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1 M otivation

N on—leptonic and radiative kaon decays have attracted a lot of attention in var-
Jous respects. Testing the Standard M odel (SM ) and unveiling avour structure
beyond it isone of them . T his can be done very e ectively using precision tests of
the scalar sector where direct CPwiolating e ects involving kaons provides w ith
som e of the m ost prom ising opportunities. Indeed, direct CP violation in kaon
decays is experim entally very wellknown in K ! [1,2]

Re(") ="y )= (163 023) 10°: 1)

I discuss the present theoretical status of the SM prediction for this quantity
in Section 3.1 while CPviclating K * ! 3 Dalitz plot slope g and decay rate
asymm etries are in Section 32 .

As a typical exam ple of radiative kaon decays, I discuss in Section 4 the
theoretical advances predicting the CP~viclhating decay K, ! ¢ ! O¢e
w ithin the SM .

A deeper understanding of the strong-weak dynam ics interplay at low energy
is also a very interesting aspect of the study of non—leptonic and radiative kaon
decays. Finally, T also report on the recent theoretical advances based in large
N . approaches to low -energy QCD .

2 Theoretical Fram ew ork

The SM e ective action at energies around or below the charm quark m ass is
wellknown. For the S = 1 sector, this has been done to next-to-leading order
(NLO ) In two renomm alization schemes (NDR and HV ) by two groups, [3]and
[4]. It contains ten four<quark operators, Q; to Q19, and two m agnetic dipole
operators, Q11 and Q 1,, which are chirally suppressed, see eg. [3]forde nitions.
Tn the presence of electrow eak interactions, there appear another two operators,
Q- and Q7 , which contribute to radiative kaon decays, see eg. [3]. Short-
distance inform ation enters via W ilson coe cients m ultiplying the operators of
the e ective action. T his short-distance inform ation is the onewe want to extract
from m easurem ents of non—leptonic and radiative kaon decays.

For the explicit expression of the S = 1 SM e ective action and a very
detailed discussion of low -energy SM e ective action see [3]. Here Tuse the sam e
notation as there.

Chiral Perturbation Theory (ChPT) [5,6] is the e ective eld theory that
describes the SM Interactions am ong the low estenergy degrees of freedom : pions,
kaons, photons, For review s w ith em phasis on kaon physics see [7]. There
have been recent advances and a ot of work in understanding the long-distance({
short-distance m atching between the e ective SM action and ChPT , both using
analytical Jarge N . m ethods and lattice QCD { for lattice, see Chris Sachra fa



and Bob M awhinney’s taks. A s yet, there ram ains a lot of work to be done,
m ainly for rare kaon decays.

W ithin ChPT ,one constructs them ost generall.agrangian com patiblew ith all
SM sym m etries and in particular, w ith the structure generated by theQ CD chiral
symm etry breaking SU (3);, SU @Bk ! SU3) .ChPT providesthen w ith a low -
energy Taylor expansion of am plitudes in extermalm om enta and m eson m asses
which in general depends on unknown couplings. This is still very predictive
because, at lower orders, there appear only few of them , eg. jist the pion

* 1 " decay constant In the chirallin it, Fy, and the low est pseudo-6 oldstone
boson octet m asses in the strong sector at leading-order (LO ). This fact allow s
to relate di erent decays w ith the sam e unknowns. A 1so in SU (3) but at next—+o—
leading order (NLO ) and w ithout electrom agnetism (EM ), ten additionalphysical
couplings, L; to Lig, [6]are needed in the S = 0 sector. O ne m ore coupling
appears when including EM atLO .

Tn other cases, it can be shown that LO chiral loopsare nite and no unknown
counterterm at that order appears {these are param eter free predictions at that
order. To this class belong the radiative decaysK g ! Bland K, ! 0 9].
For both decays there have been reported new m easuram ents at this C onference.
In the case of K¢ ! , the KLOE result [10] nicely con m s the LO ChPT
prediction while the K TeV prelim inary result [11]agrees w ith a previous NA 48
m easuram ent pointing to the need of large NLO ChPT corrections. For a com —
plete discussion of these two decays and for a com prehensive list ofw orks applying
ChPT to non-leptonic and rare kaon decays see [12].

At LO In the jSj= 1 SM sector and within SU (3), there appear three
couplings ! of order p? plus one of order €’p’, namely, Gg, G3, G2 and Gg ,
regpectively. T he corresponding Lagrangian reads

LY., = CFieGetr 3uQu + CFy Getr( suu )
1
+GItr( 3 )+ Gy M gu ) ) (2)
) p_ 4 6 2 L4 y
wih C = p(§=5)GFVuquS= 2 108 10°Gev ©,u YO U W,U
w = exp(d 2=F¢), 55=u 0, (ij)ab= i gor + = W W+uvu =

diagm ,;m g;m ) and the t£9%! tensor can be found in [14]. The SU (3)  SU (3)
matrix  collects pion, kaon and eta pseudo-G oldstone boson elds. In this
nom alization, Gg = Gy, = 1 at hrge N.. At NLO in ChPT, the jSj= 1 SM
sector was constructed w ithin SU (3) in [9,15,161.

1T here appears one m ore octet singlet coupling w ithin U (3), see [13].



3 Non-Leptonic K aon D ecays

31 K ! and " : Status

The decays K ! are fully known to NLO in ChPT, ie. including isospin
breaking e ects from quark masses and EM [14,17{20]. The r®le of nal state
Interactions (FSI) in those decays is also clari ed. For a recent summ ary of the
theory status ofboth the I = 1=2 rule in kaonsand " g e [211].

In [22], the authors perform ed a combined t to both data on K ! and
K ! 3 which isalso known fully at NLO in ChPT inchiding isospin breaking
[22,23]and obtained

ReGg= (70 06)(8TMeV=F,)" ;G = (050 0:06)(B7TMev=F,) (3)

which represents the I = 1=2 rule for kaons. Recent analytical advances on
the quantitative understanding of this rule can be found in [24,25] using 1=N .
approaches. In particular, the I = 1=2 rule isreproduced within 40 % in [21,24]
atNLO in 1=N. using the ENJL m odel [26]at low energies and w ith analytical
short-distance independence.

U sing the calculations quoted above, one can get the prediction for " fully
atNLO in ChPT

h i
Re(=")’ (19 05)MmGg+ (034 0:15)Tm (%G ) (4)

where In G and Im (€Gy ) are proportional to the CP-violating phase In

Im (= ,)with ; VgV, and Vi are Cabibbo{K obayashi{M askawa m atrix
elem ents. N otice that it does not appear any p* counterterm In K ; {see [22] for
theirde nition{ in the previousNLO in ChPT expression forRe ("g ="; ) because
they have been estin ated to be negligible w ithin lJarge N, [18].

Putting together the experim ental result in (1) and the NLO ChPT formula
in (4), one ocbtains that the pair (In (€Gy ), In G ) has to lie between the two
lower horizontal (red) lines In Fig. 1. An Inm ediate consequence of (4) is that
for typical values of Im (G )and In G {say large N . values{ though there is
som e cancellation between the two temn s there, it is however not as lJarge as it
was previously thought and still som etim es argued.

R ecently, severalanalyticalw orks have been devoted to calculating In (€°G g )
[27{30] {see [29] fora com parison{ and In G [25,31],both at NLO in the 1=N..
T he nice feature of In (€°G ¢ ) is that it can be related via digpersion relations to
VV AA spectral two-point function in the chiral lim it [27,28,30]. T he results
found for the pair (In (G ), ITn Gg) in [28,31]are represented In Fig. 1 by the
rectangle on the right while the results in [25,29 ]are represented by the rectangle
on the left. Tn these two calculations, part of the lJarge uncertainties com e from
two input param eters, nam ely, the quark condensate in the chiral Iim it which
present uncertainty isaround 20 % and enters squared and Ls which uncertainty
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Figure 1: "0 : Theory vs Experin ent. See text for explanation.

isaround 45 % . The large N result is the (blue) Iled square to which T have
not assigned any uncertainty since it does not include the NLO in 1N . di erent
planar topology. T he lattice result for Im (G ) [32]is also shown i Fig.1,i
lies between the two vertical lines. Unfortunately, we still don‘t have a reliable
value for In Gg from lattice QCD but one can assess from Fig. 1 what that value
has to be if com patible w ith the m easurem ent of ") .

32 K ! 3 and D irect CP -V lolating D alitzP lot Slope g
A sym m etries

Non-leptonicK ! 3 decays have also attracted a Iot of work recently. T heses
decays were calculated at NLO in ChPT in [17]but unfortunately the com plete
expressions w ere not available and asm entioned above, recently they were redone
in [22,23]. U sing those calculations, one can predict the D alitz plot slopes {see e g.
[23]for theirde nition{ at NLO n ChPT forK * ! * * andkK* ! © 0 *
which are in very good agreem ent w ith recent m easurem ents [33].

It is possible to de ne CP-iolating asym m etries using the D alitz plot slope
g [23,34]. Previous predictions w ithin the SM were done using LO ChPT plus
various NLO estim ates [34]. T here iswork looking for Jarge SUSY e ects in this
asymm etriesaswell [35]. The rstflINLO In ChPT resultswere presented in [23]
where one can also nd theK * ! 3 decay rate CP-violating asymm etries. At

NLO In ChPT in the isospin lim it, onegets fortheK * |  * 7 slope g-
10°  ge ' (07 0d)InGg (007 002)In (€Gx)
+ (43 16)InK, (181 22)InK; (5)

where K ; are order p* countertem s [22,23]. M ore details and sin ilar expressions
for gy and the decay rate asymm etries can be found in [23]. Tt tums out that
gc Is quite stable against unknown NLO ChPT counterterm s while gy is



som ew hat less stable [23]. T he results obtained are [23]
ge= (24 12) 10°; gy = (11 0:7) 10°: (6)

Variation of input values and other uncertainties are w ithin the quoted error.
Experim entally, the nal results of the NA 48/2 experin ent were presented at
this C onference [36],

ge= (15 21) 10%; gy = (18 18) 10°: (7)

which are com patible with previous m easurem ents [37] but with signi cantly
an aller uncertainty.

In Fig. 1, the region between the two upper horizontal (blue) lines is where
the pair (In (€°Gy ), In Gg) would have to lie if g. = (40 0:5) 10°
was measured. Any measurement of g. between this value and the present
experin ental lin its would lad to an allwed region Pr the pair (In (€°Gy ),
In G g)whichm oves toward theupper side ofthat qurewhen them odulusof g ¢
Increases. T herefore, if we require this region to cross w ith the allowed region for
") then we would need a negative very large value in m odulus for m (e°G ¢ )=In
U sing the results from calculations of this coupling both using analytic techniques
[27{30]and lattice QCD {see Chris Sachrafda and Bob M aw hinney’s taks at this
Conference, thiswould clearly call for the presence of new physics independently
of the hadronic uncertainties in In Gg. This plot also points to an experim ental
accuracy n gc ofaround 02 10 * asthe goalto be reached.

4 R adiative K aon D ecays

A s a typical exam ple of radiative kaon decay, I discuss here the status and m ake
som e comm ents on the K ! ! “ 4 decays. ChPT at LO plus NLO
dom Inant e ects analysis have been done and unknown couplings appear [16,
38]. The shortdistance contribution to the SM e ective action description is
also known at NLO order n two schemes (HV and NDR) [3,39,40]. On the

experin ental side, the CP-conserving K* ! *““ andKs ! % ,which
are dom lnated by the long distance process K ! ! “ 4, have been
m easured.

AtLO in ChPT a singlk coupling govems the K ! form factor [16]. In

| + 4+ 2

the case of K * this coupling is of order N and was called !, . The
authors of [38] pointed out that adding a NLO m om enta dependent term to the
form factor in proves considerably the t. Including this NLO tem and using
the measurament at BNL [41], one getsRe!, . = 149 0:02 or equvalently,
sgn(Gglas = (059 0:01). Subscript e refers to the electron m ode, see [38]
for the de nition of a, . The corresponding decay into muons has also been
m easured giving com patible results [42]. Notice that both !, and sign(Gg)a,
are global sign convention independent.



Analogously, one can obtain the coupling that govems theK ° !  °  fom
factor at LO from themeasurement of K5 ! %e'e , in this case this coupling
isof order one in 1N, and was called !5 . The di erent N . counting of !, and
!¢ already tells us that they are unrelated as noticed in [43,44]. Tnh this case,
NLO mom enta dependent term s In the form factor cannot be determ ined from
a t to data due to the an allness of the non-analytic contrlbbutions [45]. The
result one gets using the NA 48/1 results [46]has a twofold ambiguity Re! s, =
253 iy (187 258 ) Iwhich doesnot  x the sign of the coupling. Equivalently,
using the notation of [38] one gets RAsJj= 1 :12+OO:§239 . The corresponding decay
Into m uons has also been m easured giving com patible results [47].

The closely related CP«iolating K;, ! % * decay has received a great
deal of attention both within the SM [16,38{40,44,45,48{51] and as tool of
unveiling beyond the SM  avour structure [52]. A pretty precise prediction for
this decay within the SM can be m ade. Tn particular, it was shown in [45,48]
that theCP-conserving K, ! ° ! Y"e decay contribution isnegligble.
Updating [45,50]and using [51], one gets

n |

BrK, ! ‘ee) = (341 003)WZ_+ (391 005)W g, (B + Mey) 1o4t
1.3
h i T t'2
+ (236 0:06) ¥, + (B + Mgy ) K 5 10" (8)
wjthWSz;e 10° BrKgs ! P%e"e )=120 and, to a very good approxin ation,

Wse=Relse 1=3,and ¥w@a) VYwa)= [Bl. Thetem M 4 is the hadronic
penguin operator Q ¢ contridbution to the direct CP-wviolating term . The Q 4y
relevant m atrix elem ent is 3=4 and the Q¢ one is, at large N,

egis ()

eij ()= 32 =6 [2Cs; CeslM ): 9)
0

whereC/; and Cj;aretwo S = 00 (p ®) couplings [53]. T his sam e com bination
of counterterm s appears in the EM K Y charge radiusNLO ChPT calulation [54].
Using the PDG [55,56] experin ental value, one gets

which together with (9) yields

M 6y Ve () MDgi( )=
v yw ( )v i

where B4y param eterizes non-factorisable corrections. T his contribution, which
hasbeen argued before to be negligible [3,40,45], adds to the direct C P </iolating
vector part and could be as large as (30 50) % of the Q4 contribution
depending of the unknown B4y factor.

(02 0:1)Bey (11)



The interference term In (8) is constructive (destructive) if Re!s, is larger
(sm aller) than 1=3. O r equivalently, if sign (G s)as . is positive (negative). The
Q 7y contrlbution is m odel independent and gives sign (G 8)ag V> 0, ie. con-
structive interference [39]. Assumihg VMD for the Kg !  ° fom factor
and a large non-VM D contrlbbution forthe K ! *  plus the Q 5y relation
agw NP Q@ D oroduces sign(Gg)as > 0 and therefore constructive
nterference if one fiirtherm ore denti esal ™ /™ ¥ and a7 /™" P with the exper—
In ental values for ag and a, , respectively [45]. This identi cation is not trivial
as these couplings receive sizable contributions from the hadronic operators Q »
and Q ¢ which do not ful 11 the above Q -y relation between ag and a, [43,57].

In [49], the authors saturated K ! form factorby K and meson single
poles w ithin a Jarge N . Inspired m inim al hadronic approxim ation which used to
makea ttodata.TheygotRe!, =14 06> 1=3 [ie.sign(Gg)a, = (05
03)< Oland Re'!g = (21 02)< 1=3 [ie. sign(Gg)ag = (12 01)< 0]
which in plies destructive interference 2.

In [43], n addition to the contrdbution of Q 7y , a fourquark e ective ac—
tion model was used to calculate the contributions from Qi 1; s These au-
thors predicted Re!, = 1537 > 1=3 [e. sin(Ggla, = (06°2F) < 0]and
Rel!g= 16,5 > 1=3 [ie. sign(Gglas = 065 > 0]which inplies constructive
Interference. Tn particular, the large N . result forhQ (1 in [43]is equivalent to

2CL, CLINGevI= (22 1:1)(F,=87Mev)> 10° (12)

which com pareswellw ith (10). In fact, it iseasy to see that Q ¢ w ith the large N
result In (9) together with (10) contrlbutes to Re !y with the sam e sign as Q
and com parable m agnitude. An analysis of the rest of contributions to ! g from
fourquark operators can be perform ed at NLO in 1=N. [57]using the approaches
developed In [28,31,58].

A s pointed out in [50], one can determn ine experim entally the sign of the
interference temm in (8) using theK, ! ° *  forward-backward asymm etry.
A ctually, this study can also serve to x the long-distance contribution to the
direct CPwviolating term M ¢y which has to be treated as a further unknown at

present. Both,K; ! Y¢e andK,; ! ° " modesbecome then necessary
to disentangle new physics [50]and long-distance from shortdistance direct CP—
violating terms. Using Tn .= (14 02) 10°% [55], b = (068 003),

Py = 073 0:04 [3,40]1n (8) w ith constructive [destructive] Interference, one gets
predictionsforBr(K; ! %e"e )between (2:7707) 10! and (2:5°027) 10
[(137°7) 10 and (14707) 10 ' ], ifone varies B4y between one and two.
The present experimental linit isBrK,; ! ‘e"e )< 28 101 [59].

°N otice that the sign of the interference term in (8) agrees w ith [38,39,45]but is opposite
to that used in [491].



4.1 Som e Selected Topics

Here, T would lke to comm ent very brie y on two selected topics. First, the
NA48/2 very recent st m easurem ent of a destructive direct electric em ission
nterference MK * ! * ° [60]. This interference depends on the sign of one
unknown ChPT coupling [61]and naive theoretical predictions tend to tell that
it is constructive [43,61]. C learly, m ore theory work is needed here.

Secondly, interesting recent work on U, (1) anom aly e ects in radiative kaon
decays using U (3) ChPT was done in [13] reaching a better understanding of
K, ! and K, ! # 4 . One of the conclusions reached there is that U, (1)
anom aly e ects could be sizable n K ¢ ! 0 and K* ! - and m ore
experin ental input on these m odes is very welcom e.

5 Conclisions

To reach the goalsof non—leptonic and radiative kaon decays studies, ie. to obtain
new avour structure (CP-violating phases) inform ation and/or understand the
strong-w eak dynam ics interplay, one needs In general to com bine di erent m odes
to disentangle SM from new physics and/or long-distance from short-distance
e ects. This strategy is both com plem entary and necessary, see for instance
[23,50,52] where the cases "} vs K* | 3 CP-violating Dalitz plbt slopes
asymmetries, K; ! ‘¢e wvsK, ! 07 and ") vsK, ! P%"e have
been studied, respectively.

At the sam e tim e, it is ocbvious the nead of theoretical e ort predicting un-
known ChPT couplings in order to take pro t of high precision m easurem ents
such as "g , and eventual m easuram ents of the CP-violating D alitz plot slopes
asymm etries, K ! Ot a ) as unigue probes unveiling physics beyond
the SM . For recent e orts in that direction using large N . hadronic approaches
see [58,62,63]and references therein. Lattice proposals to study radiative kaon
decays also appeared [64 ]whilke T refer to C hris Sachra fa and Bob M awhinney’s
taks at this C onference for non—leptonic kaon decays Jattice e orts.

Asa nalramark, I believe that w ith the expected theory and experin ental
e orts, non-leptonic and radiative kaon decays w ill continue provide w ith very
nice and interesting physics.
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