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1. Introduction

In the Standard M odel, SM , transition rates of sem ileptonic processes such asd! ! ul’

w ith d* (ul) being a generic down (up) quark, can be com puted w ith high accuracy in tem s
of the Ferm icoupling G ¢ and the elem ents V5; of the C abibbo-K obayashiM askawa (CKM )
m atrix EI ]. M easuram ents of the transition rates provide therefore precise determ inations
of the fundam ental SM couplings.

A detailed analysis of sam ileptonic decays o ers also the possibility to set stringent
constraints on new physics scenarios. W hile w ithin the SM alld! ! u];‘ transitions are
ruled by the sam e CKM coupling V; (satisfying the unitarity condition Vi f = 1)and
Gr isthe sam e coupling appearing in the m uon decay, this is not necessarily true beyond
the SM .Setting boundson theviolationsof CKM unitarity, violations of lepton universality,
and deviations from theV A structure,allow s us to put signi cant constraints on various
new physics scenarios (or eventually nd evidences of new physics).

In the case of kptonic and sam ileptonic K decays these tests are particularly signi —
cant given the large am ount of data recently collected by several experin ents: BN L-£ 865,
KLOE,KTe&V,ISTRA+ ,and NA 48. These data allow to perform very stringent SM tests
which are alm ost free from hadronic uncertainties (such as the =e universality ratio in
K . decays). In addition, the high statistical precision and the detailed inform ation on
kinem atical distributions have stin ulated a substantial progress also on the theory side:
m ost of the theory-dom inated errors associated to hadronic form factors have recently been
reduced below the 1% level

A n fllustration ofthe in portance of sem fleptonicK decays in testing the SM  isprovided
by the unitarity relation

Voaf + VusT + V= 1+ o : (1.1)



Here theV;; are the CKM elem ents determ ned from the various d' ! uI processes, having
xed Gy from themuon lifetine: G = 1:166371(6) 10 Gev 2 Q]. NP Param etrizes
possible deviations from the SM induced by dim ension-six operators, contributing either
to the muon decay or to the d* ! uJ transitions. By din ensional argum ents we expect
NP Mﬁ = §P ;where yp isthe e ective scale ofnew physics. T he present accuracy on
VyusJ which is the dom inant source of error in ), allow s to set bounds on yp around
0:1% orequivalently to set boundson the new physics scale wellabove 1 TeV .

In this note we report on progress In the veri cation of the relation (D) aswell as
on m any other tests of the SM which can be perform ed w ith leptonic and sam ileptonic
K decays. The note is organized as follow s. T he phenom enological fram ew ork needed to
describbe K 3 and K , decays w ithin and beyond the SM is brie y reviewed in Section Q
Sectionfj is dedicated to the com bination of the experin entaldata. The results and the
Interpretation are presented in Section E

2. T heoretical fram ew ork

2.1 K and K +, rates w ithin the SM

W ithin the SM the photon-inclusive K .3 and K ., decay rates are conveniently decom posed

as [E]

Gimy 2 K K 2
K 30)) = 192 3 Ck Sew j‘]us:?rf+ 0y Ik (4+p) 1+ su@)t em ’ (2.1)
2 2
(K 2 )) Vs flme 1 m?=m12< " . 25
., £om T 2o 2 ( en ) (2.2)
20 ud ‘

where Cx = 1 (1=2) for the neutral (charged) kaon decays, IIé ( +p) is the phase space
integral that depends on the (experin entally accessible) slopes of the form factors (generi-
cally denoted by 4 ;0),and Sey = 1:0232(3) is the universal short-distance electrom agnetic
correction com puted in R ef. [@ ]. T he channeldependent long-distance electrom agnetic cor-

rection factors are denoted by o, and gm In theK « case o = 0:0070(35) ES],wthe
the four gn are given in Table , together w ith the isogpindreaking corrections due to
my 6 mgq,denoted by & 2

T he overall nom alization of the K 3 rates depends upon f, (0), the K ! vector
form factor at zero m om entum transfer [t = (px P )2 = 0]. By convention, £, (0) is
de ned for thek © ! matrix element, in the Iimitmy = mg and & ! 0 (kesping

kaon and pion m asses to their physical value). Sin ilarly, fx =f is the ratio of the kaon
and pion decay constantsde ned in them y, = mg4q and &, ! O lin it. T he values of these
hadronic param eters, which represent the dom inant source of theoretical uncertainty, w ill
be discussed in Sect.[f].

T he errors for the K .3 electrom agnetic corrections, given in Tab]e,have been obtained
w ithin ChPT , estin ating higherorder corrections by naive dim ensional analysis [I], ].
H igher-order chiral corrections have a m inor in pact in the breaking of lepton universality.



N Rl )
K2 0 +057aw
K || 236(22) || +0.08(15)
K % 0 +0.80(15)
K | 236(22) || +0.05(15)

Table 1: Summ ary of the isospindoreaking corrections factors E,E ]. The electrom agnetic correc—
tions factors correspond to the fully-inclusive K .5 , rate.

T he errors are correlated as given below :

0 1
1001 08 0:1
B 10 01 o0s
B (2.3)
@ 10 01 A
10
2.2 Param etrization of K .3 form factors
The hadronicK ! m atrix elem ent of the vector current is described by two form factors
(FFs), £ (t) and £y (t),de ned by
h (0)F uk’@Ei= @E+k) £ O+ @ kI (©
m 2 m2 (24)
£ (==L f,(8) £ ()

where t= (p k)2 . By construction, £5(0) = £, (0).
In order to com pute the phase space integrals appearing n Eqg. @) we need ex—

perin ental or theoretical Inputs about the tdependence of £, p(t). In principle, Chiral

Perturbation Theory (ChPT ) and Lattice QCD are usefill tools to set theoretical con-

straints. H owever, In practice the tdependence of the FF s at present is better determ ined

by m easurem ents and by com bining m easurem ents and dispersion relations.

)2

In the physical region, m? < t< (mg m , & very good approxin ation for the

FFs is given by a Taylor expansion up to £ tem s

; 1 t
1 0(0) =1+ 0 +§ T —3 + i (2.5)
Note that t= (px pY=m2 +m? 2mgE ,therefore the FFs depend onk on E
The FF param eters can thus be obtained from a t to the pion spectrtum which is of the
form g(E ) f£(E )°.Unfortunately tismaxinum forE = 0,whereg(E ) vanishes.
Still, experin ental inform ation about the vector form factor £ m easured both from
K o3 and K 3 data are quite accurate and so far superior to theoretical predictions. A
pole param etrization, £; (t) = M 3=(M \? t), with My 892 M eV corresponding to the
K (892) resonance and w hich predicts EO = 2/ 9 )2 , 1s In good agream ent w ith presentdata
(see Tater). Im provem ents of this param etrization have been proposed in R efs. E,,].
For instance, in Ref. @], a dispersive param etrization for £ , which has good analytical
and unitarity properties and a correct threshold behavior, has been built.



T he situation for the scalar form factor £ (t) ism ore com plex. For kinem atical reasons
fo(t) isonly accessible from K 3 data and one has to dealw ith the correlations between
the two fom factors. M oreover, for £ (t), the curvature 80 cannot be determ ined from the
data and di erent assum ptions for the param etrization of £f; such as linear, quadratic or
polar lead to di erent results for the slope 8 which cannot be discrim inated from the data
alone. In tum, these am biguities induce a system atic uncertainty for Vs, even though data
for partial rates by itself are very accurate. For this reason, the param etrization used has
to rely on theoretical argum ents being as m odelindependent as possble and allow Ing to
m easure at least the slope and the curvature of the form factor.

2.2.1 D ispersive constraints

T he vector and scalar form factors £, o (t) n Eqg. ) are analytic fiinctions in the com plex
t{plane, except for a cut along the positive real axis, starting at the rst physical threshold
tm = My + m )?,where they develop discontinuities. T hey are real for t< ty, .
Cauchy’s theoram in plies that £, p(t) can be w ritten as a dispersive integral along the
physical cut
z 0
17, Imf, (89

f t) = — ds + subtractions; 26
+0(0) &t 10) ; (2.6)
ten

w here all possible on—shell interm ediate states contribute to its in agiary part In Fy (s’). A

num ber of subtractions is needed to m ake the integral convergent. Particularly appealing
isan in proved digpersion relation recently proposed in R ef. Jw here tw o subtractions are
perform ed at t= 0 (where by de nition, £5(0) 1) and at the socalled Callan-Trein an
point te 1 (mﬁ m? ) leading to

t
folt)= exp — T foler) G () (2.7)
T
Z
ter (er ©) ' ds° (s”) _

ith G (t) =
K © o 0 B € 1)

assum Ing that £y (t) has no zero. Here (x), the phase of £f3(t), can be denti ed In the
elastic region with the S-wave, I = 1=2 K scattering phase, ¢ (s), according to W atson
theoram .

A subtraction at te 1 hasbeen performm ed because the C allan-Trein an theorem in plies

fx 1
— +
£ £, (0)

foler) = cT i (2.8)
where ¢ O (myg=4 F )isa anallquantity. ChPT estim ates at NLO In the isospin
lin it [13], cbtain

cr=( 35 8) 10°; (2.9)
w here the error is a conservative estin ate of the high-order corrections to the expansion

in light quark m asses [@]. A com plete two-doop evaluation of 1, consistent w ith this
estin ate, has been recently presented in R ef. ].



Hence, w ith only one param eter, £ (te v ), one can determ ine the shape of £y by tting
the K 3 decay distribution w ith the dispersive representation of £f5 (t), Eqg. ). Then,we
can deduce from Eq. @) the three rst coe cients of the Taylor expansion, Eq. (4.5), see

Ref. 11

2 h i m2 b i
0= In foler) G(0) = In fo(er) 0:0398(40)) ; (2.10)
K K
P= (3% 2m'=ttr G%0)= ( J)*+ (416 050) 10%; (211)
0'= (g 6mi=er G%0) § 3m°=tcr GY(0)
= (9Y’+3@16 050) 10* 3+ (272 0:41) 10°: (212)

Furthem ore, thanks to Eq. (@), m easuring £y (et ) provides a signi cant constraint on
fx =f =f, (0) lim ited only by the an alltheoreticaluncertainty on ¢ . A swew illdiscuss In
Section , this represents a pow erfiil consistency check of present lattice Q CD estin ates
of fx =f and £, (0).

A sin ilar dispersive param etrization for the vector form factor has been proposed in
Ref. ]wjth tw o subtractions perform ed at t= 0. This leads to:

; Z
ht 1 m4t ! ds " (s)

fil=ep — ( + +H (L)) jwhere H (t)= — (213)
m

e (s t 1)
In the elastic region, the phase of the vector form factor, ’ (s),equalsthe I = 1=2,P-wave
K  scattering phase.

A dditional tests can be performm ed using the expression for the scalar form factor £y (t)
atorderp® in ChPT [[§1:

— fk=f 1 8 8
folt) = £, (0)+ (D)+ (szimz)tJr = (2Cch+Cci)mz +m?)t Fcﬁ%; (214)
K
w here
8
£,0)=1+ (0) F(c:f2+ Cimz m?)? (2.15)
2 2 2 2 —0
0 m< m<*+mg . . m fx 1 1 5 (0)
= 2L+ CI)+ ——— — +m
° fFig, o) ot O m2 m?2 f £ (0) £ (0) £, (0)
4 _CO
o m (0)
0= 1647C1r2+m4
£4 £, (0) £ (0)

Here (t) isa function which receives contributions from order P 4 and p6 ,but Iike (0) it
is independent of the C{, and the order p* chiralconstants LT only appear at order o°. (b)
and (0) have been evaluated in the physical region in R ef. [ using for the L | values a

t to experim entaldata. An analysis has been presented in ref. [@]. However, the thas
to be reconsidered in light of the new experin ental results as for Instance considering the
new K .4 analysis from NA 48 and the updated value of fx =f .



2.2.2 A nalyticity and im proved series expansion

A m ed only with the know ledge that the form factor is analytic outside the cut on the real
axis, analyticity provides pow erful constraints on the form factor shape w ithout recourse
to m odel assum ptions. In particular, by an appropriate conformm al m apping, the series
expansion (2.5) necessarily \resum s" into the form

1
f(t)= —(@g+ ajz+ a222+ 1) (2.16)

where isan analytic finction and

p I
th €t _tm ®
; =P B 2.7
z(tit) P t+tJ % ( )

is the new expansion param eter. In this \z expansion”, the factor z (t;tp) sum san in nite
num ber of tem s, transform ing the original series, naively an expansion involing t=t.
03, Into a %jes with a much snaller expansion param eter. For exam ple, the choice

th = tn(l 1 (mﬁ m? )=ty ) m inin izes the m aximnum value of z occurring in the
physical region, and for this choice 7 (t;tn)j. 0:047.

The function and the number ty m ay be regarded as de ning a \schem e" for the
expansion. The expansion param eter z and coe cients a  are then \schem e-dependent”
quantities, w ith the schem e dependence dropping out in physical observables such as f (t).

For the vector form factor, a convenient choice for is

r

3=2
2y Loz0) oz Q%)
Fy (trtO/Q )— 32 £ Q2 £
z(t)  CozEt) T w ot
Vo= - (2.18)
ot £t (%)

T his choice ism otivated by argum ents of unitarity, w hereby the coe cients can bebounded
by calculating an inclusive production rate in perturbation theory ]. In fact, a much
m ore stringent bound is obtained by isolating the exclusive K  production rate in the
vector channel from decay data ]. T his enforces ]
®2
—£ . 170: (2.19)
a
k=0 0
W ith thischoice of ,and Q% = 2G eVZ,a convenient choice forty isty = 039 myx m )°.
T his choice elim nates correlations in shape param eters a;=ag and a,=ag .

The bound on the expansion coe cients can be used to bound errors on physical
quantities describing the form factor shape, as discussed below in Sect. @ A sin ilar
expansion can be used for the scalar form factor. N ote that error estin ates based on )
are conservative| no single coe cient is Iikely to saturate the bound. A 1so, thisbound isa
m axin um taken over di erent schem es; m ore stringent bounds for particular schem es can
be found 1 [241.



In addition to the direct applications in K .3 decays, it is in portant for other purposes
to constrain the rst fow coe cients in (416], and check whether the series converges as
expected. K /3 decays provide a unigue opportunity to do this. For exam ple, the sam e
param eterization can be used to constrain the form factor shape in lattice calculations
of £ (0), with the threshold ty adjisted to the appropriate value for the sim ulated quark
m asses. M easurem ents of ay in the kaon system can sim ilarly be used to con m scaling
argum ents that apply also In the chamm and bottom system s [@ 1.

2.3 K and K+, decays beyond the SM

2.3.1 Thes! ue ective H am iltonian

O n general grounds, assum ing only Lorentz invariance and neglecting e ective operators
of dim ension higher than six, S = 1 charged-current transitions are described by 10

independent operators:
H = -p—EVus ¢p.(s Lu)( LY+ dg(s Lu) R
+ (s Ru)( L)+ drls Ru)( RY)
+ & (sLu)( L)+ §g (sLu)( R¥)
+ & (SRu)( L)+ &g (SRu)( RY)
+c (s Lu)( L)+ cizg (s Ru)( R’ +hx: (220)

whereL = (1 s)and R = (L+ 5).De ning thisHam iltonian at the weak scale, the SM
case corresponds to c‘L’L ™ ﬁ )= 1 and all the other coe cients set to zero. T he universal
electrom agnetic correction factor S, appearing in Eq. @) describes the evolution of c‘L’ L
to hadronicscales: &/, M ?)=c/, M 2 )= 1+ (Sey 1)=2 =% A simflar expression can
also be w ritten for the Ham iltonian regulating u ! d transitions.

In the case ofK ! ‘  decays only six independent com binations of these operators
have a non-vanishing tree-level m atrix elem ent:

G
AR ! >=1e%vus Co (s W Dt als Wl s
m .m
+ G (su)( )+ —c (su)( s57)
W My
B Ts a0 9+ =T s u Y+ he: K
5 5 °
M7 M
(2.21)
w here
o =+, +c,+ s+ R (222)
G = (éL + C;ZL C\L]R %R ) i (2.23)
=+ +E + g+ g My = (2.24)



i = @L + CYSiL éR éR My =m . ; (2.25)

d =20+ EaMi=mmg); = 2@, GaMZi=mmg): (226)

5

Sim iarly, In theK ! “ case the independent structures are

w here

AK ! )= %%Vus “ ky(s  su)( )+ ka(s  su)( <)
(227)
+ mwl ks (s su)( “)+ w‘ ke (s su)( s5‘)+ hx: K
kv = @ €+t dr  Er)i (2.28)
ka = + (. &1 Gr+ Gr)i (229)
ks = @ Grtdr ExMu=m-; (2.30)
ke = +(, @1 Gr+ GrMy-=m.: (2.31)

O n general grounds, new degrees of freedom weakly coupled at the scale yp are ex-

pected to generate corrections of O (M v\? = I%P ) to the W ilson coe cientsofH .5~ 1 . Focus-

Ssu

ing on wellm otivated new physics fram ew orks, the follow Ing tw o scenarios are particularly
interesting:

In two Higgs doublet m odels of type-Il, such as the H iggs sector of the M SSM ,
sizable contributions are potentially generated by charged-H iggs exchange diagram s
(see eg. Ref. @,, @]). T hese are well described by the follow ing set of initial
conditions for s ! u transitions,

tan? m .m
odL=1 and S = > > (232)
1+ otan )I‘[’lHJr

and foru ! d transitions,

tan? m .m
YEA_ 1 and  gF9= —<: (2.33)
(1+ otan )mH+

Here tan is the ratio of the two H iggs vacuum expectation valies and g is a loop
function whose detailed expression can be found in Ref. [@]. In presence of sizable
sources of lepton— avor sym m etry breaking, a non-vanishing scalarcurrent contribu-—
tion to the lepton- avor violating process K ! e  is also present ]. The latter
can be param etrized by

0 m sm 31 2
= —— k@ (2.34)
H +
In the H iggsJessm odelof R ef2 ], non-standard right-handed quark currents could
becom e detectable. T hese are described by the follow ing set of initial conditions for

bothu! sandu! d transitions

o= 1+ ) and .= s; (235)
YEd- 1+ ) and  dPM= g5 (2.36)

where "y, and are free param eters of them odel. 5 can reach a few percents if the
hierarchy of the righthanded m ixing m atrix is Inverted.



2.3.2 K. rates

According to the Ham iltonian of Eq. (27), the K «, rate of Eq. (£3) can bem odi ed as

(K 2 )) Vus ZfIme 1 m?zmi : 1 )
_ = +
2 2_m 2 &
( 2 )) Viug £4m 1 mi=m 237)

ko mi=m My ke F+ kv +mz=m My ks
}9 mZ=@ My k9 + KIS+ m =@My k9T

wheremt = m , + m 4 and k9 arede ned fortheu ! d transition. In theM SSM scenario

MSSM K )= MM ()= M ma)=M () a By (238)
w here
x Mg, my  tan?
= KL =4 T (2.39)
M. mg 1+ ptan

2.3.3 K 13 rates and kinem atical distributions

In the K .3 case the non-standard operators of Eq. ) could in principle m odify the
D aliz plot distrdbution. However, as we w ill show in the follow ing, this e ect tums out to
be hardly detectable for m ost realistic new physics scenarios.

The hadronic form factors needed in the general case are the two FFs de ned in
Eqg. @) plus a tensor FF, whereas fy(t) allow us to param etrize also the scalarcurrent
m atrix elem ent. M ore gpeci cally, we have

m2 m2
h k) sk pri= —L—v—FfHw ; (2.40)
(m s my )
k k
h k)is wK°@Ei= it——P% s (0 (2.41)

m g

T he tensor form -factorw as studied on the lJattice ],w ith theresultB t (t) 121)f (0)=(1
03(1)t) at ' 2G&V 1n the M S schane (an earlier order-ofm agnitude estin ate m ay be
found in Ref.[[4)).

Choosing as independent kinem atical variables

2
2Pk P mI2<+m2 t 2k P m-,
T L Y
K K K K

the double di erential density can be w ritten as (neglecting long-distance electrom agnetic
corrections)

n

d _ ng‘/usfmi ) .
dydz ~ 256 3 CKSer Bi(yiz) ¥+ Af  R(y;z)Re(VS AP )
#
+ Aslyiz) BT+ PF 2.42)

10



w hereas
Aq(y;z)= 4(z+y 1)1 v)+ r(dy + 3z 3) dr + r. (v n);

Ay(y;z)= 2r.(3 2y z+71r 1); As(y;z)=r(1+ T z ¥): (2.43)

Here S, P,V ,and A are convenient com binations of hadronic form factors and short-
distance W ilson coe cients:

o Mg orBr (Y)

Vi) = £ (Do mis (2.44)
W K
mg CrsBr (T
A(gy) = L4 (t)cA+m%—25T57T()
MW m g
2 2
m m m CTBT(t)
S (t;y) = t t))—=———— m?+mz 2 =z 2 s - - -
(t7y) & © £ (1) — 2 ( y)MV§ -
2 2
m m mg CrsBr (€
P(y)= (£ () £ (£)—= & miimi@ z 2y 2B
t K M2 m
W K
w here
2 2 Tk
= =cy m m
ES ()= Fol) 1+ — 2 & g exp L TK (2.45)
(m ¢ my My My mg My
, . 2 2 ttr
i =g i@ =cy m m
£ ()= fol) 1 —= 2 ¢  fexp —o 2TK 2.46)
ms myMy M y msg my
ttr = mZ m?)and we have assumed csp =Cy 2 1. The SM case is recovered from
Eq.)jntheljmjtov= cgzlandfg'f(t)=fo(t).

A frer integrating over y, di erences to the SM rate ofEq. (@) can be sum m arized as
it follow s. R ight-handed currents can only rescale the overall rate of Eq. (@), nam ely
i+ g d
K 3¢0))! K 30,) % : (247)

Scalar and pseudoscalar contributions can be easily encoded in Eq. ) by substituting
((igg + osg)mZ m? T
T f + T jz My mg

fo(t) ! f5 (£)= fo(t) exp (2 48)

In particular, these new e ects are vanishing for t= 0, namely £4(0) in Eq. (@) is free
from them . T he tensor coupling m odify the phase space jntegrallé ( +,0)cfEqQ. ) by

, , Re(c'g, ) Rel@.c) .
| 5
IK(+;O)- IK(+,O) . ]2+j:A]2 IT(T;+;O) (2-49)

In conclusion, the integrated rate including electrom agnetic corrections can be w ritten as

GZm; 5 X oo 2
(K 13( )): 192 3 CK SeW j]usjszr (O) 1+ SU(Z) + em' (250)
wf+r mF . Reldg) Rel,q),
— Ik - - T
2 I+ FaTf
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w here

z 2 2 2
y 1 35 m m
k=——— dt @ 1+— 1 — (2.51)
my £, (0) 2t t |
M2 m2 m?’
£2(6) + - ST
* 2t+m? mi (v ¥5 ©F
Z
. 1 30 m 2m 2 m2 °
I = — dt (t) 1+ 1 — (2.52)
m 2 £, (0) 4m g t t
Zm?(mf{ m2)2 (mé m4)t+ £
B (B) £, (B)+ 6 fo (B)

(t+ 2m)myg  (b)

and (t)=1 2¢+ ' 2t=m? 2¢tm 2 + P=m} .

In m ost realistic new physics scenarios the m odi cation of the K «3 scalar form factor
iswellbelow the present experin ental and theoretical errors. For instance, in the M SSM
(or two-H iggs doublets) case £ (t) reads

- fiexp K T (2.53)

w here rﬁ is the param eter controlling the corrections to the K ., rate of Eq. (). For
natural valies of the free param eters ( g = 10 2,M §+ = 400 GeV and tan = 40), such
thatrlg = 02% , the corresponding m odi cation of the K .3 scalar form factor is

Hlter)

0
1:0% or _ 0:18% ; (2.54)
o fo(te 7 )3

well below the level of present theoretical and experin ental uncertainties.

3.D ata A nalysis

W e perform ts to world data on the BRs and lifetin es for the K and K , with the
constraint that BR s add to unity. T his is the correct way of using the new m easurem ents.
The tprocedure is described in A ppendix El

3.1 K leading branching ratios and 1,

N um erous m easurem ents of the principalK ;, BR s, or of various ratios of these BR s, have
been published recently. For the purposes of evaluating 3,5 ¥+ (0), these data can be used
In aPDG-1ke ttotheK; BRsand lifetin e, so all such m easurem ents are Interesting. A
detailed description to the tof the principalK  BRsand p isgiven In A ppendix E]
KTeV has measured ve ratios of the six main K1 BRs ]. The six channels in—
volved account for m ore than 99.9% of the K; width and KTeV com bines the ve m ea—
sured ratios to extract the six BRs. W e use the ve measured ratios in our analysis:

BR (K 3)=BR (K &3)= 06640(26),BR( * 0)=BR (K o3) = 0:3078(18),BR( * )=BR (K 3)=

0:004856(28), BR (3 °)=BR (K o3) = 0:4782(55), and BR (2 “)=BR (3 ) = 0:004446(25).
T he errors on these m easurem ents are correlated ; this is taken into account in our t.

12



Param eter Value S
BR (K o3) 0.4056(7) 11
BR (K 3) 0.2705(7) 11
BR (3 %) 0.1951(9) 12
BR( * 0y 0.1254(6) 11
BR(* ) 1997(7) 103|111
BR (2 9) 864(4) 104 |13
BR( ) 547(4) 10% | 11
L 5117(20)ns | 11

Table 2: Resultsof tto K ; BRsand lifetin e.

NA 48 has m easured the ratio of the BR for K o3 decays to the sum of BRs for all

decays to two tracks, giving BR (K ¢3)=(1 BR (3 %)) = 0:4978(35) @]. From a separate

measureament of BR (K1, ! 3 9)/BRK g ! 2 Y),NA48 obtainsBR (3 %)= = 3:795(58)
s ' 91

Ushg ! Ky Kg decays n which theK g decaysto * , providing nomm alization,

KLOE has directly m easured the BRs for the four main K1 decay channels ]. The
errors on the KLOE BR values are dom inated by the uncertainty on the K lifetine ¢ ;
since the depgndenoe of the geom etrical e ciency on 1 isknown,KLOE can solve for 1,
by mposing [BR (K ! x)= 1 (using previous averages for the m inor BR s), thereby
greatly reducing the uncertainties on the BR values obtained. Our t m akes use of the
KLOE BR valuesbefore application of this constraint: BR (K ¢3) = 0.4049(21),BR K 3)=
02726(16), BR (K o3) = 02018(24), and BR (K ¢3) = 0.1276(15). T he dependence of these
values on 1 and the correlations between the errors are taken into account. KLOE has
also measured 1 directly, by ttihg the proper decay tine distrbution or K, ! 3 °
events, for which the reconstruction e ciency is high and uniform over a ducilvolum e
of 04 (.Theyobtain = 50:92(30) ns ].

There are also two recent m easurem ents of BR ( )/BR (K «3), in addition to the
K TeV m easurem ent of BR ( * )/BR (K «3) discussed above. TheK LO E collaboration ob—
tamsBR( * )/BR(K 5)= 7275(68) 10° B3, whileNA 48 obtainsBR ( *  )/BR (K o3)
= 4:826(27) 10 3 [@]. A 1l m easurem ents are fully inclusive of inner brem sstrahlung.
The KLOE measurem ent is fully inclusive of the direct-em ission (DE) com ponent, DE
contributes negligbly to the K TeV m easuram ent, and a residualD E contribution of 0.19%
has been subtracted from the NA 48 value to obtain the num ber quoted above. For consis-
tency, In our t,a DE contrbution of 1.52(7)% is added to the KTeV and NA 48 values.
Our tresult orBR ( * ) is then understood to be DE inclusive.

In addition to the 14 recent m easurem ents listed above, our t for the seven largest
K1 BRs and lifetim e uses four of the ram aining ve inputs to the 2006 PDG t and the
constraint that the seven BR s add to unity. T he results are given in Tableg.

T he evolution of the average values of the BR s for K 1, 3 decays and for the im portant
nom alization channels is shown i Fig. .
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BR(K,;) [%0] BR(K,;3) [%] BR(3™) [%] BR(T 1) [%]

PDG '04 —— ——— —— ——
PDG '06 - - .- -
This fit . - - -
I 1 1 1 I 1 ] L1l I | N I I | I 1 L1l I | N I I | I 1 L1 I L1 1 1 I
38 40 27 27.5 20 21 2 2.1

Figure 1: Evolution of average values form ain K BRs.

Our tgives ?=ndf= 202=11 (43% ),while the 2006 PDG tgives “=ndf= 14:8=10
(14.0% ). The di erences between the output values from our tand the 2006 PDG tare
m inor. T he poorer value of “=ndf forour tcan be traced to contrast between the K LOE
valie r BR (3 ) and the other nputs nvolring BR (3 %) and BR ( ° %)| i particular,
the PDG ETAFIT valnie orBR ( © %= * ). The treatm ent of the correlated K TeV and
KLOE m easuram ents in the 2006 PDG tgives rise to large scale factors for BR (K ¢3) and
BR (3 0 ); In our t,the scale factors arem ore uniform . A s a result, our value or BR (K ¢3)
has a signi cantly an aller uncertainty than does the 2006 PDG value.

3.2 Kg leading branching ratios and g

KLOE has published @]ameasurenent of BR(Kg ! e ) that is precise enough to
contrbute m eaningfully to the evaluation of Vs, (0). The quantity directly m easured
iSBR( e )/BR( ' ). Together with the published KLOE value BR( * )/BR( ° 9)

= 22459(54), the constraint that the K 3 BRsmust add to unity, and the assum ption of
universal lepton couplings, this com pletely determ ines the K g BRsfor * , 00, K,
and K 3 decays BJ]. In particular, BR (Ks ! e )= 7:046(91) 10%.

NA 48 has recently m easured the ratio (K g ! e )= K ! e )= 0:993(26)(22)
]. The best way to include this m easurem ent In our analysis would be via a com bined

tto K g and K1, branching ratio and lifetin e m easurem ents. Indeed, such a twoul be

useful in properly accounting for correlations between K 5 and K 1 m odes Introduced w ith
the prelin nary NA48 measurementof (K ! 3 0 ), and m ore in portantly, via the PDG
ETAFIT result,which weuse In the tto K ; branching ratios. At the m om ent, how ever,
we tK g and K data separately. NA 48 quotesBR (K g ! e )= 7:046(180)(160) 104;
averaging this with the KLOE result gives BR (K g ! e )= T7:05(8) 104, i proving
the accuracy on this BR by about 10% .

For g, weuse0:8958 10 10 s, where this is thenon-C P T constrained tvalue from
the PDG , and is dom inated by the 2002 NA 48 and 2003 K TeV m easurem ents.

3.3 K leading branching ratios and

T here are severalnew results providing inform ation on K ., rates. T hese results arem ostly

prelim inary and have not been included in previous averages.

14



Param eter Value S
BR K ;) 63.57(11)% 11
BR( ) 20 .64(8)% 11
BR ( ) 5.595(31)% 10
BR (K 3) 5.078(26)% 12
BR (K 3) 3.365(27)% 1.7
BR( 9 %)| 1.750(26)% 11

12.384(19) ns | 1.7

Table 3: Resultsof tto K BRsand lifetin e.

The NA 48/2 collaboration has recently published m easurem ents of the three ratios
BR (Ke3= ©),BR(K 3= ), and BR(K 3=K c3) [B]]. These m easurem ents are not in-
dependent; n our t,we use the valies BR (K 3= ¢)= 02470(10) and BR (K 3= ©0)=
0:1637(7) and take their correlation into account. ISTRA + hasalso updated its prelin inary
valie Hr BR (K ;3= °). They now quote BR (K 3= )= 02449(16)[9].

KLOE hasm easured the absolute BR sfor theK o3 and K 3 decays @]. In ! KK
events, K * decays into or Yareused totagaK beam ,and vice versa. KLOE per—
form s four separatem easuram ents foreach K 3 BR , corresponding to thedi erent com bina-
tions of kaon charge and tagging decay. The nalaverages are BR (K o3) = 4:965(53)% and
BR (K 3)= 3233(39)% . Very recently KLOE has also m easured the absolute branching
ratio for the  ° decay with 0.5% accuracy. The KLOE prelin inary result, isBR ( 9)=
020658 (112) &1 1.

Our ttakes into account the correlation between these values, aswell as their depen-
dence on the K  lifetim e. The world average value for is nom inally quite precise; the

2006 PDG quotes = 12:385(25) ns. However, the error is scaled by 2.1; the con dence
level for the average is 0.17% . It is In portant to con m the valuie of . The two new
m easurem ents from KLOE, = 12:367(44)(65) ns and = 12:3391(49)(25) ns[@]wjth

correlation 34% , agree w ith the PDG average.

Our tfor the six largest K BR s and lifetin e m akes use of the results cited above,
plus thedata used In the 2006 PDG t, except for the Chiang 72 m easurem ents for a total
of 26 m easuraem ents. T he six BR s are constrained to add to unity. T he results are shown
in Tablefd.

The tquality is poor, with 2?=ndf= 42=20 (0.31% ). However, when the ve oder
m easurem ents of  are replaced by their PDG average w ith scaled error, “=ndf in proves
to 24 3/16 (8.4% ), with no signi cant changes In the results.

Both the signi cant evolution of the average values of the K .3 BR s and the e ect of
the correlations w ith BR ( °) are evident in FJgQ

34 M easurem ent of BR (K )/BR (K »)

E xperin ental know ledge of K .,=K , has been poor so far. T he current world average of
Rx = BRK g )=BR K )= (245 0:11) 10° dates back to three experin ents of the
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BR(K,) [%] BR(K,,;) [%]

PDG'04 —e— PDG'04 —e—
PDG '06 —— PDG'06  —e—
This fit - This fit -
1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 1
0.045 0.05 0.03 0.035
BR(K,,) [%] BR(K,,) [%]
PDG '04 —— PDG '04 ——
PDG '06 —— PDG '06 ——
This fit - This fit -
1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1
0.62 0.63 064  0.195 0.205 0.215

Figure 2: Evolution of average values formain K BRs.

1970s @] and has a precision of about 5% . Three new prelin inary m easuram ents were
reported by NA 48/2 and KLOE (see Tab.ﬂ): A prelim nary result of NA 48/2, based on
about 4000 K ¢, events from the 2003 data set, was presented in 2005 @]. A nother pre-
lim inary result, based on also about 4000 events, recorded In a m lninum bias run period
in 2004, was shown at KAON 07]. Both results have Independent statistics and are also
Independent in the system atic uncertainties, as the system atics are either of statistical na—
ture (aseyg.trigger e ciencies) ordeterm ined in an Independentway. A nother prelim inary
result, based on about 8000 K ., events, was presented at KAON 07 by the KLOE collabo-
ration [@]. Both, the KLOE and the NA 48/2 m easurem ents are inclusive w ith respect to

nal state radiation contribution due to brem sstrahlung. T he an all contribution of K 1,
events from direct photon em ission from the decay vertex was subtracted by each of the
experin ents. Com bining these new results with the current PDG value yields a current
world average of

Rg = (2457 0032) 10°; (31)
in very good agream ent w ith the SM expectation and, w ith a relative error of 1:3% , a factor
three m ore precise than the previous world average.

3.5 M easurem ents ofK .3 slopes

3.5.1 Vector form factor slopes from K /3

For K o3 decays, recent m easuram ents of the quadratic slope param eters of the vector form
factor ( 9; gj)areavaﬂable from KTeVv ],KLOE @], ISTRA+ @],and NA48 ].
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Rg [10 °]
PDG 2006 [&3] 2:45  0:11
NA48/2 prel. (03) 4] 2:416 0043 0024
('04) @3

NA 48/2 prel. (04 2:455 0045 0041
KLOE prel [44] 255 005 005
SM prediction 2:477 09001

Table 4: Results and prediction forRx = BR (K 2 )=BR K 7).

W e show theresultsofa ttotheK ; and K data in the rstcolumn ofTable E,and
to only the K 1 data In the second colum n. W ith correlations correctly taken into account,
both ts give good valies of “=ndf. T he signi cance of the quadratic term is 42 from
the ttoalldata,and 355 from the tto K data onl.

Ki; and K data K data only
4 m easuram ents 3 m easuram ents
2=ndf= 53=6 (51% ) “=ndf= 4:7=4 (32% )
v 10 252 09 249 11
o1 16 04 16 05
(%; +9 094 095
IKY) 0.15465(24) 0.15456(31)
I(K o) 0.15901 (24) 0.15891(32)

Table 5: Average of quadratic t results forK o3 slopes.

0 o.
y and [

Including or excuding the K slopes has little Im pact on the values of
in particular, the values of the phasespace integrals change by jist 0.07% . T he errors on
the phasespace integrals are signi cantly sm aller when the K data are included in the
average.

KLOE ,KTeV ,and NA 48 also quote the values shown in Tab]e forM y from pole ts
to K 1, e3 data. T he average value of M y from all three experinentsisM y = 875 5M &V
with 2=ndf= 1:8=2. The three values are quite com patible w ith each other and reasonably
close to the known value of the K (892) m ass (89106 026 M &V ). The values for 9
and SO from expansion of the pole param etrization are qualitatively in agreem ent w ith the
average of the quadratic tresults. M ore In portantly, for the evaluation of the phase-space
Integrals, using the average of quadratic or pole t results givesvaluesof I (K 23 ) thatdi er
by Just 0.03% .

An attem pt to estim ate the theoretical uncertainties associated to form factor param e-
terization has been pursued by K TeV , analyzing K o3 decays w ith the z-expansion for
the £, (t) form factor ]. The results are a;=ag = 1:023 0:040 and g=ag = 0{75 2:16.
The Sec%nd order term is consistent w ith zero and the higher orders are bounded by the

theory: i: 0 aﬁ=a(23 170. U sing these results the phase space integral is calculated to be
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Experiment My (M&V) My i= 875 5Me&v

KLOE 870 6 7 2=ndf= 18=2
K TeV 881:03 741| ¥ 10 = 25.42(31)
NA 48 859 18 O=2

IK )= 015470(19)

e

Table 6: Polk tresults orK 2 sbpes.

IK 23) = 015392 0200048y, 0:00006y . The rsterror corresponds to the K TeV exper—
In ental uncertainty and the second ervor is due to possible e ects from higher order term s
n the z-expansion. C om pared to the global average using the quadratic param eterization
(Tabk 5), the KTeV m easuram ent using the z-expansion deviates by about 15 . This
result is less precise statistically, but it is m ore conservative as far as the estin ate of the
theoretical uncertainty is concemed.

3.5.2 Scalar and Vector form factor slopes from K .3

For K 3 decays, recent m easurem ents of the slope param eters ( 9 ; EO; 0) are available
from KTeV [Eg),KLOE [E]), ISTRA+ [63],and NA 48 [B4]. These data are summ arized in
A ppendix El

W e have studied the statistical sensitivity of the form -factor slopem easurem ents using
M onte C arlo techniques, see A ppendij] .. The conclusions of this study are a) that neglect-
ing a quadratic term in the param eterization of the scalar form factor when tting results
leads to a shift of the value of the linear term by about 3.5 tin es the value of the quadratic
term ; and b) that because of correlations, it is in possible to m easure the quadratic slope
param eter from quadratic ts to the data at any plausible level of statistics. T he use of
the linear representation of the scalar form factor is thus inherently unsatisfactory.

Fjgureﬂ show s the 1- contours from all the experim ental results (Ke3 and K 3). It is
Inm ediately clear from the gure that the new NA 48 results are di cult to accom m odate
L, Perform ing the com bination w ith and w ithout the NA 48 results for the K 5 form —factor
slopes ncluded we obtain t probability valies of 1 10 ® and 22.3% respectively (see
A ppendix E] for a detailed com parison). The results of the com bination are listed in
Tablk[].

The value of 2=ndf for allm easuran ents is terrble; we quote the results w ith scaled
errors. T his leads to errors on the phasespace integrals thatare 60% larger after inclusion
of thenew K 3 NA48 data.

W e have checked to see if the NA 48 K 3 data m ight show good consistency w ith the
results of som e other experin ent in a less inclusive average. F itting to only the K 3 results
from KTeV,NA48,and ISTRA+ gives 2—ndf= 28=6 (0.01% ). Fitting to only theK 1 3
results from K TeV ,NA 48 gives 2=ndf= 12=3 (0.89% ). The consistency ofthe NA 48 data
w ith these other m easuram ents appears to be poor in any case.

T he evaluations of the phase-space integrals for all four m odes are listed In each case.
C orrelations are fully accounted for, both in the tsand in the evaluation of the integrals.

1 Tt lies out of correlation directions in the [ 9 , EO , 0]space
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KLOE KTeV ISTRA+ NA48
‘4T 1, x10°
X - L
stsL
< 2[ %
L 25_
0- |
20 22 <10
mo 4k
— n
-+ 20F
< 2r
0_ T T
E on10 10 15 2,x10°
Figure 3: 1- contours for 9 , 90, o determ inations from ISTRA + (pink ellipse), KLOE (blue

ellipse), K TeV (red ellipse), NA 48 (green ellipse), and world average w ith ( lled yellow ellipse) and
w ithout( lled cyan ellipse) the NA48 K 3 result.

Kp and K K onl
M easuram ents 16 11
2=ndf 54/13 (7 10 7) 33/8 (8 10 °)
o 10 249 11 (S=14) 240 15 (S=15)
o 10 16 05(=13) 20 06 (S=1%6)
o 16 134 12 (S=19) 117 12 (S = 1:)
(9D 0:94 0:97
(%5 0) +033 +0:72
(P 0) 0:44 0:70
IK ) 0.15457(29) 0.1544(4)
IKK ) 0.15892(30) 0.1587(4)
IKY) 0.10212(31) 0.1016(4)
IK 5) 0.10507(32) 0.1046(4)
(I5;I3) + 063 +0:89

Table 7: Averages of quadratic t results forK .3 and K 3 slopes.

T he correlation m atrices for the integrals are of the form

w here the order of the row s and cohmnsjsKg3,Ke3,K 03,K 3 s and

+1+1
+1+1

+1+1
+1+1
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m ode Vusd £ ()] % err| BR Int
Ky ! e 0.2163(6) 028 | 009 019| 0.15] 0.09
Kp ! 0.2168(7) 031 | 010| 048] 0.15| 0.5
Kg! e 0.2154(13) 067 | 065 003| 0.15]| 0.09
K ! e 0.2173(8) 039 | 026| 009| 026]| 0.09
K ! 02176(11) 051 | 040| 009 026| 015
average 0.2166(5)

Table 8: Summary of Vysj £f: (0)determ ination from all channels.

listed in the table.

Adding the K 3 data to the t does not cause drastic changes to the values of the
phasespace integrals for the K .3 m odes: the values for I (K §3) and I(K _3) In Tablen are
qualitatively in agreem ent w ith those in Tableﬁ. Asin thecase ofthe tsto theK o3 data
only, the signi cance of the quadratic term in the vector form factor is strong (36  from
the ttoalldata).

4. Physics R esults

4.1 Determ ination of ¥ysj £ (0) and VysFVuwa] Kk =f

T his section describes the results that are independent on the theoretical param eters £, (0)
and fx =f .

4.1.1 Determ ination of ¥ysj £ (0)

The value of ¥,sj £ (0) hasbeen determ ined from (2.]]) using the world average values
reported in section E for lifetim es, branching ratios and phase space Integrals, and the
radiative and SU (2) breaking corrections discussed in section E

Theresu]i:saregjyenjnTable,and are shownjnFjg.H forKi ! e ,Ky !
Kg! e ,K ! e ,K ! ,and for the com bination. T he average,
Vus] £ (0)= 021664(48); (4.1)

hasan uncertainty ofaboutof02% . Theresults from the vem odesare in good agreem ent,
the t probability is 58% . In particular, com paring the valies of ¥,sj £ (0) obtained
from K 93 and K s We obtain a value of the SU (2) breaking correction

o\°

K .
SU (2)exp: 2:9(4)

in agreem ent w ith the CHPT calculation reported in Tabk(]: = 236(22)% ?

K
SU (2)

2 Thevalue of EU (2) has a direct correspondence to the ratio of light quark m asses. R ecent analyzes E]
on the so—called violations of D ashen’s theorem in the K aon electrom agnetic m ass splitting point to §U @)
values of about 3% J.
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Figure 4: Disgplay of Vysj £+ (0) for all channels.

4.1.2 D eterm ination of Vys¥Vuwa] &k =

An independent determ ination of y,s7j is obtained from K ., decays. The m ost In por—
tantmode isK* ! % ,which has been recently updated by K LOE reaching a relative
uncertainty of about 0:3% . As shown in Eq. 32), hadronic uncertainties are m inin ized

consdering theratio ® * ! * )= (* ! * ).
U sing the worldd average values of BR (K ! ) and of given in Section E and
the value of ( ! )= 38:408(7) s ! from ]we obtain:
VusFVua]d &=f = 02760 0:0006 : (42)

4.2 The param eters f, (0) and fx =f

Them ain obstacle in transform ing these highly precise determ inations of ¥,s3 £ (0) and
VusFVuad & =f Into a determ nation of V,sjat the perm il level are the theoretical
uncertainties on the hadronic param eters f, (0) and fx =f .

4.2.1 Theoretical estim ates of £, (0)

By construction, £, (0) is de ned in the absence of isogpindreaking e ects of both elec—

trom agnetic and quark-m ass origin. M ore explicitly, as discussed in Section @, £, (0) is

de ned by theK ! ¥ matrix elem ent of the vector current in the limitm, = m 4 and
en ! 0, keeping kaon and pion m asses to their physical values.

T his hadronic quantity cannot be com puted In perturbative Q CD , but it is highly
constrained by SU (3) and chiral symm etry. In the chiral lim it and, m ore generally, in
the SU (3) IIm it (my, = my4q = m ) the conservation of the vector current (CVC ) In plies
f, (0)=1. Expanding around the chiral lin it in pow ers of light quark m asses we can w rite

£, (0)= 1+ fo+ 4+ 212 (43)
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K
f,(0)
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Figure 5: Present determ inations of £, (0) £X ’ (0) from lattice QCD and analytical or sem i-

analytical approaches E , @ 29, @ 1.

where f, and f; are the NLO and NNLO corrections in ChPT . The Adem ollo{G atto
theorem in plies that [£; (0) 1]is at least of second order in the breaking of SU (3) or In
the expansion n powersofm ¢ ™M ,wheremt = (my + m gq)=2. This in tum in plies that £,
is free from the uncertainties of the O (p4)countertemsanhPT,and it can be com puted
with high accuracy: £, = 0023 [5F1.
The di culties in estin ating £ ;. (0) begin with £, orat O (p6) n the chiral expansion.
At this order we can w rite
fa= ( )+ £45°0); (44)

where ( ) is the loop contribution, which has been com puted In Ref. [, and £ 4jbc( )
is the O (p°) Jocal contribution, whose know Jedge cannot be sin ply deduced from other
processes. Several analytical approaches to determ ine £, have been attem pted over the
years [@], essentially con m ing the original estim ate by Leutw yler and R oos @] (see
Fi. E). The bene t of these new results, obtained using m ore sophisticated techniques,
lies in the fact that a better control over the system atic uncertainties of the calculation
has been obtained. H owever, the size of the error is still around or above 1% ,which is not
com parable to the 02% accuracy which has been reached for V.53 £ (0).

R ecent progress In Jattice Q CD gives usm ore optin iam in the reduction of the error on
£, (0) below the 1% Jvel 64, F1,[631. M ost of the currently available lattice QCD results
have been obtained w ith relatively heavy pions and the chiral extrapolation represents the
dom inant source of uncertainty. A s shown in Figure E, there is a general trend of lattice
QCD results to be slightly lower than analytical approaches. An Im portant step in the

22



f I
iy

—— 1 1.156(29) Wilson: a=0.05im->0, m >500 MeV
|

N.=0 CP-PACS =i+

|
|
CP- PACS | —@— |  !1.192(30) Wilson: a=0.11im->0, m >500 MeV
1 | I | |
N=p JLQD @ 1 | 1 11148% wilson: m >550 Mev
- |
f RBC i - i i i1.175(11) m,>550 MeV
QCDSE- 07 : i .:_..:_ l1.219(26) Wilson: = m_>300 MeV
| | | |
ETMC- 07 I 1l 11227(26) TMQCD: m 2300 Mev
| | 1 | |
M LC- 04 L e L
1 : _‘. | | 7 a=0.06 fm->0
N.=2+1 B L I1'197132 ) Stag.  m >280 MeV, Lm >5.0
f NMloboy ! ol 11218 Bwrjcig
|
PACS- CS- 07* i | .i_..l_ 1.219(22) Wilson: m >210 MeV, Lm >2.9
| |
RBC- UKQCD 07 i s 1008018
| | |
HPQCD- LKQCD- 47 | 17189(7) Stag.
| : :
|
|

AN A AR KT 204923 90

Figure 6: Summary of fx =f estin ates @,@,@,E]. A 1l values are from Lattice QCD . In
recent studies, sea quarks are getting light and data are m atched to ChPT ts to determ ine the
Low -energy-C onstants (LEC ).

reduction of the error associated to the chiral extrapolation has been recently m ade by the
UKQCD-RBC collaboration @]. T heir prelin nary result £, (0) = 0:964(5) is obtained
from the unquenched study with Ny = 2+ 1 avors, with an action that has good chiral
properties on the lattice even at nite lattice spacing (dom ain-wall quarks). They also
reached pions masses (& 330M &V ) much lighter than that used In previous studies of
f. (0). The overall error is estim ated to be 0:5% , which is very encouraging. M oreover,
they observe for £, (0) a m ass dependence sim ilar to the one of £,. T hat is som ething new
w ith respect to previous lattice studies (this is lkely due to the fact that they work w ith
lighter pions). To assess the chiraluncertainty of £, polynom ial ts (linear and quadratic)
well reproduce the data. However, it would be Interesting @] to have the expression of
()InEqg. ( In term s of the quark m asses so to directly estin ate £ d"c( ). M oreover,
it should also be stressed that the present study is perform ed at a single value of the lattice
spacing (@ = 0:12 fm ) and in a relatively an all extension of the fth dim ension of the
lattice
In the follow ing phenom enological analysis we w ill use this result as the present best
estin ate of £, (0), although som e reservation rem ains.

* Even thoughm L & 4:5, smulations with a larger fth dinension, L would help too because the

m ass of their Iightest quark (= 0:005 in lattice units) is very close to the residualm ass param eter (= 0:003,
also in lattice units). Thism ay entail som e uncontrolled system atics, in particular for fx =f

23



4.2.2 Theoretical estim ates of fx =f

In contrast to the sam ileptonic vector form factor, the pseudoscalar decay constants are
not protected by the A dem ollo{G atto theoram and receive corrections linear in the quark
m asses. Expanding fx =f in power of quark m asses, in analogy to £, (0),

fx=f =1+ 1+ ::: (4.5)

one nds that the O (p*) contrbution r, is already a ected by local contributions and
cannot be unam biguously predicted in ChPT .A s a result, in the determ ination of fx =f

lattice QCD [@]—@] has essentially no com petition from purely analytical approaches.
The status of the lattice results for fx =f is summarized in Fig.[d. As can be seen,
the present overall accuracy is about 1% . The novelty are the new Jattice results w ith
Ng = 2+ 1 dynam ical quarks and pions as light as 280 M &V @,@], obtained by using
the so-called staggered quarks’ The analyzes of @, @], cover a broad range of lattice
spacings (ie.a=0.06 and 0.15 fm ) and is perform ed on su ciently large physical volum es
m L & 5:0). It should be stressed, however, that the sensitivity of fx =f to lighter pions
is lJarger than in the com putation of f, (0) and that chiral extrapolations are far m ore
dem anding in this case”® Notice also that at Lattice 2007 prelin nary studieswith Ny =
2+ 1 clover quarks and pion m asses & 200 M €V have been presented from either PACSC S
C ollaboration @ Jand ref. ﬂ ]. W ith respect to the results obtained w ith staggered quarks,
the PACSSvalueoffx =f in g. E is restricted to a single lJattice spacing (a = 0:09 fn )
and relatively an all physical volume (m L & 2:9). For ref. [IZlI], the nalanalysis is to
be com pleted. In the follow Ing analysis we w ill use as reference value the M ILC-HPQCD
result fx =f = 1:189(7) [@], although som e reservation about staggered ferm ions rem ains.

4.2.3 A test of lattice calculation: the C allan-Treim an relation

A sdescribed In Sect. @ the Calbn-Trein an relation xes the value of scalar form factor
at t = mf( m? (the so-called Callan-Trein an point) to the ratio (fx =f )=f, (0). The
dispersive param etrization for the scalar form factor proposed in [14] and discussed in

¢ Staggered ferm ions com e In four tastes on the lattice. In the continuum Il it the extra degrees of

freedom decouple from physical predictions. But, at nite lattice spacing, where the data are produced,
the taste symm etry is violated and the extra degrees of freedom are rem oved by hand, nam ely by taking
the fourth root of the staggered quark detemm inant. T heoretically, this procedure has been only con m ed
in perturbation theory and is currently a sub fct of controversies w ithin the Jattice Q CD com m unity [@].
Since the staggered dynam ical quarks are com putationally cheap, they have been largely used. Thanks
to recent progress in algorithm buiding [@ ], safer but still com putationally com petitive alternatives are
becom ing available.

° In som edetails, e ects ofchirallogs are not clearly disentangled and analytic term s (NN LO orNNNLO )
are still needed iIn order to extrapolate from the sim ulated sea quark m asses (such asm & 280 M €V ) to
the physical point. For exam ple, the two studies of ref. [@J and of ref. @J w ith staggered quarks share the
sam e con gurations, but they di er in how to extrapolate to the physicalm asses. T hen, the centralvalies
of fx =f Dbetween the two analyzes (namely, fx =f = 1:19713 and fx =f = 1:189(7) from ref. @] and
ref. [@] respectively) di er for 1 . However, taking into account the com plete uncertainty of fx =f in @],
we have fx =f = 1:194(10) of @] for a sym m etric error and the values of ref. @]and ref. @] ook now
in good agreem ent. The highly In proved staggered ferm ions (H ISQ ) used in @] for the valence quarks are
designed to reduce the taste violation e ects, which also should reduce the overall system atic uncertainty.
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Figure 7: Values for f, (0) detemm ined from the scalar form factor slope using the C allan-T rein an
relation and fx =f = 1:189(7). The UKQCD /RBC result £, (0)= 0:964(5) is also shown.

Sect.pJ allow s to transform the available m easurem ents of the scalar form factor into a
precise inform ation on (fx =f )=£f; (0), com pletely independent of the lattice estin ates.

Very recently KLOE @]and NA 48 ]have presented results on the scalar FF slope
using the dispersive param etrization. In these analyzes a dispersive param etrization isused
for both the scalar and the vector form factors. A sin ilar analysis has started for the K TeV
data. W e report these prelin inary results for the rsttine. The ISTRA + m easuram ent of
the scalar form factor slope perform ed using the rst order Taylor expansion param etriza—
tion can be translated in the dispersive param etrization as described in A ppendix E . The
results are given in Tableﬁ for all the four experin ents in the case of the pole param etriza—
tion for the vector form factor. The original KLOE and NA 48 results are also shown for
com parison as wellas the prelim inary result of K TeV obtained from theK 3 data analysis.
M oreover, a com bined K o3 and K 3 data analysis is also In progress and the prelin inary
result is: log(C ) = 0:191 0:012. The prelim nary KTeV results are obtained using the
orignalM C and data from Ref. [&9]. .

Y E stin ated from

Experiment | log(C ) direct | log(C )¥
KTev 0.195(14) 0.203(15)
KLOE 0207(24) 0207(23)
NA 48 0.144(14) 0.144(13)
ISTRA+ 0226(13)

Table 9:
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surem ents obtained using the Callan-Trein an relation and fx =f = 1:189(7). Thevalue of
f, (0)= 02964(5) rom UKQCD /RBC isalso shown. A s already noticed In Section E, the
NA 48 result isdi cult to accom m odate. H ere one can see that this results is also not con—
sistent w ith the theoretical estin ates of £, (0). In particular, it violates the FubiniFurlan
bound £, (0) < 1 [@], For this reason, the NA 48 result w ill be excluded when using the
Callan-Trein an constraint.

T he average of the experin ental results on the FFsw ith the pole param etrization for
the vector case and the dispersive param etrization for the scalar FF give:

0:0256  0:0002 ;
0:0149 020007 ;

(4.6)

c

+
c
0

w ith correlation coe cient 032. The above results are then com bined w ith the Jattice
determ inations of fx =f = 1:189(7) and £, (0) = 0:964(5) using the constraint given by
the Callan-Trein an relation. T he results of the com bination are given in Table, w here
IgC = §ter=m?+ 00398 0:0041.

S 5 £,(0) | fx=f
0.02563(19) | 0.0146(5) | 096(4) | 1.192(6)
correlation m atrix

1. -0.23 0.12 -0.14
1. 051 061

1. 0.30

1.

Table 10: Results from the form factor t.

The tprobability is 39% , con m ing the agreem ent between experin ental m easure-
m ents and Jattice determ ination. T he accuracy of fx =f is also slightly in proved, and this
e ect can bebetter seen In the ratio £, (0)=(fx =f ), directly related to the C allan-T rein an
constraint.

A s previously discussed, new physics contributions to the scalar form factor (reab-
sorbed into the value of logC ) are generated only by scalar operators. Hence in the case
of right-handed currents logC coincides w ith the SM valie. This In ply we can use the
CallanTremm an In proved f, (0)=(fx =f ) in constraning righthanded currents. On the
other hand, this is not possible in theM SSM scenario, w here scalar operators are present.
Here the m easured value of IogC , follow ng from (2.53), is

ogC" %™ og £ (e )=fo(0) = bgC™ (4.7)
w ith the rf given in (39). By construction, the quantity JogC %" dependsonly on QCD
dynam ics and m ust satis es the C allan-Treim an relation (@) . T he theoretical calculation

of fp(ter) can thus be used to constrain scalar densities. At present, the theoretical
know ledge of og C % is obtained from Eq. (4) and is lim ited by our know ledge of 1,
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reported in (@),and by the lattice Q CD resultson (fx =f )=f; (0). U sing this Inform ation
we obtain the constraint
s = 0007 0012 : (4.8)

To in prove thisresult it would be particularly usefula direct com putation of (fx =f )=£, (0)
on the lattice (ie. from the the sam e set of smulations). G iven the advanced status of
staggered results on fx =f , it would be interesting to see the e ect of a corresponding
analysis £, (0) (which at present is still very prelin nary @]).

4.3 Test of Cabibbo Universality or CKM unitarity

To determ ine V,sjand Vygjweuse thevalue Vysj £ (0)= 02166(5) reported in Tab]e,
the result ¥,sFVuaFx =f = 02760(6) discussed in Sect.[g14, £, (0) = 0964(5), and
fx =f = 1:189(7). From the abovewe nd:

Vusj= 0:2246  0:0012 K.z only]; (4.9)
VusFVual= 02321  0:0015 K. only]: (4.10)

T hese determ inations can be used in a t together w ith the the recent evaluation of V47
from 0% ! 0" nuclear beta decays: 3,93 097418  0.00026 [7B]. The global tgives

/uqj= 0:97417(26) /usj= 02253(9) K30 + 001 0715 (4.11)

with “2=ndf = 0#65=1 (42% ). This result does not m ake use of CKM unitarity. If the
unitarity constraint is included, the tgives

Vusj= sih ¢ = = 02255(7) [w ith unitarity ] (4.12)
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Figure 9: Z°and H iggs exchange.

and 2=ndf= 080=2 (67% ). Both results are illustrated in Fjg..

A sdescribed in the introduction, the test of CKM unitarity can be also interpreted as
a test of universality of the lepton and quark gauge couplings. U sing the results of the t
(w ithout in posing unitarity) we obtain:

Gexu G VuaF+ Vuef+ ¥uo? o= (11662 00004) 10°Gev 2; (413)
In perfect agreem ent w ith the value obtained from the m easurem ent of the m uon lifetim e:
G = (1:166371  0:000007) 10° Gev “: (4.14)

T he current accuracy of the lepton-quark universality sets In portant constraints on m odel
buiding beyond the SM . For exam ple, the presence of a 2 ° (see Fig. E, left) would a ect
the relation between Gcxy and G in the follow ing way,

2Inm go=my )

G =Gcrgkm 1 0:007Q¢ @ 1, Qdr )—

o7 T (4.15)
Z W

where Q ¢, are the generic charges of the 7 ° to Jeft-handed leptons (in units of the SM
SU (2), charge). In case of a 79 from SO (10) grand uni cation theories Qe, = Q 1 =

3Q4r, = 1l)weobtainm yo0> 700G €V at95% CL,tobecom pared w ith them 50 > 720G &V
bound set through the direct collider searches [43]. In a sin ilarway, the unitarity constraint
also provides useful bounds in various supersym m etry-oreaking scenarios @ 1.

4.3.1 Bounds on helicitysuppressed am plitudes

A particularly interesting test is the com parison of the V,sj value extracted from the
helicity-suppressed K «, decaysw ith respect to the value extracted from the helicity-allowed
K 3 m odes. To reduce theoretical uncertainties from fx and electrom agnetic corrections
in K. ,weexploit theratio Br(K «»)=B r( «) and we study the quantity

V.

(K
Rpy= —
us

(K

2)  Vyua(0" 1 07) : (416)
3) Vya (' +2)
W ithin the SM ,R 1p3 = 1, while deviation from 1 can be induced by non-vanishing scalar-
or righthanded currents. Notice that In R 3 the hadronic uncertainties enter through
(fg =f )=f; (0).

Follow ing the notation of Section E, e ects of scalar currents due to a charged H iggs

(Fig. [ right) give

V.

2 2
m? . m tan
K 1 -4 = ; 4.17)

Rps= 1
123 M§+ mg 14+ gtan
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Figure 10: Excluded region in the charged H iggs m asstan plane. The region excluded by
B! is also Indicated.

w hereas for right-handed currents we have

Rps= 1 2 (s ns) : (4.18)

In the case of scalar densities M SSM ), the unitarity relation between ¥/,4jextracted
from 0" ! 0% nuclear beta decays and Vs Jjextracted from K .3 rem ains vald as soon as
form factors are experin entally determm ined . T his constrain together w ith the experin ental
inform ation of IogC™ 55" can be used in the global t to in prove the accuracy of the
determ ination ofR 3, which in this scenario tums to be

Rp3hey, = 1004 0007 : (419)

Here (fx =f )=f; (0) has been xed from lattice. This ratio is the key quantity to be
In proved In order to reduce present uncertainty on R 123.

Them easurem ent of R 153 above can be usad to set bounds on the charged H iggsm ass
and tan . F:'gu]:e show s the excluded region at 95% CL in theM y {tan plane (setting

0= 001). Them easuram ent of BR (B ! )[7p] can be also used to set a sin ilar bound
in theM y {tan plane.W hileB ! can exclude quite an extensive region of this plane,

there is an uncovered region in the exclision corresponding to a destructive interference
between the charged-H iggs and the SM am plitude. This region is fully covered by the
K ! result.

In the case of righthanded currents f[4], R 3 can be obtained from a glbal t to
the values of egs. (@) and (@). Here IogC P is free of new physics e ects and can be
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also usad to constrain (fx =f )=f; (0) together w ith lattice results (nam ely the values in
tab.[Ld). The result is
R 13 pour: = 1004 0:006 : (4.20)

4.4 Tests of Lepton F lavor U niversality
4.4.1 Lepton universality in K /3 decays

T he test of Lepton F lavor Universality (LFU ) between K 3 and K 3 m odes constraints a
possible anom alous lepton- avor dependence in the leading weak vector current. It can
therefore be com pared to sin ilar tests in =~ decays, but is di erent from the LFU tests in

the helicity-suppressed m odes 1 and K 1.

Exp _p SM

The results on the parameterr . = R =]
p e K 3=K g3 K 3=Kes3

re= 1:004 0:004 ; (4.21)

n excellent agreem ent w ith lepton universality. Furthem ore, w ith a precision of 0:5% the
test in K 13 decays has now reached the sensitivity of decays.

4.4.2 Lepton universality tests in K ., decays

Theratib Rk = (K )= (K &) can be precisely calculated within the Standard M odel.
N eglecting radiative corrections, it is given by

212

me) . 5.
S5 269 107 (422)

() _m
Ry = —
and re ects the strong helicity suppression of the electron channel. R adiative corrections

have been com puted w ith e ective theories [E|], yieding the nalSM prediction

RIEM _ R[(<O)(1+ R}r(ad:corr:)

= 2569  10° (09622 0:0004)= (2477 0:001) 10 : (4 23)

Because of the helicity suppression w ithin then SM , the K o, am plitude is a prom inent
candidate for possble sizable contributions from physics beyond the SM .M oreover, w hen
nom alizing to the K , rate, we obtain an extrem ely precise prediction of the K ¢, width
within the SM . In order to be visible in the K .,=K , ratio, the new physics m ust violate
lepton avor universality.

Recently it has been pointed out that in a supersym m etric fram ework sizable viola-
tions of lepton universality can be expected in K 1, decays [@]. At the tree level, lepton

avor violating term s are forbidden in the M SSM . H ow ever, these appear at the one-loop
level,wherean e ective H 1 Yukawa interaction is generated . Follow ing the notation of
Ref. [24] (see also Section @), the non-SM contrlbution to Rx can be w ritten as

PN
3
)

m
M

RLEV RM 14 j 13F tan® : (424)

T
3
[ORN]

The lepton avor violating coupling 13, being generated at the loop level, could reach
valies of O (10 °). For moderately large tan values, this contrbution may therefore
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Figure 11: Exclusion lim its at 95% CL on tan and the charged Higgs mass M y; from
Vusk 2=Vusk 3 ordi erent valuesof  13.

enhance Rx by up to a few percent. Sihce the additional term in Eq. goes w ith the
forth power of the m eson m ass, no sin ilar e ect is expected in 1, decays.

The world average result for Rx presented in Section E gives strong constraints for
tan and My ,as shown JnF:g For values of 13 5 10% and tan > 50 the
charged H ggs m asses is pushed above 1000 G &V /¢ at 95% CL.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e thank allthem em bers of the F laviaN et K aon W orking G roup [www.1lnf.infn.it/wg/vus],
and In particular J. G asser and J. Stem, for com m ents, discussions, and suggestions. T his
work is supported in part by the EU contract No.M TRN-C T 2006035482 (FlaviaNet).

R eferences

[L] N.Cabidbbo,Phys.Rev.Lett. 10 (1963) 531;M .Kobayashiand T .M askawa,Prog.Th.Phys
49 (1973) 652.

[2]1 D.B.Chitwood etal. M uLan Collaboration], Phys.Rev. Lett. 99 (2007) 032001
[arX 7v:0704.1981 hep-ex]l.

[3] E.B lucher et al., Status of the C abido angle, arX v hep-ph/0512039.

[4] A .Sirlin,Nucl Phys.B 196,83 (1982).

5] W .J.M arciano,Phys.Rev.Lett. 93, 231803 (2004) [arX 7 hep-ph/0402299].

31



[6] V.Cirigliano and I.Rosell, JHEP 0710, 005 (2007), arX iv:0707.4464 [hepph];
arX w:0707.3439 [hepphl.

[7] V.Cirigliano et al.,, Eur.Phys.J.C 35 (2004) 53;Eur.Phys.J.C 23 (2002) 121;
T .C .Andre, hep-ph/0406006.

[B] V.Cirigliano,M .G iannotti, and H . Neufeld, work in preparation.
O]R.J.Hill,Phys.Rev.D 74,096006 (2006) [arX ivhep-ph/0607108].
[10] B.M oussallam , arX v:0710.0548 thepph].

[11]V.Bemard,M .Oertel, E .Passam ar and J. Stem In preparation; E . Passem ar, K aon
Intemational C onference (KAON 2007),PoS(KAON )012 (2007) [arX 7v:0708.1235 heph]]

[12] V.Bemard,M .Oertel, E .Passam arand J. Stem, arX v:0707 4194 [hepph]; Phys.Lett. B
638,480 (2006) [arX ivhep-ph/0603202].

[13] D .Becirevic,V . Lubicz, G .M artinelliand F .M escia [SPQ odR Collaboration ], Phys. Lett. B
501,98 (2001) [arX ivhep-ph/00103491.

[14] G .Colangelo, G . Isidoriand J.Portols,Phys.Lett.B 470,134 (1999)
[arX v hepph/99084151.

[15] J.Gasserand H .Leutwyler, Nucl Phys.B 250 (1985) 517.

[16] H .Leutw yler, private com m unication.

[L7] J.Bijens and K .G horbani, arX v:0711.0148 [hepphl.

[18] J.Biphensand P.Talavera,Nucl. Phys.B 669 (2003) 341 [arX v hep-ph/0303103].
[19] V.Bemard and E .Passam ar, arX v:0711.3450 [hepph].
20]R.J.H1ll,Phys.Rev.D 74,096006 (2006) [arX ivhepph/0607108 1.

[21] T .Becherand R .J.H1ill, Phys.Lett. B 633,61 (2006).

[22] R .Barateetal. ALEPH Collaboration],Eur.Phys.J.C 11,599 (1999).

[23] C .Bourrely, B .M achet and E .de Rafael, NucL Phys.B 189,157 (1981).C .G .Boyd,
B.Grinstein and R .F .Lebed,Phys.Rev. Lett. 74,4603 (1995).

[24] G . Isdoriand P.Paradisi, Phys.Lett. B 639 (2006) 499 [arX ivhep-ph/0605012;W .S.Hou,
Phys.Rev.D 48,2342 (1993);A .G .Akeroyd and S.Recksiegel, J.Phys.G 29,2311 (2003)
[arX I hep-ph/03060371.

[25] G . Isdoriand A .Retico, JHEP 0111,001 (2001) [arX ivheph/01101211].

[26] A .M asiero,P.Paradisiand R . Petronzio, Phys.Rev.D 74 (2006) 011701
[arX I hep-ph/05112891].

[27] T .A lexopoulosetal. K TeV Collaboration], Phys.Rev.D 70, 092006 (2004)
[arX v hep-ex/04060021].

28] A .Laietal. NA 48 Collaboration], Phys.Lett.B 602,41 (2004) [arX i hep-ex/04100591].
[29] L. Litov INA 48 C ollaboration ], arX ivhep-ex/0501048.

[30] F.Ambrosiho etal. KLOE Collaboration], Phys.Lett.B 632,43 (2006)
[arX v hep-ex/0508027 1.

32



[31] F.Ambrosino etal. KLOE Collaboration], Phys.Lett. B 626,15 (2005)
[arX v hep-ex/0507088 1.

[32] F.Ambrosino etal. KLOE Collaboration], Phys.Lett. B 638,140 (2006)
[arX v hep-ex/0603041 1.

[33] A.Laietal. NA 48 Collaboration], Phys.Lett.B 645,26 (2007) [arX v hep-ex/0611052].

[34] F.Ambrosino etal. KLOE Collaboration], Phys.Lett. B 636,173 (2006)
[arX v hep-ex/0601026 1.

[35] F.Ambrosino etal. KLOE Collaboration], Eur.Phys.J.C 48,767 (2006)
[arX v hep-ex/06010251].

[36] J.R .Batley et al.,, Phys.Lett.B 653,145 (2007).

[37] J.R .Batley et al. NA 48/2 C ollaboration], Eur.Phys.J.C 50,329 (2007)
[arX I hep-ex/07020151.

[38] V.I.Rom anovsky et al, arX iv:0704.2052 [hep-ex].
[39] F.Ambrosino etal. KLOE Collaboration ], arX 0707 2532 Thep-ex].

[40] F.Ambrosino etal. KLOE Collaboration], Phys.Lett. B 632,76 (2006)
[arX I hep-ex/0509045 1.

[41] F.Ambrosino et al. [K loe Collaboration ], arX iv:0707 2654 hep-ex].
[42] F.Ambrosino et al. [KLOE Collaboration ], arX iv:0705.4408v3 hep-ex].
[43]1 PDG,W M .Yaoetal,J.Phys.G 33 (2006) 1.

[44] L.Fiorini,PoS HEP 2005, 288 (2006);
L.Fiorini, ph D . thesis, Pisa (2005);

[45] V .K ozhuharov, K AON 07 Intermational C onference.
[46] F.Ambrosino et al. [K loe Collaboration ], arX v:0707.4623v1 hep-ex].
[47] E.Abouzaid etal,Phys.Rev.D 74,097101 (2006).

[48] T .A lexopoulosetal. KTeV Collaboration], Phys.Rev.D 70, 092007 (2004)
[arX v hep-ex/0406003 1.

[49] F.Ambrosino etal. KLOE Collaboration], Phys.Lett.B 636,166 (2006)
[arX v hep-ex/0601038].

[50] O .P.Yushchenko etal.,, Phys.Lett. B 589,111 (2004) [arX ivhep-ex/0404030].

[51] A .Laietal. NA 48 Collaboration], Phys. Lett.B 604,1 (2004) [arX iv hep-ex/0410065].
[52] F.Ambrosino etal. KLOE Collaboration ], arX v:0707 4631 Thep-ex].

[53] O .P.Yushchenko etal.,, Phys.Lett.B 581 (2004) 31.

[54] A .Laietal. NA 48 Collaboration ], Phys. Lett. B 647 (2007) 341.

[55] B . Ananthanarayan and B .M oussallam ,JHEP 0406 (2004) 047 [arX ivhep-ph/0405206];
J.F.Donoghue and A .F .Perez,Phys.Rev.D 55,7075 (1997) [arX ivhepph/9611331];
J.Bihensand J.Prades,Nucl Phys.B 490 (1997) 239 [arX v hep-ph/9610360].

[56] A .Kastner and H .Neufeld, work in progress.

33



[57] H.Leutwylerand M .Roos,Z.Phys.C 25 (1984) 91.
[58] D .J.Antonio et al., arX v hep-lat/0702026;

[59]1 M .0 kam oto [Ferm ilab Lattice,M IL.C and HPQCD Collaborations], Int.J.M od.Phys.A 20,
3469 (2005);

[60] J.Portols, arX v hepph/0703093;M .Jam in,J.A .0 llerand A .Pich, JHEP 0402, 047
(2004);V .C irigliano, G .Ecker,M .Eidem uller,R .K aiser, A .Pich and J.Portoles, JHEP
0504, 006 (2005) [arX v hepph/05031087];

[61] A . Juttner, arX 7v:0711.1239 [hep-at);
[62] T .K aneko, arX :0710.0698 hepph].

[63]1 N.Tsutsuietal JLQCD Collhboration],PoS LAT 2005, 357 (2006)
[arX v hep-1at/0510068];C .Daw son, T . Izubuchi, T . K aneko, S. Sasakiand A . Soni, Phys.
Rev.D 74,114502 (2006) [arX v hepph/0607162];D . Becirevic et al., Nucl. Phys.B 705,
339 (2005) [arX ivheph/0403217];D .Bromm elet al., arX v:0710 2100 hep-at].

[64] C .Bemard etal,arX &v:0710.1118 [hep-atl.

[65] E.Follana,C.T .H .Davies,G .P.Lepage and J. Shigem itsu HPQCD C ollaboration],
arX :0706.1726 hep-at].

[66] C.Allton etal RBC and UKQCD Collaborations], Phys.Rev.D 76,014504 (2007)
[arX v hep-1at/07010131].

[67] S.Aokietal. [CP-PACS Collaboration],Phys.Rev.D 67,034503 (2003)
[arX v hep-1at/0206009 ;A .AliKhan et al. [CP-PACS Collaboration],Phys.Rev.D 65,
054505 (2002) Erratum <bid.D 67, 059901 (2003)] [arX ivhep-Jat/0105015]; S.Ackiet al
JLQCD Collboration],Phys.Rev.D 68,054502 (2003) [arX ivhep-at/0212039];Y . Aokiet
al.,,Phys.Rev.D 72,114505 (2005) [arX ivhep—lat/0411006];M .G ockeler et al., PoS
LAT2006,160 (2006) [arX vhep-lat/0610071];C . Aubin et al. M ILC Collaboration], Phys.
Rev.D 70,114501 (2004) [arX ivhep-1at/0407028]5.R .Beane, P. F . Bedaque, K . O rginos
and M .J. Savage,Phys.Rev.D 75, 094501 (2007) [arX iv hep-lat/0606023]; T . Ishikawa et
al.,, PoS LAT 2006, 181 (2006) [arX v hep-1at/0610050];B . B lossier et al. [European T w isted
M ass C ollaboration ], arX 1:0709 4574 [hep-lat].

(68

M .Creutz, "W hy rooting fails", pleanary tak at Lattice 2007;A .K ronfeld, "Lattice QCD
w ith Staggered Q uarks: W hy, W here, and How (Not)", planary talk at Lattice 2007.

[69] M .Hasenbusch,Phys.Lett.B 519,177 (2001) [arX ivhep—at/0107019];M . Luscher, C om put.
Phys.Commun. 165,199 (2005) [arX v hep-lat/0409106];C .U rbach,K .Jansen, A . Shindler
and U .W enger, Com put. Phys.Commun. 174,87 (2006) [axX i hep-1at/0506011]; T . K aneko
etal. JLQCD Collaboration],PoS LAT 2006, 054 (2006) [arX iv hep-lat/0610036];L.Del
D ebbio, L .G usti, M . Luscher,R .Petronzio and N . Tantalo, JHEP 0602, 011 (2006)

[arX v hep-1at/0512021]; T . C hiarappa et al, Eur.Phys.J.C 50,373 (2007)
[arX v hep-1at/0606011 1.

[70] D .Kadoh etal [CS Collaboration ], arX 7v:0710.3467 [hep—-lat];N .Ukita etal [CS
C ollaboration ], arX iv:0710.3462 hep-lat].

[71] S.Durretal,arX 07104769 hep-at];S.Durretal, arX wv:0710 4866 [hep-at].

[72]1 G .Furlan,F G . Lannoy, C .Rossetti, and G . Segre, Nuovo C in . 38 (1965) 1747.

34



[731 JC .Hardy and IS.Towner,arX iv:0710.3181v1 [nuckth].

[74] R .Barbieriet al.,, Phys. Lett. 156B (1985) 348;K .Hagwara et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 75
(1995) 3605;A .Kurylov and M .Ram sey-M usolf, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2000) 071804.

[75] K . Ikado et al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 97, 251802 (2006) [arX iv hep-ex/0604018];B . Aubert et al.
BABAR Collaboration],Phys.Rev.D 76,052002 (2007) [arX v:0708 2260 Thep-ex]].

[76] K .G .Vosburgh Phys.etal,,Rev.D 6,1834, (1972).

[771M .Adinol etal. KLOE Collaboration], Phys.Lett.B 566,61 (2003)
[arX I hep-ex/0305035].

[78] A .Laietal. NA 48 Collaboration ], Phys. Lett.B 551, 7 (2003) [arX iv hep-ex/0210053].
[791 E.J.Ramberg etal. [E731 Collaboration], Phys.Rev.Lett. 70 2525 (1993).

[B0O] A .AviHaratietal KTeV Collaboration], Phys.Rev. Lett. 86 761 (2001).

[B1] E.Abouzaid etal. KTeV Collaboration],Phys.Rev.D 74 032004 (2006).

[82] G .D Ambrosio,M . M iragliuolo, P . Sartorelli, in \DA NE Physics Handbook", 231 (1992).
[83] V.P.Koptevetal, JETP Lett. 62,877 (1995) Pisna Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz. 61,865 (1995)].
B4]R.J.Ottand T .W .Pritchard,Phys.Rev.D 3,52 (1971).

[B5] F.Lobkowicz,A .C .M elissinos, Y .Nagashina, S. Tewksoury, H .Von Briesen and J.D . Fox,
Phys.Rev.185,1676 (1969).

B6]V.L.Fich,C.A. Quarls,H.C. W ikins,Phys.Rev.140,1088 (1965).

[87] T .Usher,M .Fero,M .Gee,N.A .Graf,M .M andekem,D . Schultz and J. Schultz, Phys.
Rev.D 45,3961 (1992).

[B8] A .O .W eissenberg et al.,, NucL Phys.B 115,55 (1975).
891 L.B. Auerbach etal, Phys.Rev.155,1505 (1967).
©P0]W .T.Ford etal., Phys. Rev. Lett. 25 1370 (1970).

91] A .Sheretal,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 91, 261802 (2003).

92] P.T .Eschstruth etal, Phys.Rev.165, 1487 (1968).
93] R .Cesteretal.,, Phys. Lett. 21, 343 (1966).

941K .Horie et al. KEK -E246 Collaboration], Phys.Lett. B 513,311 (2001)
[arX v hep-ex/0106006 1.

[95] J.Heintze et al.,, Phys.Lett. B 70,482 (1977).
96]1 D .R .Botterillet al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 21,776 (1968).

971 A .Alisio etal.  KLOE Collaboration], Phys. Lett.B 597,139 (2004)
[arX v hep-ex/0307054 1.

98]V .Bisietal., Nuovo Cin ento 35 768 (1965).
99] S.Pislak et al.,, Phys.Rev.D 67 072004 (2003).

[L00] H.Cramer,M athem aticalM ethods of Statistics, P rinceton U niversity P ress, 1946, proves
that this is the sm allest possible error.

35



A .BRS tprocedure

The tstoKj and K data are perfom ed with fortran program s. migrad is used for
the m Inin ization; errors are ocbtained w ith minos.

Supposewe have N m easuram ents of M quantities, eg., BR s, ratios of BR s, lifetim es,
or partial w idths, where N M as som e quantities are m easured by m ore than one
experin ent. D enote the N m easuram ents x;, and the expected value for each as calculated
from the free param eters of the t x;. W e also refer to the expected values for quantities
m easured by m ore than one experim ent by the indexm ,ie., x, withm = 1;M .

T he errors on the input param eters are denoted ;. A llerrors on the input param eters
are assum ed to beG aussian. For uncorrelated m easurem entsw ith statisticaland system atic
errors quoted separately, we add the ervors In quadrature. In m any cases, the results for
di erent quantities m easured by the sam e experin ent have correlated errors. T he errors
are then described by the covardiance m atrix Vi, with Vi = f and Vi3 = 45 1 5. The

expression to bem Inim ized is then

2 X\] )@J 1
= (xi xm)Ey x)V )y (A1)

=1 3=1
In practice, V isblock diagonal and only the relevant sub-m atrices are inverted.

Thepenalty m ethog isused to In plem ent the constraint on the sum ofthe BR s. In this
method,a term G (1 BR )% isadded to the 2 tobem nin ized. AsG is increased, the
constraint is enforced w ith greater and greater precision and the result of the t saturates
(until at som e very large value of G , problam s related to the precision of the calculation
set In). G is detem ined by trial and error; its value is 2 10 fortheK; tandl1 10°
for the K t. TheK ; tissomewhatm ore sensitive to the value of G , because theK 1,
BR s entering the t gpan three orders of m agnitude. A s a result, precision problem s have
a greater e ect on the constraint balance.

Once the thasbeen perform ed, scale factors are calculated and used as described in
the general introduction to the PDG com pilation. A s above, our N data points consist
ofm = 1;M djstjnctrg easured quantities, each of which ism easured by n, experi ents,
ndexed by kyy - N = ngy ). Here it isusefulto adopt the notation xp, i, mk, orthe
individualm easurem ents, and the notation x, for the expected valie for them ® quantity.
A fter the tisperfom ed once, the error ,, on X, isevaluated from the output covariance
m atrix for the free t param eters. T hen, the scale factor for the m easured quantity m is
calculated as

1 x 2
Srﬁ - M: @A 2)
l’lm kp =1 m kp m

Next, the ertors i, are scaled by the greater value of S, and unity. For subsets of
correlated m easurem ents (all from the sam e experim ent), the index k,, can be om itted
towrite Vipmo = nmmo m mo; the scale factors are applied to , and o0 and V and its
nverse are recalculated. Finally, the t is perform ed a second tim e. For each of the t
param eters, we report the central value from the st t,and the error (and correlations)
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from the second t. T he scale factors for the errors on the tparam eters arede ned as the
ratios of the errors from the second t to those from the rst. The value of 2 reported is
from the st t.

For the purposes of com parison, pullvalues are calculated for each m easurem ent sin ply
as (xi %)= 4.

For the BR /lifetin e ts, the errors are in general sym m etric to w ithin rounding error;
in any case we report the greater of the positive and negative m inos errors.

B.Fit for K; BR s and lifetim e

The 8 free param eters in the K;, t are BR(K «3), BRK 3), BR(3 %), BR( * 0y,
BR( * ),BR(O O),BR( ), and g, . The tmakes use of the 18 m easurem ents
in Table[L]]. W ith one constraint, the thas 11 degrees of freedom .

The di erences between our tand the 2006 PDG tare as follow s:

In our t,the intem ediateK TeV and K LO E values (ie., before applying constraints)
are the Inputs, and the com plete error m atrix is used to handle the correlations
between the m easuram ents from each experm ent. In the 2006 PDG t, the nal
KTeV and KLOE BR results were used and one m easurem ent involring BR (3 °)
was ram oved In each case.

Our tm akesuse of the prelin inary BR (3°) §]land new BR( * )/BR (Ke3) B3]
m easurem ents from NA 48.

Our t param eter BR (* ) is understood to be inclusive of the DE com ponent.
T his helps to satisfy the constraint. T he input data are treated consistently in this
respect.

W edonotm akeuse of them easurem ent of BR ( )/BR (O 0 ) from NA 31 (Burkhardt
'87), since both we and the PD G have excluded the otherm easurem ents from NA 31.

N otes on data in Table E

1. Direct m easurem ent of ¢, from 3 0 events; Independent of other KLOE m easure—

m ents ].

2. Wemake use of the KLOE results for themain K BRs (# 3, #4, # 6, and # 9)
obtained before applying constraints on the sum of the BRs ]. The BR values in
Tabl [l] thusdepend on g, as ollows:

BR

BR = T 0 ;
1+ 0:0128 ns (KL Ky )

w here KO L= 51:54 ns. T he errors listed for these values in R ef. ]include an explicit
contribution from the uncertainty on the reference value of x, . T hiscontribution has

been unfolded from the errors in Tablk[l]. In addition, these four BR m easurem ents
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Point Param eter Value Source Note
1 K 5092(30) ns  KLOE "05 1 (31
2 K. 51.54(44) ns  Vosburgh 72 741
3  BR(Kc3) 0.4049(21) KLOE 06 2 B4
4  BR(K 3) 02726(16) KLOE 06 2 [Bd1
5 BR(K 3)BR (Ke3) 0.6640(26) KTeV 04 3 211
6 BR(3?) 02018(24) KLOE 06 2 4]
7 BR@G %)=k, 3.795(58) MHz NA48 04 4 291
8 BR (3 °)=BR (K 3) 0.4782(55) KTev 04 3 11
9 BR( " 0) 01276(15)  KLOE 06 2 Bd1
10 BR(* 9)=BR(Ke) 03078(18) KTev 04 3 271
11 BR( " )=BR(K3) 0.004856(29) KTev 04 35 B
12 BR( " )=BR (K3) 0.004826(27) NA48 06 5 B3
13 BR( " )BRK 3) 0.007275(68) KLOE 06 5 B3]
14  BR (K «3)=BR (2 tracks) 0.4978(35) NA 48 04 6 291
15 BR( Y 9=BR @3 ?) 0.004446(25) K TeV 04 3 211
16 BR(? 9)=BR(*" ) 04391(13) PDG 06 7 631
17 BR( )=BR@3?) 000279(3)  KLOE 03 71
18 BR( )=BR@3?) 0.00281(2)  NA48 03 741

Table 11: Input data used for the tto K BRsand lifetim e.

are correlated by com m on system atics as describbed In KLO E Note 204, although the
full correlation m atrix is not given therein. T he correlation m atrix is as follow s:

3 4 6 9
3 1:000 0091 0:069 0:494
4 1:000 0:025 0267
6 1:000 0:074
9 1:000

3. The correlation m atrix for the K TeV relative BR m easurem ents (# 5, # 8, # 10, # 11,
and # 15) is as ollows R71:

5 8 10 11 15
5 1:00 0:14 021 024 0209

8 100 006 0207 030
10 1:00 049 004
11 100 007
15 1:00

4. This is based on the prelin inary NA 48 m easurem ent BR (3 O) = 0:1966(34), as re—
ported in Ref. ]. R .W anke has con m ed that the 2004 PDG value for i, was
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used to obtain this result. The NA 48 value for this BR scales directly w ith the life-
tin e value used. R . W anke has supplied the value In the tabl for the partialw dth,
w ith the contrdbution to the error on the BR from the uncertainty on theK ; lifetin e
unfolded.

5. The tvalueofBR( * ) ncludes the DE com ponent. The K LO E m easurem ent of
BR( * )/BR (K 3) @] (# 13) is nclusive of DE. The KTeV and NA 48 m easure—
mentsof BR( * )/BR (K o3) (# 11 and # 12, regpectively) are treated as ollow s.

W euse the average valuesof DE=(DE + IB ) from R eﬁm9E0]and|El ] together

withBR( * p;E > 20MeV)=BR(* )= 700 10° |83}, to calulate
that DE accounts for 1:52(7)% of the inclusive K, ! * width. The error

on this correction is negligible for the purposes of the t.

The KTeV measuran ent of BR (¥ )/BR Ko3) (# 11) excludes DE (in the
sense that Ref. @] says that DE is not in the generator for the acceptance
calculation). W e therefore subtract 1.52% from the t value of the ratio when
calculating the contribution to 2 from thisK TeV m easurem ent.

T he contrbution from DE to the NA 48 m easurem ent BR (* )=BR (K &3) =
4:835(22)(20) 10 ® is estin ated to be 0:19(1)% , which we subtract to obtain
value # 12. W e then handle the data point In the sameway aswedo or K TeV .

6. Forour t,BR (2 tracks) has to be calculated from the free t param eters. L ke the

PDG ,weuse

BR (2 tracks) = BR (K 3)+ BR (K 3 )+ 0:03508BR (3 ?)
+ BR( " oY+ BR( © ):

7. From the ETAFIT analysjs].

B .1 Results

Theresultsofthe tare summ arized in Table D T he output correlation m atrix is given in
Table. T he pullvalues for the inputm easuram ents are listed in Table @ W ith respect
to the 2006 PDG t,our thasa somewhat ower 2 probability.

W hen our t isrun without inclusion of points # 7 and # 12, without DE corrections
for the * channel, and with the m easurement of BR( )/BR (% ) from NA 31, we
reproduce the 2006 PDG tresult. In this con guration, the only di erence between our

t and the 2006 PDG t is the treatm ent of the BR and lifetin e data from KLOE and
KTeV .W e obtain the sam e values for all 8 t param eters, with “?=ndf= 149=10. Our
scale factors in this case are m ore uniform than those obtained in the 2006 PDG t; in
particular, or BR (K 3),BR (3 %), and BR ( * %Ywehave S = 12,11,and 14, to be
com pared w ith the second colum n of Table E

E xcluding them easurem ent of BR ( )/BR ( 0 O) from NA 31 hasa negligible e ect on
the t results, while the num ber of degrees of freedom is reduced by one, giving 2=ndf=
149=9 (9.4% ). Tuming on the DE correction degrades the tquality from ?=ndf= 14:9=9
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This t 2006 PDG

18 m easuram ents 17 m easuram ents
2=ndf= 19:7=11 (49% ) 2=ndf= 14:8=10 (14.0% )
Param eter Result S Result S
BR (K o3) 0.4058(9) 13 0.4053(15) 21
BR (K 3) 02706(8) 13 0.2702(7) 1.0
BR (3 %) 0.1943(10) 13 0.1956(14) 19
BR( * 0y 0.1259(8) 15 0.1256(5) 1.0
BR(*' ) 1986(7) 10° 12 1976(8) 10° 1.0
BR( % 0) 860(5) 10 * 15 869(4) 10 * 11
BR( ) 5:45(4) 10° 1.1 548(5) 10 * 12
BR (x,) 51.15(20) ns 11 51.14(21) ns 10

Table 12: Resultsof tto K BRsand lifetim e, w ith com parison to 2006 PDG  t.

+1:000 0:286 0422 0288 +0:112 0282 0:270 0:005
+1:000 0:378 0:217 0:046 0216 0241 +0:183
+1:000 0:354 0029 +0609 + 0637 0:036
+1:000 0:035 0205 0:226 0:127
+1:000 + 0205 0:020 0:033
+1:000 +0:387 0:029
+1:000 0:027
+1:000

Table 13: Correlation m atrix for output param eters of K |, t.

to0 196=9 (2.02% ). W hen polnts# 7 and # 12 are added, the tquality is slightly in proved
and the result in Table[I] is cbtained.

However, the t quality Improves dram atically when the PDG ETAFIT result for
BR( % %)/BR( " ) (#16) is rem oved. T his is true independently of w hether or not the
DE correction and/or the additional results are included. For exam ple, our sam e t w ith
the PDG ETAFIT point rem oved gives 2=ndf= 14:8=10 (13.9% ), w ith changes in the t
values for the BRsatthel Jevel. In allother con gurations (D E correction on/o ;points
#7,#12,NA31BR( )/BR(° 9) included/exclided), the t gives sin ilar results.

U sing the values of BR ( * )and BR( © 9) from our ts ncluding and excluding
the PDG ETAFIT point, we have evaluated Re “  from

BR( 0 0)
Rg —
BR( "™ )

withRg BR(Ks ! * )=BRE®gs ! 0 %)= 22549(54) B}]asdescribed in Sec. 4.

e= = ( 25 23 1d (w ithout ETAFIT );
(14 11) 10* (with ETAFIT );

o W
D

I°

[
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Point Param eter Source Pull

6 BR (3 %) KLOE 06 +2:74
2 KL Vosburgh 72 + 088
15 R(? 9=BR@B 9 KTeV ‘04 +0:81
9 R( " 0y KLOE 06 +0:71
4 RK 3) KLOE 06 +0:41
18 R( )=BR@3Y) NA 48 03 +031
12 R(*" )=BR Ke3) NA 48 06 +022

R(3 %= K. NA 48 '04 0:07

R (3 9)=BR (K o3) KTev 04 0:13
17 R ( ) =BR (3 ) KLOE 03 046
16 R(? 9=BR(* ) PDG 06 0:57
14 R (K o3 )=BR (2 tracks) NA 48 04 0:71
1 K. KLOE '05 0:78
13 (* )=BRK 3) KLOE 06 0:94
5 R (K 3)=BR (K o3) KTev 04 1:11
11 BR(* )=BR (K3) KTev 04 132
3 R (K e3) KLOE 06 1:37
10 (* O)=BR (K o3) KTeV 04 1:39

Table 14: Pullvalues for nputdata used n tto K BRsand lifetim e.

to be com pared to the current PDG average, (1657 2:3) 10%. TheETAFIT pointisvery
precise; when it is included, the tresultsorBR ( © °)/BR( * )arehighly constrained.
This pullsdown the value of BR ( 0 O),and,a]so of BR (3 O),vja the K TeV m easurem ent
of BR( % %)/BR (3 ?). Asseen from Table[14, the m easurem ent w ith the Jargest positive
pullon the tisthe KLOE m easurem ent of BR (3 0),whjch PDG has chosen to elin lnate
from the 2006 t as part of their treatm ent of the correlated K LO E m easurem ents.

W e em phasize that the valies of BR (K o3) and BR (K 3 ) are not a ected very much
by these developm ents. The scale factor, and hence the reported error, on BR (K 3) is
signi cantly am aller In our t, which spreads the pulls som ew hat m ore evenly over the
di erent m easuram ents than does the PDG  t.

C.Fit for K BR s and lifetim e

The 7 free param eters in theK  tareBR (K 5 ),BR( 9),BR( ),BR (Ke3),BR K 3),
BR( % %),and yx . The tmakesuse of the 26 m easurem ents in Tablk [[§. W ith one
constraint, the thas 24 degrees of freedom .

T he principaldi erence between the t perform ed here and the 2006 PDG t is that
our t includes the follow iIng recent m easuram ents:

Prelin nary ¢~ from KLOE (# 6,# 7);

Prelin lnary BR (K3) and BR (K 3 ) from KLOE (# 14, # 20);
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Point Param eter Valie Source N ote

1 K 12451(30) ns  Koptev 95 B3] 1
2 K 12368(41) ns Koptev 95 B3] 1
3 X 12380(16) ns Ott 71 [B4]

4 X 12272(36) ns  Lobkow icz %69 [83]

5 X 12.443(38) ns Fitch 65 [B4]

6 X 12367(78) ns  KLOE 06 [4]] 2
7 X 12391(55) ns KLOE 07 {471 2
8 BR (K ;) 0.6366(17) KLOE 06 441

9 BR( 9 02066(11)  KLOE 07 {411

10 BR( °)=BRX ,) 0.3329(48) U sher 92 [B]]

11 BR( %)=BRK ,) 0.3355(57) W eissenberg 776891

12 BR( 9)=BRK ;) 0.3277(65) Auerbach 67 [B9]

13 ( ) 4513(24)MHz Ford 770 [0]]

14 BR (Ke3) 0.04965(53) KLOE 07 BJ] 2A
15 BRE3)=BR( %+ K 5+ 29 0.1962(36) Sher 03 [01]

16 BR(Ke3)=BREK ,+ 9) 0.0616(22) E schstruth 6803 ]

17 BR(Ke3)=BREK p+ 9) 0.0589(21) Cester 66[P3]

18 BR(Ke3)=BR( 9) 02449 (16) ISTRA 07 [B9] 2
19 BR(Ke3)=BR( 9) 02470(10) NA 48 07 3] 5
20 BR(K 3) 0.03233(39) KLOE 07 BJ] 2A
21  BR(E 3)BR( 9) 0.1636(7) NA48 07 1] 5
22 BR(K 3)=BR (K 3) 0671(11) Horde 01 4]

23 BR(K 3)=BR (K3) 0.670(14) Heintze 77 P3}]

24  BR(K 3)=BR (K e3) 0.667(17) Botterill %68 {oq]

25 BR( ° 9 0.01763(26) KLOE 04 []]

26 BR( ° 9)=BR( ) 0.303(9) B isi 65 [9§]

Table 15: Input data used forthe tto K BRsand lifetim e.

Prelin inary BR ( %) from KLOE (#9);
Prelin inary BR (K3)/BR ( °) from ISTRA+ (# 18);
BR (K3)/BR( Y) (#19)and BR (K 3)/BR( ©) from NA48/2 (# 21).

T hese new m easurem ents have a profound in pact on the resultsofthe t. O therdi erences
are as ollow s.

In the 2006 PDG t,BR (O O ) is a free param eter (but curiously, BR( e ), for
w hich there is a published m easurem ent from E 865 w ith m uch higher accuracy @],
isnot). The PDG t therefore uses three m easuram ents involving BR ( 0 0g ) and
BR( ? % )/BR (Ko3) that are not used in our t.
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W e don't use the six BR m easurem ents from Chiang 72. O ur reading of C hiang
"712 suggests that no attem pt was m ade to In plam ent radiative corrections for the
branching ratio analysis. In addition, the six BR m easuram ents from Chiang 72 are
constrained to sum to unity. The correlation m atrix is not available. PDG om its
BR ( ).

It would be highly desirable to discard m any other old m easuram ents in the K t as
2006 PDG hasdone for the K t. Unfortunately, are no recent m easurem ents involving
BR ( ). Asa result, the tisunstabl if only recent m easurem ents are used.

N otes on data in Table [

1. The only di erence between the K optev m easurem ents is the m aterial used for the
kaon stopper (# 1{U, # 2{Cu).

2. Prelim inary m easurem ent.
3. The dependence of these BRson theK  lifetin e is accounted for in the t:
BR = BR? [1+ 0:0405( 4 2]

where BRY is evaluated with , = 12:360 ns. The uncertainty from the value of
x may not have been properly unfolded. In addition, these two m easuram ents
are have a correlation coe cient of 0.627, m ainly from the use of comm on e ciency

corrections.

%),

4. The recent NA 48 publication ]gjyes values for BR (K «3)/BR (
BR (K 3)/BR( °).Thevalie of BR (K .3)/BR( °)hasbeen updated at KAONO7.

C .1 Results

The results of the tare summ arized In Table E T he output correlation m atrix is given
in Table. T he pull values for the input m easurem ents are listed in Table E T he poor
t quality derives from the follow ing sources.

The tquality is signi cantly degraded by the scatter in the ve olderm easurem ents
of ¢ ;when these are replaced w ith their PDG average w ith scaled error, ¢ =
12:385(25) ns, the tgives 2ndf= 24:3=16 (8.4% ), with no signi cant changes in
the results. Note that after this treatm ent the t quality is about the sam e as it is
for the 2006 PDG t (which, however, includes all of the oder y m easurem ents
w ithout taking the average).

There is som e con ict am ong the newer m easurem ents involving BR (K.3), as seen
from thepulls for the NA 48 07 (# 19),Sher 03 (# 15),ISTRA 07 (# 20),and KLOE
07 (# 14) measuram ents: + 1:04, 026, 0:74,and 2:13,respect'1vely.(Tab]ES).

T he evolution of the average values of the BR s for K ,; decays and for the in portant
nom alization channels as a result of the introduction of the prelim inary m easurem ents is
evident in Fi. E The guredram atically illustrates why experin ents that m easure ratios
such asBR (K «3)=BR ( 0 ) should alwvays quote the ratio w ith usable errors, in addition to
the nom alized, nalvalue.
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This t 2006 PDG

26 m easuram ents 26 m easuram ents
2=ndf= 42=20 (031% ) “=ndf= 30=19 (52% )

Param eter Result S Result S
BR (K ;) 63.57(11)% 11 63.44(14)% 12
BR( ) 20 .64(8)% 11 20.92(12)% 11
BR ( ) 5595(31)% 1.0 5590(31)% 11
BR (K e3) 5.078(25)% 12 498(7)% 13
BR (K 3) 3.365(27)% 1.7 332(6)% 12
BR( 00 1.750(24)% 11 1.757(24)% 11
BR( % %) Notin t 22(4) 10° 10
BR(x ) 12.384(19) ns 1.7 12.385(24) ns 21

Table 16: Resultsof ttoK BRsand lifetin e, w ith com parison to 2006 PDG  t.

1:000 0:874 0:170 0:725 0:548 0:258 0:045

1:000 0:121 0610 0:333 0:031 0:032
1:000 0:100 0074 0055 0:273
1:000 0:442 0:009 0:030
1:000 0:010 0:020
1:000 0:010
1:000

Table 17: Correlation m atrix for output param eters of K t.

D . A verages of form -factor slopes

D .1 Procedure

W e work principally with quadratic form -factor slope param etrization. To average the
form ~factor slopes,a  ° twith correlations is perform ed. Scale factors for the errors are
calculated as described in section El . For the tto the form -factor slopes, since there are
no m easuram ents of com binations of the t param eters, the scale factors can be obtained
directly from Eq. (@). Because of the high degree of correlation in the m easurem ents
of Yand @, a large scalke factor may result . a snall change in 2 from the ts. We
therefore report scaled errors only when the value of ?=ndf is unsatisfactory.

D .2 Input data
The data used in the t are summ arized in Tabl @ T he follow Ing notes apply to the
table entries.

1. nourcombined tstoK o3 and K 3 data,we use the averages quoted by K LO E and
K TeV rather than using their K o3 and K 3 m easurem ents separately. In any event,
our averages of the K .3 and K 3 results from each experin ent have good values of
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Point Param eter Source Pull

1 K K optev 95 + 225
11  BR( %)=BREK ;) W eissenberg 776 + 189
10 BR( %)=BR(K ;) U sher 92 +1:70
5 X Fich %65 +156
21 BR(X 3)=BR( ) NA 48 07 +1:04
19 BR(Ke3)=BR( 9) NA 48 107 +103
22 BR (K 3)=BR (K &3) Horie 01 +0:76
16 BR(Ee3)=BREK ,+ 9) Eschstruth 68  + 0:59
8 BR (K ,) KLOE 06 +052
23 BR (K 3)=BR (K &3) Heintze 77 +052
25 BR( 9 KLOE 04 +052
12 BR( %)=BR(K ;) Auerbach 67 +0:46
24  BR(K 3)=BR (K 3) B otterill 68 +026
7 X KLOE 07 +0:14
13 ( ) Ford 770 022
6 X KLOE '06 021

X ott 71 022
15 BREKs)BREK 35+ %+ 29 Sher03 026
2 K K optev 95 0:38
17 BR(Ke3)BRE ,+ ) C ester /66 067
20 BR(Ke3)=BR( 9) ISTRA 07 0:74
26  BR( ? 9)=BR( ) Bisi 65 1:07
14 BR (K 3) KLOE 07 213
4 K Lobkow icz 71 3:10
20 BRK 3) KLOE 07 341

Table 18: Pullvaliles for nputdata used n tto K BRsand lifetine.

2=ndf and con m the results quoted by the experin ents, ncliding the correlation
coe clents.

. The exact value of ( 9 ; EO) is not available for the NA 48 K o3 m easurem ent. NA 48
and PDG together estimated = 0:88; thisvalue appears In the 2006 PDG listings
£3). Forusewith Eq. @3),weput P =2 EO(NA%).

.An o cialvalue of ( E ; EO) is not available for the ISTRA + K o3 m easurem ent;

the value in the Table was obtained directly from the collaboration. For use with
0 ISTRA) 0} 2 O(ISTRA) . 2

Eq.@),weput ;s =C 3 and [ = 2C* | ,2withC = m +=m o) =

1:069223.

. Systam atic errors for the ISTRA+ quadratic t results for K 3 are not given in
Ref. ]; the errors in the table are statisticalonly. N or are the correlation coe cients
available; these have been obtained directly from the collaboration. For use with
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Eqg. @), 9 and Soare converted as above; we also put g = C éISTRA):ana]ly,

we note that no Inform ation conceming the treatm ent of radiative corrections is
given in Ref. ]. Failure to account for radiative e ects could result in a noticeable
system atic shift In the slope results.

Forthe KLOE and K TeV form -factor slope m easuram ents, the correlation coe cients
apply to the total errors (statistical and system atic). For the ISTRA+ and NA 48 K ;3
slopes, the correlation coe cients appear to apply to the statistical errors. In our ts,we
assum e that the correlation coe cients apply to the total errors on the form -factor slopes
(statistical and system atic). T his approxin ation is m otivated as follow s. In general, the
system atic errors are estin ated by varying analysis param eters and re tting. In that case,
the statistical correlations naturally presentw illalso a ect the excursionsdue to system atic
variations, see A ppendix [].

D .3 Fit results for K /3 slopes excluding NA 48 K 3 data

The result of our t to alldata is presented In Table El A s discussed in Sec. , the
NA 48 K ;3 form factor slope m easurem ents are In contrast w ith the results from the other
experin ents. A san exercise,we tallresultsin Table E except the NA 48 m easurem ent of
theK 3 slopes @]. T he results are shown In Table. The rstcolum n of the table gives
the results of the t to all other m easurem ents from K LO E ; the second gives the results
of the tto theK ; measuraments from KLOE ,KTe&V , and the K 1, .3 m easurem ent from
NA 48.

T he evaluations of the phase—space

K d K K
integrals for all four m odes are listed L a; L ;ny
in each case. C orrelations are fully ac— MZeas(;Jfren ents 13/9 (249% ) 9/5 (12.3% )

. . =n 9% %
counted for,both in the tsand in the 0 15 . 08 i 1
evaluation of the integrals. The val- Eo 16 Lt 04 s ou
ues of 2=ndf do not raise any signi - * 16 16.'0 O. o 14‘ . 1'.1
cant concems about the com patibility 0 0. o ’ 094 ’ : 095
of the input data. The tto alldata (i) :
(%5 o) +026 +028
gives “=ndf= 126=10 (25.0% ). o
T he evalnations of the phase-space 0
. s for all £ g , I(K 53) 0.15459(20)  0.15446(27)
ntegra T a rm odes are listed
. tegCh c u]atjo faTly T(K .3) 0.15894(21) 0.15881(28)
In each case. Corre nsare ac—
ted for. both i1 the tsand o th I(K 03) 0.10268(20)  0.10236(28)
coun r,both in the and in the
ation of the i s Th N IK 3) 0.10559(20)  0.10532(29)
evaliation o e Integrals. e val-
= (Ie37I3) + 0:59 + 062

ues of 2=ndfdo not raise any signi —
cant concems about the com patibility
of the mputdata. The tto alldata
gives 2=ndf= 12=9 (223% ).

Table 20: Averagesofquadratic tresults forK o3 and

K 3 slopes, excluding new K 3 data from NA 48.
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E . Error estin ates

It is quite easy to estin ate the ideal error in the m easurem ents of a set of param eters
p=(P1;P2iii:Pn) from  thing som e distribbution function to experin entally determ ined
spectra. Let F (p;x) be a probability density function, PDF , where p is som e param eter
vector, which we want to determ ine and x is a running variable, Iike t. T he inverse of the
covariance m atrix for them axim um lkelihhood estin ate of the param eters is given by I:

G = @°InL
Y Gpilp;
from which, for N events, it trivially follow s:
Z
1 1 @F @F
G .= N — —_— ;
= F @p; @py

with d the appropriate volum e elem ent. W e use In the follow ing the above relation to
estin ate the errors on the FF param eters for one and tw o param eters expression ofthe FF s
1 (t) and f5(t). The errors in any realistic experim ent w i1l be larger than our estin ates,
typically two to three tin es. T he above estim ates are usefuil for the understanding of the
problem s in the determ ination of the param eters in question. T he elem ents of G depend on
the values of the param eters. In the case of the form factors, the errorson the param eters
change Insigni cantly for 10% changes of the param eters. In other words the errors do not
depend on the data being tted and the correlations apply also to the system atic part of
the errors.

E .l K3 decays

For a quadratic FF, f(t) = 1+ ¢ (=m?)+ ( P=2)(t=m ?)?, the inverse of the covariance
matrix G | ! , the covariance m atrix G , and the correlation m atrix are:

! ! !
5937 13867 1 12582 0606 1 945

13867 362405 = N 0606 0508 1

T he square root of the diagonal elem ents of G , gives the errors, which for one m illion
events are 9 =0.00126, EO= 0.00051. The correlation isvery close to  1,m eaning that,
because of statistical uctuation of the bin counts,a twilltrade ¢ for @ and that the
errors are enlarged. A t for a linear FF, £(t) = 1+ E (t=m 2) in fact gives 9= 0.029
instead of 0.025 and an error sm aller by  3:

0 p—
;= G, (1;1)= 0:0004:

A sin ple rule of thum b is that gnoring a £ term , .ncreases 9 by 35 93. ForK 3 decays
the presence of a £ term in the FF is m ¥ established. It is however not fully justi ed
to t for two param eters connected by the sin ple relation 93= 2 E 2. T he authors of ref.
] explicitly give an error for their estin ate of the coe cient of the t ¢ tem s.
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E .2 K 3 decays

The scalar FF only contributes to K 3 decays. D ealing w ith these decays is m uch harder
because: a) —the branching ratio is an aller, resulting in reduced statistics,b) —the E ort
range in the decay is sm aller, c) — it is In general harder to obtain an undistorted spectrum

and d) —m ore param eters are necessary. T his is quite well evidenced by the w ide range of
answ ers obtained by di erent experin ents [§, £3, b4, F31. A ssum ing that both scalar and
vector FF are given by quadratic polynom ials as in Eq. @), ordering the param eters as

0 ® 0 ® . 1
or or + and [ ,thematricesG ,_ ,
0

and G gg 4+ ,are:

164 544 101 390 ! 63:92 1200 923 1971
544 182 301 12'3(% 1 E 1200 18:& 272 59(%
101 301 147 424K ' N_% 923 272 148 49K

390 123 424 138 197 59 48 34

B
B

N
g

and the correlations, ignoring the diagonal tem s, are:

09996 0974 091
B 0978 0:919% : E 1)
0:976

A 1l correlations are very close to 1. In particular the correlations between 8 and gois
99.96% , re ecting In vary large 8 and g)errors. W e m ght ask what the error on
8 and gom ight be if we had perfect know ledge of 9 and . The inverse covariance
m atrix is give by the elem ents (1,1), (1,2), (2,1) and (2,2) of theG oi , matrix above. The

covariance m atrix therefore is :
|

0. @ 0 o 1 82’ 20
Go(gi ofor ., ; known)= — o o

For onem illion events we have  J=0.0024, about 4  the expected value of J. In other
words 80 is lkely to be never m easurable. It is however a m istake to assum e a scalar
FF linear i t, because the coe cient of t will absorb the coe cient of a t 2 tem , agai
multiplied by 35. Thusa realvalue 8= 0.014 is shifted by the tto 0.017, having used

the param etrization of R ef. @ 1.

E .3 From the linear to the dispersive param etrization

T he results on the FFs obtained w ith the linear param etrization can be used to determ ine
the param eter of the dispersive param etrization. A s shown in the previous section the
correlation between Jand Qisclsetolandany tto J, Pfom K 3 decayswillgive
values satisfying the relation:

P=tan J+B; E 2)

tan is ndependent on the num ber of events of the experm ent

2 1
tan2 = 222 with1= ;2= O (E 3)
2 1
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= 0.002
o

0.001 -

F igure 12: Linearparam etrization extrapolation along correlation line and relation from dispersive
param etrization.

and am ounts to 0.3. B can be determ ined from the experim ental results for ( obtained
using the linear param etrization ( 80= 0).

T herefore we can translate the results for ¢ In any new param etrization w ith only one
param eter w ith aln ost negliglble 3th order term . In particular the dispersive param etriza—
tion gives:

O- 924 (416 050) 10° (E 4)

the procedure is shown in qure [ or o= (15 1) 10°.
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Experin ent 0 16 ® 10 o 10 (%2; M 95 0) ;0 Analysis Note
KLOE K e3 [49] 255 18 14 08 0:95 tfrom K !
KLOE K; 3 [52] 223 105 48 52 91 65 0:97 + 081 091 E
KLOE K e3- 3 [52] 256 18 15 08 154 22 0:95 + 029 0:38 average
KTeV K e3 [48] 2167 1:99 287 0:78 097 A
KTeV K 3 [48] 1703 365 443 149 1281 183 0:96 + 065 0:75 ()
3 KTeV Ky, e3- 3 [48] 2064 175 320 0069 1372 131 0:97 +0:34 0:44 average
NA48 Ky e3 [51] 280 24 04 09 0:88 E itow ithign) 2
NA48 K 3 [54] 205 33 26 13 95 14 0:96 + 063 0:73 (Y 58w
ISTRA+ K e3 [50] 2485 1:66 192 0:94 095 (Y8) ¢ 3
ISTRA+ K 3 [B3] 22099 642 229 229 1741 225 0:82 0:12 041 (Yiz)oc t 4

O
] O ]

|:| Elablﬂg\/l easurem ents of K .3 form -factor slopes. Values m arked w ith an asterisk involve additional assum ptions; see notes In text.



