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Abstract

W e discuss a new estin ate of "=" in the kaon system . T he present approach is based on the
evaluation of the hadronicm atrix elem ents ofthe S = 1 e ective quark lagrangian by m eans
of the chiral quark m odel, with the inclision of m eson one-loop renomm alization and NLO
W ilson coe cients. T he estin ate here reviewed is fully consistent w ith the I = 1=2 selction
nkenhK ! decays, which is well reproduced w ithin the sam e fram ework.
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1 Introduction

The real part of "&" m easures direct CP violation in the decays of a neutral kaon in two
pions. It is a fundam ental quantiy which has attracted a great deal of theoretical as well as
experin ental work. Its determm ination answers the question of whether CP violation is present
only in them assm atrix ofthe neutralkaons (the superweak scenario) or is also at work directly
In the decays.

On the experin ental front, the present results of CERN (NA 31) and Fem ikab (E731) are
tantalizing insofar as the superw eak scenario cannot be exclided and the disagreem ent between
the two outcom es leaves still a Jarge uncertainty.

O n the theoretical side, m uch has been acoom plished, although the intrinsic di culty ofa
problem that encom passes scales asdi erent asm « and m  weights against a decisive progress
n the ed.

T he short distance (perturbative) Q CD analysis has greatly pro ted In recent years from
the work done by theM unich fli]and Rom e P] groupswho com puted the ancm alous din ension
m atrix of the ten relevant operators to the next-to-Jleading order (NLO ), thus reducing the
uncertainty related to ¢ at the 10% level.

The lamgest uncertainty arises in the long-distance part of the e ective lagrangian, the
com putation of which involres the evaluation of the hadronic m atrix elem ents of the quark
operators.

There exist two com plte estin ates of such hadronic m atrix elem ents perform ed by the
aforem entioned groups, and recently updated in ref. 3] for the Jattice (at least for som e of the
operators) . A recent review of 1=N . results is given in ref. {4].

Both groups seem to agree on the di culy of acoom m odating w thin the standard m odel
a value substantially larger than 10 ° and obtain 10 * as the preferred scale for "&". This
unexpectedly an all value is the result of the cancellation between glionic and electroweak
penguin operators f]. T his cancellation, which depletes by an order of m agnitude the natural
m agnitude of "&=" in the SM , m arres any theoretical attem pt of predicting direct CP violation
w ith a precision better than a factortwo (due solly to the intrinsic short-distance uncertainty) .

In view ofthat, it seem s to us that independent estin ates of "=", even in phenom enological
m odels, are desirable. In our opinion it is crucial that a reliable evaluation of the hadronic
m atrix elem ents rst provides a oconsistent picture of kaon physics, starting from the CP -
conserving am plitudes and, In particular, by reproducing the I = 1=2 selkction rule, which
govems m ost of these am plitudes as well as the quantity "&=" itself. W e also feel that the
sam e evaluation should pay particular attention to the problam of achieving a satisfactory s—
schem e and scale independence in the m atching between the m atrix elem ents and the W ilson
coe cients, the absence of which undem ines any estim ate.

In ref. [§], hereafter referred as I, we have com pkted the study of the hadronic m atrix
elem ents of all the ten operator of the S = 1 e ective quark langrangian by m eans of the
chiral quark model ( QM ) [1] and shown in ], hereafter referred as II, that the inclusion of
non-perturbative O ( (N .) corrections and the SU (3) breaking e ects in the one-oop m eson



renom alization provided an in proved scale ndependence and, m ore in portantly, a good tof
the I = 1=2 selection rule (see also the contrbution ofM . Fabbrichesi at this workshop).

In a recent paper [9] we presented a new com putation of "=" based on the QM approach.
O ur estin ate takes advantage, as the existing ones, of

NLO resuls forthe W ilson coe cients;

up-to-date analysis of the constraints on the m ixing coe cient In .

Am ong the new elam ents introduced, the m ost relevant are

A consistent evaluation ofallhadronicm atrix elem ents ofthe ten e ective quark operators
In the QM (including next-toJeading O N ) and O ( (N ) contrbutions).

Inclusion in the S = 1 chiral lJagrangian of the com plete bosonization O (?) of the
electroweak operators Q ; and Q5. Som e relevant O (©?) tem s have been neglected in all
previous estin ates;

Inclusion ofthem eson-loop renom alization and scale dependence of the m atrix elem ents;
Consistency w ih the I = 1=2 selection rule In kaon decays;
M atching-scale and s-schem e dependence of the results below the 20% level.

O ur prediction of "&" depends m ost sensitively on the value of the quark condensate, the
Input param eter that controls penguin-diagram physics. For this reason, we discuss a Inclusive
estin ate based on a conservative range of hagi, as well as the variations of all the other inputs:
me, In + Which depends, besidem . and m ., on BAK and otherm ixing angles) and gcp . Such
a procedure provides us w ith the range of values or "&=" that we consider to be the unbiased
theoretical prediction of the standard m odel. Unfortunately, this range tums out to be rather
large, spanning from 5 102 to1:4 10 °.0On the otherhand, i isas amallaswe can get
w ithout m aking som e further assum ptions on the input param eters, assum ptions that all the
other available estin ates m ust m ake as well.

Such uncertainty notw ithstanding, we agree in the end w ith refs. 3, 4] that it isdi cul to
accom m odate w ithin the standard m odel a value of "&=" larger than 10 ® . A s a m atter of fact,
our analysis points to de nitely sn aller values, when not negative. This can be understood
not so much as a peculiar feature ofthe QM prediction as the neglect in other estin ates ofa
class of contributions in the vacuum saturation approxin ation (V SA ) ofthem atrix elem ents of
the leading electrow eak operators, which enhance the destructive interference between gluonic
and elkectroweak penguins. This problm is discussed in detail in Tand in ref. [L{]. These new
contributions are responsble for the onset of the superweak regin e for values of m . an aller
than 200 G &V . In our com putation, it is them eson loop renom alization that in the end brings
back "&" to positive values.



2 Hadronic M atrix Elements and B; Factors

The quark e ective lagrangian at a scale < m . can be written as
X h i Gp X
| z( )+ %()Qi() P—é . Ci()Qi(): @d)

The Q; are ourquark operators obtained by Integrating out in the standard m odel the
vector bosons and the heavy quarks t; b and c. A oonvenient and by now standard basis
ncludes ten quark operators. The functions z;( ) and yi( ) are the W ilson coe cients and
V,; the KobayashiM askawa KM ) matrix elements; = V4V V.4V, . Follow ing the usual
param etrization of the KM m atrix, in order to determ ine "=", we only need the y; ( ), which
control the C P violating part of the am plitudes.

In paper I we have com puted all hadronic m atrix elem ents of the ten e ective quark oper—
ators n egq. @.1) I the fram ework ofthe QM .The m atrix elm ents of the 1=t six operators
were rst computed n the QM in ref. f1]. The m atrix elm ents are obtained by the inte-
gration ofthe constituent quarks by m eans of din ensional reqularization. T he loop integration
leads to results that depend on the schem e em ployed to dealw ith 5 but are scale ilndependent.
T he renom alization-scale dependence is introduced in our approach by the m eson—loop renor-
m alization of the am plitudes, as explained in I. The m eson-loop corrections together w ith the
glion-condensate contributions are the m ost relevant Ingredients in reproducing the I = 1=2
selection mule In K ! decays, (@sdiscussed in I0).

The QM resuls are expressed in a double power expansion on M %=
M isa din ensionfiil param eter of the m odelw hich can be Interpreted as the constituent quark
m ass In mesons, p is a typical extemal m om entum , and ' 1 GeV is the chiral symm etry
breaking scale.

The value of M is constrained [12] by experin ental data on the decay of ° and to be
M =223 O9Me&V (243 9M eV ifhigher order corrections are included). C om parable values
are found by using vectorm eson-dom nance, or tting all nput param eteres In the extended
N am bu-Jona-L.ashio m odel {13].

T he integration of the ferm ion degrees of freedom leads naturally to an e ective bosonic
representation of the S = 1 quark lagrangian with the desired chiral properties. In I we
have constructed the com plete O (©*) chiral representation of the lagrangian i eq. .1), where

Gr
L s-1= p_zvudvus

2 and p’= 2, where

the local quark operators Q ; are represented by a linear com bination ofbosonic operatorsB ,
P
namely Q; ! G @i)B .Thee ective quark lagrangian is therefore replaced by
G X

L S'= p= Ci()G Qi)B : 22)
2 i;

o}

A sdiscussed at lenght In I, the chiralooe cientsG  determ ined via the QM approach are
s—scham e dependent. W hik the s-schem e dependence arises in the QM from the Integration
ofthe chiralferm ions, theexplicit -dependence isentirely due to the chiral loop renom alization

of the m atrix elem ents:
D

E
bL “'h = Cils0)G Qi) B Hil1o); @)
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where we have labeled by a and b the initial and nalbosonic states. W e rem ark that in our
approach the -dependence of the chiral loops is not cancelled by higher order countertem s,
as it isusually required in the strong chiral lagrangian.

T he renom alization scale dependence is therefore determm ined order by order in the energy
expansion of the chiral lagrangian. In this regpect there is no direct counterpart to the ex—
pansion In strong and electrom agnetic couplings on which the short-distance analysis is based
and, accordingly, we refer to the explicit -dependence in the m atrix elem ents as to the long-
distance (LD ) or \non-perturbative”" scale dependence. A purely perturbative renom alization
scale dependence is Introduced in the m atrix elem ents by the NLO running of the quark con—
densate, which we include whenever a com parison between values at di erent scales is required.
O themw ise, quark and gluon condensates are considered In our approach as phenom enological
param eters.

P hysical observables m ust not depend on the chosen schem e forhandling s in din ensional
regularization and the value of the renom alization scale . Our ain is to test whether the
estin ate of cbservables is consistently im proved by m atching the \long-distance" s-scheme
and dependences so cbtained w ith those present in the short-distance analysis (in particular
we dentify sp with 1p). W hether and to what extent such an in provem ent is reproduced
form any cbservables and for a consistent set of param eters, m ight tell us how well low -energy
QCD ismodelled in the QM —chiral lagrangian approach that we have devised.

In IT, we have shown that m inin izing the s-schem e dependence of the physical isospin
I= 0 and 2 am plitudes detemm ines a range for the param eterM between 160 and 220 M &V . In
11, it was also found that the dependence induced by the W ilson coe cients is substantially
reduced by that of the hadronic m atrix elem ents.

T hese issues becom e crucial or "&" where the s-schem e dependence induced by the W ilson
coe cients determm ines an uncertainty as large as 80% when using the 1=N . hadronic m atrix
elem ents (see for instance ref. fI]) which are schem e independent.

In order to test the independence of "=" we vary the m atching scale between 0.8 and 1.0
G &V, the highest energy up to which we trust the chiral Joop corrections computed n I.W e

nd that, n spie of the fact that som e of the W ilson ooe cients vary in this range by up to
50% , the m atching w ith our m atrix elem ents reduces the -dependence in "&" below 20% in
m ost of the param eter space. W e consider this im proved stability a success of the approach.

In order to discuss our results for the hadronicm atrix elem ents it is convenient to Introduce
the e ective factors B i(o,-z) 50) iio;%M =hQ 1y 5* ; which give the ratios between our hadronic
m atrix elem ents and those ofthe V SA . T hey are a usefulway of com paring di erent evaluations.

In table 1 we collect the B; factors for the ten operators in the isogoin 0 and 2 channels.
T he values ofthe B ; depend on the scalk at which them atrix elem ents are evaluated, the Input
param eters and M ; m oreover, in the QM they depend on the s-schame employed. W e have
given in tabl 3 a representative exam pl of their values and variations.

The values of B 1(0) and B 2(0)
QM are, once non—factorizable contributions and m eson renom alization have been inclided,

resoectively about ten and three tim es Jarger than their VSA valies. At the same tine, B 1(2)

show that the corresponding hadronic m atrix elem ents in the



HV NDR
= 08Gev =10Gev = 08Gev =10Gev
B,” 106 114 106 114
B, 28 30 28 30
B 052 055 052 055
B, 052 055 052 055
Bs 2:9 30 CH 39
B, 18 1.9 1.0 11
Bs= Bg 157 0»1 18 064 10 038 14 040
B . 30 22 33 24 29 22 32 23
B 33 22 36 24 32 22 35 24
B, 3.9 40 35 36
B, 44 47 5.6 5.9
B.% 21 15 30 15 2 14 29 15
B 21 14 23 15 21 14 23 15
B 0.52 055 052 055
B2 052 055 052 055

Tabk 1l:B; factorsin the QM (including m eson—loop renom alizations) at two di erent scales:

= 08 and 1.0 G&V and In the two s—schanes. The resuls shown are given forM = 220
MeV andh ;GGi= = (376M &V )*, whilk the range given forBs g corresponds to varying the
quark condensate between ( 200 M &V )3 and ( 280 M &V )3.

and B 2(2) tum out to be at m ost halfofwhat found in the VSA . These featuresm ake i possble
for the selection rule to be reproduced In the QM , as extensively discussed in IT.
For com parison, in the 1=N . approach of ref. [14], the inclusion ofm eson-loop renom aliza-

tion through a cuto regularization, leads, at the scalke of1 G&V,to B 1(0) = 52, BZ(O) = 22 and

Bl(Z) = BZ(Z) = 0355, a resuk that isnot su cient to reproduce the I = 1=2 rule. The sim ilar-

ity ofthe values B 1(2) = B2(2> = 055 cbtained In the QM with the corresponding 1=N . resuls
is rem arkable, and yet a num erical coincidence, since the suppression orighates from glion
condensate corrections in the QM , whereas it is the e ect of the m eson loop renomm alization
(regularized via explicit cut-o ) in the analysis of ref. [14].

T he values of the penguin m atrix elements D ;i and D 41 n the QM Ilead to rather large
B; factors. In the case 0fQ 3, the QM result has the opposite sign of the VSA result and B
is negative. T his is the e ect of the Jarge non-perturbative ghion correction.

R egarding the gluon penguin operator Q¢ @nd Qs), we nd that the QM gives a result
consistent wih the VSA (and the 1=N. approach), B¢ Bs) being approxin ately equal to
two for am all values of the quark condensate and one-half at larger values. Ik is the quadratic
dependence (to be contrasted to the linear dependence in the QM ) ofthe VSA m atrix elem ent
for the penguin operators that it responsible for the di erent weight of these operators at
di erent values of the quark condensate. The latticeestimate at = 2 G &V forthese operators
givesBs = Bg= 10 02 JI.



The electroweak B ; factorsare all larger In the QM than in the VSA , except forB 9(21)0 that

are about 1/2 In the HV and in the NDR schemes. The lattice estinate at = 2 GeV In this
case yje]dsB;fg =10 02 and B9(2) = 062 0:0 ). Fornew prelin nary lattice results see
the contrilbution of G . K ilcup at this workshop.

The m ost relevant result for "&" is the value of B 8(2) which ranges from 1.5 to 2 tines that
ofthe VSA . This Increase is due to two independent reasons. O n the one hand, we found two
new tem s in the chiral lJagrangian that have not been Inclided so far in the VSA estin ate
of the Q 7,3 m atrix elem ents. The chiral coe cients of these temm s are com puted In the QM
approach| as discussed in detail in I.

From thispoint of view , what we have referred to asV SA | and used in tablk 1 as nom al-
ization forthe Q 1,4 operators| isnot the com plete VSA resulkt. The inclusion ofthe new tem s
am ounts up to a 60% increase ofB 7(2§ for an all values of hggi in the chosen range and down to
about 10% for large values; an aller e ects are found in the case of B 7((2 . On the other hand,
the m eson—loop renom alization associated w ith the new chiraltem s is Jarge (see I) and adds
up to reproduce the results shown in table 1. The Increase In In portance of the operator Q¢
w ith respect to Q ¢ tums into a m ore e ective cancellation between the two operators for large
values of the quark condensate whilk at an aller values the glion penguin contribution prevails.

3 Anatomy of "&" in the QM

T he quantity "&" can be w ritten as

mo Gp! 1
= TP =, 31
" T 23 Ren eo0 gz 3d1)
where, referring to the S = 1 quark lagrangian ofeg. (21),
X X X
0= yil0 iig ; 2 = yihQip + ! vilDiily 4 05 32)

and Tm . Tm VgV, :

The quantity , o includes the e ect of the isospin-breaking m ixing between ° and the
etas.

A range for In . is detem ined from the experim ental value of " as a function ofm . and
the other relevant param eters nvolved In the theoretical estin ate. W e w illuse the m ost recent
NLO resuls for the QCD correction factors i,;; (see the contrbution of U . N ferste at this
workshop) and vary the S = 2 hadronic param eter Bx in the rather conservative range
Bx = 055 025 ; that encom passes both the QM m odel prediction fi§] and other current
determ inations [14].

Thisprocedure givestwo possble rangesform /s Ve ¥, which correspond to having
the KM phase In the I or IT quadrant ( positive or negative, respectively). For exam ple, or

mP® = 180 GeV @ fuy )’ 183GeV)and Jop = 350M eV we nd

14 10* ®™ ., 19 10* and 075 10* I . 19 10° (3.3)
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Figure 1: H istogram s of the partial contributions to "&=" of the height relevant operators or

hogi 08 Gev) = ( 200MeV)’, mP™ = 180 Gev, In .= 13 10% and l, = 350Mev.

G ray (bladk) histogram s represent the contribution ofeach operatorw ithout W ith) m eson—loop
renom alization. T he last two histogram s corresoond to the sum of all contributions.

in the st and second quadrant respectively. For the range of E?K considered, varying all the
other param eters (nclidingm and qcp) a ects the above Iimitson In by less than 20% .
In particular, the upper bound on Im . is stable, becom ing a sensitive fiinction of the input
param eters only ifwe consider By > 035. In other words, we agree w ith ref. [l4] that it is the
theoretical uncertainty on the hadronic S = 2 m atrix elem ent that controls the uncertainty
on the determm ination of Im ..

It is usefill to consider the individual contrioution to "&" of each of the quark operators.
W e have depicted them as histogram s, where the grey (olack) one stands for the contribution
before (affer) m eson-loop renom alization. Henceforth all results are given forM = 220 M &V
In the HV scheme.

Tt is clear from the histogram s of Fig. 1, 2 and 3 that the two dom Inating operators are
Q¢ and Qg. Yet, shce they give contrlbutions approxin ately of the sam e size and opposite in
sign, the nalvalue tums out to be relatively an all and of size com parabl to that ofm ost of
the other operators. This resul is at the origin the large theoretical uncertainty aswell as the
unexpected am allness of "=".

The sam e histogram s serve the purpose of show ing that the m eson—Jloop renom alizations
are crucialnot only in the overall size of each contribution but also in determ Ining the sign of
the nalresult (see Fig. 2). These corrections are here consistently lnclided In the estin ate
forthe rsttime.

The role of the operator Q4 tums out to be m arginal in our approach. In com parng
this result with that of the 1=N . fram ework [4] (see also the naltables in ref. [I] where
we reproduce the individual 1=N . contrbutions for the standard ten operators), it should be
recalled that In the above analysis the Q 4 operator iswrtten In tetm s ofQ;, 0, and Q3 and
that its values is therefore In uenced by the B ; factors assigned to the form erm atrix elem ents.
In particular, while B; and B, are in ref. @] requested to be large In order to account for
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Figure 2: SameasFig. 1 forhggi 08 GeV) = ( 240M&V)>.
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Figure 3: SameasFig. 1 forhggi 08 GeV) = ( 280M &V)3.

the I = 1=2 rul, B ;3 is assigned the value of 1. Such a procedure produces a rather large
value for the m atrix elem ent of Q 4. In our approach, we see that In fact also B3 is large (and
negative!) and that Q 4, once w ritten in tem s of the other operators, is an all, as found in the
direct estim ate.

W e hope that this discussion has convinced the reader that the quantiy "&" is di cult
to estin ate even w ith a factor two uncertainty. W e think that only the order of m agnitude
can be predicted in a reliable m anner. The reason is very sinple: the nalvalue is the result
of the cancellation between two, approxin ately equal In size, contributions. A ccordingly, any
uncertainty ism ost likely am pli ed by an order ofm agnitude and we are unfortunately dealing
w ith rather lJarge ones. It is also In portant to understand that these considerations hold for
any theoretical approach.

Kesping this n m ind, by varying all param eters In the allowed ranges and, in particular,
taking the quark condensate, which is the m ajpr source of uncertainty, between ( 200 M &V )3



and ( 280M eV )® we nd

27 10% <"=r< 9 10°%; (34)

w here we have kept S&D xed at its central value. A Jarger range,

50 104 < "=r< 14 10°; (35)

is cbtained by varying 54(): p aswell

Tt should be stressed that the large range of negative values that we obtain is a consequence
of two characteristic features of the m atrix elem ents: i) the enhancem ent of the size of the
electroweak m atrix elem ents IQ 5,71 due to the coherent e ects of the additional O (pz) ocontri-
butions so far neglected (see discussion In sect. 5) and the chiral Joop corrections; ii) the linear
dependence on hogi of the kading gluon penguin m atrix elem ents com pared to the quadratic
dependence of the kading temm s In the electroweak m atrix elem ents, which m akes the latter
prevail for large values of the quark condensate. The e ect of i) represents an enhancem ent of
the leading electrow eak m atrix elem ents up to a factortwo w ith respect to the vacuum insertion
approxin ation and present 1=N . estin ates (see table 3), whike feature ii) is absent In the 1N .
approach, the quark condensate dependence being alw ays quadratic.

To provide a som ew hat m ore restrictive estin ate we m ay assum e for the quark condensate
the QCD Sum Rules mproved PCAC resul {1§], namely hggi = (221 17 M eV)® at our
m atching scg]e = 08 G&V, and thus nd

< 45*21 10% quadrantI
3972 10* quadrant IT:

mon = (3.6)
whose average gives "="= (4 5) 10°*.

T he range of the quark condensate on which the above estin ate is based, is not favorite
by our analysisofthe I = 1=2 sslection rule in the QM . H igher values acocom m odate m ore
naturally the rule, at least for a constiuent massM ’ 220 M &V | the value at which we also

nd s-schem e independence of "&". For values of the quark condensate in the range of F igs. 2
and 3 the central value of "=" chifts toward the superweak regin e, and the rol ofm eson loop
corrections becom es crucial. For instance, by taking the sinpl PCAC resul for the strange
quark oondeélsate, hggi= (44 9Mev)’at = 08GeV,we nd

< 1452 10*% quadrantI
12772  10* quadrantIT:

mon = (3.7)
A ctually, ©r such a range ofhogi, negative central values of "=" in both quadrants are obtained
due to the extra tem s of the bosonization of the electrow eak operators Q ; and Q g neglected in
the previous estin ates. O nly after the inclusion of the m eson—loop renom alization "=" tums
to the positive central values ofeq. @3.7).

To have an overview of the present theoretical status for "=" in Fig. 4 we have summ a—
rized the predictions of three theoretical approaches and com pared them w ih the present 1
experin ental results (labelkd bands).

T he an aller ervor In the Jattice estin ate originates in the G aussian treatm ent of the uncer-
tainty In the input param etersw ith regpect to the at 1 error ncluded in the other estin ates.
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Figure 4: P resent status of theoretical predictions and experin ental values for "&" (h units
0of10 ). Them ost recent 1=N . #] and lattice [B] estin ates are com pared to (a) our unbiased
estin ate (3.5), (0) ourm ore restrictive estin ate (3.6).

4 Outlook

O ur phenom enological analysis, based on the sinplest In plam entation of the QM and
chiral lagrangian m ethods, takes advantage of the cbservation that the I = 1=2 selection rul
in kaon decays is well reproduced In tem s of three basic param eters (the constituent quark
massM and the quark and glion condensates) in tem s ofwhich allhadronic m atrix elam ents
ofthe S = 1 lJagrangian can be expressed.

W e have used the best t of the selection rnule to constrain the allowed ranges of M , hoai
and hG G i and we have f&d them in the analysis of "&".

N onetheless, the error bars on the prediction of "&" rem ain large. This is due to two
conspiring features: 1) the destructive interference between the large hadronicm atrix elem ents
0fQ ¢ and Q g which enhances up to an order of m agnitude any related uncertainty in the nal
prediction (this feature is general and does not depend on the speci ¢ approach); 2) the fact
that Jarge quark-condensate values are preferred in  tting the isospin zero K ° ! am plitude
at O @*) which is a m odel dependent resul).

W hereas little can be done conceming point 1) which m akesdi cul any theoretical attem pt
to predict "&" w ith a precision better than a factortwo, an in provem ent on 2) can be pursued
w ithin the present approach.

Two lines of rescarch are In progress. On the one hand, we are extending the analysis
to O (©*) In the chiral expansion to gain better precision on the hadronic m atrix elam ents
and to detem Ine In a selfconsistent way the polinom ial contrbutions from the chiral loops;
prelin nary resuls indicate that the I = 1=2 rule is reproduced for an aller values of the
gluon and quark condensates, thus reducing our error bar, in the direction shown by ourm ore
restrictive estin ate. On the other hand, we are studying the S = 2 sector to detemn ine
at the sam e order of accuracy Bx and the K {K s mass di erence by Including in the latter
the Interference w ith long-distance contributions that can be selfconsistently com puted In the



present approach.

W hether this program is successfiill m ay better determ ne how much of the long range
dynam ics of QCD is embedded in the present approach and increase our con dence on the
predictions of unknown cbservables.
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