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Abstract

I review a recent attem pt to reproduce the isosppin I = 0 and 2 am pliudes for the decay
of a kaon into two pions by estin ating the relkevant hadronic m atrix elem ents In the chiral
quark m odel. The results are param etrized in tem s of the quark and glion condensates and
of the constituent quark massM . The Jatter is a param eter characteristic of the m odel. For
values of these param eters w ithin the current detem inations, the I = 1=2 selkection rulk is
well reproduced by m eans of the cum ulative e ects of short-distance NLO W ilson coe cients,
penguin diagram s, non—-factorizable sofft-gluion corrections and m eson—loop renom alization.
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1 Introduction

For the decay of a neutral kaon into two pions, the CP -conserving am plitnde wih a nal
I= 0 isospin state ( I = 1=2) ism easured to be

ReA,K’! 2 )=333 10 'Gev; (11)
and it is approxim ately 22 tin es larger than that w ith thepionsin theI = 2 state ( I = 3=2):
ReA,K°! 2 )=150 10 °Gev : 12)

Since a naive estin ate ofthe relevant hadronicm atrix elem entsw ithin the standard m odel leads
to am plitudes that are com parabl in size, this selection rule hasbeen a standing puzz]e,a) the
solution of which has att:ca'clted a great deal of theoretical work over the past 40 years (for a
review see, Or hstance, ref)

W hilke there is substantial agreem ent that Q CD accounts forthebulk ofthe rule, a quantita—
tive (@nd detailed) understanding requires show ing how the di erent features enter. T herefore
I will consider each of them one at the tine. Yet, i is in portant to bear in m ind that they
are not independent e ects; on the contrary, they are allrooted in QCD and they com e about
as the scale is owered from my to, say, 1 GeV and the singlke operator Q , develops into ten
operators and gluon and m eson corrections are included.

This tak is based on ref Am ong the previous attem pts in explaining the rule, I would
Tke to recall that in reff that is the closest to ours.

Let us then start from the e ective ]agrangjan for S = 1 weak transitions at the scale

X h
Ls-1 = P—EVuqus zi( )+ ¥l )Qi( ) 13)

i

which is de ned by the ten operators

Ql = (é u )V A @ d )V A Q2 = (gu)v A (ﬁd)v A
P P
Q3;5 = (éd)v A q (qq)v A Q4;6 = (g d )V A q(qq )V A (1-4)
P P
Q7o = 26y o & @y » Qg0 = 26d)y, » «&@a) a:

2 The Starting Point

T he starting point is com puted in the absence of QCD ocorrections. In this case we have
only one operator, Q 5, and:
jo
2

2
Ag=1D,iy = EX A,=m,i, = ?X @2.1)

pP_
w here X 3f mi m?).Fi.1 illustrateshow far the am plitudes thus obtained are from
the experim ental values.

3 NLO QCD W ilson Coefficients

The rste ectof having QCD in the gam e is the renom alization group evolution of the
W ilson coe cients.® To give an idea of it, I collected in Table 1 the relevant next-to-leading—
order NLO ) ocoe cients. Fig. 2 m akes clear that, whilk the e ect goes in the right direction,
it isby far too am all to acoount for the rule.
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Figure 1: The starting point (1).
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Figure 2: Thee ect 0ofNLO QCD renom alization: point (2).

4 Chiral Quark M odel

In order to proceed we m ust estin ate the hadronicm atrix elem ents. N either the lattice nor
the 1=N . approach can reproduce the rule. N otice that the leading 1=N . corrections m ake A,

bigger and do not help. .

Iwilluse the chiralquark mode¥’ ( QM ) that isas sinple a m odelas it is possible w ithout
having to renounce those features that we deem crucial in the understanding of the rule. It is
de ned by the follow ing lJagrangian

Low= M G a+q '« @1

that dictates the Interaction between G oldstone bosons and quarks and therefore allow s us to
estin ate the relevant hadronic m atrix elem ents.



A 250 M eV 350 M eV
s 0z )5 g 0113 0119
HV) = 08GeV
z (0:0320) 0657 || (0:0339) 0:910
Z (0:988) 138 || (0:987) 158
z3 0:0137 0:0301
z4 00292 0:0540
zs 0:0070 0:0100
Zo 0:0275 0:0515
2= 0:0055 0:0030
Zg= 0:0198 0:0379
Zo= 0:0070 0:0203
Z10= 0:0181 0:0330

Tablk 1: The NLO W ilson coe cients for the ten e ective operators (as com puted in the HV
schem e). The nitlalvaluesatmy are between brackets.

5 Penguin Operators

A further im portant step in understalpdjng the enhanocam ent of the A, am plitude com es
from the Q CD -induced penguin operators) that only a ect the I = 0 am plitudes. In the QM
I nd:

2 hogagi

sl = —X  Hudo= X HOsio - X 10l = 222
31 N, 419 519 N, M £2 610 £2M

x9; 6.1

whereXx® X 1 6M %= ? [Fig.3 showstheire ect.

6 Non-Ffactorizable G luon Corrections

A nother, and, aswe shall see essential, e ect O'.I"I_:Q CD in the chiralquark m odel, arises from
the soft-gluon corrections to the m atrix elem ents? T hese are param etrized by

_ N.h GG= 1

i 6.1
GG > T1g 24 (61)
w here T take for the non-perturbative gluon condensate

h .GG= i= (350MeV)*; 62)

a value that is consistent w ith current Q CD sum rule estin atesi? The e ect of this correction
is

h 1 jo h i
0, = %xh 1+ 1 MGy i = p—ix hl+N—1c 1 wei g
Moip = 35X 2 ¢ 1 igcs ol = X 1+ 1 g6 63)
M3iy = N—ch 1 i i = X
iy = N—iﬁixo Weiy = Zgﬁixo:

Fig.4 showshow much this correction helps in going in the right direction. T he am plitude A,
isbrought to is experin ental value.
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Figure 3: Penguin operators correction. Pomnt (3) is the gluion Penguins; point (4) the elec-
troweak ones. hogi= ( 0250M &V )3.
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F igure 4: N onperturbative ghion corrections: point (5).

7 Chiral Loop Corrections

The am plitude A is stilltoo an all. M eson ]oopé—ll-" give the nalenhancement. Fig.5 shows
how their e ect is large for the A ( am plitude and sn all for the A ,, as it should be in order to
agree w ith the the selection rule.

8 The Final Point

F inally we m ust lnclude the iso-soin breaking correction to A ,; it is proportionalto A, and
given by
1l mgq my
P i
3 2 mg
Fig. 6 Includes such a correction and shows the nal resul. A s it can be seen, the sslection
rule isnow well reproduced.

Ao 8.1)

AJSO brk 4
2
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Figure 5: E ect ofthe chiral loops: poInt (6)
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Figure 6: The nalpont (7).

9 D ependence on Input Parameters

W hile the previous guresplotted a single point which corresponded to a xed value forthe
Input param eters, the dependence on them is rather strong as shown in Fig. 7 where I varied
the quark condensate as

@00M eV )’ ool @80M &V )? 91)
and the gluon condensate as

B46Mev)! h—=-GGi @8eMev)! ©92)

for xedM = 180Me&vV at = 08Ge&vV.

Because of this intrinsic uncertainty, the best strategy consists In using the I = 1=2 nulke
to restrict the nput param eters and then use the m atrix elem ents thus detem ined to predict
new physical observablk lke, for instance, "&=" ¢2
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Figure 7: Input param eter dependence. G rey (olack) Inesare n the NDR HV) scheme.

10 Scale and M atching D ependence

There is also a residual m atching dependence that is described in Tablk 2. A s shown by
the two last lines of the table, the scale dependence isbelow the 20% Ilvel, as opposad to that
before m eson—loop renom alization which is as large as 40% .

@)
ocp = 350 M eV

= 08 Ge&v = 09 Gev =1GeV
NDR HV NDR HV NDR | HV
Ay 297 | 294 266 | 261 245 | 239
A, 1.60 146 1.68 | 156 175 | 1.64

A 13 2% 2%
A, 9% 8% 6%
Ao 195  20%
A, 9%  12%

Tabl 2: M atching dependence. M ' 160M &V, hggi at s PCAC value and h = GGi =
B76M eV )*.
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