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Abstract

M easurem ent ofthe transverse m uon polarization P ?
� in the K + ! �+ �

decay willbe attem pted forthe �rsttim e atthe ongoing K EK E246 experi-

m entand also ata proposed BNL experim ent.W eprovidea generalanalysis

ofhow P ?
� is sensitive to the physicalC P -violating phases in new physics

induced four-Ferm iinteractions,and then we calculate the dom inantcontri-

butionsto P ?
� from squark fam ily m ixingsin genericsupersym m etricm odels.

Estim ates of the upper bounds on P ?
� are also given. It is found that a

supersym m etry-induced right-handed quark currentfrom W boson exchange

givesan upperlim iton P ?
� aslarge asa few percent,whereaswith charged-

Higgs-exchange induced pseudoscalarinteraction,P ?
� isno largerthan a few

tenths ofa per cent. Possible correlations between the m uon polarization

m easurem ents in K + ! �+ � and K + ! �0�+ � decays are discussed,and

distinctive patternsofthiscorrelation from squark fam ily-m ixings and from

thethree-Higgs-doubletm odelare noted.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theon-goingKEK E246 experim ent[1]and a recently proposed BNL experim ent[2]

areboth devoted to testing T-violation to a high precision in theK + ! �0�+ � (K +

�3)decay

by m easuring the transverse m uon polarization P ? (�)
� = s� � (p� � p�)=jp� � p�j,where

p� and p� are the m om enta ofthe pion and m uon in the kaon rest fram e and s� is the

m uon spin vector. The com bined previousm easurem ents[3]atthe BNL-AGS constrained

the m uon polarization to be P ? (�)
� = (�1:85� 3:60)� 10�3 ,and thisputsan upperlim it

ofjP ? (�)
� j< 0:9% at the 95% con� dence level. The standard m odel(SM ) CP-violating

contribution to P ?
� is vanishingly sm all[4],and the � nalstate interaction (FSI) e� ect is

found to be oforder10�6 [5]. Therefore,ifan e� ectisdetected atthe 10�3 levelor10�4

levelwhich theKEK experim entand theproposed BNL experim entarerespectively sensitive

to,itwillbean unm istakablesignaturefornew physics.Ithasbeen estim ated [6]thatP ? (�)
�

can be as large as � 10�3 in the three-Higgs-doublet m odel[7]. M ore recently,we noted

that [8]large squark-fam ily-m ixings in supersym m etry (SUSY) could contribute to P ? (�)
�

atthe levelof10�3 ,which isthree ordersofm agnitude largerthan thatin the absence of

squark-fam ily-m ixings[9].

The transverse m uon polarization,denoted by P ?
� and de� ned as above with p�

substituted by thephoton m om entum p,willalsobem easured in theradiativedecay m ode

K + ! �+ � (K �2)both atKEK [1]and atBNL [2].HeretheFSIe� ectisexpected to be

large [10],and itcould be on the orderof10�3 [11]. Being electrom agnetic in nature,this

e� ectcan beaccurately com puted and subtracted out.Them oreinterestingstandard m odel

CP-violating contribution to P ?
� arising from the Kobayashi-M askawa (KM )phase [12]is

again negligible. The e� ectofa CP-violating tensorinteraction on the m uon polarization

wasconsidered in Ref.[13];and thecontribution to P ?
� from an e� ectivepseudoscalarfour-

Ferm ioperatorin thethree-Higgs-doubletm odel(3HDM )hasrecently been discussed [14].

In this work, we provide a m ore generalanalysis ofthe m uon polarization in the K �2

decay by including the com plete e� ective four-Ferm iinteractions induced from spin-zero
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and spin-one boson exchange.Then we concentrate on supersym m etric theorieswith large

squark-generational-m ixings where dram atic enhancem ent e� ects due to the third fam ily

heavy quark m asses could give rise to a large P ?
� . Detailsofthis willbe given in a later

section whereSUSY e� ectsareexam ined.

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows.Thefram ework islaid outin section IIforcom -

puting P ?
� in K �2 decay in term sofgenerale� ectivefour-Ferm iinteractions.In section III,

we focus on the e� ects oflarge squark-fam ily-m ixings which are allowed in fairly general

SUSY m odels. Possible correlationsofthe m uon polarization in K �3 and K �2 decaysare

then discussed,and an interesting com parison with m ulti-Higgstype m odelsism ade.The

conclusionsarepresented in section IV.

II.G EN ER A L FR A M EW O R K

ConsidertheradiativeK +

�2 decay

K
+ (p)! (q)�+ (l)�(p�); (1)

where p,q,land p� denote the m om enta ofthe kaon,photon,m uon,and neutrino respec-

tively. The SM am plitude forthisdecay consistsoftwo separately gauge invariantpieces:

theinnerbrem sstrahlung (IB)piecewith thephoton radiated o� theexternalm uon orkaon

line,and the structure-dependent(SD)piece forwhich the photon isem itted from the ef-

fective K �� vertex via som e interm ediate states. The totalam plitude can be written as

[15,16],

M SM = M IB + M SD (2)

M IB = �ie
G F
p
2
sin�cfK m ��

�
�K

� (3)

M SD = ie
G F
p
2
sin�c�

�
�L�H

��
; (4)

with
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K
� = u(p�)(1+ 5)

 
p�

p� q
�
2l�+ 6q�

2l� q

!

v(l) (5)

L
� = u(p�)

�(1� 5)v(l) (6)

H
�� =

FA

m K

(�g��p� q+ p
�
q
�)+ i

FV

m K

�
����

q�p�; (7)

where G F is the Ferm iconstant, sin�c = 0:22 is the Cabibbo m ixing,m � and m K are

the m asses ofthe m uon and the kaon,� is the photon polarization vector,fK is the well

determ ined kaon decay constant,and FA and FV aretheaxial-vectorand vectorform factors

associated with theradiativedecay.Thekaon decay constantand thetwo form factorsare

de� ned by

h0js�5ujK
+ (p)i= �ifK p

� (8)

Z

dxe
iqxh0jT(J�em (x)s

�
5u(0))jK

+ (p)i= �fK

 

g
�� +

p�(p� q)�

p� q

!

+
FA

m K

(g��p� q� p
�
q
�) (9)

Z

dxe
iqxh0jT(J�em (x)s

�
u(0))jK + (p)i= i

FV

m K

�
����

q�p�; (10)

where fK = 160 M eV,FA and FV are functions of(p � q)2,J�em is the electrom agnetic

current,and �0123 = 1.

Ideally onewould liketo beableto extractseparately FV and FA from experim ental

data. However,the accuracy ofcurrent data does not perm it us to do so. On the other

hand,variousm odels[17]havebeen used tocalculatetheform factors.In chiralperturbation

theory attheone-loop level,FV and FA arefound to berealand aregiven by [16]

FV = �0:0945 FA = �0:0425: (11)

Them om entum dependenceofFV and FA showsup only attwoloopsin chiralperturbation

theory. Furtherm ore in the SM ,the KM phase willenterthe form factorsatthe two-loop

leveland hencecan beignored.Theaboveestim atewillbeused in ouranalysisofthem uon

polarization.
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Aswillbeshown later,contributionsto theK + ! �+ � decay from physicsbeyond

the SM can be param eterized by three dim ensionless quantities, �IB , �A and �V , to be

associated with fK ,FA ,and FV respectively.Thenew am plitudeisobtained from Eqs.(2)-

(7)by thefollowing replacem ents:

fK ! f
0
K � fK (1+ �IB ) (12)

FA ! F
0
A � FA(1+ �A) (13)

FV ! F
0
V � FV (1+ �V ) (14)

Thethree�param etersarein generalcom plex,and could contributetotheT-odd transverse

m uon polarization P ?
� .

Thetransverse polarization ofthem uon in K + ! �+ � decay isde� ned as

P
?
� =

s� � (p � p�)

jp � p�j
; (15)

where s� is the spin vector ofthe m uon,and p and p� are the three-m om enta ofthe

photon and m uon.A non-zero P ?
� arisesfrom theinterferencebetween theM IB and M SD

am plitudes.Aftera generalkinem aticanalysis,wecan expressP ?
� in theK + restfram eas

thesum ofan IB -FV interference pieceand an IB -FA interference piece.Explicitly,

P
?
� (x;y)= P

?
IB �V (x;y)+ P

?
IB �A (x;y) (16)

P
?
IB �V (x;y)= �V (x;y)Im [(1+ �IB )(1+ �

�
V )] (17)

P
?
IB �A (x;y)= �A (x;y)Im [(1+ �IB )(1+ �

�
A )]; (18)

wherex = 2p� q=p2 = 2E =m K and y = 2p� l=p2 = 2E �=m K arethenorm alized energiesof

thephoton and them uon respectively.Thefunctions�V (x;y)and �A(x;y)aregiven by

�V (x;y)= �2
p
r�
fK

m K

FV fV (x;y)

q

(1� y+ r�)((1� x)(x + y� 1)� r�)

�(x;y)
(19)

�A(x;y)= �2
p
r�
fK

m K

FAfA (x;y)

q

(1� y+ r�)((1� x)(x + y� 1)� r�)

�(x;y)
; (20)
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wherer� = m 2
�=m

2
K ,fV (x;y)and fA(x;y)aretobede� ned later,and �(x;y)/

d�(K + ! �+ �)

dxdy

isthenorm alized Dalitzdensity consisting oftheIB piece�IB (x;y),theSD piece�SD (x;y),

and theinterferenceterm �IN T(x;y),

�(x;y)= �IB (x;y)+ �SD (x;y)+ �IN T(x;y) (21)

�IB (x;y)= 2r�
f2K

m 2
K

j1+ �IB j
2
fIB (x;y)

�SD (x;y)=
1

2
(jF 0

V + F
0
Aj

2
fSD + (x;y)+ jF 0

V � F
0
A j

2
fSD � (x;y))

�IN T(x;y)= 2r�
fK

m K

Re[(1+ �
�
IB )((F

0
V + F

0
A)fIN T + (x;y)+ (F 0

V � F
0
A)fIN T � (x;y))];

with

fIB (x;y)=

 
1� y+ r�

x2(x+ y� 1� r�)

!  

x
2 + 2(1� x)(1� r�)�

2xr�(1� r�)

x+ y� 1� r�

!

fSD + (x;y)= (x + y� 1� r�)((x+ y� 1)(1� x)� r�)

fSD � (x;y)= (1� y+ r�)((1� x)(1� y)+ r�)

fIN T + (x;y)=

 
1� y+ r�

x(x + y� 1� r�)

!

((1� x)(1� x � y)+ r�)

fIN T � (x;y)=

 
1� y+ r�

x(x + y� 1� r�)

!

(x2 � (1� x)(1� x � y)� r�)

fV (x;y)=
2� x � y

x + y� 1� r�

fA(x;y)=
(2� x)(x + y)� 2(1+ r�)

x(x + y� 1� r�)
: (22)

The next step in the analysis is to com pute the � param eters in Eqs.(12)-(14)in

term s ofparam eters describing the new physics. It is reasonable to assum e that at the

energieswe are considering,new physicscan be described by generalfour-Ferm ioperators

oftheform (neglecting possibletensorinteractions),

L = �
G F
p
2
sin�cs�(1� 5)u�

�(1� 5)�

+G Ssu�(1+ 5)�+ G P s5u�(1+ 5)�

+G V s�u�
�(1� 5)�+ G As�5u�

�(1� 5)�

+h:c:; (23)
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whereG S,G P ,G V and G A param eterizethenon-standard m odelinteractionsdueto scalar,

pseudoscalar,vectorand axial-vectorboson exchangerespectively.In som em odels,e� ective

right-handed neutrino-m uon current can be constructed. Since the SM leptonic charged-

currentisleft-handed,itsinterference with such a right-handed currentwillbe suppressed

by the neutrino m ass and willhave a negligible contribution to P ?
� . Therefore only left-

handed neutrinosneed to beconsidered.

The contributionsofthe G S and G P operatorsare recently discussed by Kobayashi

et. al.[14]in the contextofthe three-Higgs-doubletm odel,where tree-levelcharged Higgs

exchange is su� cient to give rise to T violation. The relevant hadronic m atrix elem ents

involving thescalarcurrentcan berelated to fK via [14]

h0js5ujK
+ (p)i= i

fK m
2
K

m s + m u

(24)

Z

dxe
iqxh0jT(J�em (x)s5u(0))jK

+ (p)i=
p�

p� q

fK m
2
K

m s + m u

(25)

Z

dxe
iqxh0jT(J�em (x)su(0))jK

+ (p)i= 0= h0jsujK + (p)i: (26)

Itisim m ediately seen thatthee� ectivescalarinteraction (theGS operator)doesnota� ect

theK �2 decay rateastheirhadronicm atrix elem entsvanish by parity.On theotherhand

from Eqs.(24)and (25),thecontribution oftheG P operatorto thedecay am plitudeisseen

to benon-vanishing and ithasthesam estructureasM IB ofEq.(3),

M P = �ieG P

fK m
2
K

m s + m u

�
�
�K

�
: (27)

Thisam ountsto a contribution to theparam eter�IB only,

�IB jG P
=

p
2G P

G F sin�c

m 2
K

(m s + m u)m �

; (28)

and theothertwo param eters,�V and �A,rem ain zero.

The e� ective vectorand axial-vectorfour-Ferm iinteractionsgive rise to corrections

to the V � A structure ofthe SM quark current. They can be analyzed by using the
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correspondinghadronicm atrixelem entsgiven byEqs.(8)-(10).TheG V operatorcontributes

only to �V ,

�V jG V
= �

p
2G V

G F sin�c
: (29)

On theotherhand,theaxial-vectorG A operatorcontributesto both �IB and �A,

�IB jG A
= �AjG A

=

p
2G A

G F sin�c
: (30)

Sum m ingup Eqs.(28)-(30),weobtain thefollowingcontributionstothe�param eters

from thee� ective four-Ferm iinteractions

�IB =

p
2G P

G F sin�c

m 2
K

(m s + m u)m �

+

p
2G A

G F sin�c
(31)

�V = �

p
2G V

G F sin�c
(32)

�A =

p
2G A

G F sin�c
: (33)

Ascan beseen from Eqs.(16)-(18)and Eqs.(31)-(33),P ?
� in theK + ! �+ � decay

could receive contributionsfrom the G P ,G V and G A e� ective interactionsofEq.(23).By

com parison,P ? (�)
� in the K + ! �0�+ � decay isonly sensitive to the G S interaction [18].

These two decay m odes are therefore com plem entary in searching fornew physics e� ects.

Asone would expect,ifphysicsbeyond the SM hasonly left-handed quark current,itwill

notcontribute to P ?
� . This can be seen explicitly from Eqs.(31)-(33). Fora left-handed

quark current(G V = �G A and G P = G S = 0),�IB = �A = �V ,and therefore no relative

phaseexistsbetween M IB and M SD .However,aright-handed quark currentasin left-right

sym m etricm odelswillin generalhavean e� ecton P?� ,and thesizeofthem uon polarization

would be m odeldependent. Signaturesofthe e� ective four-Ferm iinteractionsofEq.(23)

forthem uon polarization in theK �2 decay aresum m arized in TableI.

ThesuccessoftheSM dictatesthatthem agnitudesofthe�param etersofEqs.(31)-

(33)arem uch sm allerthan one.W ecan thereforesim plify theform ulaforP ?
� by neglecting
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term s quadratic in the �’s and by considering only the relevant G P and G R interactions

given by

� L = G P s5u�(1+ 5)�+ G R s�(1+ 5)u�
�(1� 5)�+ h:c:: (34)

Com bining Eqs.(16)-(18)and (31)-(33),them uon transversepolarization can berewritten

asa sum oftheG P interaction contribution P ?
�;P (x;y)and theG R interaction contribution

P ?
�;R (x;y),

P
?
� (x;y)= P

?
�;P (x;y)+ P

?
�;R (x;y) (35)

P
?
�;P (x;y)= �(x;y)Im � P (36)

P
?
�;R (x;y)= 2�V (x;y)Im � R ; (37)

where

�(x;y)= �V (x;y)+ �A (x;y) (38)

� P �

p
2G P

G F sin�c

m 2
K

(m s + m u)m �

(39)

� R �

p
2G R

G F sin�c
: (40)

Thecontourplotsof�(x;y),�(x;y),� V (x;y),and �A(x;y)aregiven in Fig.1.Theinfrared

sensitivity oftheK �2 decay ratem anifestsitselfin theDalitzplot�(x;y)in thesoftphoton

(i.e.sm allx)region.

Duetotheexperim entalnecessity ofcuttingoutlow energy photons,itism oreuseful

to de� nethequantity P?� by

P ?
� �

R

S dxdy�(x;y)P
?
� (x;y)

R

S dxdy�(x;y)
; (41)

which is the average ofP ?
� (x;y) over a region ofphase space S. In this de� nition,the

num eratorm easuresthedi� erencein num berin theregion S between m uonspointing their

spin vector along the direction p � p� and those along the opposite direction,and the

9



denom inatoris a m easure ofthe totalnum ber ofm uons in the region S. In term softhe

e� ective four-Ferm iinteractions,theaveragem uon polarization isgiven by

P ?
� = P ?

�;P + P ?
�;R = �Im � P + 2�V Im � R : (42)

Plotsoftheaveraged �,�V and ��A asa function oftheenergy cuton softphotons

aregiven in Fig.2.Thetypicalsizeof�and �V fortheK +

�2 decay can beseen tobeoforder

0:1,and it is a kinem atic m easure ofthe relative strength ofthe M IB -M SD interference

and the IB plusSD contributionsto the partialwidth. The corresponding valuesforthe

radiative decaysof�+ ! �+ � (��2)and K
+ ! e+ � (K e2)are expected to be roughly

two ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan forK �2 decay because ofthe dom inance ofthe IB

and SD contributions respectively. And this m akes it di� cult to m easure the transverse

lepton polarization in the��2 and K e2 m odes.

III.SU SY EFFEC T S

In them inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM ,by thiswem ean with m in-

im alparticle content and with R-parity conservation),T-violation in K + ! �+ � decay

arisesfrom theinterferencebetween theSM treeam plitudeand theone-loop M SSM am pli-

tude.Naively,thiswould besuppressed atleastby �s=� (� s istheQCD coupling)relative

to the tree levelinterference e� ectasin the three-Higgs-doubletm odel[14],and would be

too sm allto beseen.However,thiswould notbethecasewhen thesquark fam ily m ixings

are taken into account. Then T-violation in K �2 decay could be sensitive to the top and

bottom quarksofthe third fam ily,and large enhancem ent e� ects due to the heavy quark

m assescould appear[8]. Thisscenario willbe the focusofourattention in the discussion

oftheSUSY contributionsto them uon polarization.

Thenotionofsquarkfam ilym ixingscom esfrom thegeneralassum ption thatthem ass

m atrices ofthe quarks and squarks are diagonalized by di� erent unitary transform ations

10



in generation space [19]. In principle,these m ixing m atrices could allbe determ ined in

speci� c m odels.In thelack ofa generally accepted SUSY  avorm odel,we adopta m odel-

independentapproach and referinterested readerstotheliteraturefordiscussionsofspeci� c

m odels[20,21]. The relative rotationsin generation space between the ~uL,~uR, ~dL,and ~dR

squarksand theircorresponding quark partnersare denoted by V UL ,V UR ,V D L ,and V D R

respectively.Thesem atricesappearin thequark-squark-gluino couplingswhich lead tonew

contributionsto  avor-changing neutralcurrentprocesses (FCNC)[19]. M eanwhile,these

generationalm ixing m atricesgiveriseto theinteresting possibility thattheheavy ferm ions

ofthethird fam ilym ayplayan im portantrolein low energyprocesses,includingtheneutron

electricdipolem om ent[22].

AsFCNC processesoccuronly atloop levelin both the SM and the M SSM ,severe

constraintson thesquark fam ily m ixingscan bederived [19]based on availableexperim ental

data. Forcharged-current (CC) processes on the other hand,the SM contributions often

appearattree levelwhereas e� ects ofsquark fam ily m ixings arise only atloop-level,and

current data in the hadronic sector are not precise enough to put usefulbounds on the

squark m ixing m atrices.The FCNC constraintscan bewritten in theform ofupperlim its

eitheron productofdi� erentVD ’s,asfrom K K and B B system sand from b! s,oron

productofdi� erentVU ’s,asfrom D D m ixing.W ithoutassum ptionson orm odelpreference

forthesem ixing m atrices,theindividualm atrix elem entcan howeverstillbeoforderone.

Charged-currentprocessesinvolve the productofV U and V D ,and the size ofboth

m ixing m atrix elem entscan be oforderone withoutviolating the FCNC bounds.Because

ofthe large top Yukawa coupling,sizable squark m ixings with the third generation could

then lead to large enhancem ent e� ectsin low energy charged-currentprocesses. Although

this loop-levelenhancem ent m ay not have signi� cant e� ects on CP-conserving,tree-level

CC processes,itcould havedram aticconsequencesforCP-violatingCC processesforwhich

thestandard m odele� ectsarenegligible.Thispossibility hasrecently been discussed in the

contextofT violation in charged m eson sem ileptonicdecays[8].In thiswork,wewould like
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to extend theanalysisto thetransverse m uon polarization in theradiativeK �2 decay.

Thephysicalphasesthatarerelevantforthetransversem uon polarization could com e

from both thesquark m ixingm atricesand othersoftSUSY breakingoperatorsincludingthe

A term sand thegaugino m assterm s.Forthesakeofsim plicity and a clearerillustration of

theunderlying physics,weconcentrateon thephasesin thesquark m ixing m atrices.M ass-

insertion approxim ation willbeused forthe~tL{~tR and ~bL{~bR m ixings,and m ~tL
= m ~tR

= m ~t

and m ~bL
= m ~bR

= m ~b
willbeassum ed forthem assparam etersoftheleftand righttop and

bottom squarks. W ith large generationalsquark m ixings,the dom inating contributionsto

P ?
� are expected to com e from the G P and G R four-Ferm ioperatorsinduced by the ~t-~b-~g

loop diagram swith W boson and charged Higgsboson exchange. The m uon polarization

willthen bedirectly proportionalto jV
UL ;R

31 V
D L ;R

32

�

j.

A .W Exchange

An e� ective right-handed current interaction W �sR�uR can be generated by the

diagram with ~g-~t-~b sparticles in the loop and with ~tL{~tR and ~bL{~bR m ass insertions (see

Fig.3(a)).Thisgivesriseto an e� ectiveGR interaction,

L1 = �
4G F
p
2
C0(sR 

�
uR )(�L��L)+ h:c: (43)

with

C0 =
�s

36�
I0
m tm b(A t� �cot�)(A b� �tan�)

m 4
~g

V
SK M
33

�
V
UR

31 V
D R

32

�
; (44)

where�s ’ 0:1istheQCD couplingevaluated atthem assscaleofthesparticlesin theloop,

A t and A b arethesoftSUSY breaking A term sforthetop and bottom squarks,�denotes

the two Higgssuper� eldsm ixing param eter,tan� isthe ratio ofthe two HiggsVEVs,m ~g

is the m ass ofthe gluino,V SK M
ij is the super KM m atrix associated with the W -squark

coupling W + ~ui
�
L
~djL,and theintegralfunction I0 isgiven by

12



I0 =

Z
1

0

dz1

Z
1�z 1

0

dz2
24z1z2

[
m 2

~t

m 2

~g

z1 +
m 2

~b

m 2

~g

z2 + (1� z1 � z2)]
2

: (45)

Note thatI0 = 1 for
m ~t

m ~g
=

m ~b

m ~g
= 1,butitincreasesrapidly to � 8 asthe squark-to-gluino

m assratiosdecreaseto
m ~t

m ~g
=

m ~b

m ~g
= 1

2
.Forthecaseofm ~t = m ~b

,thevariation ofI0 with the

m assratio isplotted in Fig.4.

From Eqs.(43)-(44) and Eq.(40),the right-handed current contribution to � R is

found to be

� R jL 1
= �

�s

36�
I0
m tm b(A t� �cot�)(A b� �tan�)

m 4
~g

�
[V SK M

33

�
V
UR

31 V
D R

32

�
]

sin�c
: (46)

Lateron,thiswillbeused to estim atethesizeofthem uon polarization from W -exchange-

induced G R interaction.

An e� ective pseudo-scalarfour-Ferm iinteraction can be induced atone-loop by in-

voking a ~tL{~tR insertion (see Fig.3(b)). To linear order in the externalm om enta, the

W -exchangediagram gives[8]

L2 =
4G F
p
2
[
C1

m s

(ps � pu)
� +

C2

m �

(ps + pu)
�](sLuR)(�L��L)+ h:c:; (47)

whereps and pu arethem om enta ofthes and u quarksrespectively,and C1;2 aregiven by

C1 =
�s

36�
I1
m sm t(A t� �cot�)

m 3
~g

V
SK M
33

�
V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31 (48)

C2 =
�s

36�
I2
m �m t(A t� �cot�)

m 3
~g

V
SK M
33

�
V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31 ; (49)

with

I1 =

Z
1

0

dz1

Z
1�z 1

0

dz2
24z1(1� z1 � z2)

[
m 2

~t

m 2

~g

z1 +
m 2

~b

m 2

~g

z2 + (1� z1 � z2)]
2

(50)

I2 =

Z
1

0

dz1

Z
1�z 1

0

dz2
24z1(z1 � z2)

[
m 2

~t

m 2

~g

z1 +
m 2

~b

m 2

~g

z2 + (1� z1 � z2)]
2

: (51)

Both integrals I1;2 are equalto one at
m ~t

m ~g
=

m ~b

m ~g
= 1,and both increase as

m ~t

m ~g
and/or

m ~b

m ~g

decreasesfrom one. Forexam ple,I1 � 4 and I2 � 8 when
m ~t

m ~g
=

m ~b

m ~g
= 1

2
.The functionsI1

and I2 areplotted in Fig.4 forthecasem ~t = m ~b
.
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NoticethattheC2 term in Eq.(47)can berewritten asan e� ectivescalarinteraction

by useoftheDiracequation fortheexternalleptons.Theterm (ps� pu)
�(sLuR)in Eq.(47)

can be Gordon decom posed into a tensor piece,a left-handed current piece,and a right-

handed currentpiece.Thetensorpiececan beneglected asthetensorform factorisexpected

to be sm all 1. The left-handed piece,having the sam e structure as the standard m odel

interaction,doesnotcontributeto P ?
� (seeTableI).Therelevantoperatorsofthee� ective

lagrangian L2 can thusberewritten as

L2 = �
4G F
p
2
C1(sR 

�
uR)(�L��L)�

4G F
p
2
C2(sLuR )(�L�R )+ � � � ; (52)

whereC1 and C2 m easurethestrengthsoftheinduced G R and G P interactionsrespectively.

TheL2 contribution to � R and � P can beread o� from Eqs.(52,40,39),

� R jL 2
= �

�s

36�
I1
m sm t(A t� �cot�)

m 3
~g

�
[V SK M

33

�
V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31 ]

sin�c
(53)

� P jL 2
= �

�s

36�
I2

m K

(m s + m u)
�
m K m t(A t� �cot�)

m 3
~g

�
[V SK M

33

�
V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31 ]

sin�c
: (54)

Itisreadilyseen that� R jL 2
issuppressed relativeto� R jL 1

atleastbyafactorofm b=m s � 30

and willnot be considered. By taking the sparticle m asses to be about 100 GeV and

assum ing m axim alsquark fam ily m ixings,thesizeof� P jL 2
isfound to beatm ostoforder

10�4 ,and thusthe contribution to the averaged transverse m uon polarization isatbestof

order10�5 .Forthesereasons,thee� ective lagrangian L2 willnotbeconsidered further.

W enotein passing thata ~bL{~bR insertion in a diagram sim ilarto Fig.3(b)can also

inducee� ective GR and G P interactionsanalogousin form to Eqs.(52)-(54).However,� R

willbe suppressed by m u m b

m sm t
� 10�3 relative to that ofEq.(53),whereas the induced � P

can atm ostbe com parable to thatofEq.(54)in the large tan� lim itwhen the left-right

m ixings in the top and bottom squarks could be ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude. Their

contributionsto them uon polarization arealso negligible.

1See howeverRef.[13]fora discussion oftensore�ects.
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In contrastto � R jL 2
and � P jL 2

,them agnitudeof� R jL 1
can beenhanced by a large

tan�. The present data constrains tan�=m H < 0:52 GeV �1 [23],where m H is the m ass

ofthe charged Higgs boson. For m H = 100 GeV,we can take tan� = 50. The m uon

polarization also dependson thesquark m ixingsjV
D L

32 jand jV
UR

31 j(taking jV SK M
33 j� 1).As

pointed outearlier,theV U ’sareconstrained byD D m ixingonlyin theproductofV
UL ;R

31 and

V
UL ;R

32 ,and jV
UR

31 j= O (1)isstillallowed.On theotherhand,ifassum ing jV D
33
j= O (1),the

FCNC processb! s can puta bound on jV D
32jfrom the gluino diagram . However,other

SUSY contributionstob! s,including thecharged Higgsand charginocontributions[24],

can dom inate over the gluino e� ect and render the bound on jVD
32
jm eaningless. This is

particularly trueifthechargino isrelatively light.

RecallthattheintegralI0 can beoforder10forreasonablem assratiosofthesquarks

and gluinos.To estim atethem axim alsizeof� R jL 1
,wethereforetakeI0 = 10,tan�= 50,

A t = A b = j�j= m ~g = 100 GeV,and jV
UR

31 j= jV
D R

32 j=
p
2

2
for m axim alsquark fam ily

m ixings.Then wehaveforitsm agnitude

� R jL 1
� 0:01I0 � 0:1: (55)

Depending on the softphoton energy cut,itisseen from Fig.2 thataveraging over

phasespacegives� in the0� 0:11 range,whereas�V takesvaluesbetween 0 and 0:17.For

an estim ate,wechoose E cut
 = 120 M eV,forwhich �’ 0:1 and 2�V ’ 0:3.The m agnitude

oftheaveragem uon polarization from theW -induced e� ectiveGR interaction isthen

P ?
� jL 1

’ 2�V Im � R jL 1
< 3� 10�2 : (56)

Thislim itscalesas
�
100 G eV

M S U S Y

�2 �
tan �

50

� �
I0
10

� �
Im [V S K M

33

�

V
U R
31

V
D R
32

�

]

0:5

�

,where M SU SY isthe SUSY

breaking scale.
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B .H + Exchange

By using theDiracequation and Lorentzinvarianceoftheam plitude,itcan beseen

thatcharged HiggsexchangeonlygivesrisetoG P butnotG R interactions.Them t-enhanced

e� ectivefour-Ferm iinteraction isobtained from thediagram thatcontainsa ~g-~t-~bloop and

theH � ~tR~b
�
L vertex (seeFig.3(c)).Itisgiven by [8]

LH =
4G F
p
2
CH (sLuR)(�L�R)+ h:c:; (57)

with

CH = �
�s

3�
IH tan�

m tm �

m 2
H

�+ A tcot�

m ~g

V
H
33

�
V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31 ; (58)

whereV H
ij isthem ixing m atrix in thecharged-Higgs-squark coupling H + ~ui

�
R
~djL,and where

theintegralfunction IH isgiven by

IH =

Z
1

0

dz1

Z
1�z 1

0

dz2
2

m 2

~t

m 2

~g

z1 +
m 2

~b

m 2

~g

z2 + (1� z1 � z2)

; (59)

which isequalto oneatm ~t= m ~b
= m ~g.Thefunction IH isplotted in Fig.4 forthecaseof

m ~t = m ~b
.Itisseen from the� gurethatIH increasesrelatively slowly to 2.3 asm ~t and m ~b

decrease to halfthe gluino m ass. The contribution to � P from charged Higgsexchange is

given as,

� P jL H
= �

�s

3�
IH tan�

m K

(m s + m u)

m K m t

m 2
H

�
�+ A tcot�

m ~g

�
[V H

33

�
V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31 ]

sin�c
: (60)

To estim atetheupperlim iton P ?
� from Higgsboson exchange,weassum e m axim al

squark m ixings with jV
D L

32 j= jV
UR

31 j= 1=
p
2 and take jV H

33j� 1,m H = 100 GeV and

tan� = 50. Setting j�j= A t = m ~g,m s = 150 M eV,and IH = 1,we � nd j�P jL H
� 0:03.

ForE cut
 = 120M eV,them agnitudeoftheaveragem uon polarization isthen

P ?
� jL H

’ 0:1Im � P jL H
� 3� 10�3 : (61)
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Thislim itscalesas
�
100 G eV

m H

�2
tan�

50

Im [V H
33

�

V
D L
32

�

V
U R
31

]

0:5
.

Itshould benoted thatthediagram involving theH � ~tL~b
�
R couplingisproportionalto

di� erentsquark m ixing m atricesthan thoseappearing in Eq.(58),and thatitissuppressed

by m b.To beexplicit,theinduced four-Ferm ioperatorisoftheform

LH ;m b
=
4G F
p
2
CH ;m b

(sRuL)(�L�R )+ h:c:; (62)

with

CH ;m b
= �

�s

3�
IH tan�

m bm �

m 2
H

�+ A btan�

m ~g

V
H
33

�
V
D R

32

�
V
UL

31 ; (63)

whereV H
ij denotesthem ixing m atrix in thecharged-Higgs-squark coupling H + ~ui

�
L
~djR .

In the largetan� lim ithowever,the m agnitude ofC H ;m b
m ay be aslargeasthatof

CH ,

CH ;m b

CH

=
m b(�+ A btan�)

m t(�+ A tcot�)

V
D R

32

�
V
UL

31

V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31

’
m btan�

m t

A b

�

V
D R

32

�
V
UL

31

V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31

; (64)

where we have taken V H
33 = V H

33 = O (1). Assum e jV
D R

32

�
V
UL

31 j’ jV
D L

32

�
V
UR

31 jand A b ’ j�j,

then jCH ;m b
j� jCH jwhen tan� ’ m t=m b. W ithin this region ofthe param eter space,

the contribution to P ?
� from the e� ective interaction ofEq.(62)can be com parable to the

m t-enhanced e� ect ofEq.(61). However,the m axim alsize ofP?� is not expected to be

signi� cantly m odi� ed.

C .D iscussions

Severalrem arksconcerning thee� ective right-handed currentcontribution �R jL 1
of

Eq.(46) and the e� ective pseudoscalar contribution �P jL H
ofEq.(60) are in order. As

noted before,an e� ective GR operatorcan beinduced by W boson exchange only,whereas

theG P interaction can arisefrom both theW and charged Higgsboson exchange.However,

the W -induced G P interaction never gives a large contribution to P ?
� (see Eq.(54)). In
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contrast,both theW -induced G R operator(Eqs.(43)-(44))and thecharged Higgsinduced

G P operator(Eqs.(57)-(58))areenhanced in thelargetan� lim it,and largecontributions

to them uon polarization arefound to bepossible.

Firstly,the enhancem ente� ectsdue to squark fam ily m ixingsare readily seen from

Eqs.(46) and (60). W ithout squark fam ily m ixings,� R willbe suppressed by a factor

of m sm u

m tm b
’ 10�6 relative to the result ofEq.(46), and would m ake the e� ective right-

handed currente� ecttotally uninteresting.Sim ilarly,�P ofEq.(60)would besubjectto a

suppression factorof
m sm �

m tm �
= m s

m t
’ 10�3 in theabsenceofsquark  avorm ixings.

Secondly, the di� erent dependence of�R jL 1
(Eq.(46)) and � P jL H

(Eq.(60)) on

the SUSY param eters isto be noted. On one hand,� R jL 1
involves V

D R

32

�
whereas� P jL H

is proportionalto V
D L

32

�
,and di� erent m odels of avor physics could have very di� erent

predictions for these two squark fam ily m ixing elem ents. On the other hand,� R jL 1
/

1=M 2
SU SY and � P jL H

/ 1=m 2
H .Depending on the the scalesofM SU SY and m H ,eitherthe

W exchangeorcharged Higgsexchangecan givetheleading contribution to P ?
� .

Ifhowever assum ing jV
D R

32 j= jV
D L

32 jand M SU SY = m H ,the e� ective GR and G P

operatorscontribute quite di� erently to P?� because oftheirdi� erent chirality structures.

As can been seen from Eqs.(44) and (58),G R / m tm b and G P / m tm �,and therefore

G R =G P � m b=m � � 50.Thisdi� erencein strength isduetothefactthatYukawacouplings

are proportionalto the ferm ion m asseswhereasgauge interactionsare notsubjectto light

ferm ion m asssuppression.W erecallthatthem t and m b factorsin G R com efrom left-right

m ixingsin the top and bottom squark propagators. To estim ate the relative contributions

to P ?
� from G R and G P ,weuseEqs.(36)and (37),

jP ?
�;R j

jP ?
�;P j

=
2�V

�

(m s + m u)m �

m 2
K

jIm G Rj

jIm G P j
’
1

5

m b

m �

I0

10
’ 1� 10 (65)

where thevalue 2�V
�

= 3 hasbeen used,I0 = 1� 10 (see Fig.4),and wehave assum ed the

sam e m agnitude forthe phasesofG R and G P . Thisratio estim ate isnotsensitive to the

valueoftan�,and forI0 = 10 itagreeswith ourm oredetailed calculationsofEqs.(56)and
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(61).

Our third rem ark concerns the loop suppression factor�s=� and the enhancem ent

e� ectsdue to heavy quarks. Forthispurpose,itisinteresting to com pare the SUSY loop

contribution and thetreelevelcontribution in thethreeHiggsdoubletm odel(3HDM )[14].

Assum ing m axim alsquark fam ily m ixings and neglecting factorsassociated with ratiosof

theHiggsVEVs,wehaveforSUSY charged Higgsexchange

jP ?
�;P j

jP ?
3H D M j

�
�s

3�

m tm �

m sm �

� 10; (66)

and forSUSY W -exchange

jP ?
�;R j

jP ?
3H D M j

�
1

5

�s

36�
I0
m tm b

m sm �

m 2
H

M 2
SU SY

� (10� 102)�
m 2

H

M 2
SU SY

(forI0 = 1� 10); (67)

whereP ?
3H D M isthem uonpolarizationinthe3HDM ,andwheretheprefactorof1

5
com esfrom

Eq.(65)and itaccountsforthe di� erence in the hadronic m atrix elem entsand kinem atic

factors between the G P and G R interactions. Note that
P ?

�;R

P ?

3H D M

/
m 2

H

M 2

S U S Y

,and this ratio

can besuppressed iftheSUSY breaking scaleism uch higherthan thecharged Higgsm ass.

Thereforeinthepresenceoflargesquarkgenerationalm ixings,theheavyquarkenhancem ent

e� ectscan overcom etheloop suppression and theSUSY contribution to P?� could belarger

than the3HDM tree-levelcontribution by oneortwo ordersofm agnitude.

Thefourth and � nalrem ark concernspossible correlationsofthem uon polarization

between theK �3 decay and theK �2 decay.

W e� rstconsidercharged-Higgs-exchangee� ects.Forboth K�3 and K �2 decays,the

dom inantcontribution tothem uon polarization could com erespectively from thescalarand

pseudoscalarcom ponentsofthe m t-enhanced e� ective operatorofEq.(57). Itistherefore

expected thatcharged Higgscontribution to the m uon polarization iscom parable forboth

decays, as con� rm ed by the explicit calculations ofEq.(61) for the K�2 decay and of

Ref.[8]fortheK �3 decay.SinceG S = G P from Eq.(57),itisfound thattheaveragem uon

polarization in K �3 decay isaboutafactorof2biggerthan in K �2 decay,butwith opposite
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sign 2. Itisinteresting to com pare ourresultswith the analysisby Kobayashiet. al.[14]

in the 3HDM .Since thecharged Higgscoupling to lightquarksissuppressed by the quark

m asses,thedom inatingfour-ferm ion operatorarisingfrom treelevelcharged Higgsexchange

in the 3HDM is expected to be ofthe form (sR uL)(�L�R ). Therefore,G S = �G P in the

3HDM and the m uon polarization hasthe sam e sign forK �3 and K �2 decays. This sign

di� erenceisusefulfordistinguishing between the3HDM and theSUSY-induced interaction

in Eq.(57).

If however, the W -exchange-induced G R interaction dom inates over the charged

Higgs-induced G P (and G S)interaction aswehaveargued on generalgrounds,P
?
� in K �2

decay can be m uch larger than P ? (�)
� in K �3 decay. In this case,di� erent squark m ixing

m atricesareinvolved in thesetwo decaysand therelativesign ofthem uon polarization can

notbepredicted.Such alargedi� erencein them agnitudeofthem uon polarization between

theK �2 and K �3 decaysisa specialfeatureofsquark-fam ily m ixing and doesnotoccurin

the3HDM .

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

As discussed before,the transverse m uon polarization P ? (�)
� in the K + ! �0�+ �

(K �3)decay issensitive to an e� ective scalarinteraction,whereasP?� in the K + ! �+ �

(K �2)decay can receive contributionsfrom e� ectivepseudoscalar,vector,and axial-vector

four-Ferm iinteractions. Due to the V-A nature ofthe standard m odelcharged-current,

only pseudoscalar(G P )and right-handed current(G R )interactionsofEq.(34)contribute

to P ?
� in the K �2 decay. These two decays are therefore com plim entary in searching for

2Note that when tan� is as large as m t=m b,the charged-Higgs-exchange induced operator of

Eq.(62) could be as im portant as the m t-enhanced operator ofEq.(57). This interaction gives

G S = � G P ,and contributesto them uon polarization in K �3 and K �2 decayswith thesam esign.
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new sourcesofCP violation.

Generally speaking,G P is suppressed by light ferm ion m asses. In our SUSY cal-

culation, G P is proportional to m �. And G R, being induced by W boson exchange

only,is not subject to light ferm ion m ass suppression. The relative enhancem ent factor

G R =G P � m b=m � can cause the dom inance ofa G R interaction over a G P interaction if

the relevant m ass scales and phases are ofsim ilar m agnitude. This could turn out to be

one advantage for m easuring the m uon polarization in K + ! �+ � decay over that in

K + ! �0�+ � decay,asP ? (�)
� in the K �3 decay isexpected to becom parable in size to the

charged Higgscontribution to P ?
� in the K �2 decay. Forexam ple,we take an optim istic

value ofjV
UR

31 V
D L ;R

32 j= 1=2 for the squark fam ily m ixings and assum e tan� = 50 and a

m ass scale of100 GeV forthe charged Higgs and the gluino,the m axim ale� ects for the

K �2 decay are jP ?
� j� 3� 10�2 for the W -induced G R interaction and jP ?

� j� 3� 10�3

forthe charged Higgsinduced G P interaction. And these two contributions are largerby

factorsofm tm b=m sm u � 106 and m t=m s � 103 respectively than those in the absence of

squark fam ily m ixings. Both lim itscould be accessible to the KEK E246 experim ent and

the proposed BNL experim ent. However,the FSIe� ectispossibly aslarge as� 10�3 and

needstobesubtracted out.In com parison,thethree-Higgs-doubletm odelgivescom parable

contributionsto them uon polarization in K �3 and K �2 decays[14],and isthereforeeasily

distinguished from SUSY m odelswith a dom inating W -exchangeinduced G R interaction.

Asthe W -induced G R interaction (/ V
D R

32

�
V
UR

31 =M 2
SU SY )and the charged-Higgsin-

duced G P interaction (/ V
D L

32

�
V
UR

31 =m 2
H )involve di� erentsquark m ixing m atricesand dif-

ferentm assparam eters,thepossibility ofcharged-Higgs-exchangedom inanceshould notbe

discarded. Forcharged Higgs exchange,the m t-enhanced e� ective interaction ofEq.(57)

could have thelargeste� ecton P?� ,and italso givesG S = G P .The resulting m uon polar-

izationsin K �3 and K �2 decaysare com parable in size butopposite in sign. By contrast,

the dom inating e� ect in the three-Higgs-doublet m odelgives GS = �G P ,and the m uon

polarizationsarealwayscom parablein sizeand havethesam esign forthetwo decays[14].
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Therefore,the three-Higgs-doubletm odelisagain distinguishable from SUSY m odelswith

charged Higgsexchangedom inance.However,when tan� isroughly aslargeasm t=m b,the

m b-suppressed four-Ferm ioperatorofEq.(62),which givesG S = �G P ,could beasim por-

tantasthem t-enhanced operatorofEq.(57),and theprediction oftherelativesign between

P ? (�)
� in theK �3 decay and P

?
� in theK �2 decay would then belostin thisparticularregion

oftheSUSY param eterspace.

Unlike the K �2 decay forwhich thebranching ratio isabouthalfofa percent,the

branchingratiosfortheradiativeD ! l�(l= e;�)andB ! l�(l= e;�;�)decaysaretoo

tiny form easuring thetransverselepton polarization P ?
l atfuture�-charm and B factories.

On the other hand,due to kinem atic suppressions ofthe interference am plitude and/or

experim entaltechnicaldi� culties in m easuring the electron polarization,other radiative

pion and kaon leptonic decays including �+ ! �+ �,� + ! e+ �,and K + ! e+ �,are

not as suitable forstudying T violation at present tim e. Forthese reasons,the radiative

K �2 decay isunique asa probe ofnew sourcesofCP violation. W e have considered large

squark fam ily-m ixings in supersym m etry,and found the polarization m easurem ent in the

K �2 decay and charged m eson sem ileptonic decays atcurrent and future m eson factories

to bevery valuableforprobing thisregion ofSUSY param eterspace.
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TABLES

TABLE I. E�ectsofdi�erenttypesofinteractionson P ?
� in theK

+

�2 decay.TheG L and G R

are e�ective operatorscontaining respectively left-handed and right-handed quark currents. The

sign and m agnitude of� is m odeldependent,and it also varies from one type ofinteraction to

another.A
p
denotesa non-zero contribution to the m uon polarization.

�IB �V �A P ?
IB �V P ?

IB �A P ?
�

G S 0 0 0 0 0 0

G P � 0 0
p p p

G V 0 � 0
p

0
p

G A � 0 �
p

0
p

G L � � � 0 0 0

G R � � � �
p

0
p
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Contourplotsofthe norm alized Dalitz density �(x;y)(a),and the transverse m uon

polarization functions�(x;y)(b),�V (x;y)(c),and �A (x;y)(d)in the K
+ ! �+ � decay.
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FIG .2. The averaged transverse m uon polarization functionsvs. the softphoton energy cut

E

cut for the K

+ ! �+ � process: � (solid line),�V (long-dashed line),and � �A (short-dashed

line).
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FIG .3. Supersym m etry diagram s for (a) the W -exchange induced e�ective G R interaction

(see Eq.(43)),(b)the W -exchange induced e�ective G P interaction (see Eqs.(47)and (52)),and

(c)the H + -exchange induced e�ective G P interaction (see Eq.(57).
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FIG .4. The integralfunctions vs. the param eter a =
m 2

~t

m 2

~g

=
m 2

~b

m 2

~g

for I0 (Eq.(45)) and I2

(Eq.(51))(solid line),I1 (Eq.(50))(long-dashed line),and IH (Eq.(59))(short-dashed line).
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