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A bstract

A sam ple of7253 K
� ! �

�
e
+
e
� (
) decay candidates with 1.0% background

contam ination has been collected by the NA48/2 experim ent at the CERN SPS,

which allowed a precise m easurem entofthe decay properties.Thebranching ratio

in the fullkinem atic range wasm easured to be BR = (3:11� 0:12)� 10� 7,where

the uncertainty includesalso the m odeldependence.The shape ofthe form factor

W (z),wherez = (M ee=M K )
2,wasparam eterized according to severalm odels,and,

in particular,theslope� ofthelinearform factorW (z)= W 0(1+ �z)wasdeterm ined

to be � = 2:32� 0:18. A possible CP violating asym m etry ofK + and K
� decay

widths was investigated,and a conservative upperlim it of2:1 � 10� 2 at 90% CL

wasestablished.
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Introduction

Radiative nonleptonic kaon decays represent a source ofinform ation on the structure

ofthe weak interactions at low energies. The 
avour-changing neutralcurrent process

K � ! �� e+ e� ,induced atone-loop levelin the Standard M odeland highly suppressed

by the GIM m echanism [1],isofparticularinterest. The K � ! �� l+ l� processeshave

been described by theChiralPerturbation Theory (ChPT)[2];severalm odelspredicting

theform factorcharacterizing thedilepton invariantm assspectrum ,and thusthedecay

rate,havebeen proposed [3,4,5].

The �rstobservation oftheK + ! �+ e+ e� processwasm adeattheCERN PS m ore

than 30yearsago[6],followed m orerecently by BNL E777[7]and E865[8]m easurem ents.

Them ostpreciseofthese,E865,based on a sam pleof10300 candidateswith 1.2% back-

ground,allowed a detailed analysisofthe decay form factorand rate,and a testofthe

next-to-leading orderChPT calculation [3].

In this paper,a new precise m easurem ent ofthe K � ! �� e+ e� decay is reported,

based on thefulldatasetcollected in 2003{2004by theNA48/2experim entattheCERN

SPS.In addition to spectrum and rate studies,the �rst observation ofthe K � decay

allowed setting an upper lim iton the charge asym m etry ofK + ! �+ e+ e� and K � !

�� e+ e� decay rates,which can berelated to CP violation.

1 T he N A 48/2 experim ent

The NA48/2 experim ent,speci�cally designed forcharge asym m etry m easurem ents [9],

uses sim ultaneous K + and K � beam s produced by 400 GeV/c prim ary SPS protons

im pinging on a beryllium target. Charged particles with m om entum (60 � 3) GeV/c

are selected by an achrom atic system offour dipole m agnets with zero totalde
ection

(‘achrom at’),which splitsthetwo beam sin theverticalplaneand then recom binesthem

on a com m on axis.Thebeam spassthrough m om entum de�ning collim atorsand a series

offourquadrupolesdesigned to focusthe beam satthe detector.Finally the two beam s

areagain splitin theverticalplaneand recom bined in a second achrom at.Thelayoutof

thebeam sand detectorsisshown schem atically in Fig.1.

The beam sthen enterthe �ducialdecay volum e housed in a 114 m long cylindrical

vacuum tank with a diam eter of1.92 m ,extended to 2.4 m afterthe �rst 65 m . Both

beam sfollow thesam epath in thedecay volum e:theiraxescoincidewithin 1 m m ,while

the transverse size ofthe beam s isabout1 cm . W ith 7� 1011 protonsincident on the

targetperSPS spillof4:8 sduration,the positive (negative)beam 
ux atthe entrance

ofthedecay volum eis3:8� 107 (2:6� 107)particlesperpulse,ofwhich 5:7% (4:9% )are

K + (K � ). The K + =K � 
ux ratio is1.79. The fraction ofbeam kaonsdecaying in the

decay volum eatnom inalm om entum is22% .

A detailed description oftheNA48detectorcan befound in [10].Thedecay volum eis

followed by a m agneticspectrom eterhoused in a tank �lled with helium atnearly atm o-

sphericpressure,separated from thevacuum tank by a thin (0:31% X 0)Kevlarcom posite

window.A thin-walledalum inium beam pipeof16cm outerdiam etertraversingthecentre

ofthespectrom eter(and allthefollowing detectors)allowstheundecayed beam particles

and the m uon halo from decays ofbeam pions to continue their path in vacuum . The

spectrom eterconsistsoffourdriftcham bers(DCH):DCH1,DCH2located upstream ,and
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Figure 1:Schem atic lateralview ofthe NA48/2 beam line (TAX17,18:m otorized beam

dum p/collim atorsused toselectthem om entum oftheK + and K � beam s;FDFD/DFDF:

focusing set ofquadrupoles,KABES1{3: beam spectrom eter stations not used in this

analysis),decay volum e,and detector(DCH1{4:driftcham bers,HOD:hodoscope,LKr:

EM calorim eter,HAC:hadron calorim eter,M UV:m uon veto). Note that the vertical

scalesaredi�erentin thetwo partsofthe�gure.

DCH3,DCH4 downstream ofa dipolem agnet.The m agnetprovidesa horizontaltrans-

versem om entum kick �p= 120 M eV=cforcharged particles.Each DCH iscom posed of

eightplanesofsensewires.Thespatialresolution ofeach DCH is�x = �y = 90 �m .The

nom inalspectrom eterm om entum resolution is�p=p= (1:02� 0:044� p)% (p in GeV/c).

Them agneticspectrom eterisfollowed by aplasticscintillatorhodoscope(HOD)used

toproducefasttriggersignalsand toprovideprecisetim em easurem entsofcharged parti-

cles.Thehodoscopehasa regularoctagonalshapewith a transversesizeofabout2.4 m ,

and consistsofa planeofhorizontaland a planeofverticalstrip-shaped counters.

The HOD isfollowed by a liquid krypton electrom agnetic calorim eter(LKr)used for

photondetection andparticleidenti�cation.Itisanalm osthom ogeneousionizationcham -

berwith an active volum e of7 m 3 ofliquid krypton,segm ented transversally into 13248

projective cells,2�2 cm 2 each,and with no longitudinalsegm entation. The calorim e-

teris27X 0 deep and hasan energy resolution �(E )=E = 0:032=
p
E � 0:09=E � 0:0042

(E in GeV).Spatialresolution for an isolated electrom agnetic shower is �x = �y =

0:42=
p
E � 0:06 cm (E in GeV)forthetransverse coordinatesx and y.

The LKrisfollowed by a hadronic calorim eter(HAC)and a m uon detector(M UV),

both notused in thepresentanalysis.

2 D ata analysis

The K � ! �� e+ e� rate is m easured relative to the m ore abundant K � ! �� �0D nor-

m alisation channel(where �0D ! e+ e� 
 isthe so called Dalitz decay). The �nalstates

ofthesignaland norm alisation channelscontain identicalsetsofcharged particles.Thus

electron and pion identi�cation e�ciencies,potentially representing a signi�cant source

ofsystem atic uncertainties,cancelin the�rstorder.
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M onte C arlo sim ulation

In order to com pute acceptances for signal,norm alisation and background channels,a

detailed GEANT3-based [11]M onte Carlo (M C)sim ulation isem ployed,which includes

fulldetectorgeom etry and m aterialdescription,stray m agnetic �elds,DCH localine�-

cienciesand m isalignm ent,detailed sim ulation ofthekaon beam line,and tim evariations

oftheabovethroughouttherunning period.

Event selection

Three-track vertices(com patible with the topology ofK � ! �� e+ e� and K � ! �� �0D
decays)are reconstructed by extrapolation oftrack segm entsfrom the upstream partof

the spectrom eterback into the decay volum e,taking into accountthe m easured Earth’s

m agnetic �eld,stray �eldsdue to m agnetization ofthe vacuum tank,and m ultiple scat-

tering.

A large part ofthe selection is com m on to the signaland norm alisation m odes. It

requiresthepresence ofa vertex satisfying thefollowing criteria.

� Vertex longitudinalposition isinside�ducialdecay volum e:Zvertex > Z�nal collim ator.

� Thevertex tracksarerequired tobeconsistentin tim e(within a10nstim ewindow)

and consistentwith thetriggertim e,tobein DCH,HOD and LKrgeom etricaccep-

tance,and to havem om enta in therange5 GeV=c< p< 50 GeV=c.Track separa-

tionsarerequired toexceed 2cm in theDCH1planetosuppressphoton conversions,

and to exceed 15 cm in the LKrfrontplane to m inim ize particle m isidenti�cation

dueto showeroverlaps.

� Totalchargeofthethreetracks:Q = �1.

� Particle identi�cation isperform ed using theratio E =p ofenergy deposition ofthe

particle in the LKr calorim eter to its m om entum m easured by the spectrom eter.

The vertex is required to be com posed ofone � candidate (E =p < 0:85),and a

pairofoppositely charged e� candidates(E =p > 0:95).No discrim ination ofpions

againstm uonsisperform ed.

Ifseveralverticessatisfy theaboveconditions,theonewith thebestvertex �tquality is

considered.TheK � ! �� e+ e� candidatesareselected by applying thefollowing criteria

to thereconstructed kinem aticvariables.

� �� e+ e� m om entum within thebeam nom inalrange:54GeV=c< j~p�eej< 66GeV=c.

� �� e+ e� transverse m om entum with respectto the beam trajectory (which ispre-

cisely m easured using the the concurrently acquired K � ! 3�� sam ple): p2T <

0:5� 10� 3 (GeV=c)2.

� Kinem atic suppression ofthe m ain background channelK� ! �� �0D (and other

m inorbackgroundsinduced by �0D and �0D D ! 4e� decays)by requiring the e+ e�

m ass to be above the �0 m ass: z = (M ee=M K )
2 > 0:08, which approxim ately

correspondsto M ee > 140 M eV/c2,and leadsto an unavoidable lossof� 30% of

thesignalsam ple.
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Figure 2: (a) Reconstructed spectrum of�� e+ e� invariant m ass: data (dots) and M C

sim ulation (�lled area).Notethe description oftheradiative m asstailby the PHOTOS

sim ulation. (b) Reconstructed spectrum of�� �0D invariant m ass: data (dots) and M C

sim ulations ofK � ! �� �0D signaland K � ! �0D �
� � background (�lled areas). Signal

regionsareindicated with arrows.

� �� e+ e� invariant m ass: 470 M eV=c2 < M �ee < 505 M eV=c2. The signalregion,

asym m etric with respect to the nom inalkaon m ass (Fig.2a),includes a part of

the radiative m ass tail. The lower m ass lim it of470 M eV=c2 corresponds to an

upper cuto� E 
 < 23:1 M eV for the energy ofa single directly undetectable soft

radiativephoton,and ischosen asa trade-o� between m aking an inclusiveanalysis,

and keeping thebackground reasonably sm all.

No restrictions are applied to the K � ! �� e+ e� sam ple on the additionalenergy de-

position in the LKrcalorim eter,the reason being two-fold: 1)to avoid biasdue to the

radiativeK � ! �� e+ e� 
 decays(with predom inantly softphotons,which m akestheLKr

responsedi�cultto sim ulate);2)to decreasesensitivity to accidentalactivity.

Forthe K � ! �� �0D norm alisation m ode candidates,the presence ofa LKrenergy

deposition cluster(photon candidate)satisfyingthefollowingprincipalcriteriaisrequired.

� Reconstructed cluster energy E > 3 GeV,cluster tim e consistent with the vertex

tim e,su�cient transverse separations from track im pact points at the LKr plane

(R �
 > 30 cm ,R e
 > 10 cm ).

� e+ e� 
 invariantm asscom patiblewith a �0D decay:jM ee
 � M �0j< 10 M eV/c2.

� The sam e conditions on reconstructed �� e+ e� 
 totaland transverse m om enta as

used for�� e+ e� m om entum in theK � ! �� e+ e� selection.

� �� e+ e� 
 invariantm ass:475 M eV=c2 < M �ee
 < 510 M eV=c2.
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Signalsam ple

Thereconstructed �� e+ e� invariantm assspectrum ispresented in Fig.2a.Them easured

M �ee resolution is��ee = 4:2 M eV/c2,in agreem entwith M C sim ulation. The e+ e� in-

variantm assresolution com puted by M C sim ulation is�ee = 2:3M eV/c2.Thenum berof

K � ! �� e+ e� (
)decay candidatesin thesignalregion isN�ee = 7253,outofwhich 4613

(2640)are K + (K � )candidates. The residualbackground sourcesafterthe kinem atical

suppression ofthe�0D and �0D D decaysarethefollowing.

� Kaondecayswith a�0 inthe�nalstatefollowedbya�0D ! e+ e� 
 decayandparticle

m isidenti�cation (e� identi�ed as�� orvice versa). Two dom inantcontributions

identi�ed with M C sim ulationsare(1)K � ! �� �0D with m isidenti�ed e� and �� ;

(2)K � ! �0D e
� � with am isidenti�ed e� from the�0D decay.Thetwo contributions

areofsim ilarsize,which m eansthatabout75% ofelectron candidatesin thissam ple

aregenuineelectrons,and therestarem isidenti�ed pions.

� Kaon decayswith twoe+ e� pairsin the�nalstateresultingfrom either�0
D (D )

decays

orexternal
 conversions,only a singlelepton from each e+ e� pairconstituting the

bestvertex,withoutparticle m isidenti�cation involved. Allelectron candidatesin

thissam plearegenuineelectrons.

Backgroundscan be reliably estim ated and subtracted using the data sam ple itself. For

the�rstoftheabovebackground types,theexpected kinem aticdistribution ofthelepton

num ber violating \sam e lepton sign" �� e� e� candidates is identicalto that ofback-

ground events (up to a negligible acceptance correction). For the second background

type, the expected sum of distributions of the sam e lepton sign candidates and the

�� e� e� candidates with the unphysicaltotalcharge jQj = 3 is sim ilarly identicalto

thatofbackground events.Background contam ination isestim ated using thesum ofthe

num bersofsam e lepton sign candidatesN ss = 55,and jQj= 3 candidatesN q3 = 16 as

(N ss + N q3)=N �ee = (1:0� 0:1stat:)% .

A cross check ofthe com position ofsam e lepton sign and jQj= 3 sam ples using a

tighterelectron identi�cation (based notonly on E =p butalso on showerpropertiesand

track-cluster m atching) con�rm s the expected fractions ofgenuine electrons am ong the

electron candidates.

N orm alisation sam ple

Thereconstructed �� e+ e� 
 invariantm assspectrum ispresented in Fig.2b.Thenum ber

ofK � ! �� �0D candidatesin the signalregion isN 2� = 1:212� 107,which corresponds

tothenum berofkaon decaysin the�ducialdecay volum eofaboutN K = 1:7� 1011.The

only signi�cantbackground sourceisthesem ileptonicK � ! �0D �
� � decay.Itscontribu-

tion isnotsuppressed by particle identi�cation requirem ents,since no �/� separation is

perform ed.Thebackground contam ination in thesignalregion isestim ated to be0.15%

by M C sim ulation.

Trigger chain and its e� ciency

Both K � ! �� e+ e� and K � ! �� �0D sam plesarerecorded via a two-leveltriggerchain

designed to collect the K � ! 3�� decays. At the �rst level(L1),the HOD surface is

logically subdivided into 16 non-overlapping square regions;a coincidence ofhitsin the

two planesoftheHOD isrequired to occurin atleasttwo such regions.Thesecond level
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(L2)isbased on a hardwaresystem com puting coordinatesofhitsfrom DCH drifttim es,

and afarm ofasynchronousprocessorsperform ingfasttrackreconstruction and runninga

selection algorithm ,which basically requiresthepresenceofatleasttwo tracksconsistent

with a com m on origin in thedecay volum e(closestdistanceofapproach lessthan 5 cm ).

L1 triggersnotsatisfying thiscondition are exam ined furtherand accepted nevertheless

ifthereisa reconstructed track notkinem atically com patiblewith a �� �0 decay ofa K �

having m om entum of60 GeV/cdirected along thebeam axis.

TheNA48/2analysisstrategyfornon-raredecaym odesinvolvesdirectm easurem entof

thetriggere�cienciesusingcontroldatasam plesofdownscaled low biastriggerscollected

sim ultaneously with them ain triggers.Howeverdirectm easurem entsarenotpossiblefor

theK � ! �� e+ e� eventsdueto very lim ited sizesofthecorresponding controlsam ples.

Dedicated sim ulationsofL1 and L2 perform ance were used instead. The sourcesofthe

trigger ine�ciency are the localine�ciencies ofthe HOD and the DCHs,which were

m apped using specialm uon runs and the K � ! �� �+ �� data,and included into the

sim ulations.The sim ulated e�cienciesand theirkinem atic dependencieswere com pared

against m easurem ents for the abundant K � ! �� �0D and K � ! �� �+ �� decays in

order to validate the sim ulations;sim ulated values oftriggere�ciencies agree with the

m easurem entsto a levelofa few 10� 4 units.

Thesim ulated valuesofL1 and L2 ine�cienciesfortheselected K � ! �� �0D sam ple

are "L1 = 0:37% ,"L2 = 0:80% . The values ofthe integraltrigger ine�ciencies for the

K � ! �� e+ e� sam ple depend on the a prioriunknown form factor; the corrections

are applied di�erentially in bins ofdilepton invariant m ass M ee. Indicative values of

ine�ciencies for a realistic linear form factor with a slope � = 2:3 are "L1 = 0:06% ,

"L2 = 0:42% .TheK � ! �� �0D sam pleisa�ected byalargertriggerine�ciencyduetothe

sm allerinvariantm assesM ee,which m eansthatthelepton trajectoriesaregeom etrically

closer.Sim ilarly,theine�ciency isenhanced forK � ! �� e+ e� eventsatlow M ee.

T heoreticalinput

The decay issupposed to proceed through singlevirtualphoton exchange,resulting in a

spectrum ofthez = (M ee=M K )
2 kinem aticvariablesensitiveto theform factorW (z)[2]:

d�

dz
=

�2M K

12�(4�)4
�
3=2(1;z;r2�)

s

1� 4
r2e

z

 

1+ 2
r2e

z

!

jW (z)j2; (1)

where re = m e=M K ,r� = m �=M K ,and �(a;b;c)= a2 + b2 + c2 � 2ab� 2ac� 2bc. On

the otherhand,the spectrum ofthe angle ��e between � and e+ in the e+ e� restfram e

is d�=d��e = C sin2��e,C = const,and is not sensitive to W (z). The expression for

two-dim ensionaldecay density can befound forinstancein [5].

Thefollowingparam eterizationsoftheform factorW (z)areconsidered in thepresent

analysis.

1.Linear:W (z)= G F M
2
K f0(1+ �z)with free norm alisation and slope (f0;�).Decay

rateand z spectrum aresensitive to jf0j,notto itssign.

2.Next-to-leading order ChPT [3]: W (z) = G F M
2
K (a+ + b+ z)+ W ��(z) with free

param eters(a+ ;b+ )and an explicitly calculated pion loop term W ��(z)given in [3].

3.Com bined fram ework ofChPT and large-N c QCD [4]: the form factorisparam e-

terized asW (z)� W (~w;�;z)with freeparam eters(~w;�),seealso theAppendix.
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Figure 3: (a)z spectrum ofthe selected K � ! �� e+ e� candidates. Filled area: back-

ground estim ated with sam e lepton sign and jQj= 3 events,m ultiplied by a factorof5

for visibility. (b) ��e spectrum ofthe selected candidates (dots) and its com parison to

M C assum ing vectorinteraction (�lled area).

4.ChPT param eterization [5]involving m eson form factors: W (z)� W (M a;M �;z).

Theresonancem asses(M a,M �)aretreated asfreeparam etersin thepresentanal-

ysis.

Thegoaloftheanalysisism easuringtheform factorparam etersin thefram ework ofeach

oftheabovem odels,and thecom putation ofthecorresponding branching ratiosBR 1;2;3;4

by integration of(1)norm alised to fullK � decay width �K [14].

The Coulom b correction factor is taken into account following [13](eq. 20). The

e�ects ofradiative corrections to the K � ! �� e+ e� process are evaluated using the

PHOTOS [12]sim ulation ofthe K � ! �� 
� ! �� e+ e� decay chain. The results are

cross-checked using a generalized com putation for a m ulti-body m eson decay [13](eq.

19).In addition to a�ecting thevaluesofthem odelparam eters,radiativecorrectionsare

crucialforthe extrapolation ofthe branching ratio from the lim ited M �ee (equivalently,

E 
)signalregion tothefullkinem aticregion;according totheabovem odelsforradiative

corrections,about 6% ofthe totalK � ! �� e+ e� (
) decay rate falloutside the signal

region E 
 < 23:1 M eV.

Fitting procedure

The observed spectra ofthe data eventsin z (in the visible region z > 0:08)and cos��e
variables are presented in Fig.3. The latter spectrum ,which contains no inform ation

aboutW (z),iscom pared to theM C expectation,dem onstrating a good agreem ent.

Thevaluesofd��ee=dzin thecentreofeach i-bin ofz,which can bedirectly com pared

to thetheoreticalpredictions(1),arethen com puted as

(d��ee=dz)i=
N i� N B

i

N 2�

�
A 2�(1� "2�)

A i(1� "i)
�
1

�z
�
�h

�K
� BR(K� ! �

�
�
0)� BR(�0D ): (2)

HereN i and N
B
i arethenum bersofobserved K � ! �� e+ e� candidatesand background

events in the i-th bin, N 2� is the num ber of K � ! �� �0D events (with background
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Figure 4: (a)Geom etricalacceptancesA i and (b)triggerine�ciencies " i forthe K
� !

�� e+ e� sam ple in binsofz,both obtained by M C sim ulations. The kinem aticaldepen-

denceofthetriggerine�ciency ism ainly dueto enhancem entofL1 ine�ciency forevent

topologieswith twotrackshittingthesam eHOD segm ent.Thepolynom ialsuperim posed

on Figure(b)isdrawn only to guidetheeye.

subtracted),A i and "i aregeom etricalacceptance and triggerine�ciency in thei-th bin

forthesignalsam ple(com puted byM C sim ulation,bothpresented inFig.4),A 2� = 2:95%

and "2� = 1:17% are those forK � ! �� �0D events,�z isthe z bin width,and issetto

0.02. The externalinputs are the kaon lifetim e �K = (1:2380� 0:0021)� 10� 8 s,and

branching ratiosofthe norm alisation decay m odesBR(K � ! �� �0)= (20:68� 0:13)% ,

BR(�0D )= (1:198� 0:032)% [14].

W hilethesim ulated valuesofgeom etricacceptancesand triggere�cienciesaresubject

torelatively largesystem aticuncertainties(discussed in thefollowingsection),theirratios

A i=A 2� and (1� "i)=(1� "2�) appearing in (2)are a�ected by these uncertainties to a

lesserextentdueto cancellationsofm ostsystem atic e�ects.

The com puted valuesofd��ee=dz vsz and the resultsofthe �tsto the fourconsid-

ered m odels are presented in Fig.5a. The corresponding squared form factors jW (z)j2

norm alized by a condition jW (0)j= 1 arepresented in Fig.5b.

BranchingratiosBR(K � ! �� e+ e� )in thefullkinem aticrangecorrespondingtoeach

m odelarecom puted using them easured value ofthem odelparam eters,theirstatistical

uncertainties,and correlation m atrices.In addition,am odel-independentbranchingratio

BR m i in the visible kinem atic region z > 0:08 is com puted by integration ofd��ee=dz.

BR m i di�ersfrom each ofthe m odel-dependentBRscom puted in the visible z range by

lessthan 0:01� 10� 7.Thedi�erencesbetween them odel-dependentBRscom efrom the

region z< 0:08,ascan beseen in Fig.5a.

System atic uncertainties

Particle identi� cation. Im perfect M C description ofelectron and pion identi�cation

ine�cienciesf e and f� can biasthe resultonly due to the m om entum dependence offe
and f�,due to identicalcharged particle com position,butdi�ering � and e m om entum
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Figure 5: (a) d��ee=dz (background subtracted,corrected fortrigger e�ciency) and �t

results according to the four considered m odels. (b) Squared form factors jW (z)j2 for

each m odelnorm alized by a condition jW (0)j= 1.

spectraofthesignaland norm alisation m odes.Ine�ciencieswerem easured with thedata

to be in the ranges1:6% < f� < 1:7% and 1:1% < fe < 1:7% ,depending in m om entum .

System atic uncertainties due to these m om entum dependencies not perfectly described

by M C wereconservatively estim ated assum ing m om entum -independentM C fe and f�.

B eam line description. Despite the carefulsim ulation ofthe beam line including

tim evariationsofitsparam eters,theresidualdiscrepanciesofdataand M C beam geom e-

triesand spectra m ay biasthe results. To evaluate the related system atic uncertainties,

variationsofthe resultswith respectto variationsofcutson track m om enta,LKrclus-

terenergies,totaland transverse m om enta ofthe�� e+ e� (
)�nalstates,track distances

from beam axisin DCH planes,and distancesbetween particleim pactpointsattheLKr

calorim eter surface were studied. Stability ofthe results in bins ofdecay vertex lon-

gitudinalcoordinate was studied as well. The m axim um observed variations ofthe �t

param etersaretaken conservatively asthesystem aticuncertainties.

B ackground subtraction. Forbackground subtraction in the �� e+ e� sam ple the

spectra ofsam e lepton sign and jQj= 3 events were used,as described above. This

m ethod hasa lim ited statisticalprecision (with an averageof� 3 background eventsin a

bin ofz). The uncertaintiesofthe m easured param etersdue to background subtraction

wereconservatively taken to beequalto thecorrectionsthem selves.

Trigger e� ciency.Asdiscussed earlier,thecorrectionsfortriggerine�ciencieswere

evaluated by sim ulations.In particular,L1 and L2 correctionsforthem easured BR have

sim ilarm agnitudesofa few 10� 3.No uncertainty wasassigned to theL1 correction,due

torelativesim plicity ofthetriggercondition,and theconsequentrobustnessofthesim ula-

tion.On theotherhand,theuncertainty oftheL2e�ciency correction wasconservatively

taken to beequalto thecorrection itself.

R adiative corrections.Uncertaintiesduetotheradiativecorrectionswereevaluated

byvariation ofthelower�� e+ e� invariantm asscut.Theresultsshow reasonablestability

with respect to the variation,as can be expected given a good M C description ofthe
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Table1:Correctionsand system atic uncertainties(excluding externalsources).

Param eter Particle Beam Background Trigger Radiative Fitting

ID sim ulation subtraction ine�ciency corr. m ethod

jf0j 0.001 0.006 0:001 � 0.001 0:002 � 0.002 0.004 0.003

� 0.01 0.04 �0:05 � 0.05 �0:03 � 0.03 0.04 0.03

a+ 0.001 0.005 �0:001 � 0.001 �0:002 � 0.002 0.004 0.004

b+ 0.009 0.015 0:021 � 0.021 0:015 � 0.015 0.014 0.010

~w 0.001 0.002 �0:002 � 0.002 �0:001 � 0.001 0.002 0.001

� 0.06 0.09 �0:09 � 0.09 �0:06 � 0.06 0.06 0.04

M a/GeV 0.004 0.009 0:009 � 0.009 0:007 � 0.007 0.009 0.006

M b/GeV 0.002 0.003 0:004 � 0.004 0:003 � 0.003 0.004 0.002

BR 1� 4 � 107 0.02 0.02 �0:02 � 0.02 �0:01 � 0.01 0.02 0.02

BR m i� 107 0.02 0.02 �0:01 � 0.01 �0:01 � 0.01 0.02 n/a

�� e+ e� radiative m asstailvisible in Fig.2a. Estim ation ofsystem atic uncertaintiesas

di�erencesof�tresultsobtained with radiativecorrectionscalculated usingthePHOTOS

sim ulation and theform alism given in [13]leadsto sim ilarresultsasthoseobtained with

the�rstm ethod.

Fitting m ethod.Uncertaintiesdueto the�tting procedurewereevaluated by com -

paring the�tresultsobtained with a bin width �z = 0:01 with those obtained with the

standard bin width of�z= 0:02.

Externalinput.Substantialuncertaintiesarisefrom theexternalinput,asBR(�0D )=

(1:198� 0:032)% isexperim entally known with a lim ited relative precision of2.7% [14].

The only param eternota�ected by thisexternaluncertainty isthe slope � ofthe linear

form factordescribing theshapeofthespectrum .

Theapplied correctionsand thesystem aticuncertainties,excluding thosefrom exter-

nalsources,are sum m arized in Table 1. Uncertaintiesdue to the externalinputcan be

found in Table2.

3 R esults and discussion

Them easured valueofthem odel-independentBR m i(z> 0:08),aswellastheparam eters

oftheconsidered m odelsand thecorrespondingBRsin thefullzrange,with theirstatisti-

cal,system atic,and externaluncertaintiesarepresented in Table2.The68% con�dence

levelcontours for the pairs ofparam eters corresponding to each m odelare presented

in Fig.6. The corresponding correlation coe�cients between the m odelparam etersare

�(jf0j;�)= �0:962,�(a+ ;b+ )= �0:913,�(~w;�)= 0:999 and �(Ma;M �)= 0:998.

The m easurem entofthe m odel-independentBR m i(z > 0:08),while notinvolving ex-

trapolation into theregion z < 0:08 depending on theform factorparam eterization,still

relieson theextrapolation into theregion oftheradiativetailM �ee < 470 M eV/c2.

Each ofthefourconsidered m odelsprovidesa reasonable�ttothedata(�2 ofthe�ts

are indicated in Fig.5a),howeverthe linearform factorm odelleadsto the sm allest�2.

Thesizeofthedata sam pleisinsu�cientto distinguish between them odels.

Earlierm easurem entsofthedecayparam etersaresum m arized in Table3.Thepresent
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Table2:M odel-independentBR m i(z> 0:08),and �tresultsfortheconsidered m odels.

BR m i� 107 = 2:28 � 0:03stat: � 0:04syst: � 0:06ext: = 2:28 � 0.08

M odel(1)

jf0j= 0:531 � 0:012stat: � 0:008syst: � 0:007ext: = 0:531 � 0.016

� = 2:32 � 0:15stat: � 0:09syst: = 2:32 � 0.18

BR 1 � 107 = 3:05 � 0:04stat: � 0:05syst: � 0:08ext: = 3:05 � 0.10

M odel(2)

a+ = �0:578 � 0:012stat: � 0:008syst: � 0:007ext: = �0:578 � 0.016

b+ = �0:779 � 0:053stat: � 0:036syst: � 0:017ext: = �0:779 � 0.066

BR 2 � 107 = 3:14 � 0:04stat: � 0:05syst: � 0:08ext: = 3:14 � 0.10

M odel(3)

~w = 0:057 � 0:005stat: � 0:004syst: � 0:001ext: = 0:057 � 0.007

� = 3:45 � 0:24stat: � 0:17syst: � 0:05ext: = 3:45 � 0.30

BR 3 � 107 = 3:13 � 0:04stat: � 0:05syst: � 0:08ext: = 3:13 � 0.10

M odel(4)

M a=GeV=c
2)= 0:974 � 0:030stat: � 0:019syst: � 0:002ext: = 0:974 � 0.035

M �=(GeV=c
2)= 0:716 � 0:011stat: � 0:007syst: � 0:002ext: = 0:716 � 0.014

BR 4 � 107 = 3:18 � 0:04stat: � 0:05syst: � 0:08ext: = 3:18 � 0.10

m easurem ent ofthe linear form factor slope � is in agreem ent with the previous ones

based on K + ! �+ e+ e� [7,8]and K + ! �+ �+ �� [15]sam ples,and furthercon�rm sthe

contradiction ofthe data to m eson dom inance m odels[16]which predictlowervaluesof

theslopeparam eter.Theobtained jf0j,a+ and b+ arein agreem entwith theonlyprevious

m easurem ent[8].Theobtained valuesof~w and � arein fairagreem entwith the�tofthe

data points[8]perform ed by theauthorsof[4](thevalueofM � = 0:77549 GeV/c2 [14]is

used in our�t;using M � = 0:7711 GeV/c2 asin [4]leadsto a centralvalue of� = 3:27,

which im provesagreem entwith [4]).Them easured param eterM a isconsistentwith the

nom inalm assofthea0(980)resonance,whileM � isafew % lowerthan thenom inal�(770)

m ass[14].

The branching ratio in the fullkinem atic range,which is com puted as the average

Table 3: Sum m ary ofearlierm easurem ents ofthe form factorparam etersand BR with

theirstatistical,system atic,and m odel-dependence uncertainties. System atic uncertain-

tieswerenotevaluated forsom em easurem ents;asinglestatisticaluncertaintyispresented

forthesecases.

Decay K +
�ee K +

�ee K +
�ee K +

���

Refs. [6] [7] [8,4] [15]

� 1:31� 0:44� 0:19 2:14� 0:13� 0:15 2:45+ 1:30� 0:95

jf0j 0:533� 0:012

a+ �0:587� 0:010

b+ �0:655� 0:044

~w 0:045� 0:003

� 2:8� 0:1

BR � 107 2:7� 0:5 2:75� 0:23� 0:13 2:94� 0:05� 0:13� 0:05
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Figure 6: 68% con�dence levelcontours for the param eters ofthe four m odels. Only

statisticaland background subtraction errorsareincluded.

between the two extrem es corresponding to the m odels (1) and (4), and includes an

uncertainty dueto extrapolation into theinaccessible region z< 0:08,is

BR = (3:11� 0:04stat:� 0:05syst:� 0:08ext:� 0:07m odel)� 10� 7 = (3:11� 0:12)� 10� 7:

The uncertainty ofthe above resultiscorrelated with those ofthe earlierm easurem ents

(thosedue to externalinputand m odel-dependence uncertainties).A com parison to the

m ost precise ofthese m easurem ents by the BNL E865 collaboration [8]using the sam e

externalinput,and taking into accountcorrelation ofexternaluncertaintiesbetween the

two analyses, shows a 1:6� levelofagreem ent. In conclusion, the obtained BR is in

agreem entwith thepreviousm easurem ents[6,7,8].

M easurem ents ofthe decay param eters and BRs were perform ed separately forK +

and K � decays. In particular,the branching fractions in the fullkinem atic range and

theirstatisticaluncertaintieswerem easured to be

BR + = (2:99� 0:05stat:)� 10� 7; BR � = (3:13� 0:08stat:)� 10� 7:

Thisallowsm aking a �rstm easurem entofthedirectCP violating asym m etry ofK + and

K � decay ratesin thefullkinem aticrange.Considering only theuncorrelated system atic

uncertainties(thosedueto background subtraction)between K + and K � sam ples,

�(K �
�ee)= (BR +

� BR � )=(BR+ + BR � )= (�2:2� 1:5stat:� 0:6syst:)� 10� 2:
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Theothersystem atic uncertaintiesarecorrelated between theK + and K � sam ples,and

thus cancelin �(K �
�ee). A conservative lim itforthe charge asym m etry ofj�(K �

�ee)j<

2:1� 10� 2 at90% CL can be deduced from the above value. Thisresult iscom patible

with CP conservation,however the achieved precision is far from the Standard M odel

expectation j�(K �
�ee)j� 10� 5 [3]and even theSUSY upperlim itj�(K �

�ee)j� 10� 3 [17,18]

fortheCP violating asym m etry.

Sum m ary

From a sam ple of7253 K � ! �� e+ e� decay candidates with 1.0% background con-

tam ination,the branching fraction in the fullkinem atic range hasbeen m easured to be

(3:11� 0:12)� 10� 7,in agreem ent and com petitive with previous m easurem ents. The

shape ofthe form factorwhich characterizesthe decay hasbeen evaluated in the fram e-

work offour m odels,giving consistent results with previous m easurem ents. The �rst

sim ultaneousobservation ofboth chargekaon decaysinto �� e+ e� allowed to establish an

upperlim itforthe CP violating asym m etry ofK + and K � decay ratesof2:1� 10� 2 at

90% CL.
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A ppendix

The paper [4]that form ulates one ofthe considered m odels does not contain the full

de�nition forthe form factor fV (z): the function �(z) appearing in the Eq. (3.19)for

fV (z)isde�ned only below the 2� threshold. The expressionsfor�(z)both below and

abovethethreshold,kindly provided by theauthorsofRef.[4],arepresented below.Let

usde�ner= (M K =m �)
2.Then forz < 4=r (below thethreshold),

�(z)=
4

9
�

4

3zr
+
1

3

�
4

zr
� 1

�3=2

arctan

0

@
1

q
4

zr
� 1

1

A ;

and forz� 4=r (abovethethreshold),

�(z)=
4

9
�

4

3zr
+
1

6

�

1�
4

zr

�3=2
8
<

:
ln
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