
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
96

07
31

2v
1 

 1
5 

Ju
l 1

99
6

SISSA 110/96/EP

A N EW EST IM AT E O F "0=" \

S.Bertolini
INFN,Sezione diTrieste,and

Scuola Internazionale Superiore diStudiAvanzati

via Beirut4,I-34013 Trieste,Italy.

A bstract

W e discussa new estim ate of"0=" in the kaon system . The presentapproach isbased on the

evaluation ofthehadronicm atrix elem entsofthe�S = 1 e�ectivequark lagrangian by m eans

ofthe chiralquark m odel,with the inclusion ofm eson one-loop renorm alization and NLO

W ilson coe�cients.Theestim ateherereviewed isfully consistentwith the�I = 1=2 selection

rulein K ! �� decays,which iswellreproduced within thesam efram ework.
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1 Introduction

The realpartof"0=" m easuresdirectCP violation in the decaysofa neutralkaon in two

pions. Itisa fundam entalquantity which hasattracted a greatdealoftheoreticalaswellas

experim entalwork.Itsdeterm ination answersthequestion ofwhetherCP violation ispresent

only in them assm atrix oftheneutralkaons(thesuperweak scenario)orisalsoatwork directly

in thedecays.

On the experim entalfront,the presentresultsofCERN (NA31)and Ferm ilab (E731)are

tantalizinginsofarasthesuperweak scenariocannotbeexcluded and thedisagreem entbetween

thetwo outcom esleavesstilla largeuncertainty.

On the theoreticalside,m uch hasbeen accom plished,although the intrinsic di�culty ofa

problem thatencom passesscalesasdi�erentasm t and m � weightsagainsta decisive progress

in the�eld.

The shortdistance (perturbative)QCD analysishasgreatly pro�ted in recent yearsfrom

thework doneby theM unich [1]and Rom e[2]groupswho com puted theanom alousdim ension

m atrix ofthe ten relevant operators to the next-to-leading order (NLO),thus reducing the

uncertainty related to �s atthe10% level.

The largest uncertainty arises in the long-distance part of the e�ective lagrangian, the

com putation ofwhich involves the evaluation ofthe hadronic m atrix elem ents ofthe quark

operators.

There exist two com plete estim ates ofsuch hadronic m atrix elem ents perform ed by the

aforem entioned groups,and recently updated in ref.[3]forthelattice(atleastforsom eofthe

operators).A recentreview of1=N c resultsisgiven in ref.[4].

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

a value substantially larger than 10�3 and obtain 10�4 as the preferred scale for "0=". This

unexpectedly sm allvalue is the result ofthe cancellation between gluonic and electroweak

penguin operators[5].Thiscancellation,which depletesby an orderofm agnitudethenatural

m agnitudeof"0="in theSM ,m arresany theoreticalattem ptofpredicting directCP violation

with aprecision betterthan afactortwo(duesolely totheintrinsicshort-distanceuncertainty).

In view ofthat,itseem stousthatindependentestim atesof"0=",even in phenom enological

m odels,are desirable. In our opinion it is crucialthat a reliable evaluation ofthe hadronic

m atrix elem ents �rst provides a consistent picture ofkaon physics, starting from the CP-

conserving am plitudes and,in particular,by reproducing the �I = 1=2 selection rule,which

governs m ost ofthese am plitudes as wellas the quantity "0=" itself. W e also feelthat the

sam eevaluation should pay particularattention to theproblem ofachieving a satisfactory 
5-

schem e and scale independence in the m atching between the m atrix elem entsand the W ilson

coe�cients,theabsenceofwhich underm inesany estim ate.

In ref.[6],hereafter referred as I,we have com pleted the study ofthe hadronic m atrix

elem ents ofallthe ten operatorofthe �S = 1 e�ective quark langrangian by m eans ofthe

chiralquark m odel(�QM )[7]and shown in [8],hereafterreferred asII,thatthe inclusion of

non-perturbative O (�sN c) corrections and the SU(3) breaking e�ects in the one-loop m eson



renorm alization provided an im proved scaleindependenceand,m oreim portantly,a good �tof

the�I = 1=2 selection rule(seealso thecontribution ofM .Fabbrichesiatthisworkshop).

In a recentpaper[9]wepresented a new com putation of"0="based on the�QM approach.

Ourestim atetakesadvantage,astheexisting ones,of

� NLO resultsfortheW ilson coe�cients;

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

Am ong thenew elem entsintroduced,them ostrelevantare

� A consistentevaluationofallhadronicm atrixelem entsoftheten e�ectivequarkoperators

in the�QM (including next-to-leading O (N )and O (�sN )contributions).

� Inclusion in the �S = 1 chirallagrangian ofthe com plete bosonization O (p2) ofthe

electroweak operatorsQ 7 and Q 8.Som erelevantO (p2)term shave been neglected in all

previousestim ates;

� Inclusion ofthem eson-loop renorm alization and scaledependenceofthem atrixelem ents;

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

� M atching-scaleand 
5-schem edependence oftheresultsbelow the20% level.

Ourprediction of"0=" dependsm ostsensitively on the value ofthe quark condensate,the

inputparam eterthatcontrolspenguin-diagram physics.Forthisreason,wediscussa inclusive

estim atebased on a conservativerangeofh�qqi,aswellasthevariationsofalltheotherinputs:

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

a procedure providesuswith the range ofvaluesfor"0=" thatwe considerto be the unbiased

theoreticalprediction ofthestandard m odel.Unfortunately,thisrangeturnsoutto berather

large,spanning from �5� 10�3 to 1:4� 10�3 .On theotherhand,itisassm allaswecan get

withoutm aking som e furtherassum ptionson the inputparam eters,assum ptionsthatallthe

otheravailableestim atesm ustm akeaswell.

Such uncertainty notwithstanding,weagreein theend with refs.[3,4]thatitisdi�cultto

accom m odatewithin thestandard m odela valueof"0="largerthan 10�3 .Asa m atteroffact,

our analysis points to de�nitely sm aller values,when not negative. This can be understood

notso m uch asa peculiarfeatureofthe�QM prediction astheneglectin otherestim atesofa

classofcontributionsin thevacuum saturation approxim ation (VSA)ofthem atrix elem entsof

theleading electroweak operators,which enhancethedestructive interference between gluonic

and electroweak penguins.Thisproblem isdiscussed in detailin Iand in ref.[10].These new

contributions are responsible for the onset ofthe superweak regim e for values ofm t sm aller

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

back "0=" to positivevalues.



2 H adronic M atrix Elements and B i Factors

Thequark e�ective lagrangian ata scale� < m c can bewritten as

L� S= 1 = �
G F
p
2
VudV

�

us

X

i

h

zi(�)+ �yi(�)
i

Q i(�)� �
G F
p
2

X

i

Ci(�)Q i(�): (2.1)

The Q i are four-quark operators obtained by integrating out in the standard m odelthe

vector bosons and the heavy quarks t;b and c. A convenient and by now standard basis

includes ten quark operators. The functions zi(�) and yi(�) are the W ilson coe�cients and

Vij the Kobayashi-M askawa (KM )m atrix elem ents;� = �VtdV
�

ts=VudV
�

us. Following the usual

param etrization ofthe KM m atrix,in orderto determ ine "0=",we only need the yi(�),which

controltheCP-violating partoftheam plitudes.

In paperIwehave com puted allhadronicm atrix elem entsoftheten e�ective quark oper-

atorsin eq.(2.1)in thefram ework ofthe�QM .Them atrix elem entsofthe�rstsix operators

were �rstcom puted in the �QM in ref. [11]. The m atrix elem ents are obtained by the inte-

gration oftheconstituentquarksby m eansofdim ensionalregularization.Theloop integration

leadstoresultsthatdepend on theschem eem ployed todealwith 
5 butarescaleindependent.

Therenorm alization-scaledependence isintroduced in ourapproach by them eson-loop renor-

m alization oftheam plitudes,asexplained in I.The m eson-loop correctionstogetherwith the

gluon-condensatecontributionsarethem ostrelevantingredientsin reproducing the�I = 1=2

selection rulein K ! �� decays,(asdiscussed in II).

The �QM resultsareexpressed in a double powerexpansion on M 2=�2
� and p

2=�2
�,where

M isa dim ensionfulparam eterofthem odelwhich can beinterpreted astheconstituentquark

m assin m esons,p isa typicalexternalm om entum ,and �� ’ 1 GeV isthe chiralsym m etry

breaking scale.

The value ofM isconstrained [12]by experim entaldata on the decay of�0 and � to be

M = 223� 9M eV (243� 9 M eV ifhigherordercorrectionsareincluded).Com parablevalues

are found by using vector-m eson-dom inance,or�tting allinputparam eteresin the extended

Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio m odel[13].

The integration ofthe ferm ion degrees offreedom leads naturally to an e�ective bosonic

representation ofthe �S = 1 quark lagrangian with the desired chiralproperties. In I we

haveconstructed thecom pleteO (p2)chiralrepresentation ofthelagrangian in eq.(2.1),where

thelocalquark operatorsQ i arerepresented by a linearcom bination ofbosonicoperatorsB �,

nam ely Q i!
P

� G �(Q i)B �.Thee�ective quark lagrangian isthereforereplaced by

L
� S= 1
� = �

G F
p
2

X

i;�

Ci(�)G �(Q i)B � : (2.2)

Asdiscussed atlenghtin I,thechiralcoe�cientsG � determ ined via the�QM approach are


5-schem edependent.W hilethe
5-schem edependencearisesin the�QM from theintegration

ofthechiralferm ions,theexplicit�-dependenceisentirelyduetothechirallooprenorm alization

ofthem atrix elem ents:
D

bjL� S= 1
� ja

E

= �
G F
p
2

X

i;�

Ci(�SD )G �(Q i) hbjB �jai(�LD ); (2.3)



where we have labeled by a and bthe initialand �nalbosonic states. W e rem ark thatin our

approach the �-dependence ofthe chiralloopsisnotcancelled by higherordercounterterm s,

asitisusually required in thestrong chirallagrangian.

Therenorm alization scaledependenceisthereforedeterm ined orderby orderin theenergy

expansion ofthe chirallagrangian. In this respect there is no direct counterpart to the ex-

pansion in strong and electrom agnetic couplingson which theshort-distance analysisisbased

and,accordingly,we referto the explicit�-dependence in the m atrix elem entsasto the long-

distance(LD)or\non-perturbative" scaledependence.A purely perturbativerenorm alization

scale dependence isintroduced in the m atrix elem entsby the NLO running ofthe quark con-

densate,which weincludewheneveracom parison between valuesatdi�erentscalesisrequired.

Otherwise,quark and gluon condensatesare considered in ourapproach asphenom enological

param eters.

Physicalobservablesm ustnotdepend on thechosen schem eforhandling 
5 in dim ensional

regularization and the value ofthe renorm alization scale �. Our aim is to test whether the

estim ate ofobservables is consistently im proved by m atching the \long-distance" 
5-schem e

and � dependencesso obtained with thosepresentin theshort-distanceanalysis(in particular

we identify �SD with �LD ). W hetherand to whatextentsuch an im provem entisreproduced

form any observablesand fora consistentsetofparam eters,m ighttellushow welllow-energy

QCD ism odelled in the�QM -chirallagrangian approach thatwehavedevised.

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

I = 0 and 2am plitudesdeterm inesa rangefortheparam eterM between 160and 220M eV.In

II,itwasalso found thatthe� dependence induced by theW ilson coe�cientsissubstantially

reduced by thatofthehadronicm atrix elem ents.

Theseissuesbecom ecrucialfor"0="wherethe
5-schem edependenceinduced bytheW ilson

coe�cients determ ines an uncertainty as large as80% when using the 1=N c hadronic m atrix

elem ents(seeforinstanceref.[1])which areschem e independent.

In orderto testthe� independenceof"0="wevary them atching scalebetween 0.8 and 1.0

GeV,the highestenergy up to which we trustthe chiralloop correctionscom puted in I.W e

�nd that,in spite ofthe factthatsom e ofthe W ilson coe�cientsvary in thisrange by up to

50% ,the m atching with ourm atrix elem entsreducesthe �-dependence in "0=" below 20% in

m ostoftheparam eterspace.W econsiderthisim proved stability a successoftheapproach.

In ordertodiscussourresultsforthehadronicm atrix elem entsitisconvenienttointroduce

the e�ective factors B (0;2)

i � hQ ii
�Q M

0;2 =hQ ii
V SA
0;2 ;which give the ratios between our hadronic

m atrixelem entsand thoseoftheVSA.Theyareausefulwayofcom paringdi�erentevaluations.

In table 1 we collectthe B i factorsforthe ten operatorsin the isospin 0 and 2 channels.

ThevaluesoftheB idepend on thescaleatwhich them atrix elem entsareevaluated,theinput

param etersand M ;m oreover,in the�QM they depend on the 
5-schem e em ployed.W ehave

given in table3 a representative exam pleoftheirvaluesand variations.

The valuesofB (0)

1 and B
(0)

2 show thatthe corresponding hadronic m atrix elem entsin the

�QM are,oncenon-factorizablecontributionsand m eson renorm alization have been included,

respectively aboutten and three tim eslargerthan theirVSA values. Atthe sam e tim e,B (2)

1



HV NDR

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

B
(0)

1 10.6 11.1 10.6 11.1

B
(0)

2 2.8 3.0 2.8 3.0

B
(2)

1 0.52 0.55 0.52 0.55

B
(2)

2 0.52 0.55 0.52 0.55

B 3 � 2:9 � 3:0 � 3:7 � 3:9

B 4 1.8 1.9 1.0 1.1

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

B
(0)

7 3:0� 2:2 3:3� 2:4 2:9� 2:2 3:2� 2:3

B
(0)

8 3:3� 2:2 3:6� 2:4 3:2� 2:2 3:5� 2:4

B
(0)

9 3.9 4.0 3.5 3.6

B
(0)

10 4.4 4.7 5.6 5.9

B
(2)

7 2:7� 1:5 3:0� 1:5 2:7� 1:4 2:9� 1:5

B
(2)

8 2:1� 1:4 2:3� 1:5 2:1� 1:4 2:3� 1:5

B
(2)

9 0.52 0.55 0.52 0.55

B
(2)

10 0.52 0.55 0.52 0.55

Table1:B ifactorsin the�QM (includingm eson-loop renorm alizations)attwodi�erentscales:
� = 0.8 and 1.0 GeV and in the two 
5-schem es. The results shown are given forM = 220
M eV and h�sGGi=� = (376 M eV)4,whiletherangegiven forB 5�8 correspondsto varying the
quark condensatebetween (�200 M eV)3 and (�280 M eV)3.

and B (2)

2 turn outtobeatm osthalfofwhatfound in theVSA.Thesefeaturesm akeitpossible

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

Forcom parison,in the1=N c approach ofref.[14],theinclusion ofm eson-loop renorm aliza-

tion through a cuto� regularization,leads,atthescaleof1 GeV,to B (0)

1 = 5:2,B (0)

2 = 2:2 and

B
(2)

1 = B
(2)

2 = 0:55,a resultthatisnotsu�cientto reproducethe�I = 1=2 rule.Thesim ilar-

ity ofthevaluesB (2)

1 = B
(2)

2 = 0:55 obtained in the�QM with thecorresponding 1=N c results

is rem arkable,and yet a num ericalcoincidence,since the suppression originates from gluon

condensatecorrectionsin the�QM ,whereasitisthee�ectofthem eson loop renorm alization

(regularized via explicitcut-o�)in theanalysisofref.[14].

Thevaluesofthepenguin m atrix elem entshQ 3iand hQ 4iin the�QM lead to ratherlarge

B i factors.In thecase ofQ 3,the�QM resulthastheopposite sign oftheVSA resultand B 3

isnegative.Thisisthee�ectofthelargenon-perturbativegluon correction.

Regarding the gluon penguin operatorQ 6 (and Q 5),we �nd thatthe �QM givesa result

consistent with the VSA (and the 1=N c approach), B 6 (B 5) being approxim ately equalto

two forsm allvaluesofthequark condensate and one-halfatlargervalues.Itisthequadratic

dependence(tobecontrasted tothelineardependencein the�QM )oftheVSA m atrix elem ent

for the penguin operators that it responsible for the di�erent weight ofthese operators at

di�erentvaluesofthequark condensate.Thelatticeestim ateat� = 2GeV fortheseoperators

givesB 5 = B 6 = 1:0� 0:2 [3].



Theelectroweak B i factorsarealllargerin the�QM than in theVSA,exceptforB (2)

9;10 that

areabout1/2 in theHV and in theNDR schem es.The latticeestim ate at� = 2 GeV in this

case yieldsB (2)

7;8 = 1:0� 0:2 and B (2)

9 = 0:62� 0:10 [3].Fornew prelim inary latticeresultssee

thecontribution ofG.Kilcup atthisworkshop.

Them ostrelevantresultfor"0=" isthevalueofB (2)

8 which rangesfrom 1.5 to 2 tim esthat

oftheVSA.Thisincrease isdueto two independentreasons.On theonehand,wefound two

new term s in the chirallagrangian that have not been included so far in the VSA estim ate

ofthe Q 7;8 m atrix elem ents. The chiralcoe�cientsofthese term sare com puted in the �QM

approach| asdiscussed in detailin I.

From thispointofview,whatwehavereferred to asVSA| and used in table1 asnorm al-

ization fortheQ 7;8 operators| isnotthecom pleteVSA result.Theinclusion ofthenew term s

am ountsup to a 60% increaseofB (2)

7;8 forsm allvaluesofh�qqiin thechosen rangeand down to

about10% forlarge values;sm allere�ectsare found in the case ofB (0)

7;8. On the otherhand,

them eson-loop renorm alization associated with thenew chiralterm sislarge(see I)and adds

up to reproduce the resultsshown in table 1. The increase in im portance ofthe operatorQ 8

with respectto Q 6 turnsinto a m oree�ectivecancellation between thetwo operatorsforlarge

valuesofthequark condensatewhileatsm allervaluesthegluon penguin contribution prevails.

3 A natomy of "0=" in the �Q M

Thequantity "0=" can bewritten as

"0

"
=

G F !

2j�jReA0
Im �t

�

� 0 �
1

!
� 2

�

; (3.1)

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

� 0 =
X

i

yihQ ii0 ; � 2 =
X

i

yihQ ii2 + !
X

i

yihQ ii0 
�+ �0 ; (3.2)

and Im �t� Im VtdV
�

ts :

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

etas.

A range forIm �t isdeterm ined from the experim entalvalue of" asa function ofm t and

theotherrelevantparam etersinvolved in thetheoreticalestim ate.W ewillusethem ostrecent

NLO results for the QCD correction factors �1;2;3 (see the contribution ofU.Nierste at this

workshop) and vary the �S = 2 hadronic param eter B̂ K in the rather conservative range

B̂ K = 0:55� 0:25 ;thatencom passesboth the �QM m odelprediction [15]and othercurrent

determ inations[16].

ThisproceduregivestwopossiblerangesforIm �t’ �jVusjjVcbj
2,which correspond tohaving

the KM phase in the IorIIquadrant(� positive ornegative,respectively). Forexam ple,for

m
pole

t = 180 GeV (m t(m W )’ 183 GeV)and �(4)

Q CD = 350 M eV we�nd

1:1� 10�4 � Im �t� 1:9� 10�4 and 0:75� 10�4 � Im �t� 1:9� 10�4 (3.3)
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Figure 1: Histogram softhe partialcontributionsto "0=" ofthe heightrelevantoperatorsfor

h�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�200 M eV)3,m pole

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

Q CD = 350 M eV.
Gray (black)histogram srepresentthecontribution ofeach operatorwithout(with)m eson-loop
renorm alization.Thelasttwo histogram scorrespond to thesum ofallcontributions.

in the �rstand second quadrantrespectively. Forthe rangeof B̂ K considered,varying allthe

otherparam eters(including m t and �Q CD)a�ectstheabovelim itson Im �t by lessthan 20% .

In particular,the upperbound on Im �t isstable,becom ing a sensitive function ofthe input

param etersonly ifweconsider B̂ K > 0:5.In otherwords,weagreewith ref.[16]thatitisthe

theoreticaluncertainty on the hadronic �S = 2 m atrix elem entthatcontrolsthe uncertainty

on thedeterm ination ofIm �t.

Itisusefulto considerthe individualcontribution to "0=" ofeach ofthe quark operators.

W e have depicted them ashistogram s,where thegrey (black)one standsforthe contribution

before (after)m eson-loop renorm alization. Henceforth allresultsare given forM = 220 M eV

in theHV schem e.

Itisclearfrom the histogram sofFig. 1,2 and 3 thatthe two dom inating operatorsare

Q 6 and Q 8.Yet,since they givecontributionsapproxim ately ofthesam e size and oppositein

sign,the�nalvalueturnsoutto be relatively sm alland ofsize com parable to thatofm ostof

theotheroperators.Thisresultisattheorigin thelargetheoreticaluncertainty aswellasthe

unexpected sm allnessof"0=".

The sam e histogram s serve the purpose ofshowing thatthe m eson-loop renorm alizations

arecrucialnotonly in theoverallsize ofeach contribution butalso in determ ining thesign of

the �nalresult(see Fig. 2). These correctionsare here consistently included in the estim ate

forthe�rsttim e.

The role ofthe operator Q 4 turns out to be m arginalin our approach. In com paring

this result with that ofthe 1=N c fram ework [4](see also the �naltables in ref. [17]where

we reproduce the individual1=N c contributionsforthe standard ten operators),itshould be

recalled thatin the above analysisthe Q 4 operatoriswritten in term sofQ 1,Q 2 and Q 3 and

thatitsvaluesisthereforein
uenced by theB i factorsassigned to theform erm atrix elem ents.

In particular,while B 1 and B 2 are in ref.[4]requested to be large in order to account for
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Figure2:Sam easFig.1 forh�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�240 M eV)3.
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Figure3:Sam easFig.1 forh�qqi(0:8 GeV)= (�280 M eV)3.

the �I = 1=2 rule,B 3 is assigned the value of1. Such a procedure produces a rather large

value forthe m atrix elem entofQ 4.In ourapproach,we see thatin factalso B 3 islarge (and

negative!) and thatQ 4,oncewritten in term softheotheroperators,issm all,asfound in the

directestim ate.

W e hope that this discussion has convinced the reader that the quantity "0=" is di�cult

to estim ate even with a factor two uncertainty. W e think that only the order ofm agnitude

can be predicted in a reliable m anner. The reason isvery sim ple:the �nalvalue isthe result

ofthe cancellation between two,approxim ately equalin size,contributions. Accordingly,any

uncertainty ism ostlikely am pli�ed by an orderofm agnitudeand weareunfortunately dealing

with ratherlarge ones. Itisalso im portantto understand thatthese considerations hold for

any theoreticalapproach.

Keeping thisin m ind,by varying allparam etersin the allowed rangesand,in particular,

taking thequark condensate,which isthem ajorsourceofuncertainty,between (�200 M eV)3



and (�280 M eV)3 we�nd

� 27� 10�4 < "0="< 9� 10�4 ; (3.4)

wherewehavekept�(4)

Q CD �xed atitscentralvalue.A largerrange,

� 50� 10�4 < "0="< 14� 10�4 ; (3.5)

isobtained by varying �(4)

Q CD aswell.

Itshould bestressed thatthelargerangeofnegativevaluesthatweobtain isaconsequence

oftwo characteristic features ofthe m atrix elem ents: i) the enhancem ent ofthe size ofthe

electroweak m atrix elem entshQ 8;7idue to the coherente�ectsofthe additionalO (p2)contri-

butionsso farneglected (seediscussion in sect.5)and thechiralloop corrections;ii)thelinear

dependence on h�qqiofthe leading gluon penguin m atrix elem entscom pared to the quadratic

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

prevailforlargevaluesofthequark condensate.Thee�ectofi)representsan enhancem entof

theleadingelectroweak m atrixelem entsup toafactortwowith respecttothevacuum insertion

approxim ation and present1=N c estim ates(seetable3),whilefeatureii)isabsentin the1=N c

approach,thequark condensate dependencebeing alwaysquadratic.

To providea som ewhatm orerestrictive estim atewem ay assum eforthequark condensate

the QCD Sum Rules im proved PCAC result [18],nam ely h�qqi = �(221 � 17 M eV)3 at our

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

"0="=

8

<

:

4:5+ 4:1
�5:4 � 10�4 quadrantI

3:9+ 5:0
�4:5 � 10�4 quadrantII:

(3.6)

whoseaveragegives"0="= (4� 5)� 10�4 .

The range ofthe quark condensate on which the above estim ate is based,is not favorite

by ouranalysisofthe�I = 1=2 selection rule in the �QM .Highervaluesaccom m odatem ore

naturally the rule,atleastfora constituentm assM ’ 220 M eV| the value atwhich we also

�nd 
5-schem eindependenceof"0=".Forvaluesofthequark condensatein therangeofFigs.2

and 3 thecentralvalueof"0=" shiftstoward thesuperweak regim e,and theroleofm eson loop

correctionsbecom es crucial. Forinstance,by taking the sim ple PCAC resultforthe strange

quark condensate,h�qqi= �(244 � 9 M eV)3 at� = 0:8 GeV,we�nd

"0="=

8

<

:

1:4+ 6:5
�5:5 � 10�4 quadrantI

1:2+ 9:3
�4:0 � 10�4 quadrantII:

(3.7)

Actually,forsuch arangeofh�qqi,negativecentralvaluesof"0="in both quadrantsareobtained

duetotheextra term softhebosonization oftheelectroweak operatorsQ 7 and Q 8 neglected in

the previousestim ates. Only afterthe inclusion ofthe m eson-loop renorm alization "0=" turns

to thepositivecentralvaluesofeq.(3.7).

To have an overview ofthe present theoreticalstatus for"0=" in Fig. 4 we have sum m a-

rized thepredictionsofthreetheoreticalapproachesand com pared them with thepresent1 �

experim entalresults(labeled bands).

Thesm allererrorin thelatticeestim ateoriginatesin theGaussian treatm entoftheuncer-

tainty in theinputparam eterswith respectto the
at1� errorincluded in theotherestim ates.
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Figure 4: Present status oftheoreticalpredictions and experim entalvalues for"0=" (in units
of10�4 ).The m ostrecent1=N c [4]and lattice[3]estim atesarecom pared to (a)ourunbiased
estim ate(3.5),(b)ourm orerestrictiveestim ate(3.6).

4 O utlook

Our phenom enologicalanalysis,based on the sim plest im plem entation ofthe �QM and

chirallagrangian m ethods,takesadvantageoftheobservation thatthe�I = 1=2 selection rule

in kaon decays is wellreproduced in term s ofthree basic param eters (the constituent quark

m assM and thequark and gluon condensates)in term sofwhich allhadronicm atrix elem ents

ofthe�S = 1 lagrangian can beexpressed.

W e have used the best�tofthe selection rule to constrain the allowed rangesofM ,h�qqi

and hGGiand wehavefed them in theanalysisof"0=".

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

conspiring features:1)thedestructiveinterferencebetween thelargehadronicm atrix elem ents

ofQ 6 and Q 8 which enhancesup to an orderofm agnitudeany related uncertainty in the�nal

prediction (thisfeature isgeneraland doesnotdepend on the speci�c approach);2)the fact

thatlargequark-condensatevaluesarepreferred in �tting theisospin zero K 0 ! �� am plitude

atO (p2)(which isa m odeldependentresult).

W hereaslittlecan bedoneconcerningpoint1)which m akesdi�cultanytheoreticalattem pt

to predict"0="with a precision betterthan a factortwo,an im provem enton 2)can bepursued

within thepresentapproach.

Two lines ofresearch are in progress. On the one hand,we are extending the analysis

to O (p4) in the chiralexpansion to gain better precision on the hadronic m atrix elem ents

and to determ ine in a self-consistent way the polinom ialcontributions from the chiralloops;

prelim inary results indicate that the �I = 1=2 rule is reproduced for sm aller values ofthe

gluon and quark condensates,thusreducing ourerrorbar,in thedirection shown by ourm ore

restrictive estim ate. On the other hand,we are studying the �S = 2 sector to determ ine

atthe sam e orderofaccuracy B̂ K and the K L{K S m assdi�erence by including in the latter

theinterferencewith long-distancecontributionsthatcan beself-consistently com puted in the



presentapproach.

W hether this program is successfullm ay better determ ine how m uch ofthe long range

dynam ics ofQCD is em bedded in the present approach and increase our con�dence on the

predictionsofunknown observables.
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