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A bstract

W e discussdirectC P violation in the standard m odelby giving a new estim ate of"0=" in

kaon decays.O uranalysisisbased on theevaluation ofthehadronicm atrix elem entsofthe

�S = 1 e�ectivequark lagrangian by m eansofthechiralquark m odel,with theinclusion of

m eson one-loop renorm alization and NLO W ilson coe�cients.O urestim ate isfully consis-

tentwith the�I = 1=2selection rulein K ! �� decayswhich iswellreproduced within the

sam efram ework.By varying allparam etersin theallowed rangesand,in particular,taking

the quark condensate| which is the m ajor source ofuncertainty| between (� 200 M eV)3

and (� 280 M eV)3 we�nd

� 5:0� 10� 3 < "
0
="< 1:4� 10� 3 :

Assum ing forthe quark condensate the im proved PCAC resulth�qqi= � (221 � 17 M eV)3

and �xing � (4)

Q C D
to itscentralvalue,we �nd the m orerestrictiveprediction

"
0
="= (4� 5)� 10� 4 ;

where the centralvalue is de�ned as the average over the allowed values ofIm �t in the

�rstand second quadrants.In these estim atesthe relevantm ixing param eterIm �t isself-

consistently obtained from " and we take m pole

t
= 180� 12 G eV.O urresult is,to a very

good approxim ation,renorm alization-scaleand 5-schem eindependent.
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1 Introduction

Therealpartof"0="m easuresdirectCP violation in thedecaysofaneutral

kaon in two pions. Itisa fundam entalquantity which hasjustly attracted a

greatdealoftheoreticalaswellasexperim entalwork.Itsdeterm ination would

answerthequestion ofwhetherCP violation ispresentonlyin them assm atrix

ofneutralkaons(thesuperweak scenario)orisinstead atwork also directly in

thedecays.

On theexperim entalfront,thepresentresultsofCERN (NA31)[1]

Re ("0=")= (23� 7)� 10� 4 (1.1)

and Ferm ilab (E731)[2]

Re ("0=")= (7:4� 6:0)� 10� 4 (1.2)

are tantalizing insofarasthe superweak scenario cannotbe excluded and the

disagreem ent between the two outcom esstillleavesa large uncertainty. The

nextgeneration ofexperim ents| presently underway atCERN,Ferm ilab and

DA�NE| willim prove the sensitiveness to 1 � 10� 4 and hopefully reach a

de�niteresult.

On thetheoreticalside,m uch hasbeen accom plished,althoughtheintrinsic

di�culty of a problem that encom passes scales as di�erent as m t and m �

weightsagainstany decisive progressin the�eld.

A fundam entalstep wasrecently covered by the M unich [3]and Rom e [4]

groups who com puted the anom alous dim ension m atrix ofthe ten relevant

operatorstothenext-to-leadingorder(NLO)in two5-schem esofdim ensional

regularization:’tHooft-Veltm an (HV)and NaiveDim ensionalRegularization

(NDR).Thiscom putation hasbroughttheshort-distancepartofthee�ective

lagrangian undercontrol.

The residual(and,unfortunately,largest)uncertainty isdue to the long-

distance partofthe lagrangian,the com putation ofwhich im pliesevaluating

thehadronicm atrix elem entsofthequark operators.Itisherethatthenon-

perturbative regim e ofQCD is necessarily present and our understanding is

accordingly blurred.
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At present, there exist two com plete estim ates ofsuch hadronic m atrix

elem ents perform ed by the aforem entioned groups,and recently updated in

ref.[5]forthelattice(atleastforsom eoftheoperators),wherethevalue

Re ("0=")= (3:1� 2:5� 0:3)� 10� 4 (1.3)

isfound,and ref.[6]forthe1=N c approach (forallten operators)im proved by

�tting the�I = 1=2 rule,where" 0=" isestim ated to bewithin therange

� 2:5� 10� 4 � Re ("0=")� 13:7� 10� 4: (1.4)

The sm allererrorin eq.(1.3)originatesin the Gaussian treatm entofthe

uncertainty in theinputparam eterswith respectto theat1� errorincluded

in eq.(1.4).

Both groupsseem to agree on the di�culty ofaccom m odating within the

standard m odela valuesubstantially largerthan 1� 10� 3.Thisunexpectedly

sm allvalue is the result ofthe cancellation between gluon and electroweak

penguin operators[7].Ifthatisactually thecase,itissom ewhatdisappointing

thatthe presence ofdirectCP violation in the standard m odelturnsoutto

behidden by an accidentalcancellation thate�ectively m im icsthesuperweak

scenario.

It seem ed to us that a third,independent estim ate of"0=" was desirable

and wehavetaken thepointofview thata reliableevaluation ofthehadronic

m atrix elem entsshould �rstprovideaconsistentpictureofkaon physics,start-

ing from theCP-conserving am plitudesand,in particular,by reproducing the

�I = 1=2selection rule,which governsm ostoftheseam plitudesaswellasthe

quantity "0=" itself. W e also feltthatthe sam e evaluation should pay partic-

ularattention to the problem ofachieving a satisfactory 5-schem e and scale

independence in the m atching between the m atrix elem ents and the W ilson

coe�cients,theabsence ofwhich would underm ine any estim ate.

In a prelim inary work [8],we studied "0=" within the chiralquark m odel

(�QM ) [9]in a toy m odelthat included the leading e�ect ofthe two m ost

im portantoperators,and veri�ed thatthe 5-schem e independence could be

achieved.
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In a recentpaper[10],hereafterreferred asI,wehavecom pleted thestudy

ofthehadronicm atrix elem entsofalltheten operatorofthe�S = 1e�ective

quark langrangian by m eansofthe�QM and veri�ed in [11],hereafterreferred

asII,thattheinclusion ofnon-perturbativeO (�sN c)correctionsand one-loop

m eson renorm alization provided an im proved scale independence and,m ore

im portantly,a good �tofthe�I = 1=2 selection rule.

Theseresultsputusin theposition to providea new estim ateof"0="that

isindependentoftheexisting onesand thatcontainsnew featuresthat,in our

judgm ent,m akesitm orereliable.

W e sum m arize here such features. Our estim ate takes advantage,as the

existing ones,of

� NLO resultsfortheW ilson coe�cients;

� up-to-dateanalysisoftheconstraintson them ixing coe�cientIm �t.

Am ong thenew elem entsintroduced,them ostrelevantare

� A consistentevaluation ofallhadronicm atrix elem entsin the�QM (in-

cluding non-perturbative gluon condensate e�ects) in two schem es of

dim ensionalregularization;

� Inclusion in the �S = 1 chirallagrangian ofthe com plete bosonization

O (p2) ofthe electroweak operators Q 7 and Q 8. Som e relevant O (p2)

term shavebeen neglected in allpreviousestim ates;

� Inclusion ofthem eson-loop renorm alization and scaledependenceofthe

m atrix elem ents;

� Consistency with the�I = 1=2 selection rulein kaon decays;

� M atching-scale and 5-schem e dependence oftheresultsbelow the 20%

level.

Even though ourfram eworkenjoysahigh degreeofreliability,anyestim ate

of"0=" necessarily su�ers ofa system atic uncertainty that cannot be easily

reduced further. W e �nd that it is m ainly param eterized in term s of the
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value ofthe quark condensate,the inputparam eterthatdom inatespenguin-

diagram physics.Forthisreason,wediscuss�rstainclusiveestim atebased on

a conservative range ofh�qqi,aswellasthe variationsofallthe otherinputs:

m t,Im �t (which depends,besidem t and m c,on B̂ K and otherm ixing angles)

and �Q CD.Such a procedureprovidesuswith therangeofvaluesfor"0="that

we considerto be the unbiased theoreticalprediction ofthe standard m odel.

Unfortunately,thisrange turnsoutto be ratherlarge,spanning,asitcan be

seen in the abstract,from �5� 10� 3 to 1:4� 10� 3. On the otherhand,itis

assm allaswecan getwithoutm aking som efurtherassum ptionson theinput

param eters| assum ptionsthatalltheotheravailableestim atesm ustm akeas

well.

In order to provide such a m ore restrictive estim ate,we have chosen the

im proved PCAC prediction for the quark condensate and �xed � (4)

Q CD to its

centralvalue. Thisreasonable,butneverthelessarbitrary choice allowsusto

give the second,and m ore predictive estim ate reported in the abstract. Itis

the latterthatshould be com pared with the currentestim ates,while,atthe

sam e tim e,bearing in m ind also the form er unrestricted range as a realistic

m easureofourignorance.

Such uncertainty notwithstanding,weagreein theend with them ain point

ofref.[5],nam elythatitisdi�culttoaccom m odatewithin thestandard m odel

a value of"0=" largerthan 1� 10� 3. In fact,ifouranalysispointstoward a

de�niteprediction,itpointsto even sm allervalues,ifnotnegativeones.This

can be understood notso m uch asa peculiarfeature ofthe �QM prediction

as the neglect in other estim ates ofa class ofcontributions in the vacuum

saturation approxim ation (VSA) ofthe m atrix elem ents ofthe electroweak

operators. This problem isdiscussed in detailin I.These new contributions

areresponsiblefortheonsetofthesuperweak regim eforvaluesofm t lessthan

200 GeV.In ourcom putation,itisthem eson renorm alization thatin theend

bringsback "0=" around zero orpositivevalues.

The outline ofthe paperisthe following. In section 2 we write the e�ec-

tive quark lagrangian,discuss the short-distance input param eters and give

theW ilson coe�cients.Section 3 containsa briefdiscussion ofthe�QM eval-

4



uation ofthe hadronic m atrix elem ents and their corresponding m eson-loop

renorm alization. In section 4 we discuss the values ofthe input param eters

and in section 5thee�ectivefactorsB i’sthatgivethecom parison between the

VSA and the �QM evaluation ofthe hadronic m atrix elem ents. W e begin in

section 6 ourdiscussion of"0=" by �rststudying the 5-schem e independence

and then the contribution ofeach operatortaken by itself. In section 7,we

give ourestim ate asa function ofthe m ostim portantinputparam etersin a

series of�gures and one table. The num ericalvalue ofallinput param eters

arecollected in a tablein theappendix.

2 T he Q uark Effective Lagrangian and the N LO W ilson C oef-

ficients

Thequark e�ectivelagrangian ata scale� < m c can bewritten as[12]

L� S= 1 = �
G F
p
2
VudV

�
us

X

i

h

zi(�)+ �yi(�)
i

Q i(�)

� �
G F
p
2

X

i

Ci(�)Q i(�): (2.1)

TheQ iarefour-quarkoperatorsobtainedbyintegratingoutinthestandard

m odelthe vectorbosonsand the heavy quarkst;b and c. A convenient and

by now standard basisincludesthefollowing ten quark operators:

Q 1 = (s�u�)V � A (u�d�)V � A ;

Q 2 = (su)
V � A

(ud)
V � A

;

Q 3;5 = (sd)
V � A

P

q(qq)V � A ;

Q 4;6 = (s�d�)V � A
P

q(q�q�)V � A ;

Q 7;9 = 3

2
(sd)

V � A

P

q êq(qq)V � A ;

Q 8;10 = 3

2
(s�d�)V � A

P

q êq(q�q�)V � A ;

(2.2)

where �,� denote colorindices(�;� = 1;:::;Nc)and êq are quark charges.

Colorindicesforthe colorsingletoperatorsare om itted. The labels(V � A)
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refer to �(1� 5). W e recallthat Q 1;2 stand for the W -induced current{

current operators,Q 3� 6 for the QCD penguin operators and Q 7� 10 for the

electroweak penguin (and box)ones.

Thefunctionszi(�)and yi(�)aretheW ilson coe�cientsand V ij theKoba-

yashi-M askawa (KM ) m atrix elem ents; � = �VtdV
�
ts=VudV

�
us. Following the

usualparam etrization ofthe KM m atrix,in orderto determ ine "0=",we only

need theyi(�),which controltheCP-violating partoftheam plitudes.

ThesizeoftheW ilson coe�cientsatthehadronicscale(� 1GeV)depends

on �s and the threshold m asses m W ,m b and m c. In addition,the penguin

coe�cientsy i(�)depend on thetop m assvia theinitialm atching conditions.

Therecentdeterm ination ofthestrongcouplingatLEP and SLC gives[13]

�s(m Z)= 0:119� 0:006; (2.3)

which correspondsto

�(4)

Q C D = 350� 100M eV : (2.4)

W ewillusetherangein eq.(2.4)forournum ericalestim ateof"0=".

Form t wetakethevalue[14]

m
pole

t = 180� 12 GeV (2.5)

Therelation between thepolem assM and theM S runningm assm (�)isgiven

atoneloop in QCD by [17]:

m (M ) = M (q2 = M
2)

 

1�
4

3

�s(M )

�

!

; (2.6)

Fortherunning top quark m ass,in therangeof�s considered,weobtain

m t(m
pole

t )’ 172� 12 GeV (2.7)

which,using theone-loop running,correspondsto

m t(m W )’ 183� 14 GeV ; (2.8)

which isthevaluetobeused asinputatthem W scalefortheNLO evolution of

theW ilson coe�cients.In eq.(2.8)wehaveaveraged overtherangeof� (4)

Q C D
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given in eq.(2.4). W e have explicitly checked that taking � = m
pole

t as the

initialm atching scalein placeofm W and using correspondingly m t(m
pole

t )the

electroweak W ilson coe�cientsat� = 1 GeV rem ain stableup to thepercent

level,whilethevariation oftherelevantgluon penguin coe�cientsstaysbelow

15% . The stability worsen by keeping the top m ass�xed,while varying the

m atching scale.

Form b wetakethevalue

m
pole

b = 4:8 GeV (2.9)

which fallsin therange4:5� 4:9 given in [14],and form c

m
pole
c = 1:4 GeV (2.10)

which is in the range 1:2 � 1:9 GeV quoted in [14]. These are the quark

threshold valuesweusein evolving theW ilson coe�cientsdown to the1 GeV

scale.W ehavechecked thatvaryingm pole

b within the4:5� 4:9GeV rangea�ects

the �nalvaluesofthe W ilson coe�cientsatthe 0.1% level,while varying the

charm polem assbetween 1.2 and 1.9 GeV a�ectstheresultsatthe15% level

atm ost.

Even though notallthe operatorsin eq.(2.2)are independent,thisbasis

is ofparticular interest for the present num ericalanalysis because it is that

em ployed forthecalculation oftheW ilson coe�cientsto theNLO orderin � s

and �e [3,4].

In tables1 and 2 wegiveexplicitly theW ilson coe�cientsy i(�)oftheten

operatorsatthescale� = 1:0 and 0.8 GeV,respectively,in theHV and NDR

schem es. In the �QM thechiralsym m etry breaking scale �� turnsoutto be

about0.8 GeV.Thissetsa preferentialscaleforthem atching ofthehadronic

m atrix elem ents to the W ilson coe�cients. W e have checked that the QCD

perturbativeexpansion isundercontrol.In factthedi�erencebetween LO and

NLO resultsforallphysicalam plitudesconsidered| both realand im aginary

parts| at� = 0:8 GeV rem ainsalwayssm allerthan 30% .

In order to test the � independence of"0=" we vary the m atching scale

between 0.8 and 1.0 GeV,the highestenergy up to which we trustthe chiral
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�(4)
Q C D

250 M eV 350 M eV 450 M eV

�s(m Z )M S
0.113 0.119 0.125

HV

y3 (0:0007) 0:0301 (0:0007) 0:0390 (0:0007) 0:0509

y4 (0:0011) � 0:0513 (0:0012) � 0:0610 (0:0012) � 0:0723

y5 (� 0:0004) 0:0137 (� 0:0004) 0:0163 (� 0:0004) 0:0209

y6 (0:0011) � 0:0766 (0:0012) � 0:103 (0:0012) � 0:144

y7=� (0:172) � 0:0115 (0:172) � 0:0103 (0:172) � 0:0083

y8=� (0) 0:167 (0) 0:230 (0) 0:328

y9=� (� 1:19) � 1:71 (� 1:19) � 1:83 (� 1:19) � 2:00

y10=� (0) 0:750 (0) 0:859 (0) 1:10

NDR

y3 (0:0017) 0:0268 (0:0018) 0:0336 (0:0018) 0:0416

y4 (� 0:0019) � 0:0491 (� 0:0021) � 0:0574 (� 0:0022) � 0:0660

y5 (0:0007) 0:0031 (0:0007) � 0:0028 (0:0007) � 0:0165

y6 (� 0:0019) � 0:0849 (� 0:0021) � 0:119 (� 0:0022) � 0:178

y7=� (0:149) � 0:0119 (0:149) � 0:0118 (0:136) � 0:0127

y8=� (0) 0:153 (0) 0:212 (0) 0:304

y9=� (� 1:22) � 1:71 (� 1:22) � 1:83 (� 1:22) � 1:99

y10=� (0) 0:674 (0) 0:843 (0) 1:07

Table 1: NLO W ilson coe�cients at � = 1:0 GeV form t(m W ) = 183 GeV,

which correspondsto m pole

t = 180 GeV.The valuesofthe coe�cientsat� =

m W aregiven in parenthesis(� = 1=128).In addition onehasy1;2(�)= 0.
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�(4)
Q C D

250 M eV 350 M eV 450 M eV

�s(m Z )M S
0.113 0.119 0.125

HV

y3 (0:0007) 0:0338 (0:0007) 0:0456 (0:0007) 0:0602

y4 (0:0011) � 0:0522 (0:0012) � 0:0626 (0:0012) � 0:0741

y5 (� 0:0004) 0:0140 (� 0:0004) 0:0192 (� 0:0004) 0:0397

y6 (0:0011) � 0:0904 (0:0012) � 0:137 (0:0012) � 0:242

y7=� (0:172) � 0:0131 (0:172) � 0:0111 (0:172) � 0:0039

y8=� (0) 0:209 (0) 0:327 (0) 0:583

y9=� (� 1:19) � 1:82 (� 1:19) � 2:04 (� 1:19) � 2:45

y10=� (0) 0:835 (0) 1:14 (0) 1:66

NDR

y3 (0:0017) 0:0294 (0:0018) 0:0373 (0:0018) 0:0422

y4 (� 0:0019) � 0:0493 (� 0:0021) � 0:0569 (� 0:0022) � 0:0603

y5 (0:0007) � 0:0014 (0:0007) � 0:0167 (0:0007) � 0:0708

y6 (� 0:0019) � 0:104 (� 0:0021) � 0:171 (� 0:0022) � 0:353

y7=� (0:149) � 0:0138 (0:149) � 0:0156 (0:149) � 0:0274

y8=� (0) 0:189 (0) 0:294 (0) 0:511

y9=� (� 1:22) � 1:81 (� 1:22) � 2:03 (� 1:22) � 2:42

y10=� (0) 0:819 (0) 1:11 (0) 1:60

Table2:Sam easin Table1 at� = 0:8 GeV.

loop corrections com puted in I.W e �nd that,in spite ofthe factthat som e

oftheW ilson coe�cientsvary in thisrangeby up to 50% ,them atching with

ourm atrix elem ents reducesthe �-dependence in "0=" below 20% in m ostof

the param eter space. W e consider this im proved stability a success ofthe

approach.
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3 T he H adronic M atrix Elements

In paper I we have com puted allhadronic m atrix elem ents ofthe e�ec-

tive quark operators in eq.(2.2) in the fram ework ofthe �QM .The m atrix

elem entsare obtained by the integration ofthe constituentquarksby m eans

ofdim ensionalregularization. The loop integration leads to results thatde-

pend on theschem eem ployed to dealwith 5 butarescaleindependent.The

renorm alization-scaledependenceisintroduced in ourapproach by them eson-

loop renorm alization ofthe am plitudes, as explained in I.The m eson-loop

correctionstogetherwith thegluon-condensatecontributionsarethem ostrel-

evant ingredients in reproducing the �I = 1=2 selection rule in K ! ��

decays,(asdiscussed in II).

The �QM results are expressed in a double power expansion on M 2=�2
�

and p2=�2
�,where M isa dim ensionfulparam eterofthe m odelwhich is not

determ ined (generically,itcan beinterpreted astheconstituentquark m assin

m esons)and p isa typicalexternalm om entum .

The value ofM isconstrained [15]by experim entaldata on the decay of

�0 and � to be

M = 223� 9M eV (3.1)

(and M = 243� 9 M eV ifhigherordercorrectionsareincluded).Thevalueof

M = m �=
p
12’ 222 M eV (3.2)

is found by vector-m eson-dom inance estim ates. Finally,in a recent �tofall

input param eteres ofthe extended Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio m odel[16], it was

found a valueof

M ’ 200M eV : (3.3)

W hilewecouldsim plytakethesevaluesandthusm akethe�QM predictive,

ourapproach also allowsfora self-consistentdeterm ination ofa range forM

thatcan becom pared to theabovevalues.

Theidea isthatin physicalobservablesthe5-schem e and �-dependences

ofthe m atrix elem ents should balance the corresponding dependences ofthe
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NLO W ilson coe�cients.In Iwehaveconstructed thecom pleteO (p 2)chiral

representation ofthe lagrangian in eq.(2.1),where the localquark operator

Q i is represented by a linear com bination ofbosonic operators B �,nam ely

Q i !
P

� G �(Q i)B �. The e�ective quark lagrangian istherefore replaced by

thefollowing chiralrepresentation

L
� S= 1
� = �

G F
p
2

X

i;�

Ci(�)G �(Q i)B � : (3.4)

As m entioned above,and discussed at lenght in I,the chiralcoe�cients

G � determ ined via the �QM approach are 5-schem e dependent. W hile the

5-schem e dependence arises in the �QM from the integration ofthe chiral

ferm ions,theexplicit�-dependenceisentirely duetothechiralloop renorm al-

ization ofthem atrix elem ents:
D

bjL
� S= 1
� ja

E

= �
G F
p
2

X

i;�

Ci(�SD )G �(Q i) hbjB �jai(�LD ); (3.5)

wherewehavelabeledbyaandbtheinitialand�nalbosonicstates.W erem ark

that in our approach the �-dependence ofthe chiralloops is not cancelled

by higher order counterterm s,as it is usually required in the strong chiral

lagrangian.

The renorm alization scale dependence is therefore determ ined order by

orderin theenergy expansion ofthechirallagrangian.In thisrespectthereis

nodirectcounterparttotheexpansion in strongand electrom agneticcouplings

on which theshort-distanceanalysisisbased and,accordingly,wereferto the

explicit�-dependence in the m atrix elem entsasto the long-distance (LD)or

\non-perturbative" scale dependence. A purely perturbative renorm alization

scale dependence is introduced in the m atrix elem ents by the NLO running

ofthe quark condensate,which we include whenever a com parison between

valuesatdi�erentscalesisrequired.Otherwise,quark and gluon condensates

areconsidered in ourapproach asphenom enologicalparam eters.

Ouraim isto testwhetherthe estim ate ofobservablesisconsistently im -

proved by m atching the \long-distance" 5-schem e and � dependencesso ob-

tained with thosepresentin theshort-distanceanalysis(in particularweiden-

tify �SD with �LD ). W hether and to what extent such an im provem ent is
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reproduced form any observablesand foraconsistentsetofparam eters,m ight

tellus how welllow-energy QCD is m odelled in the �QM -chirallagrangian

approach thatwehavedevised.

In II,we have shown that m inim izing the 5-schem e dependence ofthe

physicalisospin I = 0 and 2 am plitudesdeterm inesa rangefortheparam eter

M between 160 and 220 M eV.In II,it was also found that the � depen-

dence induced by the W ilson coe�cients is substantially reduced by that of

thehadronicm atrix elem ents.

These issues becom e crucialfor"0=" where the 5-schem e dependence in-

duced by the W ilson coe�cients determ ines an uncertainty as large as 80%

when using the1=N c hadronicm atrix elem ents(seeforinstanceref.[3])which

areschem e independent.

In thefollowing,forthereader’sconvenience,wereportfrom Itheexpres-

sionsfortheisospin am plitudesforallten operatorsin eq.(2.2):

hQ ii0;2 � h2�;I = 0;2jQijK
0
i: (3.6)

The corresponding one-loop m eson correctionsare denoted by a0;2(Q i). The

Clebsh-Gordan coe�cientsfortheisospin projectionscan befound in I.

FortheHV caseweobtain:

hQ 1i0 =
1

3
X

�

�1+
2

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a0(Q 1) (3.7)

hQ 1i2 =

p
2

3
X

�

1+
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a2(Q 1) (3.8)

hQ 2i0 =
1

3
X

�

2�
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a0(Q 2) (3.9)

hQ 2i2 =

p
2

3
X

�

1+
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a2(Q 2) (3.10)

hQ 3i0 =
1

N c

X
�

1� �hG G i

�

+ a0(Q 3) (3.11)

hQ 4i0 = X + a0(Q 4) (3.12)

hQ 5i0 =
2

N c

h�qqi

M f2�
X

0+ a0(Q 5) (3.13)

hQ 6i0 = 2
h�qqi

M f2�
X

0+ a0(Q 6) (3.14)
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hQ 7i0 =
2
p
3

N c

h�qqi2

f3�
�

1

N c

h�qqi

M f2�
X

0

�
2

N c

h�qqi

M f2�
Y +

1

2
X + a0(Q 7) (3.15)

hQ 7i2 =
p
6
h�qqi2

f3�

1

N c

�

p
2

N c

h�qqi

M f2�
Y �

p
2

2
X + a2(Q 7) (3.16)

hQ 8i0 = 2
p
3
h�qqi2

f3�
�

h�qqi

M f2�
X

0

�2
h�qqi

M f2�
Y +

1

2N c

X
�

1+ �hG G i

�

+ a0(Q 8) (3.17)

hQ 8i2 =
p
6
h�qqi2

f3�
�
p
2
h�qqi

M f2�
Y �

p
2

2N c

X
�

1+ �hG G i

�

+ a2(Q 8) (3.18)

hQ 9i0 = �
1

2
X

�

1�
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a0(Q 9) (3.19)

hQ 9i2 =

p
2

2
X

�

1+
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a2(Q 9) (3.20)

hQ 10i0 =
1

2
X

�

1�
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a0(Q 10) (3.21)

hQ 10i2 =

p
2

2
X

�

1+
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a2(Q 10): (3.22)

where

X �
p
3f�

�

m
2
K � m

2
�

�

; X
0= X

 

1� 6
M 2

�2
�

!

(3.23)

and

Y �
p
3f�

"

m
2
� + 3 m 2

K

M 2

�2
�

#

; (3.24)

�hG G i isgiven by

�hG G i =
N c

2

h�sGG=�i

16�2f4
: (3.25)

Itis(3.25)thatparam eterizesthe non-perturbative partofthe com putation

by thecontribution ofthegluon condensateh�sGG=�i,asdiscussed in I.
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The renorm alization off is taken into account by replacing f with the

one-loop param eterf1 in thetree-levelam plitudes,which am ountstoreplacing

1=f3 with 1=f3� m ultiplied by

1+ 3
f� � f1

f�
’ 1:18: (3.26)

In theNDR casewe�nd:

hQ 1i0 =
1

3
X

�

�1+
2

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a0(Q 1) (3.27)

hQ 1i2 =

p
2

3
X

�

1+
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a2(Q 1) (3.28)

hQ 2i0 =
1

3
X

�

2�
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a0(Q 2) (3.29)

hQ 2i2 =

p
2

3
X

�

1+
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a2(Q 2) (3.30)

hQ 3i0 =
1

N c

�

X
0
� �hG G iX

�

+ a0(Q 3) (3.31)

hQ 4i0 = X
0+ a0(Q 4) (3.32)

hQ 5i0 =
2

N c

h�qqi

M f2�
X

00+ a0(Q 5) (3.33)

hQ 6i0 = 2
h�qqi

M f2�
X

00+ a0(Q 6) (3.34)

hQ 7i0 =
2
p
3

N c

h�qqi2

f3�

 

1� 3
M 3f2�

h�qqi�2
�

!

�
1

N c

h�qqi

M f2�
X

00

�
2

N c

h�qqi

M f2�
Y
0+

1

2
X + a0(Q 7) (3.35)

hQ 7i2 =
1

N c

p
6
h�qqi2

f3�

 

1� 3
M 3f2�

h�qqi�2
�

!

�

p
2

N c

h�qqi

M f2�
Y
0
�

p
2

2
X + a2(Q 7) (3.36)

hQ 8i0 = 2
p
3
h�qqi2

f3�

 

1� 3
M 3f2�

h�qqi�2
�

!

�
h�qqi

M f2�
X

00

�2
h�qqi

M f2�
Y
0 +

1

2N c

X
�

1+ �hG G i

�

+ a0(Q 8) (3.37)
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hQ 8i2 =
p
6
h�qqi2

f3�

 

1� 3
M 3f2�

h�qqi�2
�

!

�
p
2
h�qqi

M f2�
Y
0
�

p
2

2N c

X
�

1+ �hG G i

�

+ a2(Q 8) (3.38)

hQ 9i0 = �
1

2

�

X �
1

N c

�

2X � X
0
� �hG G iX

��

+ a0(Q 9) (3.39)

hQ 9i2 =

p
2

2
X

�

1+
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a2(Q 9) (3.40)

hQ 10i0 =
1

2

�

2X � X
0
�

1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

�

X

�

+ a0(Q 10) (3.41)

hQ 10i2 =

p
2

2
X

�

1+
1

N c

�

1� �hG G i

��

+ a2(Q 10): (3.42)

where

X
00= X

 

1� 9
M 2

�2
�

!

; Y
0
�
p
3f�

"

m
2
� + 3

�

m
2
K � m

2
�

� M 2

�2
�

#

: (3.43)

hQ ii2 = 0 fori= 3;4;5;6 in both schem es.

Ofparticularinterestarethem atrix elem entshQ 6i0 and hQ 8i2 which dom -

inate any estim ate of"0=";theirleading e�ectwasincluded in the toy m odel

ofref.[8].

The m ost striking feature concerning the gluon-penguin operators is the

lineardependence on thequark condensate thatisfound in the�QM in con-

trastto the quadratic one ofthe VSA.This di�erence explains the di�erent

weightthattheseoperatorshavein thetwo m odels.

Concerning theelectroweak-penguin operators,asdiscussed in I,theterm s

proportionaltoY | sofarneglected in allestim ates| givean im portantcontri-

bution thatm akestheelectroweak-penguin operatorslargerand,accordingly,

thecancellation between electroweak and gluon penguinse�ectiveeven forthe

presentvaluesofm t.W eshallcom eback to thispointin section 5.

4 T he Input Parameters

The quark and the gluon condensates are two input param eters ofour

com putation. As discussed in I,their phenom enologicaldeterm ination is a
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com plicated question (they param eterizethegenuinenon-perturbativepartof

thecom putation)and theliteratureo�ersdi�erentestim ates.

Forguidance,we identify the condensatesentering ourcom putation with

those obtained by �tting the experim entaldata by m eans ofthe QCD sum

rules(QCD{SR)orlatticecom putations.

A review ofrecent determ inations ofthese param eters,together with a

justi�cation ofthe range below,isgiven in I.Here we only reportthe ranges

thatwewillexplorein ournum ericalanalysis.

Forthegluon condensate,wetakethescaleindependentrange

h
�s

�
GGi= (376� 47M eV)4; (4.1)

which encom passesthe resultsofrecentQCD-SR analysis[18]. W hile thisis

a crucialinputparam eterin thephysicsofthe�I = 1=2 rule(seeII),itplays

only a m inorrolein a penguin-dom inated quantity like"0=".

Forthequark condensate,weconsidertherange

� (200M eV)3 � h�qqi� �(280M eV)3 (4.2)

which includesthecentralvaluesand theerrorsoftheQCD-SR [19]and lattice

estim ates[21].

The rather conservative range (4.2) is the one advocated in I.In IIit is

shown thatthe�I = 1=2 selection ruleseem sto prefertheupperhalfofthis

range.

Forcom parison,in m ostestim atesof"0=" thePCAC value

h�qqi(�)= �
f2K m

2
K (1� �K )

m s(�)+ m d(�)
; (4.3)

istaken (with �K equaltozero)and theerrorrangeisthatofthedeterm ination

ofm s [22]:

m s(1GeV)= 178� 18M eV : (4.4)

Thischoicegivesa quark condensateof

h�qqi= �(261� 9M eV)3 (4.5)
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at� = 1:0 GeV thatcorresponds,via NLO renorm alization at�xed �(4)

Q CD =

350 M eV,to

h�qqi= �(244� 9M eV)3 (4.6)

atthe m atching scale of� = 0:8 GeV.The quark condensate in (4.6)hasan

uncertainty ofonly 9 M eV,thatisperhapstoo sm alla range to accountfor

theactualuncertainty.Forinstance,iftheQCD-SR im proved estim ate[20]

�K = 0:34+ 0:23� 0:17 (4.7)

is taken into account, the range (at � = 1 GeV) to be explored becom es

com parableto thatof(4.2):

� (183M eV)3 � h�qqi� �(256M eV)3; (4.8)

with a centralvaluem uch sm allerthan in (4.6).

Therange(4.8)isconsistentwith whatone�ndsby thesam ePCAC value

as in (4.3) but with fK and m K replaced by,respectively,f� and m �,and

m s(�)+ m d(�)by

m u(1GeV)+ m d(1GeV)= 12� 2:5M eV ; (4.9)

asgiven in [23].By m eansofthelatter,taken at� = 0:8 GeV,we�nd

h�qqi= (�221� 17 M eV)3 : (4.10)

The range (4.10)su�ersofa largererrorwith respectto thatof(4.6),which

howeverdoesnottake into account(4.7)and,accordingly,the m uch broader

range(4.8)which ism orerealistic.

Because ofsuch uncertainties,we willconsider in section 7 two possible

ranges for the quark condensate: the range (4.2) for our m ost conservative

estim ate and the im proved PCAC result(4.10)fora second,m ore restrictive

one. Asdiscussed in the introduction,these two rangescom plete each other

in providing,atthesam etim e,a de�niteprediction and a gaugeoftheoverall

uncertainty oftheprediction itself.

In section 7,in orderto m akethecom parison to otherestim ateseasier,we

willalso giveourresultfortherange(4.6).

17



5 T he B i Factors

Letusintroducethee�ective factors

B
(0;2)

i �
hQ ii

�Q M

0;2

hQ ii
V SA
0;2

; (5.1)

which give the ratiosbetween ourhadronic m atrix elem entsand those ofthe

VSA.They area usefulway ofcom paring di�erentevaluations.

In table 3,we collect the B i factorsforthe ten operators. The valuesof

the B i depend on the scale atwhich the m atrix elem ents are evaluated,the

inputparam etersand M ;m oreover,in the�QM theydepend on the5-schem e

em ployed. W e have given in table 3 a representative exam ple oftheirvalues

and variations.

The values ofB (0)

1 and B
(0)

2 show that the corresponding hadronic m a-

trix elem entsin the�QM are,oncenon-factorizablecontributionsand m eson

renorm alization have been included,respectively about ten and three tim es

largerthan theirVSA values.Atthesam etim e,B (2)

1 and B (2)

2 turn outto be

atm osthalfofwhatfound in theVSA (forthestarred entriesseethecom m ent

at the end ofthe section). These features m ake it possible forthe selection

ruleto bereproduced in the�QM ,asextensively discussed in II.

Forcom parison,in the1=N c approach ofref.[24],theinclusion ofm eson-

loop renorm alization through a cuto� regularization,leads,atthe scale of1

GeV,to B (0)

1 = 5:2,B (0)

2 = 2:2 and B
(2)

1 = B
(2)

2 = 0:55,a result thatis not

su�cient to reproduce the �I = 1=2 rule. The sim ilarity ofthe HV values

B
(2)

1 = B
(2)

2 = 0:55obtained in the�QM with thecorresponding1=N c resultsis

rem arkable,and yeta num ericalcoincidence,since the suppression originates

from gluon condensate correctionsin the�QM ,whereasitisthee�ectofthe

m eson loop renorm alization (regularized via explicitcut-o�)in theanalysisof

ref.[24].

The values ofthe penguin m atrix elem ents hQ 3i and hQ 4i in the �QM

lead to rather large B i factors. In the case ofQ 3,the �QM result has the

opposite sign ofthe VSA resultand B 3 isnegative. Thisisthe e�ectofthe

largenon-perturbativegluon correction.
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HV NDR

� = 0:8 G eV � = 1:0 G eV � = 0:8 G eV � = 1:0 G eV

B
(0)

1 10.6 11.1 10.6 11.1

B
(0)

2 2.8 3.0 2.8 3.0

B
(2)

1 0.52 0.55 0.52 0.55

B
(2)

2 0.52 0.55 0.52 0.55

B 3 � 2:9 � 3:0 � 3:7 � 3:9

B 4 1.8 1.9 1.0 1.1

B 5 = B 6 1:7� 0:61 1:8� 0:64 1:0� 0:38 1:1� 0:40

B
(0)

7 3:0� 2:2 3:3� 2:4 2:9� 2:2 3:2� 2:3

B
(0)

8 3:3� 2:2 3:6� 2:4 3:2� 2:2 3:5� 2:4

B
(0)

9 3.9 4.0 3.5 3.6

B
(0)

10 4.4 4.7 5.6 5.9

B
(2)

7 2:7� 1:5 3:0� 1:5 2:7� 1:4 2:9� 1:5

B
(2)

8 2:1� 1:4 2:3� 1:5 2:1� 1:4 2:3� 1:5

B
(2)

9 0.52 0.55 0.52 0.55

B
(2)

10 0.52 0.55 0.52 0.55

Table 3:TheB i factorsin the�QM (including m eson-loop renorm alizations)

attwo di�erentscales: � = 0.8 and 1.0 GeV and in the two 5-schem es. W e

have taken the gluon condensate at the centralvalue ofeq.(4.1),while the

range given forB 5� 8 correspondsto varying the quark condensate according

to eq.(4.2).Theresultsshown aregiven forM = 220 M eV.

Regarding thegluon penguin operatorQ 6 (and Q 5),we�nd thatthe�QM

givesaresultconsistentwith theVSA (and the1=N c approach),B 6 (B 5)being

approxim ately equalto two forsm allvaluesofthequark condensateand one-

halfatlargervalues. Itisthe quadratic dependence (to be contrasted to the

linear dependence in the �QM ) ofthe VSA m atrix elem ent forthe penguin

operators that it responsible for the di�erent weight of these operators at

di�erentvaluesofthe quark condensate. The lattice estim ate at� = 2 GeV

fortheseoperatorsgivesB 5 = B 6 = 1:0� 0:2 [5].A directcom parison in this
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caseisnotpossible.

The electroweak B i factors are alllarger in the �QM than in the VSA,

except for B (2)

9;10 that are about 1/2 in the HV and about 0.4 in the NDR

schem e.Forcom parison,thelatticeestim ateat� = 2 GeV in thiscaseyields

B
(2)

7;8 = 1:0� 0:2 and B (2)

9 = 0:62� 0:10 [5].

Them ostrelevantresultfor"0="isthevalueofB (2)

8 which rangesfrom 1.5

to 2 tim esthatofthe VSA.Thisincrease isdue to two independentreasons.

On theone hand,we found two new term sin the chirallagrangian thathave

notbeen included sofarintheVSA estim ateofthem atrixelem ents.Thechiral

coe�cientsofthese term sare com puted in the �QM approach| asdiscussed

in detailin I.Itisan open question how they can bedeterm ined in theVSA

fram ework.

From this point ofview,what we have referred to as VSA| and used in

table3asnorm alizationfortheQ 7;8 operators| isnotthecom pleteVSA result.

Theinclusion ofthenew term sam ountsup toa 60% increaseofB (2)

7;8 forsm all

values ofh�qqi in the chosen range and down to about 10% for large values;

sm allere�ectsare found in the case ofB (0)

7;8. On the otherhand,the m eson-

loop renorm alization associated with thenew chiralterm sislarge(seeI)and

addsup toreproducetheresultsshown in table3.Theincreasein im portance

oftheoperatorQ 8 with respectto Q 6 turnsinto a m oree�ective cancellation

between the two operatorsforlarge valuesofthe quark condensate while at

sm allervaluesthegluon penguin contribution prevails.

TherelationsB (2)

9 = B
(2)

2 ,B (2)

10 = B
(2)

1 and B (2)

1 = B
(2)

2 hold truein both 5-

schem es.Theserelationshipsarearem iniscentofthoseam ongtheoperators|

which arepreserved by gluon correctionsand m eson renorm alization.
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6 Studying "0=" in the �Q M

Thequantity "0=" can bewritten as

"0

"
=

G F !

2j�jReA0
Im �t

�

� 0 �
1

!
� 2

�

; (6.1)

where,referring to the�S = 1 quark lagrangian ofeq.(2.1),

� 0 =
X

i

yihQ ii0 (6.2)

� 2 =
X

i

yihQ ii2 + !
X

i

yihQ ii0 
�+ �0 ; (6.3)

and

Im �t� Im VtdV
�
ts: (6.4)

The quantity 
�+ �0 includes the e�ectofthe isospin-breaking m ixing be-

tween �0 and theetas.

SinceIm �u = 0 according to thestandard conventions,theshort-distance

com ponentof"0=" isdeterm ined by the W ilson coe�cientsy i. Following the

approach ofref.[3],y1(�)= y2(�)= 0.Asaconsequence,them atrix elem ents

ofQ 1;2 do not directly enter the determ ination of"0=". On the other hand,

in the HV schem e the m atrix elem ents ofQ 4 Q 9 and Q 10 can be expressed

in term softhoseofQ 1;2 and Q 3.The work ofref.[3]hastaken advantageof

thisfacttodeterm inesom eofthepenguin m atrix elem ents,afterim posingthe

�I = 1=2 rule. The �QM determ ination ofhQ 1;2;3i0 givesforhQ 4i0 a result

thatdi�erssubstantially from thatused in ref.[3],aswediscussattheend of

section 6.3.

W etake,asinputvaluesfortherelevantquantities,thecentralvaluesgiven

in appendix.W ethushave

G F !

2j�jReA0
’ 349 GeV � 3

; ! = 1=22:2 ; 
�+ �0 = 0:25 : (6.5)

The large value in eq.(6.5) for 1=! com es from the �I = 1=2 selection

rule. In IIwe have shown that such a rule is wellreproduced by the �QM

evaluation ofthehadronicm atrix elem ents.AstheprecisevaluesofReA 0 and
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! depend on thechoiceoftheinputparam etersand ofM | theselection rule

being satis�ed within a20% approxim ation| wehavetaken thecorresponding

experim entalvalues.Sim ilarly,thevaluetaken for" istheexperim entalone.

6.1 T he M ixing Parameter Im �t

A range for Im �t is determ ined from the experim entalvalue of" as a

function ofm t and the otherrelevant param eters involved in the theoretical

estim ate. W e willuse the m ost recent NLO results for the QCD correction

factors �1;2;3 which are given in the NDR schem e [25]and vary the �S = 2

hadronic param eter B̂ K around the centralvalue obtained in the �QM using

thesam eregularization schem e.

In order to restrict the allowed values ofIm �t we have solved the two

equations

"th(B̂ K ;jVcbj;jVusj;jVubj=jVcbj;�Q CD;m t;m c;�;�)= " (6.6)

�
2 + �

2 =
1

jVusj
2

jVubj
2

jVcbj
2

(6.7)

to �nd theallowed valuesof� and �,given mt,m c and [14]

j"j = (2:266� 0:023)� 10� 3 (6.8)

jVusj = 0:2205� 0:0018 (6.9)

jVcbj = 0:041� 0:003 (6.10)

jVubj=jVcbj = 0:08� 0:02: (6.11)

For the renorm alization group invariant param eter B̂ K we take the rather

conservative range

B̂ K = 0:55� 0:25 (6.12)

thatencom passesboth the �QM m odelprediction [26]and othercurrentde-

term inations[27].

Forthe NLO order�-param etersfor�(4)Q CD = 350 M eV and m
(pole)

t = 180

GeV,at� = m c we�nd

�1 = 1:36 �2 = 0:513 �3 = 0:446 (6.13)
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W e do notinclude boundsprovided by the quantity xd ofB-physics that

we�nd to havea m arginalim pactin thedeterm ination of"0=" oncethelarge

errorin (6.12)istaken into account.

This procedure gives two possible ranges for Im �t ’ �jVusjjVcbj
2,which

correspond to having the KM phase in the I or II quadrant (� positive or

negative,respectively). For exam ple,for m pole

t = 180 GeV (m t(m W ) ’ 183

GeV)and �(4)

Q CD = 350 M eV we�nd

1:1� 10� 4 � Im �t � 1:9� 10� 4 (6.14)

in the�rstquadrantand

0:75� 10� 4 � Im �t� 1:9� 10� 4 (6.15)

in thesecond quadrant.FortherangeofB̂ K given in eq.(6.12)varying allthe

other param eters (including m t and �Q CD )a�ects the above lim its on Im �t

by lessthan 20% . In particular,the upperbound on Im �t isstable and itis

directly related to the m axim um value of� obtained from eq.(6.7)(� = 0).

TheupperboundonIm �tbecom esasensitivefunctionoftheinputparam eters

only ifwe consider B̂ K > 0:5. In otherwords,we agree with ref.[27]thatit

is the theoreticaluncertainty on the hadronic �S = 2 m atrix elem ent that

controlstheuncertainty on thedeterm ination ofIm �t.

W ehaveincluded theboundsprovided by eqs.(6.6){(6.7)in allthefollow-

ing tablesand �gures.

6.2 5-scheme Independence

In orderto �x M ,wecom parethecom putation in theHV 5-schem ewith

thatin theNDR.Figs.1,2 and 3 show how theintersection between thetwo

resultsrem ainsstableaswechangethevalueofthequark condensate.Fig.4

showsthechangein stability thatoccursaswechange�(4)

Q CD .

W e�nd thatthevaluesatwhich 5-schem eindependence isachieved

M ’ 215� 220 M eV (6.16)

arequitestablewith respecttodi�erentvaluesofthem atching,thequark and

the gluon condensates and m t. Sm aller values ofM are selected forsm aller
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Figure 1:5-schem e dependence of"0=".The black (gray)line representsthe

HV (NDR)result.The resultsareshown forh�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�200 M eV)3,

m
pole

t = 180 GeV,Im �t = 1:3� 10� 4 and �(4)

Q CD = 350 M eV.The stability is

obtained ataboutM = 215 M eV."0=" isgiven in unitsof10� 3.

values of�Q CD (and a correspondingly higher value of"0="). These results

are consistent with those found in IIforthe �I = 1=2 selection rule,where

stability is achieved in the range M = 160� 220. They are also consistent

with theindependentestim atesdiscussed in section 3.

Asitisapparentfrom the�gures,the�nalvalueof"0=" strongly depends

on thevalueofM wetake.Itisonly through thedeviceofrequiring5-schem e

independence thatwe are able to reach a de�nite prediction. Thisprocedure

hasthe preciouspay-o� ofproviding uswith an im proved estim ate thatdoes

not su�er ofthe uncertainty due to the 5-schem e dependence ofthe NLO

W ilson coe�cients,which m ay beaslargeas80% .

Figs.4 and 5 show how theintersection dependson �(4)

Q C D .
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Figure2:Sam easFig.1 forh�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�240 M eV)3.
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Figure3:Sam easFig.1 forh�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�280 M eV)3.
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Figure4:Sam easFig.2 for�(4)

Q CD = 250 M eV.

0.19 0.2 0.21 0.22 0.23 0.24 0.25

M  (GeV)

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

ε′/
ε

Figure5:Sam easFig.2 for�(4)

Q CD = 450 M eV.
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6.3 A natomy of "0="

It is usefulto consider the individualcontribution to "0=" ofeach ofthe

quark operators.W ehavedepicted them ashistogram s,wherethegrey(black)

one stands for the contribution before (after) m eson-loop renorm alization.

Henceforth allresultsaregiven forM = 220 M eV in theHV schem e.

Itisclearfrom thehistogram sofFig.6,7 and 8 thatthetwo dom inating

operatorsareQ 6 and Q 8.Yet,since they givecontributionsapproxim ately of

the sam e size and opposite in sign,the �nalvalue turnsoutto be relatively

sm alland ofsizecom parabletothatofm ostoftheotheroperators.Thisresult

is at the origin the large theoreticaluncertainty as wellas the unexpected

sm allnessof"0=".

Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 All

-0.0005

0

0.0005

0.001

0.0015

ε′/ε

Figure6:Histogram softhepartialcontributionsto"0="oftheheightrelevant

operatorsforh�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�200 M eV)3,m pole

t = 180 GeV,Im �t= 1:3�

10� 4 and�(4)

Q CD = 350M eV.Gray(black)histogram srepresentthecontribution

ofeach operator without (with) m eson-loop renorm alization. The last two

histogram scorrespond to thesum ofallcontributions.

The sam e histogram s serve the purpose ofshowing that the m eson-loop

renorm alizationsarecrucialnotonlyin theoverallsizeofeach contribution but

also in determ ining thesign ofthe�nalresult(see Fig.7).These corrections
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Figure7:Sam easFig.6 forh�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�240 M eV)3.
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Figure8:Sam easFig.6 forh�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�280 M eV)3.
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arehereconsistently included in theestim ateforthe�rsttim e.

The roleofthe operatorQ 4 turnsoutto bem arginalin ourapproach.In

com paring thisresultwith thatofthe 1=N c fram ework [6](see also the �nal

tables in ref. [8]where we reproduce the individual1=N c contributions for

the standard ten operators),itshould be recalled thatin the above analysis

the Q 4 operatoriswritten in term s ofQ 1,Q 2 and Q 3 and thatitsvalues is

thereforeinuenced by theB i factorsassigned to theform erm atrix elem ents.

In particular,whileB 1 and B 2 arein ref.[6]requested to belargein orderto

accountforthe�I = 1=2rule,B 3 isassigned thevalueof1.Such a procedure

producesa ratherlarge value forthe m atrix elem entofQ 4.In ourapproach,

we seethatin factalso B 3 islarge(and negative!) and thatQ 4,oncewritten

in term softheotheroperators,issm all,asfound in thedirectestim ate.
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7 Estimating "0="

The prelim inary work ofthe previoussectionsallowsusto estim ate "0=".

Thetwo m ostim portantsourcesofuncertainty arethequark condensateand

the value ofIm �t. Accordingly,we plot the values of"0=" as a function of

these two quantities. Fig. 9 and 10 show our estim ates,for m t �xed at its

centralvalue,in the�rstand second quadrantrespectively.Asitcan beseen

by inspecting these �gures,the largerthe value ofthe quark condensate,the

swifteristhechangein "0=".

0.00012

0.00014

0.00016

0.00018
λ

-0.28

-0.26

-0.24

-0.22

-0.2

<qq>
-1.5

-1
-0.5

0

0.5

ε′/ε

0.00012

0.00014

0.00016

0.00018
λ

Figure 9: "0=" in units of10� 3 form pole

t = 180 GeV and �(4)

Q C D = 350 M eV

asa function of� � Im �t and the quark condensate hqqi� h�qqi1=3 in units

ofGeV.Im �t istaken in the �rstquadrant. Black (grey)squares represent

positive(negative)values.

To have an idea ofthe e�ect ofvarying m t, the third m ajor source of

uncertainty in theinputparam eters,we have included Fig.11 where the top

m assisvaried in thegiven range.

Fig. 12 showsthe stability ofourprediction fordi�erentm atching scales

� = 0:8 and 1 GeV (theperturbativerunning ofh�qqiisincluded by taking the

value ofthe condensate at� = 0:8 GeV asthe inputvalue and than running

itto � = 1 GeV).Them atching-scaledependenceisbelow 20% in m ostofthe
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Figure10:Sam easFig.9 with Im �t in quadrantII.

range,becom ingalm ost30% onlyforverylargevaluesofthequarkcondensate.

In orderto provide the readerwith a m ore analyticalview,we have also

collected in Table 4 the num ericalresults at the varying ofallthe relevant

param eters.

Aftertwelve�guresand fourtables,wehopeto haveconvinced thereader

thatthe quantity "0=" isdi�cultto estim ate with greatprecision. W e think

that only the order ofm agnitude can be predicted in a com pletely reliable

m anner.Thereason isvery sim ple:the�nalvalueistheresultofthecancel-

lation between two,approxim ately equalin size,contributions. Accordingly,

even a sm alluncertainty willbe am pli�ed and we are unfortunately dealing

with ratherlargeones.And yet,theshearim portanceofthisquantity im pels

usto providethebestestim atewecan.

By varying allparam eters in the allowed ranges and,in particular,tak-

ing thequark condensate| which isthem ajorsourceofuncertainty| between

(�200 M eV)3 and (�280 M eV)3 we�nd

� 27� 10� 4 < "
0
="< 9� 10� 4; (7.1)

wherewehavekept�(4)

Q CD �xed atitscentralvalue.A largerrange,

� 50� 10� 4 < "
0
="< 14� 10� 4; (7.2)
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Figure 11: Sam e asFig. 9 fortwo di�erent values ofm t: m
pole

t = 168 GeV

(uppersurface)and 192 GeV (lowersurface).
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Figure 12:Sam e asFig.9 fordi�erentm atching scales:� = 0:8 GeV (upper

surface)and 1.0 GeV (lowersurface).
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�(4)

Q C D
= 250 M ev

h�qqi(1=3) (M eV) m
pole

t
(G eV) quadrantI quadrantII

168 3:7� 6:5 2:7� 6:3

� 200 180 2:9� 5:3 2:0� 4:9

192 2:1� 3:9 1:4� 4:1

168 3:5� 6:3 2:6� 6:1

� 240 180 1:6� 3:0 1:2� 2:8

192 � 0:2� � 0:4 � 0:1� � 0:4

168 � 0:1� � 0:2 � 0:1� � 0:2

� 280 180 � 4:1� � 7:5 � 2:9� � 7:0

192 � 8:0� � 15 � 0:5� � 16

�(4)

Q C D
= 350 M ev

h�qqi(1=3) (M eV) m
pole

t (G eV) quadrantI quadrantII

168 5:0� 8:5 3:7� 8:7

� 200 180 3:8� 6:9 2:7� 6:6

192 2:6� 4:7 1:7� 4:9

168 4:3� 7:4 3:2� 7:6

� 240 180 1:5� 2:7 1:1� 2:6

192 � 1:3� � 2:4 � 0:9� � 2:5

168 � 2:3� � 4:0 � 1:7� � 4:1

� 280 180 � 8:2� � 15 � 5:7� � 14

192 � 14� � 26 � 9:4� � 27

�(4)

Q C D
= 450 M ev

h�qqi(1=3) (M eV) m
pole

t
(G eV) quadrantI quadrantII

168 8:4� 14 6:2� 14

� 200 180 6:2� 11 4:4� 11

192 4:0� 7:4 2:7� 6:9

168 6:5� 11 4:8� 11

� 240 180 1:5� 2:7 1:1� 2:6

192 � 3:4� � 6:2 � 2:3� � 5:8

168 � 6:9� � 12 � 5:1� � 11

� 280 180 � 17� � 30 � 12� � 30

192 � 27� � 50 � 18� � 47

Table 4: Table of"0=" in units of10� 4. M atching scale � = 0:8 GeV.The

two valuescorrespondsto,respectively,thelowerand upperboundsofIm �t,

which aredeterm ined by consistency with ".
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isobtained by varying �(4)

Q CD aswell.

Itshould bestressed thatthelargerangeofnegativevaluesthatweobtain

isa consequence oftwo characteristic featuresofourm atrix elem ents: i)the

enhancem entofthe size ofthe electroweak m atrix elem entshQ 8;7idueto the

coherente�ectsoftheadditionalO (p2)contributionsso farneglected (seedis-

cussion in sect.5)and thechiralloop corrections;ii)thelineardependenceon

h�qqioftheleading gluon penguin m atrix elem entscom pared to thequadratic

dependence ofthe leading term s in the electroweak m atrix elem ents,which

m akesthe latterprevailforlarge valuesofthe quark condensate. The e�ect

ofi)representsan enhancem entoftheleading electroweak m atrix elem entsby

a factortwo with respectto thevacuum insertion approxim ation and present

1=N c estim ates(see table3),while featureii)isabsentin the1=N c approach,

thequark condensatedependence being alwaysquadratic.

To provide a som ewhatm ore restrictive estim ate we m ay assum e forthe

quarkcondensatetheim proved PCAC result,nam elyh�qqi= �(221� 17M eV)3

atourm atching scale� = 0:8 GeV,and thus�nd

"
0
="=

8

<

:

4:5+ 4:1
� 5:4 � 10� 4 quadrantI

3:9+ 5:0
� 4:5 � 10� 4 quadrantII:

(7.3)

The value of"0=" = (4 � 5)� 10� 4 quoted in the abstract is obtained by

averaging overthetwo quadrantsin eq.(7.3).

The range (4.10)forthe quark condensate,on which the above estim ate

is based,is not the favorite one by our analysis ofthe �I = 1=2 selection

rulein the�QM .Theupperhalfofthem oreconservativerange(4.2)seem sto

accom m odatem orenaturally therule,atleastforaconstituentm assM ’ 220

M eV| the value we �nd by requiring 5-schem e independence of"0=". For

largevaluesofthequark condensatethecentralvaluesof"0="shifttoward the

superweak regim e,and theroleofm eson loop correctionsbecom escrucial.

By taking thequark condensatein therange(4.6),theQCD-SR im proved

PCAC result,we�nd

"
0
="=

8

<

:

1:4+ 6:5
� 5:5 � 10� 4 quadrantI

1:2+ 9:3
� 4:0 � 10� 4 quadrantII:

(7.4)
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Actually,forsuch arangeofh�qqi,negativecentralvaluesof"0="in both quad-

rantsareobtained duetotheextraterm softhebosonization oftheelectroweak

operatorsQ 7 and Q 8 neglected in thepreviousestim ates.Only aftertheinclu-

sion ofthem eson-loop renorm alization "0="turnstothepositivecentralvalues

ofeq.(7.4).In Fig.13wehavesum m arized thepresentstatusofthetheoretical

Theoretical Predictions
-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

ε′/
ε ref.[6] ref.[5]

(a)

(b)

NA31

E731

Figure13:Presentstatusoftheoreticalpredictionsand experim entalvaluesfor

"0=" (in unitsof10� 4).The m ostrecent1=N c [6]and lattice[5]estim atesare

com pared to(a)ourunbiased estim ate(7.2),(b)ourm orerestrictiveestim ate

(7.3).

predictionsfor"0=",com pared to thepresent1 � experim entalresults.

8 O utlook

Ourphenom enologicalanalysis,based on the sim plest im plem entation of

the �QM and chirallagrangian m ethods,takesadvantage ofthe observation

thatthe�I = 1=2 selection rulein kaon decaysiswellreproduced in term sof

threebasicparam eters(theconstituentquarkm assM andthequarkand gluon

condensates) in term s ofwhich allhadronic m atrix elem ents ofthe �S = 1

lagrangian can beexpressed.
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W e have used the best �t ofthe selection rule to constrain the allowed

rangesofM ,h�qqiand hGGiand wehavefed them in theanalysisof"0=".

Nonetheless,the error bars on the prediction of"0=" rem ain large. This

isdue to two conspiring features:1)the destructive interference between the

large hadronic m atrix elem entsofQ 6 and Q 8 which enhancesup to an order

ofm agnitude any related uncertainty in the �nalprediction (this feature is

generaland doesnotdepend on the speci�c approach);2)the factthatlarge

quark-condensate values are preferred in �tting the isospin zero K 0 ! ��

am plitudeatO (p2)(which isa m odeldependentresult).

W hereaslittle can be done concerning point1)which m akesdi�cultany

theoreticalattem ptto predict"0=" with a precision betterthan a factortwo,

an im provem enton 2)can bepursued within thepresentapproach.

Two linesofresearch are in progress. On the one hand,we are extending

the analysis to O (p4)in the chiralexpansion to gain betterprecision on the

hadronic m atrix elem entsand to determ ine in a self-consistent way the poli-

nom ialcontributions from the chiralloops;prelim inary results indicate that

the �I = 1=2 rule is reproduced for sm aller values ofthe gluon and quark

condensates,thusreducing ourerrorbar,in thedirection shown by ourm ore

restrictiveestim ate.On theotherhand,wearestudying the�S = 2 sectorto

determ ine atthe sam e orderofaccuracy B̂ K and the K L{K S m assdi�erence

byincludingin thelattertheinterferencewith long-distancecontributionsthat

can beself-consistently com puted in thepresentapproach.

W hether this program is successfullm ay better determ ine how m uch of

the long range dynam ics ofQCD is em bedded in the present approach and

increase ourcon�denceon thepredictionsofunknown observables.
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A Input Parameters

param eter value

Vud 0.9753

Vus 0:2205� 0:0018

sin2 �W 0.2247

m Z 91.187 G eV

m W 80.22 G eV

m b 4.8 G eV

m c 1.4 G eV

j"j (2:266� 0:023)� 10� 3

jVcbj 0:041� 0:003

jVub=Vcbj 0:08� 0:02

m
pole

t
180� 12 G eV

bB K 0:55� 0:25

f� = f�+ 92.4 M eV

fK = fK + 113 M eV

m � = (m �+ + m �0)=2 138 M eV

m K = m K 0 498 M eV

m � 548 M eV

�� 2
p
2 �f�


�+ �0 0:25� 0:05

�(4)

Q C D
350� 100 M eV

m u + m d (1 G eV) 12� 2:5 M eV

m s (1 G eV) 178� 18 M eV

h�qqi � (200� 280M eV)3

h�sG G =�i (376� 47M eV)4

Table5:Tableofthenum ericalvaluesoftheinputparam eters.
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