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A bstract

In the analysisof�0=� ithasbeen traditionalto considerthe isospin-breaking e�ectsaris-

ing from electroweak-penguin contributions and from �0-�;�0 m ixing,yet additionalisospin-

violating e�ects exist. In particular, we study the isospin violation which arises from the

u-d quark m assdi�erence in the hadronization ofthe gluonic penguin operator,engendering

contributions ofan e�ective �I = 3=2 character. Using chiralperturbation theory and the

factorization approxim ation forthehadronicm atrix elem ents,we�nd within a speci�cm odel

forthe low-energy constantsthatwe can readily accom m odate an increase in �0=� by a factor

oftwo.
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1 Introduction

Therecentm easurem entofa non-zero valueof Re(�0=�) [1]establishestheexistence ofdirectCP

violation in K ! �� decaysand providesan im portant�rstcheck ofthem echanism ofCP violation

in the Standard M odel(SM ).However,the value of Re(�0=�)which em ergesfrom com bining the

recentKTeV and NA38 results[1]with theearlierNA31 and E731 results[2],yielding Re(�0=�)=

(21:2� 2:8)� 10�4 [3],exceedsthe \central" SM prediction of7:0� 10�4 [4,5]by a factorofthree.

Thiscom pelsusto scrutinize theSM predictionsin furtherdetail:herewestudy isospin-violating

e�ectsarising from theu-d quark m assdi�erence.

Isospin violation playsan im portantrolein theanalysisof�0=�,forthelatterispredicated by the

di�erenceoftheim aginary to realpartratiosin the�I = 1=2 and �I = 3=2 K ! �� am plitudes.

Thedi�ering chargesoftheu and d quarksengender�I = 3=2 electroweak penguin contributions,

whereas�0-�;�0m ixing,drivenbytheu-dquarkm assdi�erence,m odi�estherelativecontributionof

the�I = 1=2and �I = 3=2am plitudesin a signi�cantway.TheanalysesofRefs.[6,7,8]consider

the e�ectofthe electrom agnetic penguin operator[9]aswellasofthe m ixing ofthe neutralpion

with both the � [9]and the �0.Recentanalyseshave incorporated electroweak penguinsin detail,

asreviewed in Ref.[4,10].

Here we focus on isospin-breaking e�ects in the gluonic penguin operator. This operatorhas

always been described aspurely �I = 1=2 in nature,butthisisonly true in the lim itofisospin

sym m etry.Thatis,although theshortdistancestructureoftheoperatorQ 6 [11],e.g.,ism anifestly

�I = 1=2,thedi�ering up and down quark m assese�ectively distinguish theinteraction ofgluons

with up and down quarks,sothattheh��jQ6jK im atrixelem entcan possessa�I = 3=2com ponent

aswell[12].Alternatively,onecan considerthe(8L;1R)operatorsoftheweakchiralLagrangian [13,

14],which em bracesoperatorssuch asa \hadronized" Q 6. In thiscase one �ndsthatquark m ass

e�ects in the octet operators appear at O (p4) in the weak chiralLagrangian;this is an explicit

realization oftheisospin-violating e�ectswediscuss.

In theisospin-perfectlim it,�0=� can bewritten in term softheam plitudesA0 � A(K ! (��)I= 0)

and A 2 � A(K ! (��)I= 2)as[5]
�0

�
= �

!
p
2j�j

�(1� 
); (1)

where

! �
ReA 2

ReA 0

; � �
Im A 0

ReA 0

; 
�
Im A 2

!Im A 0

(2)

and ! � 1=22 em erges from an analysis ofK ! �� branching ratios[15,16]. The quantity � is

driven by the gluonic penguin contribution,and a non-zero 
 reects the presence of�I = 3=2

contributions.

W e adoptthe notation 
IB to denote the contribution to 
 generated by the u-d quark m ass
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di�erence1,which parallelstheoriginaldiscussionsof�0-�;�0m ixing e�ects[6,7].Indeed we have


IB = 
�;�0 + 
P ,where thequantity 
P isdriven by isospin violation in thehadronization ofthe

gluonicpenguin and 
�;�0 arisesfrom �0-�;�0m ixing.Using theisospin decom position [6,7]

A(K 0
! �

+
�
� ) = A 0 +

1
p
2
A 2 (3)

A(K 0
! �

0
�
0) = A 0 �

p
2A 2 ;

and introducing \A P" to denoteK ! �� am plitudesinduced by (8L;1R)operators,wehave


IB =
�
p
2

3!

� Im
�

A P(K 0 ! �+ �� )� AP(K 0 ! �0�0)
�

Im A P(K 0 ! ��)
(4)

with Im A P(K 0 ! ��)= (Im AP(K 0 ! �+ �� )+ Im A P(K 0 ! �0�0))=2. The num eratorofthis

expression vanishes in the absence ofisospin violation. Note that a plurality ofelectrom agnetic

e�ects,such as�nal-stateCoulom b rescattering in the� + �� channel[18],can also m aketheright-

hand side ofEq.(4)non-zero. W e ignore isospin-violating electrom agnetic e�ectsalltogether,for

theyaresm all[18],andfocusonthephenom enologicalconsequencesoftheu-dquarkm assdi�erence

exclusively. At leading-order in chiralperturbation theory,the weak chiralLagrangian does not

contain quark-m ass-dependente�ects[13]and only 
 �+ �0 isnon-zero;however,aswe show below,

theweak chiralLagrangian doespossesssuch e�ectsin O (p4).

The paperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 we study the K ! �� am plitudesattree level

in O (p4)in theweak chiralLagrangian.Thisgeneralfram ework allowsusto identify alltheisospin

breakinge�ectsthatcan occuratnext-to-leadingorderin chiralperturbation theory,albeitthelow-

energy constantsareunknown.In Section 3 weconsiderthegluonicpenguin operator.To estim ate

itscontributionsto theisospin breaking operatorsweidentify in Section 2,weusethefactorization

approxim ation for the hadronic m atrix elem ents. W ithin the factorization approxim ation, the

term softheO (p6)strongchiralLagrangian contributeto theO (p4)weak chiralLagrangian.These

low-energy constants are also unknown;in thiscase,however,we can use a resonance-saturation

m odel[19]to estim atethem ,to illustratethee�ect.

2 C hiralLagrangian A nalysis

Chiralperturbation theory form s a naturalfram ework in which to discuss isospin violation in

the K ! �� am plitudes. The weak chiralLagrangian is realized in term s ofthe unitary m atrix

U = exp(2i�=f),which transform sunderthechiralgroup SU(3)L � SU(3)R asU ! RULy,where

R;L areelem entsofSU(3)R ;L respectively.Thefunction � representstheoctetofpseudo-Goldstone
1W e adoptthisnotation forsim plicity and referthe readerto Ref.[17]fora detailed discussion.
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bosons,where � =
P

a= 1;:::8�a�a [14]. The chiralLagrangian isconstructed in term sofU and its

derivatives,note thatL� � iUyD �U,aswellasin term softhe function �,which transform sasU

underthe chiralgroup. In the absence ofexternal�elds,� = 2B 0M ,where M denotesthe quark

m assm atrix,M = diag(m u;m d;m s),and theparam eterB 0,proportionalto thequark condensate

h�qqi,has dim ensions ofm ass. The function � encodes the isospin-violating e�ects ofinterest as

m u 6= m d.

TheO (p2),CP-odd2,weak chiralLagrangian transform ing as(8L;1R)underSU(3)L � SU(3)R
hasonly oneterm [13]

L
(2)

W = c
�
2 h�7L

2
i; (5)

wherec�2 isaparam eteroforderoftheFerm iconstantG F and hidenotesatraceoveravorindices.

The �-dependent term anticipated from the form ofthe leading-order strong chiralLagrangian,

proportionalto h�7(�yU + U y�)i,doesnotappearin thecom putation ofphysicalam plitudes[14].

The term in question can be written as a totaldivergence [20]in our case and thus does not

contribute,in accord with Ref.[21].

In next-to-leading order�-dependentterm sare possible. The com plete O (p4)weak chiralLa-

grangian hasbeen constructed in Ref.[14].Collecting theterm swhich can evinceisospin violation,

we�nd 3

L
(4)

W ;IB = E
�
1 h�7�

2
+ i+ E

�
2 h�7�+ ih�+ i+ E

�
3 h�7�

2
� i

+ E
�
4 h�7�� ih�� i+ E

�
5 h�7i[�+ ;�� ]i

+ E
�
10h�7f�+ ;L

2
gi+ E

�
11h�7L��+ L

�
i+ E

�
12h�7L�ihfL

�
;�+ gi

+ E
�
14h�7L

2
ih�+ i+ E

�
15h�7i[�� ;L

2]i; (6)

where�+ and �� arede�ned as

�+ � �
y
U + U

y
�

�� � i(�yU � U
y
�):

W e can use this Lagrangian to calculate 
P from Eq.(4). W orking to leading order in isospin

breaking,so thatm erely term slinearin m d � mu areretained,and dropping term ssuppressed by

M 2
�=M

2
K ,we�nd


P =
2
p
2

3!

M 2
K 0

M 2
K 0 � M 2

�

B 0(m d � mu)

c
�
2

�

2E �
1 � 2E�3 � 4E�4 � E

�
10 � E

�
11 � 4E�12 � E

�
15

�

�
0:12GeV 2

c
�
2

�

2E �
1 � 2E�3 � 4E�4 � E

�
10 � E

�
11 � 4E�12 � E

�
15

�

: (7)

2W e thank G .Colangelo and J.K am borfor their generousassistence in rectifying the notationalerrorsofour

originalm anuscript.
3W e choose to drop O 13 as the one ofthe O 10�14 which is not independent because it does not contribute to

Eq.(4).Also,O 32�34 arenotincluded becausethey arerelated to O 1�5 by equationsofm otion.
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Theterm sproportionalto E �
1 ,E

�
2 ,and E

�
5 can potentially generatetadpolecontributions,asthe

eigenstates ofthe weak interaction are notthose ofm ass. Consequently,we take care to rem ove

possible tadpole contributions via the construction ofRef.[14]. Note that to O (m d � mu) and

to the orderin the m om entum expansion to which we work,itsu�cesto use Eq.(5)to com pute

Im A P(K 0 ! ��). Thus m erely c
�
2 appearsin the denom inator ofEq.(7). The num ericalvalue

given reectstheuseofRef.[22]and oftherelation

B 0(m d � mu)= M
2
K 0 � M

2
K + + M

2
�+ � M

2
�0 (8)

which followsfrom theleading-orderstrongchiralLagrangian,in concertwith Dashen’stheorem [23,

24].Theutility ofEq.(7)islim ited,fortheE �
i coe�cientsareunknown.However,powercounting

in chiralperturbation theory suggeststhateach oftheconstantsE �
i issuppressed by O (�2

�SB)with

respecttoc�2 .Thusthenum ericalprefactorin thelastlineofEq.(7)oughtdeterm inethe\natural"

size of
P | itisoforder0:1. Rem arkably,these e�ectsare ofcom parable num ericalsize to the

valueof
� in O (p2) [6,7],so thattheterm sfound in Eq.(7)m eritfurtherstudy.

Forreference,itisusefulto sum m arizetheresultsofRefs.[6,7]for
�+ �0 in O (p2)and then to

proceed to enum erate allpossibleisospin-violating contributionsin O (p4),irrespective ofwhether

we term them \
�+ �0" or\
P". In leading-orderchiralperturbation theory,�0 � � m ixing isthe

only m d 6= m u e�ectto im pactthe K ! �� am plitudes. Diagonalizing the neutral,non-strange

m eson statesofthestrong chiralLagrangian in O (p2),noting

L
(2)

S =
f2�

4

�

hL
�
L�i+ h�+ i

�

; (9)

yieldsthephysical�0 statein term softheoctet�elds�0 and �:

�

�
0
�

phys
= �

0 +

p
3

4

�
m d � mu

m s � m̂

�

� + O (m d � mu)
2
; (10)

where m̂ = (m d + m u)=2. Using Eq.(5)to com pute Im A P(K ! �0�)=Im AP(K ! �0�0)yields

�nally [6,7]


� =
1

3
p
2!

�
m d � mu

m s � m̂

�

� 0:13 (11)

noting(m s� m̂ )=(md� mu)= 40:8� 3:2[25].Theapproxim ateequalityofthisresulttothenum erical

coe�cientofEq.(7)followsas4(M 2
K � M 2

�)� O (1GeV2). Consequently,itisalso im portantto

evaluate the im pactof�0-� m ixing in O (p4)on the K ! �� am plitudes. Thishasalready been

doneto som eextent,fortheusualanalysis[6,7]deviatesfrom strictchiralperturbation theory in

that an explicit �0 degree offreedom appears as well,leading to both �0 � �0 m ixing and � � �0

m ixing.Forcom parison,explicitstudy of�0-� m ixing in O (p4),noting [24]

L
(4)

S;IB = L4hL
2
ih�+ i+ L5hL

2
�+ i+ L6h�+ i

2
� L7h�� i

2 +
1

2
L8h�

2
+ � �

2
� i; (12)
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shows that it is sensitive to the low-energy constant L7 [24]. In an e�ective Lagrangian which

includesthe�0degreeoffreedom via thenonetsym m etry ofa largeN c approach,taking thelim it

ofsm allm om enta p2 and M 2
� � M 2

�0 yields an interaction ofthe form associated with L7 [24].

M oreover,the�0contribution num erically saturatesthevalueofL7 found phenom enologically [24,

26].Thepresenceofthe�0thusapeshigher-ordere�ectsin thestrong chiralLagrangian.Including

the�0aspertheusualanalysis[6,7]yields4


�+ �0 = 
�

�

(cos� �
p
2sin�)2 +

M 2
� � M 2

�

M 2
�0 � M 2

�

(sin� +
p
2cos�)2

�

� 2:4
� � 0:31 (13)

where we use � = � 22� forthe � � �0 m ixing angle [7,24]. The e�ectofthe �0 isno sm allerthan

thatofthe �;thisisconsistent with the com parison ofEq.(7)with Eq.(11).5 There are thusa

plurality ofe�ectswhich are im portantin O (p4).Letusenum erate the possible isospin-violating

e�ectswhich occurin O (m d � mu)and O (p4):

i) Isospin breaking in theO (p2)m assterm ofEq.(9),including �0-� m ixing,acting in concert

with theO (p2)weak chiralLagrangian,Eq.(5),com puted to one-loop order.

ii) �0-� m ixing, realized from the O (p2) m ass term of Eq. (9), com bined with the isospin-

conserving verticesoftheO (p4)weak chiralLagrangian.

iii) Next-to-leading order �0-� m ixing as per the strong chiralLagrangian in O (p4),Eq.(12),

com bined with the leading-orderweak vertex from Eq.(5). The �0-�0 m ixing e�ects ofthe

usualanalysisarean exam pleofthistype.

iv) Isospin violation in theverticesoftheO (p4)weak chiralLagrangian,Eq.(6).Thisisrealized

asEq.(7)and servesasourfocushere,foritcontainsthequalitatively new e�ectsweargue.

W ewish to focuson thecontribution ofiv),yetwecannotavoid considering thatofii),forthe

low-energy constantsE i ofEq.(7)potentially enterhereaswell.Considering exclusively theterm s

ofEq.(6)we�nd thecontribution ofii)to be:


(4)

�+ �0 =
2
p
2

3!

M 2
K 0

M 2
K 0 � M 2

�

B 0(m d � mu)

c
�
2

�

� 2(E�3 + E
�
4 � E

�
5 )+

1

2
(E �

10 � E
�
11)� 2E�12 + E

�
14 +

3

2
E
�
15

�

�
0:12GeV 2

c
�
2

�

� 2(E�3 + E
�
4 � E

�
5 )+

1

2
(E �

10 � E
�
11)� 2E�12 + E

�
14 +

3

2
E
�
15

�

; (14)

4Note that using the �0-�;�0 m ixing form ulas resulting from the exact diagonalization ofa chiralLagrangian

based on nonetsym m etry in O (p2)and large N c [28]yields
�+ �0 = 1:7
� � 0:22.Forcom parison,note 
�+ �0 =

0:25� 0:02 from the recentanalysisofRef.[27].
5Large N c argum ents suggest that L7 could dom inate the low-energy constants in O (p4) [24],yet this is phe-

nom enologically notthe case[24,26].
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so thatthereisno m anifestcancellation with theterm sofEq.(7).M oreover,we�nd in Section 3

thatthe contributionsofEq.(14)are num erically sm allerthan those ofEq.(7)| itisthe latter

which contains isospin-breaking e�ects in the hadronization ofthe gluonic penguin operator. To

study these e�ectsin detail,we m ustturn to the factorization approxim ation and estim ate,asin

thenextsection,thecontributionsofthegluonicpenguin to theE �
i ofEq.(7).

3 Factorization

W ithin the context of the factorization approxim ation, the bosonized form of the Q 6 penguin

operator appears as the product ofscalar and pseudoscalar densities obtained from the strong

chiralLagrangian.Theconstruction relevantto K 0 ! �� decay is[29,11]

LP = �
G F
p
2
V
?

usVudC6

�

� 8(�sLqR )(�qR dL)
�

+ h:c:

!
G F
p
2
V
?

usVudC632B
2
0

�L

��
y

3i

�L

��i2
+ h:c:; (15)

where q(L ;R ) = (1� 5)q=2 and C6 is de�ned as in Ref.[30]. Using the O (p4) strong chiralLa-

grangian [24],Eq.(12),one�nds

c
�
2 =

G F
p
2
V
?

usVudIm C6

�

16B 2
0f

2
�L5

�

: (16)

Equation (15)also yields a term ofthe form h�7(�+ )i,proportionalto L8,yetthisism erely the

weak m assterm discussed earlier| itdoesnotcontribute here [20,21].Itiswell-known thatthe

contribution oftheCP-even analogueofEq.(16)doesnotsu�cetoreproducethephenom enological

valueofc2,itsassociated low-energy constant[29],wherewenoteIm C6 ! ReC6 in Eq.(16)yields

c
�
2 ! c2. Equation (16) is usefulnevertheless, for it serves to norm alize the isospin-violating

constantsinduced by theQ 6 operator.

The O (p4)strong Lagrangian,Eq.(12),asperEq.(15),also yieldscontributionsto certain of

the E �
i coe�cientsenum erated in Eq.(6),aswellasto otheroperatorsofthe O (p 4)weak chiral

Lagrangian.Thenon-zero contributionsto E �
i are

E
�
1 = E

�
3 = � E

�
5 =

2L2
8c

�
2

f2�L5

; E
�
2 =

8L6L8c
�
2

f2�L5

; E
�
4 =

8L7L8c
�
2

f2�L5

E
�
10 = E

�
15 =

2L8c
�
2

f2�
; E

�
13 =

4L4L8c
�
2

f2�L5

; E
�
14 =

8L6c
�
2

f2�
: (17)

Unfortunately,however, this approach does not yield a com plete estim ate ofthe coe�cients of

the O (p4)weak chiralLagrangian in the factorization approxim ation. The bosonization ofQ 6,as

6



de�ned in Eq.(15),also contributesto theO (p4)weak chiralLagrangian through theO (p6)strong

chiralLagrangian.Although thelatterhasbeen constructed [31,19],itscoe�cientsarenotknown,

and wem ustturn to a m odelto proceed.

Theuseofresonancesaturation allowsustoestim atesom eofthecoe�cientsin theO (p 6)strong

chiralLagrangian. This hasbeen done forthe Li constants thatappearin the O (p4)strong La-

grangian [26]. In particular, the form ofthe term s needed in Eq.(6) suggest that scalar and

pseudo-scalarresonancesm ightbe dom inant. Thisistrue forthe coe�cientsofthe O (p 4)strong

Lagrangian thatappearin Eq.(17).The constantL7 issaturated by the �0 [24],and itisreason-

ableto assum e,in an analogousm anner,thattheconstantsL5 and L8 aresaturated by thescalar

resonances[26].Indeed,Ref.[26]invertsthisargum entand usesthephenom enologicalvaluesofL5

and L8 to �x thecouplingsofthescalarresonancesto thepseudoscalaroctetof�’sand �’s.

Asa m odelfortheneeded O (p6)counterterm s,weproposetheLagrangian

LS =
1

2
hD

�
SD �S � M

2
SS

2
i+ cdh�

y
S�L

2
i+ cm h�

y
S��+ i+

dm

2
h�

y
S
2
��+ i (18)

forthe scalarm eson octet,where U = �2. The �rstthree term softhisLagrangian are explicitly

considered in Ref.[26]. In the lim it ofm om enta such thatp2 � M 2
S,the scalar octet no longer

playsa dynam icalroleand isthus\integrated out," yielding [26]

L5 =
cdcm

M 2
S

; L8 =
c2m

2M 2
S

: (19)

Using a scalarm assofM S = 0:983 GeV and assum ing thatthiscontribution saturatesLr
5;8(M �),

one�ndscm = 0:042 GeV,cd = 0:032 GeV [26].

Thelastterm in Eq.(18)hasbeen recently considered in Ref.[19].Thisterm breaksthem ass

degeneracy ofthe statesin the scalaroctet,splitting theK �
0(1430)from the a0(980),forexam ple.

Thisterm also generatessom e ofthe O (p6)strong operatorsofinterestto us.Integrating outthe

scalaroctetone�ndstwo term sproportionalto dm in O (p6) [19]

L
(6)

S =
dm c

2
m

2M 4
S

h�
3
+ i+

cdcm dm

M 4
S

h�
2
+ L

2
i; (20)

which contributeto thescalardensitiesin thebosonization ofQ 6.Thenew contributionsare

E
�
1

c
�
2

=
3dm c2m
2M 4

SL5

� � 4:8 GeV�2 ;
E
�
10

c
�
2

=
cdcm dm

M 4
SL5

� � 2:4 GeV�2 : (21)

W ithinthecontextofourm odel,othercontributionsoftheO (p6)strongLagrangiantotheconstants

E i are assum ed to be identically zero. Forthe num ericalestim ates we �t dm to the K �
0-a0 m ass

di�erence,

dm =
M 2

K �

0

� M 2
a0

2(M 2
� � M 2

K 0)
� � 2:4; (22)

7



and useLr
5(� = M �)ofRef.[26].Notethattheterm sofEq.(21)arenum erically m uch largerthan

thoseofEq.(17)| indeed,they dom inate
P.IfweusethevaluesofLr
5;7;8(� = M �)from Ref.[26]:

L5 = 1:4� 10�3 ,L7 = � 0:4� 10�3 ,and L8 = 0:9� 10�3 ,Eq.(17)yields

E
�
1

c
�
2

= 0:13 GeV �2 ;
E
�
4

c
�
2

= � 0:24 GeV�2 ;
E
�
10

c
�
2

= 0:21 GeV �2
; (23)

wheref� = 93M eV.In view ofthedom inanceoftheterm scom puted from theO (p6)coe�cients,it

isim portantto com paretherelative sizeoftheO (p4)and O (p6)coe�cientsinduced by thescalar

resonance. To illustrate,let us consider the ratio ofthe coe�cient ofthe �rst term ofEq.(20),

calling it�1,to thecoe�cientL 8:

�1

L8

=
dm

M 2
S

� � 2:4 GeV�2 : (24)

Thisratio islarge,butnotinconsistentwith dim ensionalanalysis. Nevertheless,itm ay be naive

to associatetheK �
0-a0 m assdi�erencewith avor-sym m etry breaking asin Eq.(18).Forexam ple,

quark m odelstudiessuggestthatthe a0(980)m ay wellbe a K �K m olecule [32,33]. Ifwe use the

predicted lowest-lying isovectorand strange scalarstatesofRef.[33],yielding m assesof1.09 and

1.24 GeV,respectively,we�nd,rather,thatdm � � 0:76 and that�1=L8 � � 0:79 GeV�2 | thisis

also consistentwith dim ensionalanalysis.

W ecan now proceed toestim atethevalueof
P usingourestim ated low-energy constants.W ere

wem erely to usethenum bersofEq.(21)and dm = � 2:4 wewould obtain


P =
�

0:12GeV 2
� dm cm (3cm � cd)

M 4
SL5

� � 0:85: (25)

Thisunexpectedly large resultisdriven by the value ofdm found in Eq.(22): using dm � � 0:76

yields
P � � 0:28.Thesign ofdm and thusof
P in ourpictureistheconsequenceofthem assof

lowest-lying strange scalarbeing greaterthan thatofthe lowest-lying isovectorscalar. Collecting

thecontributionsofEq.(21)and Eq.(23)yields


P = � 0:79(� 0:21) (26)

for dm = � 2:4(� 0:76). Note that Eq.(14) and Lr6(� = M �) = 0:2 � 10�3 [26]yields 
(4)

�+ �0 =

� 0:12(� 0:03),so thatwriting 
(4)IB = 
P + 
(4)

�+ �0 yields

(4)

IB = � 0:91(� 0:24). Forreference,the

valueofEq.(4)used in the\centralvalue"of�0=� in Ref.[4]is
�+ �0 = 0:25� 0:05,whereasthatused

in Ref.[10]is
�+ �0 = 0:25� 0:10.The changesin 
IB found in O (p4)im pact�0=� in a signi�cant

m anner. Using the sim ple form ula ofEq.(1.7)in Ref.[4]showsthatunder
IB = 0:25 ! � 0:25

thevalueof�0=� increasesby a factorof2:2.Thusa very sm allornegativevalueof
IB generates

an increase in �0=� with respectto the usualvalue cited [4]. Itisparticularly noteworthy thatthe

range in ourestim atesof
(4)

IB exceed the centralvalue of
�+ �0 used in Refs.[4,10]. The detailed

num ericalresultswe�nd dorely on asim plem odel;nevertheless,asubstantialincreasein theerror

associated with 
IB,Eq.(4),isin order.
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4 C onclusions

W e have shown that there are isospin-breaking e�ects in �0 which have notbeen previously con-

sidered. Speci�cally,we have exam ined the role ofisospin violation in the m atrix elem entsofthe

gluonic penguin operatorwithin the contextofchiralperturbation theory. Although the presence

ofunknown low-energy constants im plies that we lack a reliable way to calculate these e�ects,

we believe such lim itations underscore the need for a larger uncertainty in the theoreticalvalue

of�0=� than currently in vogue. In particular,the recent reviews ofRefs.[4,10]use 0:25� 0:05

and 0:25� 0:10,respectively,forthe value of
IB = 
�+ �0. Ourestim ate of
IB from the speci�c

m d 6= m u e�ectsweconsiderrangesfrom 0:1! � 0:7.Thisrangereectsavariation in �0=� ofm ore

than a factoroftwo.
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