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Subtleties in the BABAR measurement of time-reversal violation
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Abstract

A first measurement of time-reversal (T) asymmetries that are not also CP asymmetries has
been recently achieved by the BABAR collaboration. We analyze the measured asymmetries in
the presence of direct CP violation, CPT violation, wrong strangeness decays and wrong sign
semileptonic decays. We note that the commonly used Syx and Cyx parameters are CP-odd,
but have a T-odd CPT-even part and a T-even CPT-odd part. We introduce parameters that
have well-defined transformation properties under CP, T and CPT. We identify contributions to
the measured asymmetries that are T conserving. We explain why, in order that the measured
asymmetries would be purely odd under time-reversal, there is no need to assume the absence of
direct CP violation. Instead, one needs to assume (i) the absence of CPT violation in strangeness

changing decays, and (ii) the absence of wrong sign decays.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The BABAR collaboration has recently announced the first direct observation of time-
reversal violation in the neutral B meson system [l]. The basic idea is to compare the
time-dependent rates of two processes that differ by exchange of initial and final states. The
measurement makes use of the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) effect in the entangled B
mesons produced in Y(45) decays EJB] For example, one rate, 'k, ), ¢ x, involves the
decay of one of the neutral B’s into a 1K, state, and, after time ¢, the decay of the other
B into £~ X. The other rate, I' 4+ x), yK, involves the decay of one of the neutral B’s into
¢+ X, and, after time t, the decay of the other B into ¥ Kg. Under certain assumptions, to
be spelled out below, this is a comparison between the rates of B_ — B° and B — B_,
where B° has a well-defined flavor content (bd) and B_ is a CP-odd state. The asymmetry
is defined as follows:

T v =T
Ap = F(wKL)LZ X F(ﬁX)LﬂlJKS ' (1>
WK) e x T Lrx) ks

BABAR take the time dependence of the asymmetry to be of the form

+ +
Ap = AiT sin(Amt) + AST cos(Amt) . (2)

(A more accurate description of the BABAR analysis is given in Section [[IIl) They obtain
ASH =—1.37+£0.15, ACH =+0.104+0.16 . (3)

The fact that ASF # 0 constitutes their direct demonstration of time reversal violation.
Time reversal violation had been observed earlier in the neutral K meson system by the
CPLEAR collaboration ﬂ] The measurement involves the processes pp — K7 K? and
pp — K+tn~ K°. Again, one aims to compare rates of processes that are related by exchange
of initial and final states. One rate, ['x- .-, involves a production of K~ and a neutral
K that after time t decay into e"ntw. The other rate, I'x+ 4+, involves the production of
K% and a neutral K that after time ¢ decay into e*7~v. Under certain assumptions, this
is a comparison between the rates of K — K° and K° — K° ﬂ§] The time dependent
asymmetry is defined as follows:
Pt et —Tg— e
Pt et + Tk - '

(4)

AT,K =
CPLEAR integrate the rates over times 75 < t < 2075 (7 is the lifetime of Kg), and obtain

(Ar,k) (1—20)rs = (6.6 £1.6) x 1077, (5)

The CPLEAR asymmetry is also a CP asymmetry, since the initial and final states are
CP-conjugate. In contrast, the BABAR asymmetry is not a CP asymmetry.

In this work, we examine the analysis of A, with the aim of answering the following two
related questions:



e Would it vanish in the T-symmetry limit?

e [s the initial state in each of the two processes the T-conjugate of the final state in
the other?

To answer these questions, it is helpful to use only parameters that have well-defined trans-
formation properties under all three relevant symmetries: CP, T and CPT. In most of the
related literature, CPT conservation is assumed, and then parameters that are CP-odd or
CP-even are used. For example, the parameters AS; and ACY of Eq. () are both CP-odd.
However, when aiming to demonstrate that time-reversal is violated, one needs to allow for
CPT violation @, ] (Otherwise, T violation follows from CP violation.) In this case,
most of the parameters used in the literature do not have well-defined transformation under
T and CPT. In particular, AS; and ACY have, apart from a T-odd CPT-even part, also a
T-even CPT-odd part.

In Section [[Ilwe present our formalism and, in particular, introduce parameters with well-
defined transformation properties under CP, T and CPT. In Section [Tl we derive expressions
for the asymmetries measured by BABAR in terms of these parameters. The results allow
us to answer the first question and to clearly formulate the assumptions one needs to make
in order to identify the asymmetries measured by BABAR with time reversal violation. In
Section [ITCl we comment on the time-dependence of the asymmetry under various approx-
imations. As concerns the second question, for two processes to be related by time-reversal,
the initial state in each of them should be the time-reversal conjugate of the final state in the
other. The subtleties related to this requirement, in the context of the BABAR measurements,
are clarified in Section [Vl We conclude in Section [Vl In Appendix [Al we compile relevant
experimental constraints on CP violation in mixing and in decay, on CPT violation, and
on wrong-strangeness and wrong-sign B decays. In Appendix [Bl we present combinations
of measurements that allow us to isolate various parameters of interest. Appendix [C] con-
tains the full expressions for all the asymmetries measured at BABAR . In Appendix [D] we
define “theoretical asymmetries” (or, equivalently, gedanken experiments) involving inverse
decays, which provide another way to shed light on the subtleties of experimentally demon-
strating time reversal violation. In Appendix [E we show how CPT violation affects the EPR
entanglement of the initial B meson state.

II. DEFINITIONS AND NOTATIONS

We use a formalism that allows for CPT violation. Similar to Ref. ], we use in and out
states defined by the reciprocal basis ] Translating our notations to those of Ref. ] is
straightforward.



A. B - B mixing

The effective Hamiltonian H = M —il"/2 describing the evolution of the oscillating system
is non-Hermitian. It is thus diagonalized by a general similarity transformation,

X'HX = diag(wy,wr) (6)

where

XZ(p\/l—l—z p\/l—z> 7 (7)

—qV1—2 qV1+2

with [p|> + |¢|> = 1. The complex parameter z = 2 +iz! represents CP and CPT violation
in mixing. We define a real parameter, R);, representing T and CP violation in mixing:

_ 1—g/pl*

YT T g/l ®)

In Eq. (@) we omitted normalization factors that deviate from unity only in O(Rysz, 2?).
For the mass and width eigenvalues, we use

) I I
%FH,Lv m:mL_'_mH’ I'= L_'Q_ Hu

2
_ mpyg —myp 'y -T1y
-1 YT T

WH,L = MHL —

The incoming mass eigenstates are

|Bji) = pV1+2|B°) — qv1—2|B°),
|BY = pv/1 — 2|B%) + ¢v/1 + 2| BY). (10)

Their time evolution is given by

By (1) = e By 1) (11)
The outgoing states are
(B = 5 /T (B~ VT (B).
(B = 50/ T= 2B + pVIT (). (12)
B. B decay amplitudes
We define decay amplitudes,
Ap=AB" = f)=(fIT1B"), Ay =AB"— f)={fIT[B"), (13)



and the inverse-decay amplitudes,

AP = A(fT = B°) =(B°IT|f"), AP =A(f" = B°) =(BIT|f"), (14)
where f7 is T-conjugate (i.e. reversed spins and momenta) to f. CP violation in decay and
in inverse decay is manifest in the direct asymmetries

1A 1P
A+ (A2

AID|2 _ | AID|2
A§D5|f| ] (15)

A D2
AP ¢ |A§?D|2

where f is CP-conjugate to f.

We define complex parameters, 0, representing CPT violation in the decay:
APJAP — ;)4
A}D/A}D + Ap /Ay

0f = 0F +i0} (16)
Under CP, 0y — —0p, while under T, 0y — 07. Thus, for final CP eigenstates, 0y # 0 breaks
CPT and CP, but not T.

We further define the phase convention independent combination of amplitudes and mix-
ing parameters,

_qf_lf 1+9f_qA§?D 1—¢9f

_pAf 1—9f_]_)/_1§;D 1+9f.

(17)

In the CPT limit 2 = 0; = 0 and the standard definition of A; is recovered. It is convenient
to introduce the following functions of A;:
_ 1=\ P _2ZIm(N\y) _ 2Re(Nf)

TR (18)

C: = - - p—
AR TP PR PR TN

with CF 4+ G% + 57 = 1.

We emphasize that the definition of Ay in Eq. (I7) and, consequently, the definitions
of Sy, Cy and Gy in Eq. (I8) differ from the standard definitions of these parameters in
the literature. Our definition lends itself straightforwardly to the theoretical analysis that
we are doing. The standard definition lends itself straightforwardly to the description of
the experimentally measured rates. The relation between the two will be further clarified
in the next subsection. The distinction between the two is crucial for understanding the
subtleties in the interpretation of the BABAR measurements. Of course, in the absence of
CPT violation, the two sets of definitions coincide.

C. T, CP and CPT transformations

The transformation rules for the parameters defined in the previous subsection under T,
CP and CPT, are summarized in Table [[l



Parameter T CP | CPT
Ry —Ry | =Ry | Ry
z z —z —z
Y 1/)\f- 1/)\f Y
Sy =S5 | =55 Sy
Cy —C’f —C’f Cy
Gy sz Gf Gy
Ay —A?D —Ay A?D
0 Hf —Hf —0y

TABLE I. Transformation rules of the various parameters under T, CP and CPT

As explained above, it is very convenient for our purposes to use parameters that are
either even or odd under all three transformations. Using superscript + for T-even, and —

for T-odd, we define the following combinations:

C;:%(CerCf)’ Cf:%(cf—cf),
S;=5i+8). Sf=5(8-5p,
Gr=4(Gr =G, Gf=5(G;+Gp),
o = %(ef 0y, or = %wf L0y, (19)
We further define
A = &%A}D =Ry = Crep,  Af = Af%A;D =05, (20)

where the last step in each equation is relevant only for CP eigenstates and we expand to
linear order in Cy,,, Ry and 0,,. A summary of the transformation properties of these
parameters is provided in Table [ For final CP eigenstates, such as f = ¥ Kg, Sy and Cy
are T-odd, while G; and 6; are T-even, so that ST = C’;[ = G; =0, = 0. We summarize
the transformation properties for final CP eigenstates also in Table [l

In practice, inverse decays are not accessible to the experiments. In particular, experi-
ments are not sensitive to Ay, as defined in Eq. (I), but to the related observable A%, defined

Via
=120 =300, (21)

where the second equation holds to first order in 6. Accordingly, the experiments are
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Parameter T CP | CPT
Ry, SJI, C’f_, GJT, AJI — — +
z, 9;{ ,A}' + - -
GJI — + -
St .Cy .Gy + + +
Steps Cop - - +
chp + - -
Grop + + +

TABLE II. Eigenvalues of the various parameters under T, CP and CPT

sensitive to the following parameters:
Ce=Cr+ (1 - C’?)Q?,
St =81~ C’fﬁf) — Gfﬁfc,
jc:Gf(l—Cfo)vLSfG]{. (22)

D. Wrong-strangeness and wrong-sign decays

Among the final CP eigenstates, we focus on decays into the final 1) Kg j, states (neglecting
effects of ex). We distinguish between the right strangeness decays,

Ago = A(B" = K%,  Ag = A(B" = K°), (23)
and the wrong strangeness decays,
Ago=AB* - K%, A= A(B" — K). (24)
We define
. 1 1
. 1 1
Syr = 5(Surs = Surp)s ASyr = 5(Surs + Sury)
. 1 1
GwKE §(GwKS —GwKL), AGwKE §(GwKS+GwKL)a (25)
and
~ 1 1
Oprc = 5(Ory +Ours),  Abyx = 5(0prs = Oyr,) - (26)

In the limit of no wrong strangeness decay, A\yxy = —Ayx,, ] (Ref. ] assumes CPT con-
servation, but this is not a necessary assumption) and, consequently, ACyx, AGyx, ASyxk
and Afyx vanish.



Among the flavor specific final states, we focus on decays into final /* X states. Here we
distinguish between the right sign decays,

Ap = AB* = (*X), A, =AB’ =17 X), (27)

and the wrong sign decays,

A = A(B° = 7X),  Ap = A(B° - (7X). (28)

We define C’lft, Slft and Gzt according to Eq. (I9), with f = ¢*, and a super-index + (—)
denoting a T conserving (violating) combination. Taking the wrong sign decays to be much
smaller in magnitude than the right sign decays, we have [\+| < 1 and |\, < 1. We will
work to first order in [As+| and in |A,!|, which means that we set C;” = 1 and C; = 0. On

the other hand, the four other relevant parameters are linear in [As+| and in |\ |:

SF = Im(Aw £ A1), Gy ~ Re(Aer £ A1) (29)

III. TIME-REVERSAL ASYMMETRIES

A. The master formula

Consider a pair of B-mesons produced in T(4S5) decay, where one of the B-mesons decays
at time t; to a final state f;, and the other B-meson decays at a later time, to = t; + ¢, to
a final state fy. The time dependent rate for this process, to linear order in R, z and @, is
given by

Ly = N(l)L726_F(t1+t2) (30)
x [K(1), 2 cosh(yI't) 4+ oy, 2 sinh(yl't) + Cpry, 2 cos(xl't) + Sqy, 2 sin(alt)] .
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where

Ny, 2 = [1+(C + Co)(Ry — 2)] M3,
k2= 1 -GGy + (Cl + Oy + CoGr + C1Gy — CyGaGy — CngGl)ZR

— (Sy + Sa) 2! + GLGa(CoBE + C10F) — G550 — 02519{] ,

0’(1)J_72 = G2 — Gl — (Cg — Cl — CQGQ — ClGQ + CQGl + ClGl)ZR
—(GSh — G1S)2T — CoGafE 4 S501 4+ 1G0T — Sleﬂ :
Cay,o=— [0201 + 5581 + (C2C, + C4,0? + C1Gy + CyGy + 39,81 4 C15,8,) 2%
— (Sy 4 S1)z! — Gu516L + (Cy — C20, — C89,5,)0%
— G18o0! + (Cy — CHC2 — 015251)9{%] ,
Sy, 2= [0152 — 58] + (C40185 4+ C28y + G155 — C28, — CL,C1 S, — Gy8y) 2"
+ (Cg — Cl)ZI — Cngﬁé + (02251 — 020152 — 51)95
F OGB! — (285 — 4018, — 52)9f] , (31)

and, for the sake of brevity, we denote X; = X, for X = S,C, G, 0 and N; = (|Ap,[* + |4y 7).
Eq. (30) is our “master formula”, and serves as the starting point for all our calculations.
Note that the decomposition into e~"1+%2) x f(¢) for the Y(4S) decay products holds even
in the presence of CPT violation. (See Appendix [El)

B. The BABAR T-asymmetry

In what follows we set y = 0, C;7 = 1, C; = 0 and ex = 0. We do so for the sake
of simplicity: All these effects can, in princiile, be accounted for. (Care is needed when

accounting for the effect of Kaon mixing 0].) We work to linear order in the following

small parameters:

RM, ZR, ZI, ‘9?, 9]{, C’¢K, AC¢K, AS¢K, AGwK,SEt, Gzt (32)

We consider the two processes that are relevant to the experimentally measured asymme-
try (). Using the master formulas ([B0]), and implementing our approximations, we obtain

9



the following time-dependent decay rates:

Cwryy,o-x = [1— Rar + 2" Ny, No- x

{ 1 — Gd,KLGgf - (1 + Gd,KL)ZR - S¢KLZI]

-|-
|

+ | Sy, — Sy, 2t — 2 — G¢KL91[lJKLi| sin(:th)} , (33)

Cd;KL + Sp- SwKL — GwKLZR — S¢KLZI — GﬁKL] COS(SL’Ft)

Uit x), oxs = [1 + Ry — 28 M+XNwKS
1 — GZ+G1[1KS (1 + G¢KS)ZR — S,ZJKSZI}

Cw[{s + deKSSng + GIﬁKS — S¢KSZI + 9£K3:| COS(ZL’Ft)

+ [SwKs + SwKSzR — = GwKs%KS] sin(:BFt)} , (34)

where the overall decay exponential factor is omitted. The analysis performed by BABAR , as
described in Ref. ﬂ is as follows. The time dependent decay rates are measured and ﬁtted to
time-dependence of the form (B0), approximating (as we do) y = 0. The quantities AS} and
ACY to which the BABAR results of ([B) apply, correspond to the following combinations:

AS;: _ SwKL) X _ Serx) wKs _ =S, « SZ‘_FK 7
)Lt~ Re+Xx) L pKs g e

RypKy,
Clyry) Curx), vk _
DX | SO0 _on ok (35)

ACT =
g RKp), - x K+ X)) wKs

The last identity relates our definitions in Eq. (30) with those of BABAR in Ref. ﬂﬂ] In the
latter, a super-index + refers to the case the leptonic tag occurs before the CP tag, as in
I+ x), wKs, While a super-index — refers to the case that the CP tag occurs before the
leptonic tag, as in I'(yx,), »~x. We note that the normalization of Eqs. (B3] removes the
dependence on the total production rates and effects such as direct CP violation in leptonic
decays.

We obtain the following expressions for these observables:

ASF = =2 |(Syrc = Curchl) + SrcGure(Gy = 29)] |
ACE =2 |(Core +88%) + Sy (S7 = 21)] (36)

If we switch off all the T-odd parameters, we are left with the following T conserving (TC)
contributions:

ASF(T-odd parameters = 0) = 2@/}]{%1{ :
ACH (T-odd parameters = 0) = 207 . (37)

10



These contributions are CPT violating. Yet, since 9¢K involves inverse decays, we are not
aware of any way to experimentally bound it, and to exclude the possibility that it generates
the measured value of ASF. We would like to emphasize, however, the following three points.

e The appearance of the T conserving, CPT violating effects should come as no surprise.
As explained in the discussion of Eq. (22]), experiments can only probe Spr and C i,
which include these terms.

e While we are not aware of any way to constrain éw i from tree-level processes, it may
contribute to measurable effects, such as CPT violation in mixing, at the loop level. In
the absence of a rigorous framework that incorporates CPT violation, it is impossible
to calculate such effects.

e It would of course be extremely exciting if the BABAR measurement is affected by CPT
violating effects.

An additional interesting feature of Eqs. (36]) is the appearance of terms that are quadratic
in T-odd parameters,

ASF (quadratic in T-odd parameters) = —2@¢K§¢KG; ,
ACT (quadratic in T-odd parameters) = 25,.S; . (38)

While these terms would vanish if we take all T-odd parameters to zero, they are still T-
conserving. Note that since we expand to linear order in all T-odd parameters, except for
gw K, there are additional T conserving, gw k-independent, contributions that are quadratic
in T-odd parameters that are not presented in Eqs. ([B8]). Since GAfb K +S’i K § 1, ‘Ehe maximal
absolute value of the term on the right-hand side of Eq. (B8)) for AST is 1, |2Gyx Sy G, | < 1.
Thus, if experiments establish [AS}| > 1, such a result cannot be explained by this term
alone.

We are now also able to formulate the conditions under which the BABAR measurement
would demonstrate T violation unambiguously:

Oy =Gy =S, =0. (39)
In words, the necessary conditions are the following:
e The absence of CPT violation in strangeness changing decays.

e The absence of wrong sign decays or, if wrong sign decays occur, the absence of direct
CP violation in semileptonic decays.
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C. The time dependence of Ap

It is often assumed that the time-dependence of the time-reversal asymmetry Ap is of
the form of Eq. (). Eqgs. (33) and (34]) reveal, however, that even when taking y = 0 and
expanding to linear order in the various small parameters, the time dependence is more
complicated:

Ar = Ry + Crcos(al't) + Sy sin(al't) + By sin®(2I't) + Dy sin(a't) cos(zI't) . (40)

Even when we neglect CPT violation, wrong sign decays, and wrong strangeness decays, the
time dependence is, in general, more complicated than Eq. [2]). If, in addition, one neglects
CP violation in decay, then the only source of T violating effects is in mixing and should
therefore vanish at ¢t = 0:

Ap = —Ry[1 — cos(aTt)] — Syx sin(xT't) + RMS%K sin?(2T't) . (41)

One may argue that R, is experimentally constrained to be very small. But then one should
also take into account the fact that C’w K is experimentally constrained to be very small, and
the asymmetry has the simpler well-known form

Ap = =Sy sin(aT't) . (42)

Moreover, the gw x parameter is measured and known. The whole point of the BABAR measurement
is not to measure the values of the parameters, but to demonstrate time-reversal violation
in processes that are not CP-conjugate. It is perhaps more appropriate not to take experi-

mental information from previous measurements.

IV. CP VIOLATION IN RIGHT-STRANGENESS DECAYS

A-priori, one would expect that direct CP violation in right-strangeness decays is enough
to allow for Ay # 0 even in the T-symmetry limit. However, in the previous section we
found that this is not the case. In this section we first explain the reasoning behind the naive
expectation, and, second, obtain the conditions under which the two processes measured by
BABAR are not T conjugate.

In I'tyx,), ¢~ x, the initial B-meson state is orthogonal to the one that decays to ¥ K. In
[+ x), wKs, the final state is the one that decays into 9 Kg. Are these two states identical?
They would be if the state that does not decay to YKy, |B(yk,), ), and the state that does
not decay into ¥ Kg, |ByKkg), ), were orthogonal to each other. Using

1B yry), ) = Ni [Ayr, |B%) — Apk, | B)]
1B yis).) = Ns [Apis| B®) — Ayrs|B%)] (43)

12



where Ng; are normalization coefficients, and neglecting wrong strangeness decays, we
obtain

(Bowrs), | Bosyry), ) < Ay (44)

where Ay is the direct asymmetry defined in Eq. (IT). (The same orthogonality condition can
be obtained by using (B_yks|B_yk,)).) The conclusion is that the state that is orthogonal
to the one that decays to ¥ K and the state that decays to 1) Kg are not the same state,
unless there is no direct CP violation in the B — @K decays. This is presumably the
reason why the theoretical paper M] and the experimental paper [1] explicitly state that
they neglect direct CP violation.

However, as we learned from the analysis in Section [IIl the correct question is not
whether the state that does not decay to ¥ K, is the same as the state that decays to ¥ Kg.
Instead, the question is whether it is the same as the state generated in the inverse decay of
1 Kg. (The orthogonality of the two B-mesons at ¢; is guaranteed by the EPR entanglement,
allowing one to label the initial B state at ¢;.) This would be the case if |B(_,yk,),) and
|Byks—),) were orthogonal. Using

|B¢KS—>> NP [ ¢K5|BO> + A ‘BO>]
|Blyss—.) = Ns” [Ayx,|B°) - EB?S\BOH (45)
we obtain
(Bloks—), | Blowi), ) Avics + Avic, + Awics — Aurc, )i
o ACyx — Ay T 185K _ Do - (46)
G¢K + szK
Similarly,

(Blorc,—) 1 | Bowrs) ) Ay, + Apics + (Apr, — Aprcs )0

A A
X AC¢K - GwK e SwK ewK (47)
G¢K + ZS¢K

We thus learn that the state that is orthogonal to the one that decays to YK (1 Kg) is the
same as the state that is generated in the inverse decay of ¥ Kg(1) K ), unless there are wrong
strangeness decays or CPT violation in strangeness changing decays. In the absence of these
phenomena, the two processes are related by exchange of the initial and final CP-tagged
states, as required for time-reversal conjugate processes.

One can repeat an analogous analysis for the lepton-tagged states. The question to be
asked is whether the state that does not decay to £*X is orthogonal to the state that is not
generated in the inverse decay of £~ X. For the overlap between these two states, we obtain:

<B(57X_>)l ‘B(—>Z+X)l> 0.8 )\g+ . (48)

13



If A\p+ = 0, the two states are orthogonal. We thus learn that the state that is orthogonal
to the one that decays into ¢*X is the same as the state that is generated in the inverse
decay of /=X, unless there are wrong sign decays and wrong sign inverse decays. If wrong
sign decays can be neglected, then the two processes are related by exchange of the initial
and final lepton-tagged states, as required for time-reversal conjugate processes. (For a
related asymmetry, involving I'iyx,), o+x and I'y-x), 4, the corresponding condition is
1/A-=0.)

If Eq. ([@G) and Eq. [@8) are both zero, then I'iyx,y, o~ x = Dwroyr - x and Lt x) | yrg =
[~ x)r 4K (under proper normalization such that the number of initial B’s are equal). In
this case, Ar as defined in Eq. (1)) is indeed a T-asymmetry. We conclude that if wrong
strangeness decays, wrong sign decays and CPT violation in strangeness changing decays
can be neglected, then the two processes measured by BABAR represent two T-conjugate
processes, and then there should be no T conserving contributions to AS} and ASy. In
particular, one need not assume the absence of direct CP violation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The BABAR collaboration has measured time-reversal asymmetries in B decays. Two
main ingredients — the EPR effect between the two B-mesons produced in Y (45) decays
and the availability of both lepton-tagging and CP-tagging — allow the experimenters to
approximately realize the main principle of time-reversal conjugate processes: exchanging
initial and final states.

A precise exchange is impossible. The final state is identified by the B-meson decay, and
the T-conjugate process requires, therefore, that a B-meson is produced in the corresponding
inverse decay. Instead, the experimenters measure a process where the initial B-meson is
identified by the decay of the other, entangled B-meson. We showed, however, that the
initial B-meson prepared by lepton tagging, and the one that would be produced in the
appropriate inverse decay are not identical only if there are wrong-sign decays. The initial
B-meson prepared by CP tagging, and the one that would be produced in the appropriate
inverse decay, are not identical only if there are wrong-strangeness contributions, or in the
presence of CPT violation in decays.

The effect of CPT violation in decay has gained very little attention in the literature.
One reason is that it can only be probed by measuring both decay rates and inverse decay
rates, but the latter are practically inaccessible to experiments. For precisely this reason,
there are no bounds on these effects. In principle, they could play a significant role in the
asymmetries measured by BABAR , in spite of the fact that they are T conserving.

As concerns the questions posed in the Introduction, we find the following answers:

e The A7 measurement by BABAR would vanish in the T-symmetry limit provided that
CPT is conserved in strangeness changing decays (see Eq. (7).
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e The initial state in each of the two processes would be the T-conjugate of the final
state in the other, provided that there are neither wrong strangeness decays nor wrong
sign decays nor CPT violation in strangeness changing decays. In particular, there is
no need to assume the absence of direct CP violation (see Eqs. ({0)-(#S)).

Both wrong-sign and wrong-strangeness effects are expected to be very small. Yet, the
existing experimental upper bounds on these effects are rather weak. The same set of
measurements used for the time-reversal asymmetries can be used (in different combinations)
to constrain also the wrong-sign and wrong-strangeness contributions.

While in this work we concentrated on very specific measurements in B decays, our
results are more general. They apply straightforwardly, with minor changes, to other meson
systems. The main ideas also apply to neutrino oscillation experiments. Observation of
P(v, — v3) # P(vg — 1,) has been advocated as a way to establish T-violation. Such
a result can arise, however, also from nonstandard interactions in the production or the
detection processes ].
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Appendix A: Relevant data

How certain is it that the small parameters listed in Eq. (82) are indeed small? In this
Appendix, we compile the relevant experimental constraints. We caution the reader that
some of these constraints were derived making assumptions that we do not make. For
example, CPT symmetry is assumed when deriving the bounds on Rj,;. Thus, the upper
bounds and ranges that we quote below assume no cancelations among different contributions
and, even then, should be taken only as rough estimates.
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Based on Ref. M], we find the following range for Ry;:

Ry = (—0.242.0)x 107 from Y(4S), (A1)
Ry = (+0.34+0.9) x 107 world average . (A2)

Ref. ﬂﬁ] uses the BABAR measurement @] to constrain z:
P =(-245)x1072, 2/ =(+0.840.4)x 1072, (A3)
Ref. ] obtains the following ranges for the Sy, and Cyr,, parameters:

Syks = +0.665+£0.024,  Cyre = +0.024 £ 0.026

Syr, = —0.663 £ 0.041, Cyr, = —0.023 £ 0.030. (A4)

Note that here we take Syx, — —Syk, with respect to ﬂﬂ] Naively combining these ranges,
we obtain

ACyk = +0.02+0.02,  Cyx = +0.00 +0.02, (A5)

ASyk = +0.00+0.02,  Syx = +0.66 +0.02. (A6)

Direct bounds on wrong-strangeness B decays are given by the BABAR collaboration in

Ref. ] Ref. ] quotes |Ayg+o| < 0.25 at 95% CL, which is weaker than the above results.

As concerns wrong-sign B decays, we use the individual branching ratios from Ref. @]
to obtain

BR(BT — (TvX)

BR(BY — (tvX)

= 1.06 % 0.04. (AT)

In the isospin limit and in the absence of wrong-sign decays, we should have

BR(B* — (*vX) g
= =1.08£0.01. A
BR(BY — (tvX)  7po U800 (48)

Comparing Eq. (A7) to (A8) we obtain, at 20
‘Ag+ /Ag+ ‘ < 0.44. (Ag)

Using the exclusive process BT — (*vD° instead of the inclusive one results in a weaker
bound. One can also use different tagging techniques in measurements of CP asymmetries
to place bounds on wrong sign decays. Assuming CPT to be a good symmetry, we find

CEh — CEF™ = Sys S (A10)

where C}J‘fﬁ’) and CE#™ are the measured coefficients for the cos(zI't) function with lepton
and Kaon tagging, respectively. Using the results of @] and Eq. (A6) we get, at 20,

1S/ < 0.24. (A11)
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Appendix B: Isolating parameters of interest

Combinations of observables measured by BABAR allow us to constrain various parameters
of interest. We here use BABAR ’s notation. The combinations that correspond to the CP-
odd Cf j and Sy, defined in Eq. ([22), can be isolated via the following combinations:

1 + + 1 + =+ s HR
2 (C”J(s T CZ*KL) - 2 (CZ’,KS + CZ*,KL) = Cux + eva
+1 71 . .
2 (S;Ks - Seﬁ,m) Y (5257& - SEE,KL) = Spx = Gyrby (B1)

Upper bounds on combinations of the wrong-sign T-odd parameters S, and G, defined in
Eq. ([@), and the CPT violating parameter z, defined in Eq. (), can be obtained as follows:

_1 _
(e 4 CF ge,) = Surs (ST = 21)

2
1 -
= <C€ji,K +Ci KL) = Syre, (S, = 2)
+1 _
-5 (525 ks + 5 KS) = GyrsSurs (Gp = 2")
+1
= (525 K, +5E KL) = Gy, Surc, (G = 2) (B2)

From the results of ﬂ] we can get
Syr — Gyl = 0.69 £ 0.04. (B3)
and the following bounds can be deduced

|Gy + 08| < 0.07,
‘GUJKS,LSTZJKS,L (Gg_ - ZR) | < 010,
|S¢KS,L (Sg_ - ZI) | < 0.06, (B4)

at 20 level. In case we assume no CPT violation naive combination of the above will lead
to

157 <010, |G| <021, (B5)

at 20 level.

Appendix C: Experimental asymmetries

In this Appendix, we provide the full expressions for the asymmetries measured at
BABAR . For the relation between our notation (B0) and those of Table I of H], see Eq.
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[B5) and the discussion below it. The asymmetries measured by BABAR are the following:

Ast = Swrkiex  Sex)ers  aoy - Cwrpiex Cerx),wns
RypKr) X RetX) 1 ¢Ks R(pKL) Lt~ Rt X)L WK
AS7 = Se-X) 0K, SwKs) X Ne Cu—x)wky,  Cloks) i erx ’
Ke-x), vk RyKs) 0tX Ke-x) vk, RyKs) 0tX
ASE, S X)Lk X)Lk ACE, — Clxywrs  Curx) wks ’
Ke-x). wKs K+ X) wKs K-x). wKs R+ X)L wKs
ASE, — S@Ks)ut X S@Ks)L X ACE, = Corgex  Cwrsiex
FlypKs) =X FypKs) LtX RlypKs) =X FpKs)t+X
ASEpy = SR S ks N Corperx  Clerx)ors
Rpkp) et xRt X) L 9Ks Rk etx Rt X) L 9Ks
ASop = SEHX;L,ML B SEwKs;L,ﬁX  ACa, = Curxyiwry  Cuks)erx (1)

AP Rt X), WK, KpKg) e+ X

We find the following expressions for these asymmetries:

ASE = =AS; = =2 Sy (14 Gure (G7 = 27) ) = Gurcbie
ACH = ACy =2 [C*M + Sy (S; —2") + éﬁK} :
ASEp = =ASzp = =2 [ Surs = Gurcsliicy + Surcs Gurcs G — ' (1= 523, ) |
ACEp = ACgp =2 [Cyrs + Sprs Sy + Oy, + Gursz"]
ASFpy = —ASGpp = 2 [ASW A (1 - Sﬁ,K) + G (S*MGH N SWZRH ,
AC% = ACopy = 2 [ACM + AT+ Sy (Ser — ) + GMZR] . (C2)

We notice that not only do the T-asymmetries get T-even contributions, as explained in
Section [IIBl but also the CPT asymmetries get CPT-even contributions. All of these
effects vanish if there is neither CPT violation in strangeness changing decays nor wrong

strangeness decays nor wrong sign decays.

Appendix D: Theoretical asymmetries

It is interesting to define “theoretical” asymmetries where the initial states of the corre-
sponding experimental asymmetries are replaced by the time-conjugate of the final states.
Thus, instead of the experimental method, of observing one of two entangled B-mesons
decaying, thus projecting the other B-meson onto the orthogonal state, here we refer to
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corresponding “gedanken experiments”, that start with inverse decays:

At _ Swramex  Sexrers oo _ Cwrsmex  Cexrars
g KKs)T4-X K- X)T gKs KpKs)T0-X  K@-X)T gKs
Ag-® _ Serxrer,  Swromerx -0 _ Cexnrter,  Cwryrex
4 R+ x)T yKp, RpKp)T o+ X ’ 4 R+ x)T yKp, RpKp)T o+ X ’
S Sy C C
Asgg) _ P X)TYKs P X)T YK ’ ACé}f) _ XY Ks 2 X)T K ’
Rrx)T wks  K-X)T pKs Rrx)Twks  K-X)T pKs
Ag-® _ Swrntex  Swrprex om0 _ Cwrtex  Cwrtex
cp = - ) cp = - 5
RpKp)T - X RpKp)T 0+ x RypKp)T - X RpKp)T 0+ x
S Sy C C
ASZST _ (WKs)T X P X)T ¢Ks ’ AC&({;‘% _ WKs)T 0t X (- X)T YKs ’
Fprs)Terx  Re-X)T pKsg Fprs)Terx  Re-X)TpKs
N Sp- S _ C C
ASC](QF _ RPeEX)TYKL,  PWKL) Tl*X’ AC(}](QF _ X TYKL Y K)T 7Z+X. (D1)
Re-x)Tykp  KpKp)T +X Ru-x)Twkp — RKp)Te+X
We use the same approximations as in Sec. [TIl We find:
ASFY = 2280 [1 = Gy (27 +GH)]
ASY = 285, [14 Gy, (2% = GH)] ,
ACTY =2 [Cyry — Syrs (27 + SF)]
ACJ_«(t) =92 [CwKL + SdeL (ZI — SZ_)] s
+(t
ASES = =2 [Syry — Gurslics — SursGorsGf — 21 (1= S31,)]
—(t
ASCI(J) = -2 [Sd;KL -+ Gd,KL%KL — Si/JKLGwKLGZ -+ ZI (1 — SiKL)] y
AC’;FI(;) =2 [Cyrg — SyrsS; + 91?1@ + GdeszR} ;
ACLY =2 [Cyr, — Spr, S; = 05, — Gure, 2]
+(t
ASEpr =2[2" (1= S3k) + Gurcs Oy + Surcsz™)]
—(t
Ascfg’T =2 [ 1 (1 — 824) + Gur, (0L, + Surc2™)]

As expected, the theoretical T asymmetries have only T-odd contributions, the theoretical
CP asymmetries have only CP-odd contributions, and the theoretical CPT asymmetries
have only CPT-odd contributions. Furthermore, in the absence of wrong strangeness de-
cays, wrong sign decays and CPT violation in strangeness changing decays , the theoretical
asymmetries equal the corresponding experimental asymmetries.

Appendix E: EPR entanglement with CPT violation

In this appendix we show that the factorization of the decay amplitudes to e F(t1+%2) x
f(ta—t71) holds in the presence of CPT violation. We follow Ch. 9 of [13] with the appropriate

19



modifications for the CPT violating case. The initial pair is in a state
1
V2

where the relative (-) sign is a result of the C-parity of the Y(45). The +k are the three
momenta of the left and right moving meson in the resonance rest frame.

@) = [\B(E» ® [B(=k)) - [B(k)) © |B(~k)) | , (E1)

The decay amplitude of the meson with momenta k into final state f1 and of the one
with momenta —Fk to final state fo at times t; and ty, respectively, is (t =ty — t1)
6—(F/2+im)(t1+t2)

(fi.t1; fo, 0| T| Q) = 7 X

[( V1—22 <§Af1Af2 - Z%AflAfz) + Z(AfZAfl + AflAfz)) g_(t) )

+(ApAp — Ap Ag,)ga(t)

B xI't yl't X AN yl't
g+(t)—cos( 5 )cosh( 5 )—Hsm( 5 )smh( 5 ) :
r r r r
g—(t) = cos (%) sinh <y7t) + isin (%) cosh (%t) : (E3)

By squaring the absolute value of the amplitude in Eq. (E2) we get that it factorizes as
T+ 5 f (7).

, (E2)
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