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A bstract

W e analyze the possibilities that the proposed —factories o er to

m easure Z interference. In the unpolarized beam case, we study
di erent signatures In the channel, taking advantage of the pres—
ence ofthe nearby a; resonance. W e build a C -odd forw ard-backw ard
asymm etry, estin ated to be around 10 >, and @ -even, T -even) and
(P-odd, T -odd) alignm entsofthe ,tobe seen from the angulardistri-
bution of is decay products. W ith polarized electrons a left—right
asymm etry around 2 10 ¢ is present in all channels. At kading or-
der this asym m etry is independent ofhadronicm atrix elem ents and is
sensitive tothe Z°  ss vector coupling. In the  channel, a com bined
eftright forward-backw ard asym m etry is considered.
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1 Introduction

A -factory isan e*e oollider operating at a center of m ass energy ¢ '

m )? = (101941GeV)?, so that the dom fnant process is the fom ation
of the vector resonance (1020) with spin, parity and charge conjugation
JP¢ =1 . Progcted lum fnosities of 10> 103 am 2s ! at DA NE and
N ovosbirsk fl], would produce m ore than 10'° ’sper year, a high number
that willallow to perfom e high precision experin ents. D i erent possibilities
of testing CP, CPT, chiral Jagrangians, etc, can be found in the rst and
second editions ofthe DA NE Physics Handbook [.

In this paper we are Interested In analyzing the possbilities that a -
factory o ersto study Z interference e ects. T hat is, interference am ong
the -dom inant contrbution toa given nalstateF (asindicated nh Figurel)
and the contrbution of the Z-boson (see for exam ple F igure 2).

The Interference of Figures 1 and 2 is controlled by the ratio of the Z
to  propagators, o its order of magnitude is =M 7 ’ 10 ‘. W ith 10%
events per year it seam s that this nterference could be measured at a -
factory likke DA NE.From this kind of m easurem ent one could isolate the
Z ss coupling, in fact the vector coupling (G; ), because the is a pure
ss vector state. Note that the Z also couples to the axial current so there
is a contrdoution com ing from the nearest-by axial vector resonance (J* ¢ =
1**), the a; (1260). This resonance has a large width ., / 400M &V, =0
at ¢ ' m )? the coupling to the a; (1260) is still big enough to produce
In portant e ects. This interference of Figure 1 w ith Figures 3 and 4 could
give com plem entary inform ation on the a; parameters 3]. In fact the a;
contrbution In Figure 3 is related to ! a; by an isospin rotation.

O ther nearby axialvector resonance w ith a large w idth istheh; (1170), a
JFC = 1* state,butthe and theZ can not couple to this state through the

st—class vector or axialvector currents because i isa CP odd state. The
question of CP viclating Interferences w ill be addressed in a forthcom ing
paper.

Through this paper we will consider only the interference of Figure 1
w ith the Z-m ediated \resonant" contributions of F igures 2, 3 and 4. Non-
resonant contributions w ill be neglected, essentially, because we will only
study hadronic nal states.

T he next point to clarify is where to look for these interference e ects.
That is, we have to choose the best channels and the best observables to



search for these Interferences. First of all we have to kesp In m Ind that
the only way to see these e ects is to ook for distinctive signatures. In a

Z Interference, clearly we only have two signatures of this type. F irst,
the interference of a P-even am plitude with a P-odd one. Second, we can
have the interference ofa C-odd am plitude w ith a C -even one. O foourse the
only kind of signal that unam biguously points towards a Z Interference
isthe rstone, that is, to look for parity violating observables. N evertheless
we will also study C-odd interferences, but rem embering that two photon
Intermm ediate states also contrdbute to these pieces.

T he dom nant decay channels of the are presented in Tabl I. Takinhg
Into acoount the num ber of events necessary to m easure an asymm etry of
10 4, we will concentrate in the rst three channels. Tn addition we will dis—
tinguish two di erent cases : we can consider either unpolarized or polarized
beam s. DA NE, for exam ple, is going to operate w ith unpolarized beam s,
although electron beam polarization is a possibility that can be considered
K1. So we devote the m ain part of the paper to study the unpolarized case
and at the end we w ill consider the polarized case, too.

F irst we analyze the Iim ited possbilitiesso ered by theK *K  and K (K g
channels, and then we w ill study carefully the m ore prom ishg channel.
W e will construct the density m atrix and present the cbservables in the
ee ! ! channels. Again both channels willbe analyzed in the
polarized beam case.

2 ee ! K'K ;KsKy

The a; doesnot couple to K K strongly because ofParity. So In this channel
we only have the nterference of F igure 1 w ith Figure 2. T he relevant piece
would be when the Z couplksto e € through the axial current, so we need
to construct a pssudoscalar quantiy. But kaons have no spoin, and with
unpolarized beam s we don’t have any pssudoscalar to our digposal in this
process.
In conclusion the dom nant channels are not usefiil to m easure the Z

Interference in the case of unpolarized beams. As we will see later, the
situation changes In the case of polarized beam s.



3 ee !

In this channelwe have a particle w ith spin In the nalstate and both and

a; ocouplk to . So the argum ents given in the previous section go Into the
opposite direction, that is, we can expect this channel to be the one where
a Z interference signal at a —factory with unpolarized beam s can be
expected.

3.1 density m atrix ©"t
In theprocesse (1 ; )+e @&; 4+)! k; )+ (o) Prunpolarized nitial
e €' allthe observables are in the -density m atrix °"%, because the pion

hasno spin.

In the center ofmass frame C M .), In the socalled helicity convention
b1, or an electron with momentum 1 and helicity and a positron w ith
momentum 1 and helicity ,,theampliundetoa wih momentum p, and
a wihmomentum k and helicity  is given by ]

X
f.(;)=Nexp@i ) @I+1Hd
J

()T @)

4 7

where ™= ( ; ), = +,(; )arede ned nFigure 5, &, () are
the reduced rotation m atrices about the y-axis, and ’cheTJ;~ are the socalled
reduced helicity am plitudes. In our case, because in alldiagram s €' e couple
to a vector boson, the sum in Equation 1) gets reduced to the tem J = 1.
So we can write Equation {I) in a m ore sinpk way

£.(;)=4d, ()T, @)

To write Equation @), we have chosen the scattering plane as the x-—z
plnede ned in Figure 5. Wehavede ned 3NT'_ = T, . Fially we have
perform ed the approxin ation of neglcting the electron m ass; In this case,
the vector and axial vector currents conserve helicity at the electron vertex.
So the only am plitudes we can have are the oneswih ~ = (+ %; %) or

~ = ( 3;+3),thatmeansthat can take thevalies = += land

xes 7.
In Appendix A we give the °'* density m atrix in general for processes
dom nated by vector boson contributions, that is, for the am plitudes given



by Equation ). Ifwe consider the contrbution of the diagram s in F igures
1 to 4 we can write .

T, =T, ( )+ T, ()+T, @)+ T, @)+ T, ( a;) @

7 7 7 7

whereT , ( ) isthecontrbution ofFigurel, T, ( ;) isthepariy violating
piece In Figure 2, the parity conserving piece in F igure 2 w ill not be consid—
ered, because essentially it has the sam e structure than Figure 1. T, (azf)
and T, (@] ) are respectively the P -conserving and P «violating pieces of F ig—

ure 3. Fhmally T, ( ai) is the contrbution of Figure 4, that violates
parity.

Now i isevidentthat T, ( )and T, @}) areP even and T, @]) ,
T, (z)and T, ( a;)areP odd so they verify []
T, ( jaf) = T , ( jap)

T, (z;a; ai1) = +T ; (g;a; ai) 4)

A Iso from parity conservation nn ! and a; ! decays we have
T, ( H Z) = T ; ( ’ Z)

T, @ja; ai) = +T , @ia; ai) )

Notethata cannotdecay toa wih helicity = 0.From Equations

@) and §) it is possble to w rite all the reduced helicity am plitudes in term s
of the Pllow ing pieces : T1, (), T1a( 2), T1a @5 ), T1a @7 )s T1a ( ai),
Ton @), Tox @) and Toy ( ai). Here the most in portant piece is the
rst one, being the other seven of order 10 * w ith respect to the st one, at
Jeast.
U sing the equations in Appendix A we get for the cross section

Z

- $a = Tia( )F ©)
4 o3 O

d — outy _ 3_ Tl,-l (az;i)

a - Tr( ) = 16 f1+ o ) + 4Re[T7()]oos g (7)

1;1



wih the polar angk ofthe wih respect to the electron beam .
In Equation {§) we give the integrated cross section. In fact this equation
xes the nom alization ofthe reduced helicity am plitudes. Equations (&) and
(1) are valid under the assum ption of using the electrom agnetic am plitude
squared and the -Z interference. Aswe can see in Equation (1), it appears
forthe rsttinea Z interference. The second temm in the right hand side
(rths) ofEquation ) gives a orward-backward asymm etry as one would
expect from an Interference of the vector vector (V-V) pice In diagram 1
w ih the axial axial A -A) piece in diagram 3. Ik must be stressed at this
tin e that, In general, any Interference of the type V-V)@A-A) can also be
produced by interference of diagram 1 w ith two photon processes. N ote that
the 2 contrbution is P-even and C-even as the A -A) pice in Figure 3.
Two photons In the intem ediate state can not couple to any 0 resonance
because ofhelicity supresion. Landau-Y ang theorem [§] forbids the coupling
of two real photons to 1 states, so i ram ains the resonant contribution

ete ! ! al ! where the virtualphoton  iscouplkd to % or!.
From reference []], we can obtain a rigurous lower bound for this contri-
bution provided the amplitudesal ! % ,a& 1 1, %1 and ! !

are known. These can be borrowed from the soin-1 chiral Lagrangian of ref.
B1 based on an extended Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio model of QCD . W ith these
nputs we get for the ratio of the absorptive part of the ( °;!) am plitude
to the weak am plitude :

Pa! ee) jJ
AR ! e lyex]
A though this result Indicates that the natural order ofm agnitude of the
contribution to the forw ard-backw ard asym m etry is lJargerthan the weak
one, £ m ust be stressed that there is also the contribution ofthe disper-
sive part. The forward-backward asym m etry com es from an interference, so
one can get som e cancellation or enhancem ent between the absorptive and
dispersive pieces. Thus no de nite conclusion about electrom agnetic or
weak dom inance can be extracted from equation (§) tilla com plete analysis
ofthe processe’ e ! ! a; hasbeen done f9].
T he next set of cbservables that can be m easured in this channel corre-
goond to the alignm ents ofthe , that is, the second-rank m ultipolar param —
eters by , de ned in Appendix A . For these observables we get

85 @)



d 14
T Ee()= g )
S
d—t21() iasm fRe[lp; @ )T, ( )]
d ! 5 !
+ dcos Im [Ty )+ Ton(  a1)) Ty, ( )g  (10)
S
d () = Eﬂf g ()T
d ’ 5 2 !
+2iIm [((T15 @)+ Tia( a)) Ty ()1 (11)

From Equations @0) and (1) we can see that the in aghary parts oftp;;
and t;; contain parity violating pieces of the type (V-V) (V-A), both from
Figures 3 and 4, so these termm s unam biguously point to a Z interference.
Tt must be stressed that the am plitudes that interfere in these cbservables
m ust be not relatively real, this points out to T odd cbservables as we w ill
see. Note that F igure 2 does not contribute to these Parity violating pieces
, 0 the Z-ss coupling w ill appear only from the diagram ofF igure 4, where
there is a contrbution proportional to g5 . In Equation (I(Q) we have an
additional P conserving Z Interference that can get contrdbution also
from diagram s w ih two photons.

Foroom pktenesswe also givethe rstrankmultipolarparam eterstyy ( ),
but in a m ore standard notation of polarization com ponents. The angular
distrdoutions of the polarization along the x/, y’ and z’ axesde ned in F igure
5 are given by

d
g Eel) = 2Rela @)+ Toa( a1)) Tyy( )lsh oos (12)
d A )
d_ PyO ()= 2Im |I0;1 (al )Tl;l ( )lsin 13)
d \
d_PZO( ) = 2Re[(T1;l (a1)+ Tl;l( al))Tl;]_( )] (1+ Cosz )
+ 4Re[l15( )T, ( )] oos 14)

6



A s iswellkknown, the only parity-violating polarizations are w ithin the
scattering plane, and correspond to Pyo and P,o. Pyo, being a T odd ob-
servable, needs a relative phase am ong interfering am plitudes. Ik has to be
pointed out that these polarization interferences are rather di cult to m ea—
sure. Looking at the ! channel is uselkss, because the pions have
no spin, and decays through a parity conserving interaction The * decay
channels are badly m easured so we do not know if there is som e channel
w ith branching ratio at the level of 10 3 that can be used to m easure the

polarization. In any case if there is such a channel, even a polarization at
the 10 ° level is going to be di cult to m easure. So we will not consider
“polarization asbeing a m easurable quantity at a -factory, at last at the

required kevel of accuracy to see -Z Interference in the channels.
In order to m easure the ° polarization, there is a channel that probably
could be used: %! 7 whose branching ratio is of order 10 2. T

any case sensitivities to the levelof 10 * seam di cult to obtain. It must be
stressed that there is only the second piece in the rh s. of Equation (14) that
can contrbute to polarizethe °,a; ! ° ° is orbidden by C, therefore only
the interference w ith F igure 2 can contribute to the ° ° channel. Being this
piece sensitive to the Z  ss vector coupling (g5 ), i would be interesting to
analyze the sensitivity to ¢ of a triple correlation in the process e’ e !
\ L 0 0 1 ( + ) 0 @].

E xoept for this Jast comm ent, we m ust conclude that although there are
several pieces sensitive to the Z interference In our cbservables , it looks
hard ifnot in possble to m easure the contrbution ofg; com ing from Figure
2 w ith unpolarized beam s.

32 The -density matrix °*and the Z ss coupling

Let us try to understand Equations ) to (14) in a sinpk way. Equations
@2), @3) and @14) areproportionaltohs (K+ I )i hS,i hs K I)i

hSyoi and hs Ki  hS,ii respectively, so clearly Sy and S, are P-odd and
T even, consequently they are proportional to the \real" part of a pariy—
violating interference. O n the contrary S0 is P-even and T -odd and then it
is proportional to the \im aginary" part of a parity-conserving interference.
Note also that Sy0o and S0 are a combination of the S operators, so they
need two di erent am plitudes that di er by one unit in the helicity of the



. However F igure 2 does not populate the in the helicity state = 0, =0
it can only contribute to P,o. The other results ollow inm ediatelly from the
previous argum ents.

If we take Into acoount the follow Ing relations for the soherical com po-—
nents of the tensor polarization

T, /  (BSZH S?%) as)
Ton /  (S4Sg0+ Sz08:) / (Sx0S0+ Sz0Sy0) + 1(Sy0S,0+ Sz0S0)

Toz / ST/ Sk S+ 1(Sy0Sy0+ SyoSy0)

it isquite easy to understand the result in E quations (), 10) and @1). hT,,01,
being proportional to Sf, must be P-even and T -even, thus the forward-
backward asymm etry is proportional to the \real" part of a P-conserving
Interference. HI,; 1 has two pieces, the real part proportional to h(SyeS 0 +

S,0840)1 must be P-even and T -even, and so proportionalto the \real" part
of a P-conserving Interference, as it is. The in aghhary part of hT,;; 1 is pro—
portionalto h(SyeS,0 + S,0S,0)i, and so it is P-odd and T -odd, consequently
it gives the \in agihary" part of a parity-violating interference. T he reason
why F igure 2 does not contribute to T;;; isagai the absence ofpopulation In
the = 0 helicity state ofthe .Being T,; linearwith Sy the contrlbutions
to HT;; 1 are proportional to the interference of two am plitudes di ering by
one unit in the -heliciy. On the contrary Figure 4 is proportional to ¢

and it contributes to this P +iolating piece.

Finally from the last of Egs. ({3), the in aginary part of HT, ;1 is itself
the in agihary part ofa P -violating interference, because Sy0S0 isP-odd and
T-odd. W hy Figure 2 does not contribute to this piece ?. Iffwe study only
contrbutions from Figure 1 and 2, our process can be studied as a two step
process : rst the fom ation of a polarized and aligned , polarized by the
Interference of Figures 1 and 2, and aligned (just &) by Figure 1 alone,
followed by tsdecay A ! B J = 1) + C, i can be checked than in
order to cbtain t,, 6 0 for the B-particke (of spin 1) , it is necessary to
have the A -particke aligned. This is why Figure 1 contrdbutes to the real
partoft,; P-even and T -even) and why F Igure 2 does not contrbute to the
In aghhary part oftp,, P-odd and T -odd); F igure 2 doesnot alignethe and
consequently does not contribute to ., . N ote that In this argum ent we have
notused the factthat T, ( )and T, ( z) have the sam e relative phases,



that also inplies Im () = 0 from Figure 2. O nce again this argum ent does
not apply to F igure 4, which also contrbutes to Eq. @15).

In conclusion, we understand why ¢; com Ing from F igure 2 appears only
in the second piece 0fP,o( ). Therefre, wih unpolarized beam s it seam s
di cul to extract g from the contrbution ofF igure 2 with -factory data,
although there is still the contribution of F igure 4, proportionalto ¢ too.

4 QObservablesinee ! ¥ Lot 9
Tom easure them ultipolar param eters of , one hasto look at the correlated
decay of the . To be speci ¢ we will consider the channel and the
subsequent decay * ! * 0, that for our purpose has 100% branching
ratio. The amplitude ora * wih third com ponent of spin  to decay to
* 0 (* in thedirection ;) i its center ofm ass fram e is given by
31w
£f(q1)= (4—)2D 0 (17 170)T 16)
The sihgle in portant factor here is the rotation m atrix D (,?o)( 17 1;0).
1 isthe direction ofthe * intheC M .ofthe ,with respect to the axeswe
havede ned n Figure 5 &’,y’,z’). T istheunigue reduced helicity am plitude
present here, so it willbe controlled by thewidth (* !  * 9 = 7§,
Having this channel 100$ branching ratio, we can take I ¥ equal to the
totalw idth ofthe , and so we get

& 1Xf( ) S ()E o( 1) 7)
= 1 .0 0 1
dd 1 jI‘:f ; 0 ’

This expresion represents the di erential cross section orete !
and the subsequent decay * ! ¥ %®inthee’'e CM .frame and expressed
ntemsof = (; Yand 1= (1; 1),theangkofthe * mthe * CM ..
The resul of Eq. {17) is ndependent of the dynam ics (T) of decay. Note
that Ol:lto is invarant under a boost along the direction ofm otion of the
Tt isnow straight-forward to get

+

a . " 1 P—X o
= d_(e e ! )4— L 100 Dy,o( 17 170&x ()] (18)

N




A's we have previously discussed, the multipolar parameters v (the
usual polarizations) have disappeared from the nal angular distrioution,
and only the second-rank m ultijpolar param eters can be m easured. So our

nalexpresion forthe *  channelis

i 9 e t 7 ) fl0+ of ) + 4R Tl"1(‘51]1%)] |sir?
= O e cos Smn
dd 128 2 E;l( ) '
To. @2 Toq @) + Ty, a
+[ReLT70’1(l)]oos1+Im[0’1(1) oa { l)]oos sh ,4sh sh ,
120 ) Tia( )
T, @ ) + T,.
ws 1 + bos@ 1) 2Tm LEE )T (1'1)( 21 ) 15n@ 1) lsin? st 19
1;1

19

A s can be seen from this expresion, the Z Interference has produced
four new asymm etries, one of them also present at the * level. Two of
them violate parity and the other two are parity conserving. These asym —
m etries can be extracted by tting the real data with Equation (L9) or by
m easuring the follow ing cbservables

Tip @)

hos i= R 20
s i em] 20)
, 3 Toq @)
hoo = (—)’Re(——2~ 21
S 100s 11 (16) eLIl;l( )] 21)
A\

hoos cos Lsin is ~ oy Tm por @)t Tal @, o)

4 16 Tia ()

A\
hsn2 Li= }Im [Tl;l @)+ Tya( al)] 23)
2 T ()

From (B 4) we see that the coupling does not change when going from
the * tothe ¥ channel but from 8 12) the a; coupling changes sign
from * to ' .SoEquation {19) willalso bevalid orthe ' chan-
nel, except that all the asym m etries w ill change sign. From B 11)) we know
that the a; does not couple to ° ?, so in this channel these our asymm e—
tries vanish. A though we have derived these resuls from Isospin, actually

10



they can also be obtained from C invarance of strong and electrom agnetic
Interactions, and so this result ism ore general. Tt m ust be pointed out that,
by com paring di erent charge channels, one can elin inate som e system atic
errors, for exam ple, by perform ing the ratio of the di erence over the sum of
the © and " channels.

Equation (I9) has been obtained under the assum ption of the narrow
w idth aproxin ation for the , thism eans that the In agihary parts of equa-
tions £2) and 3) com es from the relative phase am ong the and a; prop—
agatorsat the peak. Ifthe nitewidth ofthe istaken into account, three
Interm ediate resonant ‘s have to be ncluded in Figures1 and 2, and * and

In Figures 3 and 4. T his fact w illbring m ore phases into the gam e in such
a way that the results in equations €2) and {3) will change. These com —
plications w ill be considered num erically In the next section. N evertheless,
we must stress that the Inclusion of these additional nterferences does not
change the argum ent in section 3.3 about the absence of any contribution of
Figure 2 to the dbservable (£3). In fact, the parity violating piece of F igures
1 and 2 w ith three pions In the nalstate is proportionalto an antisym m et—
ric Jeptonic tensor contracted w ith a "sym m etric" hadronic tensor, thus this
contribution vanishes. N ote that there is only one form factor for the m atrix
elem ent of the vector current between three pions and the vacuum , so in the
three pion channel this interference is never present, even ifwe include nie
w idths and interference of three Interm ediate ’s.

5 Num erical results: unpolarized beam s

Now wew ill present our estin ate ofthe four asym m etries appearing n Equa-
tion ({9). Let us for exam ple concentrate in the one that gives a forward-
backward asymm etry at the level.

(os > 0) s <0) 3 3. Ti.@%)
Apg = = —hos 1= —-Re[——] (24)
(cos > 0)+ (s < 0) 2 2 Tia ()
From Equation € 12) and € 17) we get
9 G j ' ] . Pa,
Apg = B ( qu)zojfzx (QZ)]%l(qj).jRebml ﬁ] 25)
2 2 4 k Fv @) 3 @3 P ()

11



w here we have substituted the couplings of the standard m odel, and also we

have introduced a potential relative phase am ongFa A7 and Fy ,m ore lkely

w = 0or .Now we need values forallthe form factors appearing in £3).
From thewidth ! e'e [B],Equation B 2), weget

Fv M %)j= 0242Gev? 26)

From ! a; , that can be roughly extracted from thethreepion channel
[[Q], we get using @ .9)

Fa e’ MZ)j= 0198Gev? @7)

This result is also jn agreement with a recent lattice caloulation [1],
taking into acocount an 2 factor of di erence in the nom alization. From
Pt Bland Equation @ 5) we get

3 M ?)j= 110Gev * ©8)

F inally, assum ing that a; decays dom inantly 3]to and taking a w idth
of400M &V we get

Pold " MZ)3 395Gev * 9)

P MZ)3 308Gev * (30)

In principle, there is no apparent dynam ical reason why A, should be
much bigger than A, or viceversa. Just for illistrative purypose, we can
quote than In the m odel of reference {12] the ratio A=A, gets the valie

1:19. In this particularm odel, Equation {8 13) and ,, = 400M eV trans-
late into the ollow ing values: Ayj’ 269GeV ! and A3’ 226GeV 1.
ARGUS collaboration has also m easured the A=A, ratio (S=D ratio) [3]
and these results agree, w ithin errors, w ith the calculation of reference {[2].
Then, to estin ate the asymm etries we w ill use these values from ARGUS
m easuram ents, but kesping in m ind that the resultsm ay slightly di er from
our estin ates, because the data are not good enough in the region. In fact,
ifonly the lin its given by Egs. €9) and (30) were considered, all observables
could reach values 14 higher than our estin ated resuls.

So jast using experin ental values and assum ing no of -dependence or the
Aq(F)jom factorwe get

12



Rrs @7 MZ)37 163 10 3;Re£ej”l%—((f)]j 31)
P (@)
A —factory isgoing to operate essentially at the -peak, also the Brei—
W Igner structure can not be extrapolated from the -peak m ore than a few
tin es the width , 0o wede nethevariable asd= M + )% and

we w ill consider only the range 2 2 for ilhistrations.
Forpure BreitW igner structuresas in € 6) we get
P M

P (qZ) Ma1 al
where G ( ) is the function
1+g()EC) £() g

)
=f 1
¢ ) 1+f2()+ll+f2()g G3)

and the fand g functions are de ned as follow s

G()=2 (4——) 34)
F()= xt— () 35)
T M., L ¢

x= M2 M?%*=M, a).For , = 400M &V x gets the value 0.98. The
real part of Equation (37) vanishes for ' 1=@x) and the inaghary one
equalsto zero at ' x=2. These cancellations m ake di cul to give any
precise value orArp , taking into acocount: the uncertainties in  ,, , the poor
approxin ation that represents the pure B reit-W igner structure forthe a; and
the lack ofknow ledge ofw; . Up to unfortunate cancellations, it is the factor
™ )=M o, o)’ 948 10 ° that setsthe scale in Equation 2).

So a reasonablk estin ate of Equation @31) would be to take = 0 and
w1 = 0. In that casewe get, always or ,, = 400M &V

Prs &7 M;)j”:o r 76 10 ° (36)

In Figure 6 we have pbtted G () or ,, = 400M &V, and, as far as
orders of m agnitude are concemed, it can be seen that both the realand the
In agihary parts ofG ( ) are sin ilar.
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Com paring Equations € 17) and € 186), i is evident that, up to m inor
kinem atical changes, Re [io 2 (al ]isequalto hoos i exoept for the change A,
by Ay, sowe get in the sam e spmtthan E quation @5)

01(31 6
J.-0’ 631 10 @37)
Re [Tm °

Using € 3), € 14) and € 17), we can give the parity violating asymm e~
tries .n Equations @2) and £3), orsin? ; = 023

\Y%
jm [TO;l (al ) + TO;l ( al) ]j”:o ’
Tia( )

527 10 *9m [ i9 % (! ete))

P
527 10 >4 Im [Pal] 038 fRe>1j=

485 10 *+ 14495910 °7 298 10 ° (38)

T, @)+ Ty, a
I | 11 @) 12 ( 1)
Tia( )

T3-0’ (396 10 *+147%5910 °7 242 10 °

39)
A swe can see, the dom inant piece com es from F igure 4, and so it is propor-
tionalto gj . N evertheless these asym m etries are di cult to bem easured at
a -factory. For the observables (22) and (23) these resuls translate into

hoos oos ;s ;i= 258 10 ' (40)
hsh?2 ;i= 121 10 ° 41)
If nite width e ects are included ( = 150M &V ) by introducing three

ntemediate ’'sin Figure 1 and * and In Figures 3 and 4 the results
change a little bit. These observables have to be integrated over som e region
of the nvariant m ass of the * system . If we take this region to be
[ )2; m + )21, inside the phase space and a pure Breit-W igner
structure for the -propagatorwe get

14



hoos oos ;s ;i= 121 10 ' @2)

hsin2 ;i= 135 10 ° 43)

A s can be seen from these results, the narrow width approxin ation is
quite good forhsin 2 i, but forhoos oos ; sin 11 the corrections due to the
nie (and large) width ofthe beocom e Inportant.

6 Polarized beam s : LeftR ight asym m etries

A spreviously m entioned, at a —factory ke DA NE , in principlk it would
be possble to operate the m achine w ith polarized electrons w ithout a seri-
ous drawback in its im inosity 4]. So we will consider i this section the
case when elkctrons are Iongitudinally polarized, w ith polarization P, and
positrons are unpolarized. In this situation it is easy to construct a pssu-
doscalar quantity, as is the case for the socalled ¥eftright asym m etry

Apr = ©) L2 (44)
)+ (P)
where (P) is the integrated cross section for a given channel F when the
initial electron is Jongitudinally polarized w ith value P. T his asym m etry w ill
arise from the interference of the diagram s in Figure 1 and 2, for any decay
channel.

Note that if we Integrate over the F variabls, the hadronic tensor is
symm etric and the sym m etric part of the Jeptonic tensor is the sam e both
for the lrading term ocom ng from the Figure 1 —P independent —and the
Interference w ith Figure 2 — this piece beihg proportional to P — . Other
diagram s do not contrbute at lading order to this observable. Taking this
fact into acoount, wecan write @ ) as

16 Gr . By

p= ) (
2 4 Qs

Thus we conclude that in the ratio of Equation #4), all the hadronic

dependence w ill cancel out for any decay channel. Then the result willbe

)= =001+

)P 1] (45)
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12 Gpdf
Arg = —
LR 19—2(4

)gS P (46)

where g; is the vector coupling ofthe Z to ss and we have used gy = % and
Qs = % de ned in Appendix C .W e have supposed -dom nance for all the
channelsF .

Equation @) is valid for all decay channels and is value or o / M 2
and sh® ; = 023is1:94 10 “P . So from the statistical point of view, it
probably could bem easured at DA NE by going to the dom inant channels,
thatis, K 'K ,KsK; and , ifa polarized beam ofelctrons is used.

O ther cbservables can be de ned for each particular channel. A Left-
Right di erential asymm etry (not Integrated In ) can be de ned by

(P

(P

+1) (P = 1)

+1+ - (P = 1)

Arg ()= @7)

From these cbservableswe can recover Eq. (44) by integrating num erator
and denom inator ssparately. For the channel, for exam ple, we get

2RefE2te) 11+ cof )+ ARef B Tl 2
Aprg ()= = - (48)
1+ cog )
that cbviously reproduces Eq. (4) and veri es the relation
Arg ( = 0)=Ppo( = 0) 49)

as can be checked from Eq. ((4). This last relation is a direct consequence
ofangularm om entum conservation and helicity conservation at the leptonic
vertex. From this general relation we have a consistency chedk between Eq.
@8) and Eq. @4).

Com paringEgs. (48) and {14), we can see that the angulardependences of
the di erential eft—right asym m etry forpolarized beam s, and the longitudinal
polarization ofthe frunpolarized beam s are exchanged. In Eq. (14), the
term with cos is due to Party violation In the leptonic vertex, that is, it
com es from the decay ofa polarized , whereastheterm wih (1+ oos? ) is
due to Parity violation In  decay or interference w ith a ;-decay. However,

16



In the case of nitialbeam polarization, the tem w ith parity viclation in the
Jeptonic vertex nduces a leftright asym m etry even in the total cross section.
From Eq. #8), one can buid a combined keft-right forward-backward

asymm etry as

FB r (cos > 0) r (Cos < 0) Llos >0+ (s < 0)
ATE = (50)
Rlos >0)+ goos <0)+ (s >0+ (s < 0)

to separate out the two tem s in Eq. @8). Under the assum ptions for the
a;-vertex form factors discussed in Section 5, we get AYE 7 345 10 °.

7 Conclusions

A general analysis of the possibilities of m easuring Z interference at
a —factory has been worked out. For the case of unpolarized beam s we
have Iooked carefully to the K *K , K Kg and channels. The rsttwo
channels do not present any distinctive signature of the Interference. The

channel presents several signatures of the Z interference through
party violating cbservables, taking into account that the Z boson couples
through the axial current to the a;-m eson that dom inantly decays to i
is rather unfortunate the fact that the interference of Figures 1 and 2 only
contributes to the  longiudinal polarization, a di cult cbservable to be
m easured. N evertheless g; enters In otherasym m etriesthrough alignm ents,
but the nalvaluesofthese cbservabls are rather an all. C-odd asym m etries
com ing from the V-V ) @A-A) Interference are ofthe order 10 5,probab]y also
out of DA NE perform ances, in addition other non-weak contribution has
to be com puted to give a de nite prediction for hcos i and hoos ; cos 1.
Potentially interesting two photon physics could also be present in these
cbservables.

In the case of e"e collision at ¢ / M ? with longitudinally polarized
electrons and unpolarized positrons, we have obtained that In every chan—
nel there is a leftright asymmetry of order 2 10 *, free from hadronic
uncertainties at leading order and sensitive to the vector coupling of the Z
to the quark s. From the statistical point of view, this asymm etry seem s
to be reachablk by DA NE operating w ih polarized electrons. W e have
also de ned a combined keftright forwardbackward asymm etry to extract

17



the (P-odd,T-even) a; interference. Its value ismuch an aller than the
leftright asym m etry.
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APPEND IX A

The °“*matrix forthe can be written, in the case of unpolarized beam s,
as

out :X . . :X 1 dl
(7)o £ )t () d, ()d, ()T, T, @l

’

Tn its center ofm ass fram e or in any boosted fram e along z/, °“* can be
w ritten as

out 1 23

= T 2
Tr(f) 23+ 1., fu T &2

where the irreduchble tensor operators are refered to the x’ ,y’ ,z’ system

de ned by the helicity convention in Figure 5. D e nition and nom alization

of Tr » Dllow s the conventions in reference 3], the physical cbservables of
the willbe given by

X
Tr( out)tL;M ()= Tr(outTL;M ) = ( OUt) ; oC 1IL1j M 0) A 3)

; 0
The multipole parameters t,y = ( )" &, y de ne completely the °°*
density m atrix.
For com plkteness, we also give the polarization In tem s of the m ulti-
polar param eters

Po= ({@s G; 1)= 2Rely;] @ 4)

Pyo=diga+ 4; 1)= 2Imga] A 5)
P_

Po= 2t, @& 6)
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APPEND IX B

In what follows, we shall de ne the form factors needed to perfom e our
calculation. Also we shall give expressions of related processes where to
m easure these form factors.

T he vector form factor is de ned by

h@!)j <0 0 30i= Fy )" (9 ® 1)
it represents the coupling of the strange quark vector current toa ofmo-
mentum g and helicity !, " (! ;q) is the polarization fourwector of the

W ith the oneparticle statesnom alized to RE) 2 )® (g &) |, 0, a straight-
forward calculation forthe width of golngtoe e gives the result
4 2 FyMAF

lete = 27 M 3 B 2)

The m ost generalm atrix elem ent ofa with m om entum g and helicity
!,gongtoa wihmomentum k and helicity and a pion ofm om entum p
is

h & ) () 3JH j @!i=1@?) k"(tie) g (7K) B 3)

where ( K) isthe polarzation fourwector ofthe . This result depends
upon Lorentz invariance, lnearity wih the and wave functions, and
parity conservation. W ede ne '/ © () corresponding to the three channels

o, " and ° 9. By usihg isospin we get
@)= "= @@= °d ® 4)
From (B 3) we obtain
. X3 M )7
1 = 5
( ) 12 B 5)
ifwe neglect the m ass di erence betiween the ° and the
The axial form factors are de ned in the follow ing way
1 0 . DA
shei@!)] w0 5 4 0) a0 5 40)J0i=Fa )" (;9) B6)

2
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1
na, <q;!>j19—E 0 @) 5 gm0 JOi=F, &) " (9 ®.7)

The notation isthe ssmeasin @ 1). Because the a; is isovector, we have
the contrbution of the isovector axialvector current. From isospin we have

Fa ) =F @)= F, ) ® 8)
By treating the a; in the narrow width approxin ation, one can extract
{{Q] from ! an aproxin ate experin entaldata for !  a; . For
this process we get
G2z M’ M 2 M 2
(1A= S Vud FaMDF 0 50 a2 ) 69
a

Here ,V, 4 is the corresponding elem ent of the C abibboK cbayashiM askawa
m atrix, and the rest of the notation is s=lf explanatory.

Them ost generalm atrix elem ent ofan a; with m om entum g and helicity
! going to is

hig; ) ) jHs Ja@)i= A7 P g (&) k "( ;9
M2 k

+AT* ) £ g i@ R ta (R ki) )g

® .10)

Here we have two form factors: Afj;k contrbutes to the am plitudes where

the isin the +1 or -1 helicity state, and A7 to the 0 helicity state of the

. The general structure B 10) depends upon the sam e asum ptions we have
used n B 3). The indices i, j k indicate the corresponding charges of each
channel. From Isosgpoin we have

e P=
AR =7 2Cc (1114 L)A ® 11)
in such a way the a) doesnot decay to ° ° and
A :A+;;0: A &;OZAO;; — A 0; ® 12)
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W e must point out that both § 3) and B 1Q) are valid for and
both on shell, otherw ise there would be other dependences w ith is nvariant

m asses.
T he w idth ofthe a; is given by

i 3 ok
a!

5=2 2 2 2 2 2

™M ;M ;M %) 8M “M

= LA A S Ao k) 2 + A" Fg
768 M SM 2 M2+M2 M2)?

® 13)

Separate Infom ation on A, and A; needs additional inform ation about
the a;-decay, that could be extracted through a careful analysis of the !

decay 3]
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APPEND IX C

In this section, we present the calculation of the reduced helicity am plitudes
ofthee'e ! * process. TheKinematicsintheC M . frameofthee’ e
system (orthe system ) isde ned by

1= E;00;1D) qa=@06+1) ca)
L= E;0;0; )  ©O;K =7 (KFk’sh ;0;Kcos )
k = &% Kjsin ;0;%joos ) ( L;K)= #5(0jcos ; i sin )

The am plitudes we need corresoond to the diagram s in Figures 1 to 4.
Every vertex has been previously de ned in Appendix B. The and the
a; propagators w ill be taken as pure BreitW igner distributions, although,
m ore sophisticated versions can be taken if necessary. R elative phases have
been inposed by the T properties of the currents, in such a way that rela—
tive in agihary pieces com e essentially from the BreitW igner structure. The
Feynm an am plitudes corresponding to diagram s 1 to 3 are

4
Mo, ()= F5 0y @) @’ @V (+; ) ( %k g
C2)
8Gr 5
M E () = rp?gst«f) @ )P @V (+; )+ @A (7 )]
( %)k g € 3)
. 8G ¢
M2 ()= @?gsAFA@Z)Pal(qZ)bvv (+7 )+ @B (+; )]
M 2 & 9
A1 () qz(k o Y B @+ AcdIE (KR gC 4)
T he am plitude corresponding to diagram 4, M Ha,% , can be ocbtained from
M % . by taking gy = 0, and perform ing the substitution
4
g ! —P @Fyv )Fo.5 C 5)

S
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In thisexpresions, Qs = < isthe squark charge, gy = %+ sin?  and

3
gy = ; arethe Z couplings to kptons, g3 = 3 is the isovector axiakvector
coupling to light quarks, and g = ; + :sih’ y is the vector coupling of

the Z to the squarks. Note that the precise nom alization of the currents
entering in the form factors isde ned n ®_..7). P () and P, () are the

and a; propagators respectively. W e will take the usual BreitW igner
structure

1

P )= RISy (o)
and the m atrix elem ent of the Jeptonic currents are given by
V (7 4)=v@L; +) ud; )=2E PP (O +530)
A ( j+)=vds; +) sul; )=2E Lo 0;154( +):0)
Cc.7)

Tt m ust be stressed that the weak ham iltonian entering in the am plitude
M. f‘; is a pure non—kptonic one, so there can be additional contributions.
D oubl Cabibbo suppressed charged current contributions are also present.
From the analysis [14], the QCD correctionsgive rise to the factor ' 15 i

€ 8). The diagram in Figure 4 has been recently considered in ref {5], as

\the parity violating piece ofthe weak decay ! " in the context ofC hiral

Perturbation T heory for vectorm esons. W e w ill not follow this calculation,

because a;-dom nance has not been included, as the experim ental data in
! f13] indicate, even at 1 GV .

On the -peak the (rhs.) of (€ .5) can be written as
9 g !

i B x:(

ete) C 8)

in such away that orsin® ; = 023, it is3:3 tin esbigger than the (Lhs.)
n €3).
F inally the nom alization in Equations € 2), € 3) and € 4) issuch that

Z

1 Fkdp 1 X
e ! )= — P

8¢ 2K°20°2 2

;o+ 7

M,., (+anf Y@ kx p

c.9)
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From the -diagram we get

s , , 12 (lete) (0T )
e e ! )der w2 PEREVEICEVIERE € 10)

w here the equality holds in the range w here the o -dependence ofFy () and
@?) can be neglected, a very good aproxin ation arround the -peak.
A lengthy but straightforward calculation has allowed to check the rela—
tion
M., ()=K£f.() € 11)

ro+r

rboth and a; contrbutions. K is a o-dependent constant that takes
care of the di erent nom alizations in Equation € .9) and (7) and ).
Finally we get the ollow ng results

p_
KTi2( )= 4 2 Q¢ %jFy &) @ )P &) C 12)
KTin( z)= 8Grd g o ¥jFyv &) @)P ) C 13)
vy xF
KTos@ )= 8Grd Gvgm o e ) Ay )P, ) C 14)
_— %7
KTi;@ )= 8Grd Oy s "o Fa @)A1 )P, &) C 15)
AL xF
KTop @)= 8Grd Galsa o e ) Ay )P, ) C 16)

a
=

KT, @)=8Grd Gagm i—jFA @)A1 ()P, &) 7)

KTop( aj;)andKTyp( aj;) canbedbtained from € 14) and € 15)
respectively Just perform ing the substitution € 5).
T he follow ing relations have been checked out explicitly
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)= T 12( ) € 18)

Tia(z2)= Ty, 1(2)=T 1; 1(z)= T 12( z) € 19)
Toa@y; @a1) = To, 1@ ; ai) (C 20)
T1, @) ; ai)= Ty, 1@]; ay)) = T 1a@; ai)=T 1, 1@]; ai)
Ton @) =  To 1@)) C 21)
Tian@)= Ty1@) = T.@)= T, :6@0)

These are equivalent to Equations () and @).

26



R eferences

[L]1 G.Vignola, Proceeding of the W orshop on Physics and D etectors for
DA NE, ed G .Pancheri, (INFN, Frascati1991), p.11.
A .N . Skrinsky,P roceeding of the W orshop on P hysics and D etectors for
DA NE, ed G .Pancherd, (INFN, Frascati1991), p. 67.

R] The DA NE Physics Handoook, eds L. M aiani, G . Pancheri and
N Paver, (INFN, Frascati1992).
The Second DA NE Physics Handbook, eds L .M aiani, G .Pancheriand
N Paver, (INFN, Frascati1995).

B] Particlke D ata G roup, M . AguilarBeniez et al,, Phys. Rev.D 50, 1173
(1994).

[4] P rivate com unication by G .V ignola.

B]AD.Martin, T D. Speam an, \Elm entary Particle Theory", North—
Holland, Am sterdam 1970.

6] LD . Landau, Dokl Akad. Nawk., USSR 60, 207 (1948). Sum ary in
English in Phys. Abstracts A 52, 125 (1949).
C N.Yang, Phys.Rev. 77, 242 (1950).

[7] JH .Kuhn,J.Kaplhn andE G O .Sa ani,NucL Phys.B 157,125 (1979)
B] J.Prades, Z.Phys C 63, 491 (1994)
O] W ork in progress.

LO]W T .Ford,Nucl Phys.B (Proc. Suppl) 40, 191 (1995).
JH .Kuhn and A . Santam aria, Z . Phys. C 48 , 445 (1990).

L1]M .W ingate, T.DeGrand, S. Collins, and U . Heller, Phys. Rev. Lett.
74,4596 (1995).

[12] N . Isgur, C .M omingstar and C . Reader, Phys. Rev.D 39, 1357 (1989).

[13] ARGUS Collaboration, H . A Ioretch et al,, Z.Phys.C 58, 61 (1993).

27



4] J.Dai, M J. Savage, J. L1 and R . Springer, Phys. Lett. B271, 403
(1991).

[L5] E .Jenkins, A .M anchar, and M .W ise, Phys.Rev. Lett. 75, 2272 (1995).

28



Table C aptions

Table I:Dom nant decay channels.
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Table I

(1020) I®@"¢)=0 @ )

M ass M = 1019413 0:008M &V
Width =443 006M eV
Decay modes | Fraction ;=
K*K (491 0:9)%
KK B43 0%
129 0:)%
* 0 5 09)%
128 0:06)%
0 @31 043) 10°
e e @309 007) 10 °
* 248 034) 10 °
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1:Dom inat diagram for production ata -factory.

Figure 2: Z-mediated production of . V (A) means a vector (axial)
coupling.

Figure 3:Pure a; resonant contrbution, m ediated by Z.

Figure 4: W eak decay of through a;.

Figure 5: Reference systam . (X, y, z ) de ne the axes In theC M . ofthe
e"e system. x/,y’, z') are the corresponding axes n the C M . fram e of
reference.

Figure 6: Realand Im agihary part of G ( ), de ned in Equation (33).
The BreitW igner structure ofthe hasbeen included.
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