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1 M otivation

Non-leptonic and radiative kaon decayshave attracted a lotofattention in var-

iousrespects.Testing theStandard M odel(SM )and unveiling 
avourstructure

beyond itisoneofthem .Thiscan bedonevery e�ectively usingprecision testsof

the scalarsectorwhere directCP-violating e�ectsinvolving kaonsprovideswith

som e ofthe m ostprom ising opportunities. Indeed,directCP violation in kaon

decaysisexperim entally very wellknown in K ! �� [1,2]

Re("0K ="K )= (1:63� 0:23)� 10�3 : (1)

I discuss the present theoreticalstatus ofthe SM prediction for this quantity

in Section 3.1 while CP-violating K + ! 3� Dalitz plotslope g and decay rate

asym m etriesarein Section 3.2 .

As a typicalexam ple ofradiative kaon decays, I discuss in Section 4 the

theoreticaladvances predicting the CP-violating decay K L ! �0
� ! �0e+ e�

within theSM .

A deeperunderstanding ofthestrong-weak dynam icsinterplay atlow energy

isalso a very interesting aspectofthe study ofnon-leptonic and radiative kaon

decays. Finally,Ialso reporton the recent theoreticaladvances based in large

N c approachesto low-energy QCD.

2 T heoreticalFram ew ork

The SM e�ective action at energies around or below the charm quark m ass is

wellknown.Forthe�S = 1 sector,thishasbeen done to next-to-leading order

(NLO)in two renorm alization schem es (NDR and HV)by two groups,[3]and

[4]. It contains ten four-quark operators,Q 1 to Q 10,and two m agnetic dipole

operators,Q 11 and Q 12,which arechirally suppressed,seee.g.[3]forde�nitions.

In thepresence ofelectroweak interactions,thereappearanothertwo operators,

Q 7V and Q 7A ,which contribute to radiative kaon decays,see e.g.[3]. Short-

distance inform ation entersvia W ilson coe�cients m ultiplying the operatorsof

thee�ectiveaction.Thisshort-distanceinform ation istheonewewanttoextract

from m easurem entsofnon-leptonicand radiativekaon decays.

For the explicit expression ofthe �S = 1 SM e�ective action and a very

detailed discussion oflow-energy SM e�ectiveaction see[3].HereIusethesam e

notation asthere.

ChiralPerturbation Theory (ChPT) [5,6]is the e�ective �eld theory that

describestheSM interactionsam ongthelowest-energy degreesoffreedom :pions,

kaons,photons,� � � For reviews with em phasis on kaon physics see [7]. There

havebeen recentadvancesand a lotofwork in understanding thelong-distance{

short-distance m atching between thee�ective SM action and ChPT,both using

analyticallarge N c m ethodsand lattice QCD { forlattice,see ChrisSachrajda
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and Bob M awhinney’s talks. As yet,there rem ains a lot ofwork to be done,

m ainly forrarekaon decays.

W ithinChPT,oneconstructsthem ostgeneralLagrangiancom patiblewithall

SM sym m etriesand in particular,with thestructuregenerated bytheQCD chiral

sym m etrybreakingSU(3)L � SU(3)R ! SU(3)V .ChPT providesthenwithalow-

energy Taylorexpansion ofam plitudesin externalm om enta and m eson m asses

which in generaldepends on unknown couplings. This is stillvery predictive

because, at lower orders, there appear only few of them , e.g. just the pion

�+ ! �+ � decayconstantinthechirallim it,F0,and thelowestpseudo-Goldstone

boson octetm assesin the strong sectoratleading-order(LO).Thisfactallows

torelatedi�erentdecayswith thesam eunknowns.Also in SU(3)butatnext-to-

leadingorder(NLO)and withoutelectrom agnetism (EM ),ten additionalphysical

couplings,L1 to L10,[6]are needed in the �S = 0 sector. One m ore coupling

appearswhen including EM atLO.

In othercases,itcan beshown thatLO chiralloopsare�niteand nounknown

counterterm atthatorderappears{these areparam eterfree predictionsatthat

order.TothisclassbelongtheradiativedecaysK S ! 

 [8]and KL ! �0

 [9].

Forboth decaystherehavebeen reported new m easurem entsatthisConference.

In the case ofK S ! 

,the KLOE result [10]nicely con�rm s the LO ChPT

prediction while the KTeV prelim inary result[11]agreeswith a previousNA48

m easurem entpointing to the need oflarge NLO ChPT corrections. Fora com -

pletediscussion ofthesetwodecaysandforacom prehensivelistofworksapplying

ChPT to non-leptonicand rarekaon decayssee[12].

At LO in the j�Sj = 1 SM sector and within SU(3),there appear three

couplings 1 oforder p2 plus one oforder e2p0,nam ely,G 8,G
0
8
,G 27 and G E ,

respectively.Thecorresponding Lagrangian reads

L
(2)

j� Sj= 1
= CF

6

0
e
2
G E tr

�

� 32u
y
Qu

�

+ CF
4

0
[G 8tr(� 32u�u

�)

+ G
0
8
tr(� 32�+ )+ G 27t

ij;kltr(� iju�)tr(� klu
�)
i

(2)

with C = �(3=5)G F VudV
�
us=

p
2 ’ �1:08� 10�6 GeV �2 ,u� � iuy(D �U)u

y,U �

u2 = exp(i
p
2�=F 0),� ij = u�iju

y,(�ij)ab = �ia�jb,�+ = uy�uy + u�yu,� =

diag(m u;m d;m s)and the tij;kl tensorcan be found in [14]. The SU(3)� SU(3)

m atrix � collects pion, kaon and eta pseudo-Goldstone boson �elds. In this

norm alization,G 8 = G 27 = 1 atlarge N c. AtNLO in ChPT,the j�Sj= 1 SM

sectorwasconstructed within SU(3)in [9,15,16].

1There appearsonem oreoctetsingletcoupling within U(3),see[13].
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3 N on-Leptonic K aon D ecays

3.1 K ! �� and "0K : Status

The decays K ! �� are fully known to NLO in ChPT,i.e. including isospin

breaking e�ects from quark m asses and EM [14,17{20]. The r̂ole of�nalstate

interactions(FSI)in those decaysisalso clari�ed. Fora recentsum m ary ofthe

theory statusofboth the�I = 1=2 rulein kaonsand " 0
K see[21].

In [22],the authorsperform ed a com bined �tto both data on K ! �� and

K ! 3� which isalso known fully atNLO in ChPT including isospin breaking

[22,23]and obtained

ReG 8 = (7:0� 0:6)(87M eV=F0)
4
;G 27 = (0:50� 0:06)(87M eV=F0)

4
(3)

which represents the �I = 1=2 rule for kaons. Recent analyticaladvances on

the quantitative understanding ofthis rule can be found in [24,25]using 1=N c

approaches.In particular,the�I = 1=2ruleisreproduced within 40% in [21,24]

atNLO in 1=N c using the ENJL m odel[26]atlow energiesand with analytical

short-distanceindependence.

Using the calculationsquoted above,one can getthe prediction for"0K fully

atNLO in ChPT

Re("0K ="K )’ �
h

(1:9� 0:5)Im G 8 + (0:34� 0:15)Im (e2G E )
i

(4)

where Im G 8 and Im (e2G E )are proportionalto the CP-violating phase Im � �

�Im (�t=�u)with �i � VidV
�
is and Vij are Cabibbo{Kobayashi{M askawa m atrix

elem ents.Noticethatitdoesnotappearany p4 counterterm Im fK i {see[22]for

theirde�nition{in thepreviousNLO in ChPT expression forRe("0K ="K )because

they havebeen estim ated to benegligiblewithin largeN c [18].

Putting togetherthe experim entalresultin (1)and theNLO ChPT form ula

in (4),one obtainsthatthe pair(Im (e2G E ),Im G 8)hasto lie between the two

lowerhorizontal(red)linesin Fig. 1. An im m ediate consequence of(4)isthat

fortypicalvaluesofIm (e2G E )and Im G 8 {say large N c values{ though there is

som e cancellation between the two term sthere,itishowever notaslarge asit

waspreviously thoughtand stillsom etim esargued.

Recently,severalanalyticalworkshavebeen devoted tocalculatingIm (e2G E )

[27{30]{see[29]fora com parison{ and Im G 8 [25,31],both atNLO in the1=N c.

ThenicefeatureofIm (e2G E )isthatitcan berelated via dispersion relationsto

V V � AA spectraltwo-pointfunction in thechirallim it[27,28,30].The results

found forthepair(Im (e2G E ),Im G 8)in [28,31]arerepresented in Fig.1 by the

rectangleon therightwhiletheresultsin [25,29]arerepresented by therectangle

on the left. In these two calculations,partofthe large uncertaintiescom e from

two input param eters,nam ely,the quark condensate in the chirallim it which

presentuncertainty isaround 20 % and enterssquared and L5 which uncertainty
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Figure1:"0K :Theory vsExperim ent.Seetextforexplanation.

isaround 45 % . The large N c resultisthe (blue)�lled square to which Ihave

notassigned any uncertainty sinceitdoesnotincludetheNLO in 1=N c di�erent

planartopology.The lattice resultforIm (e2G E )[32]isalso shown in Fig.1,it

liesbetween the two verticallines. Unfortunately,we stilldon’thave a reliable

valueforIm G 8 from latticeQCD butonecan assessfrom Fig.1whatthatvalue

hasto beifcom patiblewith them easurem entof"0K .

3.2 K ! 3� and D irect C P-V iolating D alitz-Plot Slope g

A sym m etries

Non-leptonic K ! 3� decayshave also attracted a lotofwork recently. Theses

decayswere calculated atNLO in ChPT in [17]butunfortunately the com plete

expressionswerenotavailableand asm entioned above,recently they wereredone

in[22,23].Usingthosecalculations,onecanpredicttheDalitzplotslopes{seee.g.

[23]fortheirde�nition{ atNLO in ChPT forK + ! �+ �+ �� and K + ! �0�0�+

which arein very good agreem entwith recentm easurem ents[33].

Itispossible to de�ne CP-violating asym m etriesusing the Dalitz plotslope

g [23,34]. Previouspredictions within the SM were done using LO ChPT plus

variousNLO estim ates[34].Thereiswork looking forlargeSUSY e�ectsin this

asym m etriesaswell[35].The�rstfullNLO inChPT resultswerepresented in[23]

where one can also �nd theK + ! 3� decay rateCP-violating asym m etries. At

NLO in ChPT in theisospin lim it,onegetsfortheK + ! �+ �+ �� slopegC

102 � �g C ’ (0:7� 0:1)Im G 8 � (0:07� 0:02)Im (e2G E )

+ (4:3� 1:6)Im fK 2 � (18:1� 2:2)Im fK 3 (5)

where fK i areorderp
4 counterterm s[22,23].M oredetailsand sim ilarexpressions

for�g N and thedecay rateasym m etriescan befound in [23].Itturnsoutthat

�g C is quite stable against unknown NLO ChPT counterterm s while �g N is
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som ewhatlessstable[23].Theresultsobtained are[23]

�g C = �(2:4� 1:2)� 10�5 ; �g N = (1:1� 0:7)� 10�5 : (6)

Variation ofinput values and other uncertainties are within the quoted error.

Experim entally,the �nalresults ofthe NA48/2 experim ent were presented at

thisConference [36],

�g C = �(1:5� 2:1)� 10�4 ; �g N = (1:8� 1:8)� 10�4 : (7)

which are com patible with previous m easurem ents [37]but with signi�cantly

sm alleruncertainty.

In Fig. 1,the region between the two upperhorizontal(blue)linesiswhere

the pair (Im (e2G E ),Im G 8) would have to lie if�g C = �(4:0 � 0:5)� 10�5

was m easured. Any m easurem ent of�g C between this value and the present

experim entallim its would lead to an allowed region for the pair (Im (e2G E ),

Im G 8)whichm ovestowardtheuppersideofthat�gurewhenthem odulusof�g C

increases.Therefore,ifwerequirethisregion to crosswith theallowed region for

"0K then wewould need anegativeverylargevaluein m odulusforIm (e2G E )=Im �.

Usingtheresultsfrom calculationsofthiscouplingboth usinganalytictechniques

[27{30]and latticeQCD {seeChrisSachrajdaand Bob M awhinney’stalksatthis

Conference,thiswould clearly callforthepresenceofnew physicsindependently

ofthehadronicuncertaintiesin Im G 8.Thisplotalso pointsto an experim ental

accuracy in �g C ofaround 0:2� 10�4 asthegoalto bereached.

4 R adiative K aon D ecays

Asa typicalexam pleofradiativekaon decay,Idiscussherethestatusand m ake

som e com m ents on the K ! �
� ! �‘+ ‘� decays. ChPT at LO plus NLO

dom inant e�ects analysis have been done and unknown couplings appear [16,

38]. The short-distance contribution to the SM e�ective action description is

also known at NLO order in two schem es (HV and NDR) [3,39,40]. On the

experim entalside,the CP-conserving K + ! �+ ‘+ ‘� and K S ! �0‘+ ‘� ,which

are dom inated by the long distance process K ! �
� ! �‘+ ‘� , have been

m easured.

AtLO in ChPT a single coupling governsthe K ! �
� form factor[16].In

the case ofK + ! �+ ‘+ ‘� thiscoupling isoforderN c and wascalled !+ . The

authorsof[38]pointed outthatadding a NLO m om enta dependentterm to the

form factor im proves considerably the �t. Including this NLO term and using

the m easurem ent at BNL [41],one gets Re!+ ;e = 1:49� 0:02 or equivalently,

sign(G 8)a+ ;e = �(0:59� 0:01).Subscripte refersto the electron m ode,see [38]

for the de�nition ofa+ . The corresponding decay into m uons has also been

m easured giving com patible results [42]. Notice that both !+ and sign(G 8)a+
areglobalsign convention independent.
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Analogously,one can obtain the coupling thatgovernsthe K 0 ! �0
� form

factoratLO from the m easurem entofK S ! �0e+ e� ,in thiscase thiscoupling

isoforderone in 1=N c and wascalled !S.The di�erentN c counting of!+ and

!S already tells us that they are unrelated as noticed in [43,44]. In this case,

NLO m om enta dependent term sin the form factorcannotbe determ ined from

a �t to data due to the sm allness ofthe non-analytic contributions [45]. The

resultone getsusing the NA48/1 results[46]hasa twofold am biguity Re!S;e =

[2:53+ 0:56�0:45 ;�(1:87
+ 0:56
�0:45 )]which doesnot�x thesign ofthecoupling.Equivalently,

using the notation of[38]one getsjaS;ej= 1:12+ 0:29�0:23 . The corresponding decay

into m uonshasalso been m easured giving com patibleresults[47].

The closely related CP-violating K L ! �0‘+ ‘� decay has received a great

dealofattention both within the SM [16,38{40,44,45,48{51]and as toolof

unveiling beyond the SM 
avourstructure [52]. A pretty precise prediction for

this decay within the SM can be m ade. In particular,itwas shown in [45,48]

thattheCP-conserving K L ! �0
�
� ! �0e+ e� decay contribution isnegligible.

Updating [45,50]and using [51],onegets

B r(K L ! �
0
e
+
e
� ) =

"

(3:41� 0:03)W 2

S;e + (3:91� 0:05)W S;e(by7V + M 6V )

 

Im �t

10�4

!

+ (2:36� 0:06)
h

by
2

7A + (by7V + M 6V )
2
i
 

Im �t

10�4

! 2
3

5 � 10�12 (8)

with W 2
S;e � 109 � B r(K S ! �0e+ e� )=1:20 and,to a very good approxim ation,

W S;e = Re!S;e � 1=3,and by7V (A ) � y7V (A )=� [3].The term M 6V isthe hadronic

penguin operator Q 6 contribution to the direct CP-violating term . The Q 7V

relevantm atrix elem entis3=4�� and theQ 6 oneis,atlargeN c,

hQ 6ijN c

(�)= 32
hqqi2(�)

F 6
0

[2C r
63 � C

r
65](M �): (9)

whereC r
63
and C r

65
aretwo �S = 0 O (p 6)couplings[53].Thissam ecom bination

ofcounterterm sappearsin theEM K 0 chargeradiusNLO ChPT calculation [54].

Using thePDG [55,56]experim entalvalue,onegets

[2C r
63 � C

r
65][M �]= (1:8� 0:7)(F0=87M eV)

2
� 10�5 (10)

which togetherwith (9)yields

M 6V

by7V
�
y6(�)hQ6i(�)

y7V (�)hQ7V i
= �(0:2� 0:1)B 6V (11)

where B 6V param eterizesnon-factorisable corrections. Thiscontribution,which

hasbeen argued beforeto benegligible[3,40,45],addsto thedirectCP-violating

vector part and could be as large as �(30 � 50) % ofthe Q 7V contribution

depending oftheunknown B 6V factor.

6



The interference term in (8)isconstructive (destructive) ifRe!S;e islarger

(sm aller)than 1=3. Orequivalently,ifsign(G 8)aS;e ispositive (negative). The

Q 7V contribution is m odelindependent and gives sign(G 8)a
Q 7V

S > 0,i.e. con-

structive interference [39]. Assum ing VM D for the K S ! �0
� form factor

and a large non-VM D contribution for the K + ! �+ 
� plus the Q 7V relation

a
Q 7V ;V M D

S = �a
Q 7V ;V M D
+ produces sign(G 8)aS > 0 and therefore constructive

interferenceifonefurtherm oreidenti�esa
Q 7V ;V M D

S and a
Q 7V ;V M D
+ with theexper-

im entalvaluesforaS and a+ ,respectively [45]. Thisidenti�cation isnottrivial

asthese couplingsreceive sizable contributionsfrom the hadronic operatorsQ 2

and Q 6 which do notful�lltheaboveQ 7V relation between aS and a+ [43,57].

In [49],theauthorssaturated K ! �
� form factorby K � and � m eson single

poleswithin a largeN c inspired m inim alhadronic approxim ation which used to

m akea�ttodata.They gotRe!+ = 1:4� 0:6> 1=3[i.e.sign(G 8)a+ = �(0:5�

0:3)< 0]and Re!S = �(2:1� 0:2)< 1=3 [i.e. sign(G 8)aS = �(1:2� 0:1)< 0]

which im pliesdestructive interference 2.

In [43], in addition to the contribution ofQ 7V , a four-quark e�ective ac-

tion m odelwas used to calculate the contributions from Q i= 1;���;6. These au-

thorspredicted Re!+ = 1:5+ 1:2�0:6 > 1=3 [i.e. sign(G 8)a+ = �(0:6+ 0:6�0:3 )< 0]and

Re!S = 1:6+ 1:4�0:6 > 1=3 [i.e.sign(G 8)aS = 0:6+ 0:7�0:3 > 0]which im pliesconstructive

interference.In particular,thelargeN c resultforhQ 6iin [43]isequivalentto

[2C r
63
� C

r
65
][1GeV]= (2:2� 1:1)(F0=87M eV)

2
� 10�5 (12)

which com pareswellwith (10).In fact,itiseasy toseethatQ 6 with thelargeN c

resultin (9)togetherwith (10)contributesto Re!S with the sam e sign asQ 7V

and com parable m agnitude.An analysisofthe restofcontributionsto !S from

four-quark operatorscan beperform ed atNLO in 1=N c [57]using theapproaches

developed in [28,31,58].

As pointed out in [50], one can determ ine experim entally the sign of the

interference term in (8)using the K L ! �0�+ �� forward-backward asym m etry.

Actually,this study can also serve to �x the long-distance contribution to the

directCP-violating term M 6V which hasto be treated asa furtherunknown at

present.Both,K L ! �0e+ e� and K L ! �0�+ �� m odesbecom e then necessary

to disentanglenew physics[50]and long-distancefrom short-distancedirectCP-

violating term s. Using Im �t = (1:4� 0:2) � 10�4 [55], by7A = �(0:68� 0:03),

by7V = 0:73� 0:04[3,40]in (8)with constructive[destructive]interference,onegets

predictionsforB r(K L ! �0e+ e� )between (2:7+ 0:9�0:7 )� 10
�11 and (2:5+ 0:9�0:7 )� 10

�11

[(1:3+ 0:9�0:7 )� 10�11 and (1:4+ 0:9�0:7 )� 10�11 ],ifonevariesB 6V between oneand two.

Thepresentexperim entallim itisB r(K L ! �0e+ e� )< 2:8� 10�10 [59].

2Notice thatthe sign ofthe interference term in (8)agreeswith [38,39,45]butisopposite

to thatused in [49].

7



4.1 Som e Selected Topics

Here,I would like to com m ent very brie
y on two selected topics. First,the

NA48/2 very recent �rst m easurem ent ofa destructive direct electric em ission

interference in K + ! �+ �0
 [60]. Thisinterference dependson the sign ofone

unknown ChPT coupling [61]and naive theoreticalpredictionstend to tellthat

itisconstructive [43,61].Clearly,m oretheory work isneeded here.

Secondly,interesting recentwork on U A(1)anom aly e�ectsin radiativekaon

decays using U(3) ChPT was done in [13]reaching a better understanding of

K L ! 

 and KL ! 
‘+ ‘� .Oneoftheconclusionsreached thereisthatU A(1)

anom aly e�ects could be sizable in K S ! �0

 and K+ ! �+ 

 and m ore

experim entalinputon thesem odesisvery welcom e.

5 C onclusions

Toreach thegoalsofnon-leptonicand radiativekaondecaysstudies,i.e.toobtain

new 
avourstructure (CP-violating phases)inform ation and/orunderstand the

strong-weak dynam icsinterplay,oneneedsin generalto com binedi�erentm 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 "0K vs K + ! 3� CP-violating Dalitz plot slopes

asym m etries,K L ! �0e+ e� vs K L ! �0�+ �� and "0K vs K L ! �0e+ e� have

been studied,respectively.

Atthe sam e tim e,itisobviousthe need oftheoreticale�ortpredicting un-

known ChPT couplings in order to take pro�t ofhigh precision m easurem ents

such as "0K ,and eventualm easurem ents ofthe CP-violating Dalitz plot slopes

asym m etries, K L ! �0‘+ ‘� , � � � as unique probes unveiling physics beyond

the SM .Forrecente�ortsin thatdirection using large N c hadronic approaches

see [58,62,63]and referencestherein. Lattice proposalsto study radiative kaon

decaysalso appeared [64]whileIreferto ChrisSachrajda and Bob M awhinney’s

talksatthisConferencefornon-leptonickaon decayslatticee�orts.

Asa �nalrem ark,Ibelieve thatwith the expected theory and experim ental

e�orts,non-leptonic and radiative kaon decays willcontinue provide with very

niceand interesting physics.
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