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A bstract

W e present a fullaccount ofthe two-loop electroweak,

two-photon m ediated short-distance dispersive K L !

�+ �� decayam plitude.Q CD correctionschangethesign

ofthisam plitudeand reduceitbyan orderofm agnitude.

Thus,theQ CD-corrected two-loop am plituderepresents

onlyasm allfraction(with thecentralvalueof5% )ofthe

one-loop weak short-distance contribution,and has the

sam e sign.In com bination with a recent m easurem ent,

thestandard-m odelprediction oftheshort-distanceam -

plitude,com pleted in this paper,provides a constraint

on the otherwiseuncertain long-distancedispersive am -

plitude.

1 Introduction

Even beforeitwasm easured,theK L ! �+ �� decayhad

provided valuableinsightintotheunderstandingofweak

interactions.The non-observation ofthe K L ! �+ ��

decay at a rate com parable with that ofK + ! �+ ��

showed the im portance ofthe G IM m echanism [1]:the

invention ofthecharm ed quark m adepossibletheneces-

sary suppression ofthe am plitude.Now,equipped with

the resultsofthe new m easurem entsand in view ofthe

forthcom ing data,wetakethisim portantam plitudeun-

derscrutiny.

Theam plitudesin afree-quarkcalculation[2](Fig.1a

and Fig.1b)represented by one-loop (1L)W -box and Z-

exchange diagram s,respectively,exhibited a fortuitous

cancellation of the leading-order contributions.There-

fore,as shown by Voloshin and Shabalin [3],one was
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Figure1:Possible m echanism s forK L ! �+ ��

addressed to considerthetwo-loop (2L)diagram scorre-

spondingtoFig.1casapotentiallyim portantlight-quark

contribution.

The contributionsshown in Fig.1c were broughtto

attention by the m easurem ents [4,5]which indicated

thatthe absorptive partofthe diagram in Fig.1c dom -

inated the rate ofthe K L ! �+ �� decay.Nam ely,nor-

m alizing the am plitudesto the branching ratio

B (K L ! �
+
�
� )= jReA j2 + jIm A j2 ; (1)

and com paring it with the m ost recent BNL m easure-

m ent[4]

B (K L ! �
+
�
� )= (6:86� 0:37)� 10� 9 ; (2)

exhibitsthesaturation by theabsorptive(Im A )part.It

com pletely dom inatesthe K L ! 

 ! �+ �� contribu-

tion,giving the so-called unitarity bound [6]

B abs = (6:8� 0:3)� 10� 9 ; (3)

corresponding to Im A = 8:25 � 10� 5.Com paring the

m easurem ent(2)with the unitarity bound (3),there is

room for a totalReA oforder 2� 10� 5.Thus,the to-

talrealpart ofthe am plitude,being the sum ofshort-

distance (SD)and long-distance (LD)dispersive contri-

butions,

ReA = A SD + A LD ; (4)
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Figure2:Schem atic A rgand diagram ofthe possible interplay of

the am plitudes under consideration

m ust be relatively sm allcom pared with the absorptive

part ofthe am plitude,as illustrated in Fig.2.Such a

sm alltotaldispersive am plitude can be realized either

when the SD and LD partsare both sm all(Fig.2a)or

bypartialcancellation between thesetwoparts(Fig.2b).

Notably,the opposite sign ofSD and LD contributions

(asfavoured by som ecalculations)leavesm orespacefor

an additionalSD contribution.Ifthe SD am plitude is

found tobesm all,thereisnoroom foralargeLD disper-

siveam plitudeA LD .Thisleadsusto reconsiderprevious

SD calculations[3,7]in the nextsection.

Frequently,the SD part has been identi�ed as the

weak contribution represented by the one-loop W -box

and Z-exchange diagram sofFigs.1a and 1b.Thisone-

loop contribution A 1L = A Fig:1a + A Fig:1b isdom inated

bythet-quarkin theloop(proportionaltothesm allK M -

factor �t),and the inclusion ofQ CD corrections [8,9]

doesnotchangethisam plitudeessentially.In thepresent

paperwe stressthatthe diagram ofFig.1c (� �2em G F)

leadsto the sam e SD operatorasthatofpreceding two

diagram s(proportionalto G 2
F).As already pointed out

in [3,10],thecorrespondingtwo-loop diagram swith two

interm ediate virtualphotonshave a short-distance part

A 2L (contained in A Fig:1c = A LD + A 2L) picking up

a potentially sizable contribution from relatively high-

m om entum photons.ThetotalSD am plitude is

A SD = A 1L + A 2L :

By exploringthecontribution from Fig.1cleadingtothe

A 2L am plitude,weisolatethestrongly m odel-dependent

LD dispersive piece.Section 2 is devoted to the calcu-

lation ofthe dispersive two-loop SD am plitude A 2L.In

section 3 we conclude thatthisam plitude enablesusto

predict the possible range ofthe LD dispersive am pli-

tude A LD ,the knowledge ofwhich has been urged by

studiesofthe related rarekaon decays[11].
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Figure 3:The dom inant contributions to the s ! d

 induced

2L diagram s:A 1 for the (c;u) quarks in the loop (a);A 3 for the

(t;c)quarks in the loop (b)
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Figure4:The dom inant B 1 contribution to the s ! d
 induced

2L diagram s

2 D ispersive two-loop SD contri-

bution

A com pletetreatm entofthetwo-loop am plitudeconsid-

ered here is a m issing piece in the literature.There is

an enlightening feature ofthe diagram in Fig.1c:the

loop-m om entum ofthe photon in Fig.1c enables us to

controlthe distinction between the LD and SD contri-

butions from this diagram .W e approach this problem

ofseparating the two contributionsby studying the SD

piece,de�ned by the photon m om enta above som e in-

frared cut-o� ofthe order ofsom e hadronic scale �.A

sensible SD am plitude should have a m ild dependence

on the choice ofthe particularvalue of�.W e calculate

the (two-loop)quark process

s�d ! 

 ! ��� ; (5)

for which we obtain a result proportionalto the left-

handed quark current for the s ! d transition. W e

present the m ain results of the calculation of the full

setof44 electroweak (EW )two-loop diagram sin the ’t

Hooft-Feynm an gauge.Itisconvenienttodistinguish be-

tween three setsofdiagram s,depending on one-particle

irreduciblesubloops{ theA-diagram sgiven by s! d



transitions(ofthetypeshown in Fig.3),theB -diagram s

given by thes! d
 transition (illustrated in Fig.4)and

the C -diagram sgiven by the non-diagonals ! d tran-

sition (shown in Fig.5). W e stress that the s ! d



electroweak insertions are �nite,whereas the divergent

s ! d
 and s ! d insertions require a proper regular-

ization.Forthe externallightquarksathand,we have

used the on-shellsubtraction in the lim it ofvanishing

external4-m om enta.The structure forC -diagram scor-

respondsto the s ! d am plitude regularized to be zero

atthem assshellsofthes-and d-quarks[12],in thelim it

m s;d ! 0,in which wework.
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Figure 5:A genuine Q CD contribution to s ! d�+ �� ,induced

by the s ! d self-penguin transition

After regularization,the e�ective s ! d

 (A-tran-

sition),s! d
 (B -transition)and s! d (C -transition)

havethe structures

A : �����k� �d
�Ls; B : (g��k2 � k
�
k
�)�d
�Ls;

C : �d(
 � k)3Ls; (6)

wherek isthephoton-loop m om entum (which forB -and

C -diagram scoincideswith thes-ord-quark m om entum

inside the loop).Afterregularization,allthree typesof

diagram sare internally gauge invariantwith respectto

Q ED when diagram s with crossed photons are added.

O ther structures,besides those in (6),are present for

(A)s! d

 and (B )s! d
 diagram s,butdo notcon-

tributeto thetwo-loop quark process(5)when diagram s

with crossed and uncrossed photonsaresum m ed.

Thetwo-loop am plituderesulting from theA,B and

C subloopsin (6)acquiresthe form

M
q

2
 =
iG F

2
p
2

�2

�2
�q fA q + B q + Cqg(�d


�
Ls)(�u
�
5v);

(7)

which is proportionalto the sam e operatorasthat ap-

pearing in the one-loop am plitude [8,9].Sum m ing over

the quark 
avours (q = u;c;t) in the loop gives us a

generalam plitude as

M (s�d ! ���)=
X

q

�qM
q

= �u(M
u
� M

c)+ �t(M
t
� M

c)

= � �uM
(c;u)+ �tM

(t;c)
; (8)

explicitly exposingtheG IM m echanism (the�q’sarethe

appropriate K M factors).After em bedding the s�d (d�s)

in the m eson �K 0 (K 0),the physicalCP-conserving am -

plitude takesthe form

A (K L ! ���)C P-cons = � �uA
(c;u)+ Re�tA

(t;c)
: (9)

Forthelightquarks(q= c;u),diagram sA1(Fig.3a)

and B 1 (Fig.4)dom inatecom pletely (and aretherefore

underscrutinyin Table1),theotherdiagram sbeingsup-

pressed by an extra factorm 2
c=M

2
W
aftertheG IM m ech-

anism hasbeen taken into account.Fortheheavy quark

(t) in the loop,such a suppression is ofcourse absent,

and weapriorihavetoconsideralldiagram s.Itturnsout

thatthen the largestcontribution am ong A-diagram sis

A3(Fig.3b),and am ongB -diagram sthelargestisagain

B 1.Both in the light-and heavy-quark casesthere are

also thecontributionsfrom thenon-diagonals! d self-

energy (C -diagram s).Being negligible in the pure elec-

troweak case (suppressed by m 2
c=M

2
W

for light quarks

afterG IM ),theo�-diagonalself-energy contribution be-

com espotentially unsuppressed (� �s lnm c)when per-

turbativeQ CD isswitched on [13](Fig.5).

2.1 Pure electrow eak results

Let us �rst display the pure electroweak (EW ) results

in order to keep contact with the early calculation by

Voloshin and Shabalin [3].W e have calculated allthe

contributionsnum erically,the resultsofthe dom inating

onesbeing presented in Table1.In addition,theanalyt-

icalexpressionscan beobtained in thelight-quark (u;c)

case.Letusdisplay theanalyticform sfortheleadingA1

and B 1 am plitudeswhich reproducethoseobtained pre-

viously [3].O urcalculation showsthat,form 2 � M 2
W
,

the leading logarithm ic (LL) contribution in the pure

electroweak caseis

A1LL = �
2

3

�

ln
M 2

W

�2
� 2ln

m 2

�2

�

; (10)

where � is the infrared cut-o�,de�ned above.In this

way weavoid integralsoverlow photon m om enta,which

correspond tosom eLD contributions.Fortheam plitude

B 1,weobtain thefollowingLL resultforthesinglequark

loop (form 2 � M 2
W
):

B 1LL = �
4

9

�
1

2
(ln

M 2
W

�2
)2 �

1

2
(ln

m 2

�2
)2

+
5

6
ln
M 2

W

m 2
�
5

6
ln
m 2

�2

�

: (11)

Taken atfacevalue,theexpressions(10)and (11)arethe

resultfor the c-quark case (m = m c).The correspond-

ing u-quark contribution isobtained by thereplacem ent

m u ! �.These results conform to [3]after the G IM

m echanism hasbeen taken into account.

Asa new contribution to the existing literature,we

havealsoperform edthe2L calculationoftheelectroweak

diagram sforthe heavy quarks(q = t;c)in the loop.In

this case,the dom inant contributions are A3 (Fig.3b)

and B 1 (Fig.4).However,theseareassociated with the

sm allK M factor�t and arethereforesuppressed.Table1

displays only these dom inant am plitudes and the total

am plitudes,a fullaccountbeing relegated to a m orede-

tailed publication [14].Thistable also illustratesa m ild

sensitivity ofthe dom inantlight-quark electroweak am -

plitudes A1 and B 1 to the IR cut-o� �.As we have

also displayed the totalam plitude,thistable illustrates

to whatdegreetheindicated contributionsaredom inant

within thefullsetofthepureEW diagram s.Theagree-

m ent between the num erical(A1 and B 1) and the an-

alyticalLL results (10) and (11),after perform ing the

G IM procedure,isexplicated by thecorresponding rows

ofTable 2.The last row ofTable 1,norm alized to the

3



m easured am plitude,showsthelargenessofthenetEW

contribution.W e observe that such a large pure elec-

troweak 2L contribution would have decreased the one

loop am plitude [9]substantially.

2.2 Q C D corrections

There are som e subtleties in perform ing Q CD correc-

tionsto thetwo-loop diagram sconsidered.Although the

gluon correctionspertain to the quark loop,the highly

o�-shellphotons closing the other (quark-lepton) loop

controlthe SD regim e ofthe two-loop am plitude as a

whole.In general,there is up to one log per loop,as

exem pli�ed by the B 1-term in (11)related to Fig.4.

Thereisasuitableprescriptionintroduced in Refs.[8,

15]and applied by othergroups[16,17,18]forhandling

theleadingQ CD corrections.Usingthisprescription,one

can writetheam plitudeasan integralovervirtualquark

loop m om enta.In the problem considered,we have to

decode the 2-loop m om entum 
ow in order to extract

the leading logarithm ic structure,which we then sum

using the renorm alization-group technique.Thereby,we

referto the building blocksconsidered previously { the

electrom agnetic penguin ofRef.[19](now appearing in

the B 1 am plitude),the Q CD correctionsto the quark-

loop ofFig.3a [20]and to a very recenttreatm entofthe

self-penguin [21].Letuspresentthisin m oredetail.

W e start by dem onstrating the Q CD correctionsto

the c-and u-quark loopsofA-diagram sin Table2.O ne

�rst hunts the leading log which should correspond to

theA1-term in (10).Thisresultcan beunderstood from

theresultofthepreviouss�d ! 

 calculation [20],which

consisted oftwo term sdom inated atthescalesM W and

m ,respectively.M oreover,thesetwo term shad therela-

tiveweights1 and � 2 ,respectively.W hen thiss�d ! 



am plitude is inserted in to the two-loop diagram for

s�d ! ���,wegain onelogarithm .Sincethetwo term sin

(10)stem from theloop integralsdom inated by them o-

m enta atM 2
W

and m 2,respectively,the Q CD-corrected

am plitude acquiresthe form

A1
Q C D

LL
= �

2

3
�1(M

2
W )ln

M 2
W

�2
+
4

3
�1(m

2)ln
m 2

�2
; (12)

which in principleagreeswith [3]and disagreeswith [7].

Here,the Q CD coe�cient � 1 re
ects the colour-singlet

natureofthephotonicpartofthediagram ,and isgiven

by

�1(q
2)= 2c+ (q

2)� c� (q
2); (13)

where c� are the W ilson coe�cientsofthe 4-quark op-

eratorsO � in the e�ective �S = 1 Lagrangian ofRef.

[22].In the leading logarithm ic approxim ation they are

given by

c� (q
2)=

�
�s(q

2)

�s(M
2
W
)

�a� =b

; (14)

where a+ = � 2 and a� = 4 are the anom alous di-

m ensions and b = 11 � 2Nf=3, N f being the num -

ber of active 
avours.In contradistinction to the nu-

m erically favourableand stable colour-octetfactor�8 =

(c+ + c� )=2,thesingletcoe�cient(13)israthersensi-

tiveto thechoiceof�Q C D ,with a notableswitch ofthe

sign [15,17]forq2 atthescaleofafew G eV 2.Com bining

theu-and c-quark contributionsby taking into account

the G IM m echanism (see (8)),only the second term in

(12)survives.

TheB 1am plitudein (11)can beunderstood in term s

oftheelectrom agneticpenguin subloop,which is,within

the LL expansion,proportionalto

ln(
M 2

W

m 2
)�

5

6
for k

2
< m

2
< M

2
W ;

ln(
M 2

W

k2
)+

5

6
for m

2
< k

2
< M

2
W ; (15)

where k isthe m om entum ofvirtualphotons.Inserting

this subloop into the next loop,we gain one logarithm

(in particular,ln ! ln2=2).Hence the log2 form in the

second term in (11),which leadsto the Q CD-corrected

am plitude expressed in an integralform as

B 1
Q C D

LL
= �

4

9

"
Z M

2

W

m 2

dp2

p2
�1(p

2)

�

ln
p2

�2
+
5

6

�

�
5

6
�1(m

2)ln
m 2

�2

�

: (16)

Again,the expressions (12) and (16) apply directly to

thec-quarkcontribution,theu-quarkcontribution being

obtained bym akingthereplacem entm ! �.Thism eans

thatwhen taking into accounttheG IM m echanism ,the

integralin (16)willrun from �2 to m 2
c.Thenetresultof

theQ CD dressing issim ilarto thatfortheA1 diagram :

a suppressed am plitude with a changeofsign.

TheC -contributionstem m ingfrom theQ CD-induced

self-penguin (SP )in Fig.5.m ightalsobeinteresting.As

opposed to A1 and B 1 contributionsitisnotsuppressed

by the coloursingletfactor�1,butcontainsthe num er-

ically favourable colour octet factor �8.It is,however,

suppressed by �s=�.Forthe m = m c case,weobtain to

allordersin Q CD

C
Q C D

LL
=

7

162

"
Z M

2

W

m 2

dp2

p2
�(p2)

�
1

2
(ln

p2

�2
)2

+ (
5

6
+
25

21
)ln

p2

�2

�

�
5

6
�(m 2)

1

2
(ln

m 2

�2
)2
�

;(17)

where �(p2)= �8(p
2)�s(p

2)=�.In addition,7/162 isan

overallloop factor,and the term s 5/6 have the sam e

origin as in (15)and (16).The u-quark contribution is

again obtained by m aking the replacem entm ! �.

The light-quark approxim ation (m 2 � M 2
W
)isused

in (17).Foran arbitrary quark m ass,needed to treatthe

heavy top in the loop,the calculations are m uch m ore

di�cult[21].W e have done an estim ate and found that

4



Table1:The pure electroweak light-quark (c;u)and heavy-quark (t;c)2-loop results.The inputvaluesare m t= 173 G eV ,m c = 1:5 G eV

and m u replaced by the IR cut-o� � of0.7 or 0.9 G eV (corresponding to the range considered in (18)).The values in the last row are

obtained by m ultiplying by �u = 0:215 or �t ’ 2 � 10� 4,and should be com pared with jA exptj’ jIm A j=
p
B abs = 8:25 � 10� 5.The

one-loop (1L) SD contribution corresponds to a R eA (see (19)) ofthe order� 3:5� 10� 5

Dom inant PureEW Dom inant PureEW

(c;u)diagram �= 0:7 �= 0:9 (t;c)diagram � = 0:7 � = 0:9

A1 1.86 1.22 A3 23.8 22.7

A total 1.90 1.25 A total 27.1 26.4

B 1 1.70 1.04 B 1 20.6 19.1

B total 1.70 1.03 B total 15.6 14.2

Total 3.59 2.28 Total 42.7 40.7

Re A =10� 5 1.55 0.98 Re A =10� 5 0.017 0.016

thetop-quarkcontribution isroughly10% ofthecharm -

quark contribution (taking into accountthat�s atm t is

about1/3 of�s atm c.).

Table 2 displays a detailed structure of the dom i-

nantam plitudesfrom Table1,beforeand afterapplying

theG IM m echanism :the�rst,thesecond,and thethird

block of the table display the A,B ,and C contribu-

tions,respectively.In the third block,C SP
LL and C

Q C D

LL

referto thebareand dressed self-penguin contributions,

respectively,whereasC referstothenegligiblepureelec-

troweak (EW )contribution.Therefore,C SP
LL isdi�erent

from C .Asacuriosity,wehavefound thatthelatterhas

a peculiarG IM cancellation:there isan exactcancella-

tion between the c-quark contribution for m c ! 0 and

the t-quark contribution form t ! 1 .Asa result,C is

notso G IM -relaxed asexpected fora heavy-quark case

(t;c).

3 C onclusions

In this paper we have focused on the 2-loop (2L) con-

tributions,leading to the typicalSD localoperator for

the s�d ! 

 ! �+ �� quark transition butalso having

a LD (soft-photon)range.O urapproach startsfrom the

SD side,whereby an infrared (IR)cut-o� ofvirtualpho-

tons sets in.W e contrastthe SD contribution with the

com plem entaryLD ones,which havetobecalculated us-

ing other m ethods,and are ratherm odeldependent at

the present stage.The num erically im portant 2L pure

electroweak SD contributionsare due to the light(u;c)

quarksin theloop.Besidescom pleting thepreviouscal-

culation for light quarks,we have also considered the

2L diagram s including the heavy (c;t) quarks.A large

num berofelectroweak diagram sm ay com pensate fora

sm allCK M factor,and onem ightexpectnon-negligible

e�ects.However,the actualcalculation shows that the

variousam plitudeshave di�erentsigns,and taking into

accountthe sm allness of�t,the heavy-quark contribu-

tion isnegligible.

−5

−4

−3

−2

−1

0

1

2

0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

A
2L

EW

A
1L

Λ/GeVA
2L

EW+QCD

Figure6:Q CD does three things to the EW 2L am plitude:

i) sm oothens the �-dependence (m aking the SD extraction

better de�ned),

ii)changes the sign (m aking itcoherent to the 1L am plitude),

and

iii)suppresses itto large extent

Next,wehaveshown theim portanceoftheSD Q CD

correctionsfor the 2L diagram s,sum m arized in Fig.6.

Inclusion ofthese Q CD corrections appears to be sub-

tle and m ore dram atic than it was the case for the 1L

diagram s.Two decadesagotherewasa controversycon-

cerning Q CD correctionsto these 1L diagram s.Ref.[8]

resolved it by an adequate treatm ent ofthe loop inte-

grals.O urresultsforSD correctionsto the2L diagram s

are shown in Table 2.The short-distance Q CD correc-

tions suppress the part ofthe SD 2
 am plitude which

iselectroweakly dom inantbefore inclusion ofQ CD cor-

rections.The basic reason for this is the behaviour of

the �1 = (2c+ � c� )Q CD coe�cient.In particular,the

A1 and B 1 am plitudesaresuppressed to a largeextent,
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Table2:The anatom y ofQ CD corrections:the exactEW 2-loop calculation iscom pared with the LL valuesand with the RG E sum m ed

LL Q CD corrections.The inputvaluesare the sam e asin Table 1,with the IR cut-o� speci�ed at�= 0.83 G eV and with � s(M Z )= 0:118

[23].Correspondence with the em piricalvalue can be m ade using the conversion factorsprovided by the lastrow ofTable 1

EW + SD Q CD EW + SD Q CD

c-loop u-loop G IM (c� u) t-loop c-loop G IM (t� c)

A1 -2.14 -3.57 1.42 A3 -17.4 -40.4 23.0

A1LL -4.52 -6.09 1.58 A3LL -22.3 -18.3 -4.0

A1
Q C D

LL
-6.19 -6.09 -0.10 A3

Q C D

LL
-22.3 -18.3 -4.0

B 1 -20.4 -21.6 1.24 B 1 -0.8 -20.4 19.6

B 1LL -20.8 -22.0 1.19 B 1LL -2.0 -20.8 18.8

B 1
Q C D

LL
-14.9 -14.7 -0.23 B 1

Q C D

LL
-2.0 -14.9 12.9

C -0.61 -0.61 3� 10� 3 C -0.52 -0.61 0.09

C SP
LL 0.46 0.47 -0.01 jC SP

LL j < 0:2 0.47 < 0:7

C
Q C D

LL
0.47 0.48 -0.01 jC

Q C D

LL
j < 0:2 0.47 < 0:7

and do notanym ore interfere destructively with the 1L

SD am plitude ofRef.[9].W ithoutthissuppression,the

scenario ofFig.2a would appearasa m orelikely one.

W eshould stressthatin thetreatm entofthe2L am -

plitudewehaveperform ed Q CD correctionsin thelead-

ing logarithm ic approxim ation by using (14),while the

1L am plitude wastreated in the nextto leading (NLO )

approxim ation in [9].

To sum m arize,we have found a m odest light-quark

2L contributionstem m ingfrom interm ediatevirtualpho-

tonshaving relatively high m om entum .Introducing the

errorbarscorresponding to � in therange0.7{0.9 G eV,

and a m ore essentialone from em piricaluncertainty in

�s (corresponding to �
(5)

Q C D
in therange150{250 M eV),

weobtain

� 0:38� 10� 5 � A2L � � 0:001� 10� 5 ; (18)

This has the sam e sign and,for centralvalues,corre-

spondsto 5 % ofA 1L [9],

� 4:4� 10� 5 � A1L � � 2:6� 10� 5 ; (19)

where the uncertainty m ainly re
ects the poor knowl-

edge of�t.Although the 1L and 2L contributions are

not treated on an equalfooting (NLO versus LL Q CD

corrections),this result stillenables us to estim ate the

size ofA LD from (4).Referring to ourcom m entsbelow

(3),and allowing fora jReA j� 2:7� 10� 5,we �nd the

following allowed rangeforA LD :

� 0:1� 10� 5 � ALD � 7:5� 10� 5 : (20)

Thus,having a dispersiveLD partA LD ofthe sizecom -

parable with the absorptive part [24]is stillnot ruled

outcom pletely.

Thetwovector-m eson dom inancecalculationsforthe

LD am plitude considered asthe referentcalculationsin

Ref.[4]havebasically opposite signs:

� 2:9� 10� 5 � ALD � 0:5� 10� 5 [25];

0:27� 10� 5 � ALD � 4:7� 10� 5 [26]:

O n thebasisoftheinferred relativesign between 1L

and 2L contributions,Ref.[7],attem pted todiscrim inate

between the two LD calculations quoted above.(They

favoured Ref.[25],and disfavoured Ref.[26]asthe one

ascribing opposite signs to SD and LD.) In the last of

theirpapers[7]they even concluded thattheBNL m ea-

surem ents[4]werein con
ictwith the standard m odel.

W e have found that these conclusions are doubtful,

sincethey arebased on an erroneousSD extension tothe

LD m om entum region.In ouropinion,Ref.[7]m isiden-

ti�es what (according to the calculationalm ethod em -

ployed)should betheirSD am plitudeA 2L,with A LD .In

ourtreatm ent(seesection 2)wehaveavoided theforbid-

den low-m om entum region by introducing the infrared

cut-o� � ofthe order ofthe �-m ass.W e have dem on-

strated that there is a subtle Q CD suppression ofthe

originally quitesizableSD EW 2L am plitude.Therefore,

a realK ! 

 ! �+ �� am plitudeofa considerablesize

given in (20)correspondingto low 
-m om enta (� � and

below),is stillallowed.This m ight be used as a con-

sistency check forthe m ethodsofthe type em ployed in

Refs.[25,26].

Taking into account the di�culties inherent to the

estim ates of the LD am plitude, it is welcom e to ar-

rive at the constraint (20).Accordingly,provided the

sign of A LD are correctly given in [4], the BNL ex-

perim entcom bined with thestandard-m odelcalculation

tends to favour the result ofRef.[26].In this way,the
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scenario ofFig.2b seem s to be preferred by the stan-

dard m odel.Provided that the beyond-standard-m odel

e�ectsarerepresented by therelatively sm allSD am pli-

tudes,thisscenario hindersthe possibility ofrecovering

such e�ectsin the K L ! �+ �� decay.The forthcom ing

data from K L ! �+ �� m easurem ents[27]willfurther

testthe conclusionsofthe presentpaper.
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