
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
03

03
16

2v
3 

 3
1 

M
ar

 2
00

3

Long-distance dim ension-eight operators in B K
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A bstract

Besides their appearance at short distances >
� 1=M W ,localdim ension-eightopera-

torsalso contributeto kaon m atrix elem entsatlong distancesoforder >
� 1=�ope,where

�ope isthescalecontrollingtheO peratorProductExpansion in pureQ CD,withoutweak

interactions. This com es about in the m atching condition between the e�ective quark

Lagrangian and the ChiralLagrangian ofm esons. W orking in dim ensionalregulariza-

tion and in a fram ework where these e�ectscan be system atically studied,we calculate

the correction from these long-distance dim ension-eight operators to the renorm aliza-

tion group invariant B̂ K factorofK 0 � �K 0 m ixing,to next-to-leading orderin the 1=N c

expansion and in the chirallim it. The correction is controlled by the m atrix elem ent

h0j�sL ~G ��

�dL jK

0i,issm all,and lowers B̂ K .

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303162v3


1 Introduction

In order to study the physics at the scale ofthe K m eson one can integrate out the �elds

describing allthe otherheavierparticles. In the Standard M odel,thisintegration generates

a local�S = 2 operatorofthe form [1]

H
eff

�S= 2
=
G 2
F m

2
W

4�2
[�2cF1 + �

2
tF2 + 2�c�tF3]C�S= 2 (�)Q �S= 2 (x) (1)

whereC�S= 2 isthe W ilson coe�cientgiven (in the large-N c lim it)by

C�S= 2 (�)=

�

1+
�s(�)

�

�
1433

1936
+
�

8

�� �
1

�s(�)

� 9

11N c

: (2)

The W ilson coe�cientencodesthe ultravioletphysicswhich hasbeen integrated outand is

com puted in perturbation theory.Consequently,itdependson therenorm alization scale (�)

and schem e(�).In Eq.(2)�= 0 or� 4dependingon whetheronehasused naivedim ensional

regularization orthe’tHooft-Veltm an schem e(respectively)in thecalculation.Theoperator

Q �S= 2 (x)in Eq.(1)reads

Q �S= 2 (x)= �sL(x)
�dL(x)�sL(x)

�
dL(x) ;  R ;L �

1� 
5

2
 : (3)

TheFi arefunctionsoftheheavy particleswhich havebeen integrated outand theirexpres-

sion can befound in [1].

The invariantbag factor B̂ K isthen de�ned in term softhise�ective weak ham iltonian

as
D
�K 0
jC�S= 2 (�)Q �S= 2 (0)jK

0
E

�
4

3
F
2
K M

2
K B̂ K (4)

and,by construction,itisrenorm alization schem e and scale independent.

Because of con�nem ent and chiral sym m etry breaking, there is another e�ective de-

scription which involves directly the lowest-lying m esons as degrees offreedom in a chiral

Lagrangian organized in powers ofm om enta and m eson m asses. In the case of�S = 2

interactions,the lowest-orderoperatorin thischiralLagrangian isgiven by

L
�

�S= 2
=
F 4
0

4
g�S= 2 (�)Tr

�

�32U
y
r
�
U �32U

y
r�U

�

; (5)

where (�32)ij = �i3�2j is a (spurion) m atrix in 
avor space,F0 ’ 0:087 G eV is the pion

decay constantin the chirallim itand U isa 3� 3 unitary m atrix collecting the G oldstone

boson excitationsand transform ing asU ! RU Ly undera com bined unitary 
avorrotation

(R;L)ofSU (3)R � SU (3)L. In (5)g�S= 2 (�)isa low energy coupling to be determ ined,as

usual,by a m atching condition to the Lagrangian (1).Thiscondition isa crucialingredient

in the construction ofthe chiralLagrangian (5)and securesthatthe ultraviolet behavior of

(5) be the sam e as that of(3) so that physics is independent ofconventions such as the

renorm alization scale �,the renorm alization schem e (i.e.NDR vsHV),etc...

Although m atchingconditionsarecom m onplacein theconstruction ofe�ectiveLagrangians

such as (1)in a perturbative context,itis only recently thattheir crucialrole for the con-

struction ofthe Lagrangian (5)hasbeen appreciated also in the nonperturbativecontextof

analytic calculationsofelectroweak m atrix elem entsoflightm esons[3].
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In the particular case of B K and g�S= 2 (�), a convenient G reen’s function to do the

m atching with is[2]

W
LR LR
���� (q;l)= lim

l! 0
i
3

Z

d
4
x d

4
y d

4
ze

iqx
e
il(y� z)

< 0jTfL�sd
� (x)R

�ds
� (y)L

�sd
� (0)R

�ds
� (z)gj0 > (6)

where

L
�sd
� (x)= �s(x)
�

1� 
5

2
d(x) R

�ds
� (x)=

�d(x)
�
1+ 
5

2
s(x) (7)

areQ CD chiralcurrents.Itisageneralproperty thatchiralcouplingconstantssuch asg�S= 2

in Eq.(5)can alwaysbede�ned by m eansofQ CD G reen’sfunctions{in theforward lim it{

which are chiralorderparam eters,and hence vanish to allordersin perturbation theory in

the chirallim it.

Perform ing a standard analysisofW ard identitiesleadsto thefollowing relation

Z

d
q g
��

W
LR LR
���� (q;l)unfactorized =

 

l�l�

l2
� g

��

!

W
LR LR (Q 2) ; Q

2
� � q

2
; (8)

where
R
d
q standsfortheaverage overthe m om entum q in D dim ensions,nam ely

Z

d
q q�q� f(q
2)=

q2g��

D
f(q2); (9)

fora given function f(q2).Using then thede�nitions

z =
Q 2

�2
had

; W
LR LR (z)=

F 2
0

z�2
had

W (z); (10)

one can expressg�S= 2 in Eq.(5)as[2]

g�S= 2 (�;�)= 1�
�2had

32�2F 2
0

 

4�� 2

�2
had

! �

2 1

�(2� �
2
)

Z
1

0

dzz
�

�

2W (z): (11)

Thisequation expressesthem atching condition between thechiralm eson Lagrangian (5)and

the quark Lagrangian (1).W e em phasize thatthe scale �2had in Eq.(11)isused solely fora

rescaling ofthe m om entum Q 2 and,in principle,is totally arbitrary. In practice,however,

there isalways a residualdependence on �2had in the �nalresultsince calculations are done

to a �nite orderin,e.g.,�s.Thereforethisscale �
2
had hasto benum erically large enough so

as to m ake m eaningfulthe truncated series in �s. Physically,one can think of�2had as the

scale atwhich resonancesareintegrated outand theLagrangian (5)setsin.

>From Eq.(11)itisclearthatg�S= 2 (�)requiresthe knowledge ofthe G reen’sfunction

W (z) over the fullrange ofm om enta and regretfully,we hasten to say,this inform ation is

notavailable.W hatisavailable,however,isitshigh-and low-z behaviorsincethey aregiven

by the O perator Product and Chiralexpansions,respectively. Also,it is known that the

analytic structure ofW (z)sim pli�esnotably in the large-N c lim itbecom ing a m erom orphic

function,i.e.consisting ofonly poles,with no cuts.However,lacking thesolution to Q CD at

largeN c,theproblem isstilltoo di�cultto tackleeven in thislim it:them assesand residues

of the in�nite num ber of resonances contributing to W (z) are not known. O bviously, a

furtherapproxim ation isnecessary and thishasbeen term ed \TheHadronicApproxim ation

to large-N c Q CD" (HA).

2



In orderto m otivatethisapproxim ation,itisim portantto realizethatitisnotthepoint-

wisebehaviorofW (z)thatisnecessary,butonly itsintegral.M oreover,W (z)isde�ned fully

in the euclidean regim e. Therefore,it is reasonable to expect that a sm ooth interpolation

between the low-z and the high-z regim esofW (z)m ay do a good job in approxim ating the

integral. Consequently we shallconstructthe HA asa rationalapproxim ation1 to large-N c

Q CD by keeping only a �nite num berofzero-width resonances whose m asses and residues

are obtained from m atching to the �rstfew coe�cientsofthe O peratorProductand Chiral

expansions. In the case ofthe coupling g�S= 2 in Eq. (11),these expansionscorrespond to

the high-and low-z behaviorofthe function W (z),respectively.

Therationalapproxim antso constructed,W H A (z),isthereforean interpolating function

between the high-z and low-z tails ofW (z) which it m atches by construction. The m ore

term sone knowsin the O peratorProductand Chiralexpansions,the m ore resonances one

can determ ine from the m atching to constructthe interpolator W H A (z). Therefore the ap-

proxim ation is,in principle,im provable.In practice,however,often only oneortwo term sin

each expansion are known,so thatone actually hasto borrow the m assesofthe resonances

from theParticleData tablesand leaveonly theresiduesto bedeterm ined by thesem atching

conditions2.Thereisam inim alrequirem ent,though,which isthatW H A (z)hastoreproduce

atleastthe leading non-vanishing term in the O PE.Thisisindispensableforaccom plishing

cancelation ofscale and renorm alization schem e dependence with W ilson coe�cients,such

asC�S= 2 (�). Thiswasdone in the calculation of B̂ K in Ref.[2]. Severalotherobservables

have also been com puted within thisfram ework[4][5].

W e m ay now take theexam ple ofthem atching condition (11)to discussthe appearance

oflocaldim ension-eightoperatorsatrelatively long distances. Indeed,the large-z fall-o� of

the function W (z)in thism atching condition between the chiralm eson Lagrangian and the

quark Lagrangian isgiven by theO PE oftheG reen’sfunction (6).Dim ension-eightoperators

(and higher)contributeto thisO PE and thusthey appearin kaon m atrix elem entsatrather

long distances,i.e. without short-distance suppression factors such as 1=M 2
W . Notice that,

despite being local, these dim ension-eight operators do not appear in the quark e�ective

Lagrangian3.

The appearance ofthese operators hasbeen correctly em phasized in [6],particularly in

approacheswith the use ofa m om entum cuto�. However,we rem ark thatthiscontribution

from dim ension-eightoperators isnotcaused by the cuto� and,in fact,is also true even if

one uses a purely dim ensionalregularization,as in Eq.(11). Clearly,a physicale�ect can

not depend on the particular regularization em ployed. W hat happensin approaches using

a m om entum cuto� � (and doesnothappen in dim ensionalregularization)isthat,by pure

dim ensionalanalysis,localdim ension-eight operators can also appear at distances >
� 1=�

suppressed by 1=�2. 4 M oreover,the authorsof[6]have cautioned thatthese long-distance

contributionsfrom dim ension-eightoperatorsm aygivepotentially largecontributionstoweak

m atrix elem ents.

In our large-N c expansion approach,based on dim ensionalregularization,we shallsee

1
i.e.itcan be written asa ratio oftwo polynom ials.

2
Ifenough conditions were known one could also determ ine the m asses,ofcourse. Fora m odelin which

thisisdone,see Ref.[7]
3
In a way,they correspond to having integrated allthe m eson resonances outofthe Lagrangian. This is

why only G oldstonedegreesoffreedom appearin (5).Thisintegration can notbeencoded in a quark e� ective

operator in the Lagrangian because this would give rise to a double counting problem : this quark e� ective

operator would generate both G oldstone m esons and the resonances which one thought one had integrated

out!.
4
In the lattice jargon they are known asO (a)e� ects.Forus,a � 1=� .
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thatdim ension-eightoperatorsproducecontributionswhich can beroughly characterized as

ofO (�s �
2=�2ope),where �

2 is a G oldstone-to-vacuum m atrix elem ent and �ope is the scale

controlling the O peratorProductExpansion ofcorrelators in pure Q CD,i.e. without weak

interactions. To be a bit m ore precise about this scale,we m ay de�ne it in generalas the

m om entum scaleabovewhich theO PE in pureQ CD startsm aking sense,even ifthisisonly

in the lim ited sense ofan asym ptotic expansion. Phenom enologically thisscale �ope m ay in

generalbe som ewhatdependenton the quantum num bersinvolved,butitis usually ofthe

orderofa resonance m ass(i.e.� 1 G eV).

Besides the long-distance contributions alluded to above,there are other short-distance

contributions which are also due to localdim ension-eightoperators butwhich appearafter

theintegration oftheW boson or,in general,ofany heavy �eld.Thesecontributions,unlike

theform er,are encoded in thequark e�ectiveLagrangian.Indeed,when writingthee�ective

Ham iltonian ofEq.(1)one isneglecting dim ension-eightoperatorsatshortdistanceswhich

appear below the charm m ass, m c, after integration of this quark. Consequently, these

dim ension-eightoperatorsappearsuppressed by the shortdistance scale 1=m 2
c. The size of

this 1=m 2
c e�ect is also an interesting problem in itselfbut,since it can be dealt with by

ordinary m ethods,itwillnotbethe subjectofthe presentwork5.W e plan to com e back to

itin the future.

In thisworkwewould liketoquantitatively investigatetheim pactofthe1=�2ope-suppressed

dim ension-eightoperatorsin approachesbased on dim ensionalregularization,such astheHA.

Ifdim ension-eightoperatorsare to give an im portantcontribution in thiscase,they should

correctsigni�cantly thelowestorderterm in theO PE atlargeQ 2,i.e.thehigh-z tailoffunc-

tionssuch asW (z)in thedeterm ination ofg�S= 2 (�)in Eq.(11).In thefollowing wepresent

a new evaluation ofB̂ K using the Hadronic Approxim ation to large-N c Q CD with inclusion

ofdim ension-eightoperatorsin theO PE.W e now turn to thedetailsofthisanalysis.

Afterchiralcorrections,theresultin the N c ! 1 lim itstem sfrom the fullfactorization

oftheoperator(3)into two left-handed currentswith theresult

B K (N c ! 1 )=
3

4
and C�S= 2 (�)(N c ! 1 )= 1 : (12)

Including thenext-to-leading orderin the1=N c expansion oneobtains

B̂ K =
3

4
C�S= 2 (�)g�S= 2 (�); (13)

where g�S= 2 (�) is given by Eqs. (11) and C �S= 2 (�) is given by Eq. (2). W e em phasize

thatthe function W LR LR (Q 2)in Eq.(8)isofO (N c)and,therefore,itisgiven by tree-level

diagram swith in�nitely narrow resonances.Aftertherede�nition (10),thefunction W (z)is

ofO (N 0
c)and,recalling thatF

2
0 � O (N c),g�S= 2 (�)isindeed oftheform � 1� O (1=N c),as

one would expect.

In a com bined large-N c and quark m ass (m q) expansion,the result in Eq. (13) is only

corrected by term sofO (m q=N c).Furtherm ore,itisalso interesting to em phasize thatifF0

is used instead ofFK in the de�nition of B̂ K in Eq. (4),then the above expression (13) is

also whatisbeing com puted on the lattice asthe B̂ K param eterextrapolated to the chiral

lim it.Thisfactisvery convenientasitallowsfora com parison between thepresentlarge-N c

m ethod and thelattice resultsin thislim it.

Figure 1 showsthe di�erenttopologies ofthe resonance diagram scontributing to W (z)

in Eqs. (6-11) in the large-N c lim it. Use ofthe M ittag-Le�er theorem for m erom orphic

functions[9]allowsoneto write W (z)as

5
Som e 1=m c e� ectshave been already considered,forexam ple,in Ref.[8].
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Figure 1:Resonance diagram s contributing to W (z).

W (z)=

NX

i= 1

�
A i

(z+ �i)
+

Bi

(z+ �i)
2
+

Ci

(z+ �i)
3

�

(14)

where �i = m 2
i=�

2
had

,with m i the m ass ofthe resonance i;and A i;Bi;Ci are constants. In

the large-N c lim it,the sum isin principle extended to an in�nite num berofresonances,i.e.

N ! 1 .O n the otherhand,asm entioned above,the approxim ation W H A (z)isde�ned by

restricting the sum in Eq. (14) to a �nite N . In particular,the work ofRef. [2]restricted

N to justonevectorresonance,whoseresidueswherem atched onto theleading and next-to-

leadingterm sin thechiralexpansion butonly totheleading(nontrivial)term in theoperator

productexpansion ofW (z).Thisway itwasobtained that B̂ K = 0:38� 0:11;with theerror

being an estim ate ofuncalculated term s,including 1=N c corrections. The purpose ofthe

present work is to com pute the next-to-leading term in the operator productexpansion of

W (z)atlarge-z,and itsim pacton the previousvalue for B̂ K .

2 D im ension 8 operators in the weak O PE

LetusconsidertheG reen’sfunction (6).Thelarge-Q 2 behaviorofthisfunction isgoverned

by the O peratorProductExpansion

Z

d
4
x e

iqx
T

n

L
sd
� (x)L

�

sd
(0)

o

=
X

i

c
(6)

i (Q 2)O
(6)

i +
X

i

c
(8)

i (Q 2)O
(8)

i + :::; (15)

where the �rst(second) sum runs over a set ofdim ension six (eight) localoperators to be

discussed in the following.In the case ofdim ension-six operatorsthissetisactually lim ited

to justone,to wit

O
(6) = �sL


�
dL(0)�sL
�dL(0); (16)

with the W ilson coe�cientgiven,to lowestorderin � s = g2s=4�,by

c
(6)(Q 2)= i

12�� s

Q 4
: (17)

Therelevantdiagram sare listed in Fig.2.

The determ ination of the dim ension-eight operators is m ore involved. W e used the

Schwinger’soperatorm ethod and obtained (afteruseofthe equationsofm otion)

O
(8)

1 = �s
 �
D �

 �
D
��a�d(0)�s�

�
ad(0)+ �s�a�D �D

�
d(0)�s��ad(0)+

�s��ad(0)�s
 �
D �

 �
D ��

a
�d(0)+ �s��ad(0)�s�

a
�D �D

�
d(0);

O
(8)

2
= �s��aD �d(0)�s�

a
�D

�
d(0)+ �s

 �
D ��

a
�d(0) �s

 �
D
���ad(0);
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Figure 2:Diagram scontributing to the dim ension 6 term sin the OPE in Eq.(15).

O
(8)

3 = �s
 �
D ��

�
ad(0)�s�

a
�D

�
d(0)+ �s�a�D �d(0) �s

 �
D
���ad(0);

O
(8)

4
= �s

 �
D ��

�
ad(0)�s

 �
D ��

�
ad(0)+ �s�a�D �d(0)�s�

�
aD

�
d(0);

O
(8)

5 = �s
 �
D ��

�
ad(0)�s�

�
aD �d(0)+ �s�a�D �d(0)�s

 �
D
���ad(0);

O
(8)

6
= gs

~G a
��(0)

n

�s��ad(0)�s�
�
d(0)� �s��d(0)�s��ad(0)

o

(18)

wherethefollowing conventionswere adopted:

��a =
�a

2


� 1� 
5

2
; D � = @� � igsA � ; A � =

A a
��a

2

G �� = @�A � � @�A � � igs[A �;A �] ; ~G �� =
1

2
G
��
����� ; with �

0123 = + 1 : (19)

Thecorresponding W ilson coe�cientsare

c
(8)

i = i
4�� s

Q 6
�
(8)

i ; (20)

where

�
(8)

1 =
5

3
; �

(8)

2 =
22

3
; �

(8)

3 =
8

3

�
(8)

4
=
18

3
; �

(8)

5
=

16

3
; �

(8)

6
=

1

N c

: (21)

Thisresultagreeswith thecalculation in Ref.[6]ifonetakesintoaccountthat,in thepresent

case,the speci�c 
avorstructure (sd)2 leadsto som e sim pli�cations.In particular,itallows

one to rewriteQ 4 in Ref.[6]in term softhe O 4;5 operatorsin Eq.(18).

Insertingtheoperators(16,18)in Eqs.(15,6-11)onecan com putetheexpansion in powers

of1=z ofthefunction W (z)in Eq.(11).Theterm sofO (z� 1)werealready com puted in Ref.

[2]. In doing the calculation ofthe next-to-leading term s,ofO (z� 2),we notice thatseveral

furthersim pli�cationstake place. Firstly,since the contribution isproportionalto �s { see

Eq.(17,20){ ,the large-N c lim itallowsone to use factorization. Secondly,the contribution

from O 6 is1=N c suppressed dueto thevalueofitsW ilson coe�cient,Eq.(21).Thirdly,one

isonly interested in the leading term in the l! 0 lim itofthe G reen’sfunction (6). Since,

afterFierzing,oneendsup with m atrix elem entsofthe form

< 0j�sL��D �dL(0)jK (l)> � a g�� + bl�l� ; (22)

by contracting with g�� oneim m ediately concludesthata � O (l2)and,consequently,O 2;3;4;5

can beneglected sincetheyyield contributionstoEq.(8)with an extrapowerofl2.Therefore,

the term of O (z� 2) in the large-z expansion of W (z) in Eq. (11) is governed solely by

O 1. Furtherm ore,using D 2 = D= 2 +
gs
2
���G

�� in the expression for O 1,and the previous

6



considerations,lead to the conclusion thatthe �nalresultcan be given in term sofa single

m atrix elem ent6,nam ely

< 0jgs�sL ~G
a
���a


�
dLjK (l)> = � i

p
2F0 �

2
K l� ; (23)

where �2K is a param eter to be determ ined in the next section. In conclusion,the O PE of

W (z)in Eq.(11)can bewritten in term softhisparam eter�2K as

W
O P E (z)=

24�� sF
2
0

�2
had

1

z

"

1+
�

12
(5+ �)+

10

9

�2K

�2
had

1

z

#

+ O

�
1

z3

�

: (24)

Sincetheterm proportionalto �2K yieldsan ultravioletconvergentintegralin Eq.(11),itcan

becom puted in 4dim ensions.Thisiswhy thereisno�dependencein Eq.(24)accom panying

thisterm .

3 D eterm ination of�2K

The m ixed quark-gluon m atrix elem ent (23) was determ ined in the literature in [10,11].

Both approaches relied on an analysis ofBorelSum Rules applied to two-point functions

with nonvanishing contribution from theperturbativecontinuum .Although their�nalresult

for�2K happened to bein agreem ent,thereweresom ecriticism sraised by [11]on theanalysis

of[10],in particular on the choice for the onset ofthis perturbative continuum ,s0. This

partly m otivated usto do a reanalysisofthe m atrix elem ent(23).

A particularly sim pleway tobypasstheneed forchoosingavaluefors0 consistsin looking

at G reen’s functions which are order param eters ofspontaneous chiralsym m etry breaking

sincein thesefunctionstheperturbativecontinuum vanishesby construction.Thisprocedure

hasproved fruitfulin severalcontexts[12]and willbeapplied to the presentcase aswell.

ConsidertheG reen’sfunction

e� LR
�� (Q

2)= i

Z

d
4
x e

iqx
< 0jT

�
gs

2
�sL ~G ��


�
dL(x) �dR 
�sR (0)

�

j0 > : (25)

Lorentzinvarianceguaranteesthat,in thechirallim it,ithasthefollowing tensorialstructure

e� LR
�� (q)= (q�q� � g��q

2) e� LR (q2): (26)

Thelarge-q2 fall-o� ofthe function (26)can bestraightforwardly com puted to be

e� LR (q2)= �
2�

9

�s <
�  > 2

Q 4
; Q

2
� � q

2
; (27)

where factorization ofthe four-quark condensate in the large-N c lim ithasbeen used. Since
e� LR obeysthe unsubtracted dispersion relation

e� LR (Q 2)=

Z 1

0

dt
1

�

Im e� LR (t)

t+ Q 2
; (28)

we can considerasthe m inim alhadronicapproxim ation thefollowing spectralfunction

1

�
Im e� LR (t)= �

F 2
0�

2
K

4
�(t)+

f2V �
2
V

8
�(t� m

2
V ) (29)

6
Thisisrelated to the factthats


� eG �� d isthe only nontrivialdim ension-� ve operatorin the chirallim it

with these quantum num bers[10].
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Figure 3:Plot ofthe right and lefthand side ofEq. (35) (in arbitrary units),corresponding to the

dashed and solid curve,respectively.

in which oneintroduces,besidestheG oldstoneboson,a vectorresonance.Inserting (28)into

(29) and expanding for large Q 2 one obtains,upon com parison with the O PE of(27),the

two W einberg-like sum rules

F 2
0�

2
K

4
=

f2V �
2
V

8

f2V �
2
V

8
m

2
V =

2�

9
�s <

�  >
2
; (30)

from which the unknown �2V and �2K param etersarereadily determ ined to be

�
2
V =

16�

9

�s <
�  > 2

f2
V
m 2

V

;

�
2
K =

8�

9

�s <
�  > 2

F 2
0m

2
V

: (31)

Using F0 ’ 0:087 G eV,fV ’ 0:15,m V ’ 0:77 G eV,�s(2 G eV )’ 1=3 and h�  i(2 G eV)=

� (280� 30 M eV)3 one obtains7

�
2
K = 0:12� 0:07 G eV 2

; �
2
V = 0:06� 0:04 G eV 4

: (32)

Strictly speaking,both param eters�2K and �2V depend on the renorm alization scale �. This

dependence,however,isvery sm all.Asa m atteroffact,according to Ref.[14]thecom bina-

tion

�s(�)
�

4

11 gs�sL

� ~G ��dL (33)

is renorm alization group invariant. This m eans that the � dependence ofthe param eters

�2K ;V in Eq.(31)yieldsa variation of10% if�isvaried in therange 1 � �� 2 G eV .

Apart from the dependence on the quark condensate,in order to check how m uch the

result(32) dependson the two-particle decom position ofthe spectralfunction in Eq. (29),

we can now repeat the analysis by introducing a third state. W e take this state to be the

�rstaxialresonance.In thiscase,the spectralfunction reads

1

�
Im e� LR (t)= �

F 2
0�

2
K

4
�(t)+

f2V �
2
V

8
�(t� m

2
V )+

f2A�
2
A

8
�(t� m

2
A ): (34)

7
W ehaveadded generouserrorbarsin thequark condensateto includethepresentspread ofvaluesin this

quantity[13].Thiserroristhe dom inantone.
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O necan now apply the Boreltransform to (34)and the O PE of(27)to gettherelation

�
F 2
0�

2
K

4
+
f2A�

2
A

8
e
� m 2

A
� +

f2V �
2
V

8
e
� m 2

V
� = �

2�

9
�s <

�  >
2
� ; (35)

where� istheBorelparam eter.Theequality above isful�lled within a ratherwide window

ofduality,nam ely 0 <� � <� 1,as can be seen in �gure (7). Using fA = 0:08 and m A = 1:2

G eV,from this plot one extracts values for �2K ;�
2
V which agree with the ones obtained in

(32). There is,therefore,consistency in the resultobtained with the two m ethods. Forthe

new param eter,�2A ,oneobtains� 0:05 G eV 4.W e rem ark thatthevalueof�2K isa bitlower

than the resultsobtained in refs. [10,11]. To the bestofourknowledge there isno lattice

evaluation of�2K .

4 N um ericalEvaluation of c
B K and C onclusions

In Ref. [2]the correction from dim ension-eightoperatorswasnotconsidered and m atching

to theO PE wasaccom plished with justasinglevectorresonancewhosem asswastaken to be

thephysical�m ass.In thepresentcasewehaveafurtherconstraintgiven by thenew large-z

behaviorin Eq.(24)caused by thepresenceoftheparam eter�2K .Although onem ightthink

that this new constraint could allow one to determ ine the m ass ofthe vector resonance,it

turnsoutthatthisisactually notpossible:the positive value of�2K would force the � m ass

to bepurely im aginary.Thereforeone m ustconsidera furtherresonance.

Besidesvectors,scalarparticlesalsocontributetothecouplingL3[15,16].Thedependence

ofthe function W (z)on L3 atlow-z found in [2]{see Eq.(37){ suggests,therefore,a scalar

particle asthe new resonance in the sum (14). Furtherm ore,a scalar particle appearsas a

singlepolein thefunction W (z)in Eq.(14)asa consequenceofthequantum num bersbeing

exchanged in theG reen’sfunction (6)(seeFig.1).Interestingly,onescalarresidueisallone

needstobalancethenew constraintfrom theO PE encoded in �2K through Eq.(24).Astothe

scalarm ass,which rem ainsundeterm ined,weallow forthegenerousvariation m s = 900� 400

M eV.

G athering allthepieces,onehasastheinterpolating function

W H A (z;fS;V g)=
A V

(z+ �V )
+

BV

(z+ �V )
2
+

CV

(z+ �V )
3
+

A S

(z+ �S)
; (36)

to bem atched onto

W
�P T(z)= 6� 24

�2
had

F 2
0

�

2L1 + 5L2 + L3 + L9

�

z+ O

�

z
2
�

(37)

atlow energies,and

W
O P E (z)=

24�� sF
2
0

�2
had

1

z

"

1+
�

12
(5+ �)+

10

9

�2K

�2
had

1

z

#

+ O

�
1

z3

�

(38)

athigh energies.Thisresultsin the following 4 constraints:

A V + A S =
24�� sF

2
0

�2
had

�

1+
�

12
(5+ �)

�

BV � A V �V � A S�S =
24�� sF

2
0

�4
had

�
10

9
�
2
K

�

9
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Figure 4:Plotofthe large-and sm all-z expansions ofthe function W (z)in Eq. (11) as given by the

OPE and ChiralTheory,respectively (dashed curves).Thesolid curvecorrespondsto theinterpolating

function W H A (z)obtained in Eq.(36).

A V

�V
+
BV

�2
V

+
CV

�3
V

+
A S

�S
= 6

A V

�2
V

+ 2
BV

�3
V

+ 3
CV

�4
V

+
A S

�2
S

= 24
�2had

F 2
0

(2L1 + 5L2 + L3 + L9) ; (39)

forthe4 unknownsA S;A V ;BV and CV .Thecom bination (2L1 + 5L2 + L3 + L9)in thelast

equation equals 11:2� 10� 3 ifits experim entalvalue evaluated at the � m ass scale is used

[17]8. This com bination is renorm alization scale dependent,but this dependence can be

neglected asitissubleading in the 1=N c expansion. Num erically,itam ountsto 30% if� is

varied in the range 0:5 � �� 1 G eV .The coupling � s isevaluated atthe scale �had,which

ischosen in the range 1� 2 G eV.Allthese variationswillbeincluded in the �nalerror.

Figure4 showsthelow-and high-z behaviorofthefunction W (z)given by itschiraland

operator productexpansion (dashed curves) together with the interpolator W H A (z) in Eq.

(36)(solid curve).

The m ain e�ect from the dim ension-eight operators is to push the large-z tailof the

function W (z)slightly upwards,asa consequenceof�2K being positive.Thisim pliesa larger

value ofthe integralin Eq. (11),i.e. a larger area under the curve and,consequently,a

sm allervalue for bB K .O ne can geta rough idea aboutthe size ofthe contribution from the

dim ension-eightoperatorsby noticing thatthe �2K in Eq.(38)generatesa correction to the

coupling g�S= 2 in Eq.(11)given by

�g�S= 2 � �
�2
had

32�2F 2
0

24�� s(�had)F
2
0

�2
had

10

9

�2K

�2
had

Z 1

�
�2ope

�2
had

dz

z2
;

� �
15

18

�s(�had)

�

�2K

�2ope
; (40)

where�ope isthescaleabovewhich thelarge-z expansion (i.e.theO PE)startsm aking sense.

8
Ifthe resultsofRef.[18,19]are used,thiscom bination is8:7� 10

� 3
(11:7� 10

� 3
),respectively.
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Num erically,one obtains j�gj<� 0:03 when �ope � 1 G eV and the value for �2K in Eq. (32)

are used.

To get a m ore accurate result one has to use the solution for A S;A V ;BV and CV from

Eqs.(39)to constructthehadronicapproxim ation W H A in Eq.(36).O necan then explicitly

perform the integralin (11) to obtain,after m ultiplication by the W ilson coe�cient in Eq.

(2)according to Eq.(13),a cancelation ofscaleand schem edependence[2]with thefollowing

result9

bB K =

�
1

�s(�had)

� 3

11 3

4

"

1�
�s(�had)

�

1229

1936
+ O

 

N c�
2
s(�had)

�2

!

�

�
�2
had

32�2F 2
0

 

� A V log�V � A S log�S +
BV

�V
+
1

2

CV

�2
V

! #

: (41)

Using now the values �s(2 G eV) ’ 0:33,F0 = 0:087 G eV ,1 G eV � �had � 2 G eV,

the m asses m V = 0:77 � 0:03 G eV,m S = 0:9 � 0:4 G eV and the m atrix elem ent �2K =

0:12� 0:07 G eV 2,theexpression (41)yields

B̂ K = 0:36� 0:15 ; (42)

wheretheerrorquoted em bracesan estim ateofuncalculated 1=N c correctionsand the\noise"

created by theuncertainty in allthe param eters,taken one ata tim e.

W e would like to conclude with a com parison with other results. Since the �S = 2

operator(5)sitsin the (27L;1R )representation of
avorSU (3)L � SU (3)R ,the result(42)

translatesinto a valueforthecoupling constantg27 which governs�I = 3=2 processes,such

asK + ! �+ �0,nam ely[20,21]

g27 =
4

5
B̂ K = 0:29� 0:12 : (43)

This num ber is in very good agreem ent with a recent extraction [22]ofg27 from K ! 3�

decayswhich yields,aftersubtraction ofchiralcorrections(within reasonable assum ptions),

the valueg27 ’ 0:24.

However,because chiralsym m etry ism uch m ore di�cultto have on the lattice than on

thecontinuum [23],thesituation concerning thevalueofB̂ K in num ericalsim ulationsin the

chirallim it is not totally clear. It is seen in lattice data that B̂ K dips as quark m asses go

to zero[24],buttheerrorsdo notyetallow a su�ciently accurate extraction 10.Nevertheless,

we rem ark that two lattice collaborations have recently obtained B̂ K ’ 0:3 � 0:4 when

extrapolated to thechirallim it[25].

Finally,alhough B̂ K in thechirallim itm aybean interestingproblem perse,itisclearthat

Natureisnotin thislim itand,therefore,thatitisoftheutm ostim portancetocom putechiral

correctionsto the result(42).Asa m atteroffact,lattice results[27]and phenom enological

analysis [28]seem to favor a large value for B̂ K at the physicalkaon m ass ofthe order of

twice the value in (42). Thiswould im ply thatthe O (m q=N c)correctionsto ourresult(42)

are very large;a resultwhich should be understood by analytic m ethods. Thatthis is not

im possible was shown in the calculation ofRef. [29]. Even though within a m odelwith

notable di�erences with respect to Q CD [30],the authors ofRef. [29]obtained a value of

B̂ K in thechirallim itin agreem entwith ourresult(42)whileatthesam etim e producing a

larger B̂ K atthephysicalkaon m ass,in agreem entwith Refs.[27,28].

9
Thequadraticdependenceon �had isactually � ctitiousasiscanceled by thatofAV ;S ;BV and CV ;seeEq.

(39).
10
See Ref.[26]fora new strategy to try to overcom e the di� culties.
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