay rates were also discussed in R0]
and we found that they are dom inated by the in agiary part ofthe O (©*) coun—
terterm s. A m easuram ent of these asym m etries would therefore give very inter-
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esting Infom ation on the size of the in aghary parts of those couplings.

A s a general conclusion, direct CP violatingasymmetrdes in K ! 3 provide
extrem ely Interesting and valuable inform ation on the SM which is com plem en—
tary to the one cbtained from "12 . W e are therefore eagerly awaiting the new
experin ental resuts!
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