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The possibility of the failure of CP invariance in an electromagnetic interaction provokes interest in the
possibility that CP-violating amplitudes with |AT'| > play a significant role in the decays Kz — x+r~ and
K% — 270 Such a model has been invented by Truong. We give a reformulation of this model which is
characterized by an exceedingly simple derivation. The assumptions or approximations made at any point
can be clearly stated and simply understood. Using a representative value of the pion-pion S-wave coupling
parameter, and the measured branching ratio |7*~|2 for K;® — »*z~ to K" — n*n~, we estimate on the
basis of this model (I) the branching ratio for K1 — 2 to K1 — =z~ to be about 1.8; (II) the branching
ratio for K10(Ks%) — I=4a*+45; to K12(K s%) — T+~ to be about 140.0001 (with AS=AQ); (III) the
magnitude of the mass difference between K s and K19 to be |Am| = |mg—my|=20.42, in units of the K s°
decay rate; (IV) the phase of 7~ to be 5 (or 7+%)=21.2 radians for Am >0, or =21.9 radians for Am <0. The
first two numbers are significantly different from those given earlier by Truong. The predictions (I) and
(II) differ decidedly from the corresponding predictions of the theory with “superweak,” CP-violating,
|AS| =2 interactions. If the amplitude for K s° — 2 is depressed by SU (3) symmetry by a factor =23, we
find that the real and imaginary parts of the |AT'| >% amplitude in K°(&K% — 2r are comparable in magni-
tude, as might be expected if they arise from a CP-violating electromagnetic correction to a |[AT | =3} inter-
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action, or, more generally, if CP violation is intrinsic to whatever causes |AT| >3.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE question of the CP invariance of electromag-
netic interactions has recently been raised.!:? It
was found? that the experimental evidence is not in-
consistent with a significant failure of CP and T in-
variance in an electromagnetic interaction. This ques-
tion was raised™? specifically in connection with the
observation®7 of the decay Kp°— «*r—. In Ref. 1 it
was argued that a CP-noninvariant electromagnetic
interaction could provide a radiative correction to a CP
invariant weak interaction satisfying the leptonic and
nonleptonic |AT|=4% rules and that this could lead to
|AT|>% nonleptonic decay amplitudes which would
violate CP and perhaps play a significant role in
K1 °— 7tr—. Of course, such CP-violating radiative cor-
rections would also occur in the off-diagonal elements of
the mass-matrix,® p? and ¢2, which serve to define the
states Ks® and K°.
From a less specific point of view, the possibility of CP
violation in |AT|>% amplitudes can be examined with-
out prejudice as to the origin of these amplitudes. They
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might be intrinsic to the weak interaction itself. This is
the viewpoint taken by Truong,? who proceeded to con-
struct and parametrize such a model and to estimate its
consequences.

In this paper Truong’s model is reformulated. The
derivation is exceedingly elementary, which befits the
essential simplicity of the model. The approximations
that are made are clearly stated. The two essential
parameters of the model are estimated and from these,
four quantities, presently being measured in several
experiments, are calculated. The resulting estimates for
these quantities on the basis of this model are: (I) the
branching ratio for K1®— 27° to K% — =tn~ is about
1.8; (I1) the branching ratio for K%K s®) — I=+nt-+7;
to Kp%(Kg% — r+n~+»; is about 140.0001 (with
AS=AQ); (III) the magnitude of the mass difference
between K and K;° is |Am|=|ms—m|=2042, in
units of the Ks® decay rate; (IV) the phase 5 of the
amplitude for K °— wtr— relative to that of the ampli-
tude for K% — w+r— satisfies n (or m+n)==1.2 radians
for Am>0, or =~1.9 radians for Am<0. Results (I)
and (II) are different from those initially obtained by
Truong.® This is due, in part, to calculational errors in
Ref. 9.10

In the next two sections we give the model and cal-
culate estimates of its experimental consequences. In
the last section, we discuss the possible value of the
model and its manifest shortcomings.

II. MODEL FOR K.’— 2=

The basic assumption is to attribute a significant CP
violation to a |AT|>% interaction assumed to be in-
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volved in the decays K®— 2x, K®— 2. Such an inter-
action will lead to the T'=2, S-wave state of two pions,
with amplitudes defined as follows8:

Agei52= az(ﬁ/Zm)llz COS&zei(M_H’)
=((=)2r(T=2)|Hw|K"), (la)
Ao*e?2=ay(P/2m) /2 cosdagt b9
=((=)2m(T=2)|Hw|K®. (1b)

Hyw is the weak interaction Hamiltonian; ¢ is the CP-
violating phase; 8. is the pion-pion scattering phase
shift in the T'=2, S-wave state at total center-of-mass
energy m, the K-meson mass; 7 is the pion momentum
at this energy. The amplitude a; is real, and 8, is ap-
proximated as real. The real® amplitude 4o(ao) for de-
cays into the T'=0, S-wave state of two pions, with
phase shift 8, is defined by

A e = ao(p/2m)'?% cosdoei®
()2 (T=0) | Hy K
=((=)2r(T=0)|Hw|K®). (2)

The factors e®icosd;j(j=0,2) will be recognized as
simply the Gell-Mann-Watson!! final-state factors that
were generalized by Takeda'? and by Dalitz and Tuan!®
to the two-particle decay of a system at rest. Now it is
assumed that ¢ is a constant. Further, for the moment,
we treat a¢o and a@. as constants. We will modify this
assumption in a particular way in the paragraph fol-
lowing Eq. (16) of this section. The latter assumption
is quite restrictive because the amplitude a; is the off-
diagonal element (without the CP-violating phase) of
the 2X2 K matrix, K;, formed from the K° (or K®) and
the two-pion state.’® All of the elements of K; have a
pole at a dynamical resonance in the two-pion system.
We will, in fact, implicitly assume no resonant or near-
resonant behavior for 8, and 8, at least at “low” ener-
gies, of order m. This assumption, and the model of
pion-pion S-wave scattering discussed below which
embodies it, do not blatantly contradict any experi-
mentally established knowledge of this system.
The short- and long-lived states are given by

| K%)= (2)"*(p| K°)+¢| K, (3a)
| K10)=(2)"%(p| K%)—q| K?)), (3b)
with®
¢*= A+ A2ty xstiys M ,— M, (4a)
Pp2=A*+(42*) - wi—iyitwsr—iys.+iM ,+M;. (4b)

The next assumption is to set y:=vy3,=0 (y:=0 would,
of course, follow from a AS=AQ rule). Thus, CP viola-
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tion here resides in ¢#0, and/or M ,%0. M; will be
nonzero, and it is in fact, the essence of the model to
compute M, under the further assumption that domi-
nant contributions to (¢M,—M;) come from the 7=0
and T'=2 two-pion states and can be expressed in terms
of Ao, As, 8o, and ;. From the viewpoint of CP-
violating radiative corrections there will surely be other
contributions to M;; these are simply neglected (as
is y3x) in the hope that they are small.}* With all these
approximations, we have

pr= poit pate i, (5a)
¢*=go’+g’ete, (5b)
pi’=q¢i* j=0,2, (5¢)
2M ;= p2—g?+2i| 5| 2 sin2e, (5d)

where the subscripts j=0 and j=2 denote the con-
tributions from the 7'=0 and T'=2 two-pion states,
respectively.

Now we consider the following expression for the
pi% with p the pion mass:

pit=Fil (m)

idj2

| €% cosd;| 2[ (s—4u?)/s]V2ds

(6
47 4y (s—mz—in)
This is the elementary expression for the two-pion self-
energy graph with the assumption that at vertices for
emission (absorption) of the two pions by K or K° we
have the factors a;e® cosd;(a;e="% cosd;) for virtual
pions, as well as for real pions. The problem is to express
the quantity in Eq. (6) in terms of a model of pion-pion
S-wave scattering.

Consider a model of this scattering defined by the
Hamiltonian

3
H=Hy+4m\ Y ¢ 2012, (7

Jik=1

with H, the free-field Hamiltonian and A the dimension-
less pion-pion S-wave coupling parameter. By well-
known manipulations,’® the equation satisfied by the
T-matrix element in a given isotopic spin state 7, for
the scattering of pions of momenta k and —k into pions
of momenta p and —p, is found to be

Ti(p)=4n((—)p,— p| Ni¢*| — K)o
=dm(—p|\o?*| —K)pppr
+ (4m)X(— p|Ng* (2w, — H+in)"Ng® | —K)popr
— (4m)X—p| N’ [H+20p— (wptwi) I
X )\J¢3{ - k>PpPk . (8)
14 Recall that if one considers only the 7'=0 two-pion state with
constant CP violating phase, then Ki'+> 27. See S. Weinberg,
Phys. Rev. 110, 782 (1958). The failure of this argument for
energy-dependent phases was first noted in R. G. Sachs and S. B.

Treiman, Phys. Rev. Letters 8, 137 (1962).
15 See, for example, G. C. Wick, Rev. Mod. Phys. 27, 339 (1955).
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InEq. (8), wi= (K442 w,= (p*+4%)""2 pp= 201) /%,
p»= (20,712 \;j/4=5\ for =0 and \;/4=2\ for j=2;
¢? and ¢ are merely symbolic for a product of two and
three distinct pion field operators, respectively. The
following approximations are now made on the right-
hand side of Eq. (8): (a) expand in a complete set of
eigenstates of H on one side of the energy denominators
and retain only the “lowest” state—that with two pions
(of momenta q and —gq, to be summed over); (b) in the
energy denominator of the third term neglect quantities
of order (wp+wr)/(2wy+20,); (c) treat the first term in
the Born approximation. [ Note that it is the four-pion
intermediate state in the second term of Eq. (8) which
contains the so-called “bootstrap” type of graph—this
is therefore being neglected. ] Then Eq. (8) reads

T (p)=4mNi(pppr)?
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Define #;(w,) by
Tw(p) = 4mh;(wp)Ni(ppor) . (10)
Then Eq. (9) reads
2N, | hi(wq) | 2gdw
hi(wp)=1—— : : —. (11)
(qu)2 (2“’17)2_ m
The well-known solution is
b gdw !
)= 14 / ———[.
2r ), (qu"‘*’pz"iﬂ)

We assume that cutoff functions implicit in the inter-
action Hamiltonian in Eq. (7) and in the weak vertices
of the self-energy graph, as represented for illustration

by a cutoff M on the integrals in Egs. (6), (9), (11), and
(12), serve to define a finite result. From Egs. (10) and
() (12) and the following expression for the differential

_ / (T (@))*Tw(g) (dag)

[(2w0)2— (2w,)?—in](2) cross section
do; |€¥ising;|? dp
= = 7o) 2 13)
aQ s | Qoo E| gespmto
we have
dop
hi(wp) = ——r¢%%i sing;, (14a)
Ni
Aj P M gdw, TP N(wp)p
tang;= —— P [ =— )
4w,, 27r p OlE—wy? Wy
with
2N (wp) gdw,
\/A= {x ) / [1— ’ / || =z, (14b)
02— 2
14 q D
Assume N\;7(m/2)=\;/4, for simplicity. Substituting from Eq. (14a) for %; into Eq. (11), and noting the approxi-

mation in the preceding sentence, we have for 2w,=m and 2w,=+/s
A" (m/2)Z;(m/2) /“‘“ | (4wg/ g\j) et sind;|* [(s—4u?)/s]1ds
4,

ZiY(m/2) cotdi(ei¥ sind;— Z;(m/2) tand;)= —
u? (S—mz—in)

, (15)

™
or

M2 | Z~1(w,)ei% cosd; [2[(s-4;42)/s]1/2ds

—1i(p/2m)e*% cosd; ——————/ (16)

s—m2—iy

Consider now the modification of the integrand on the right-hand side of Eq. (6) that would result from modifying
the constant K-matrix elements a; to include in perturbation theory the sum of any number of two-pion “bubbles”
following, or preceding, one of the two weak vertices. Expanding the expression for Z;7!(w) from Eq. (14a) in
powers of \;/4 we immediately recognize this series as the desired sum. Thus, such a modification would result in
inserting a factor of Z;7%(w,) into the integrand of Eq. (6). (Such a modification, in dispersion theory, results in
insertion of the square of the Muskhelishvili-Omnes factor,

Ccoss(s)] exp(f / “ Bj(sl)ds') .

2 §'—s

Upon expanding the exponential factor to lowest order in A\;”, using é;=~ tand;, one shows the essential equivalence
of this to Z;7(s) cosd;(s), for slowly varying, small phase shifts.)
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Comparing the right-hand of Eq. (16) with that of the modified Eq. (6) we obtain an approximate relationship
between the self-energy part and the pion-pion scattering,

£7= 0 =a;(p/2m)e+ % cosd. an

Equation (17) represents the essence of this simple model derived in an elementary manner, with the many
approximations rather manifest.

Since the quantity |4s| can be estimated from the rate for K+ — % the parameters of the model are A and ¢.
In the next section we estimate ¢ from experiment, and choosing a representative value of A, we calculate from the
model several quantities to be measured by further experiments.

III. CALCULATIONS AND RESULTS
We estimate | 4»/A4,| from the experimental ratio of the rate for K+ — 70 to that for K¢ — 2,
y=|A42/A40|2=2/630, (18)

where « is a factor <1 arising from the possible SU(3) depression!®:!” of the amplitude for K3 — 2x. From Eqgs.
1), (2), (), (5), and (17), we have?

. - %621——6: 1—detid| A/ Ag|*(cosdo/cosds) sin2e, (19a)
P 143e
with
A= (62—d0),
P Lo
7 =5—|—\72_e Im(45/4,), (19b)
M;=+]4,|?tand, sin2¢, (19¢)

Mr= ms—mp= (21)~1(P2+92__ 24 02— 2 l Az[ 2 COSZ(p—le— 2963«,,): —1:(?02—‘1402): +A 02 tan60 . (19(1)

(A) Because of the smallness of € given by Eq. (19a), we can obtain an estimate of ¢ to first order in v from Eq.
(19b), neglecting e.

Rate(K 1 — 7tr™)

Rate(K g0 — wtr™)

- |n+‘lzz%|1m(Az/Ao)|2=<Ex66> sin?e. (20)

From the experimental result,? |7+~|2223.6)X107%, we obtain, for x=1, | ¢|=20.067 rad; for =1, | ¢|=20.2
rad. (B) We must now take a value for the pion-pion coupling parameter, \, which determines A¢" and \o".
[Ttis clear from Eq. (19d) that \ fixes Am, or can be fitted to Am; we consider that Am has not been experimentally
established. ] As a representative value, not inconsistent with what is known from strong-interaction experiments
relating to the pion-pion S-wave interaction at low energies,'® we take A=F0.2. Then \o"(m/2)=2F1, \o"(m/2)
=50.4, and we expect Am==2-4-0.42 T'g, where the upper sign refers to an attractive pion-pion interaction, and the
lower sign to a repulsive pion-pion interaction. (C) We estimate!® the branching ratio, bz, for K10 — 2% to
K0 — rtr

00

1

v(cosdo/cosds) sin2¢—2V2(y)/2sinp |2
v(cosdy/cosds) sin2¢+V2(y)V/2 sine

n

LS|

217]+~i 2

(21)

2

11(24/v)(cosdy/cosds) — 2V2
o= =~1.75 for x2=1,

) (20/7) (cos8y/cosds)+V2

16 N. Cabbibo, Phys. Rev. Letters 12, 62 (1964).

17 M. Gell-Mann, Phys. Rev. Letters 12, 155 (1964).

18 See, in particular, H. J. Schnitzer, Phys. Rev. 125, 1059 (1962).

19 We assume here a2/ao>0 (with —7/2< <7 /2). The assumption as/a;<0 gives ,222.3.
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where
790=2%e—iV2eiA Im(As/Ay).

(D) We estimate the phase 5 of 5+—. We have
|7t e~ Leir/2+8) Ly (cosdo/cosde) sin2 p+V2(y)Esine} ,

or
n or w+n=(r/2)+A. (22)

Taking into account the unknown sign of Am, we cal-
culate for x=1

n or w+n=1.20 radians for Am>0,

2
=~1.95 radians for Am<0. 23)

(E) Finally, we estimate the magnitude of the charge
asymmetry, |7|, defined as one minus the ratio of the
rate for K%K s% — I=+nt+7, to that for K %K s%) —
l++1r“+vl.

[r|=11—1g/p1?|
| 2y(cosdo/cosds) sinA sin2¢|=20.0139,

for x=1. Thus, for all practical purposes, a zero charge
asymmetry is expected from the particular mechanism
of CP violation in the |AT|>% two-pion amplitude.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have given an elementary derivation of a model
invented by Truong to illustrate the possible conse-
quences of CP violation in the |AT|>% amplitudes for
K°(K° — 2. The estimates for four quantities of ex-
perimental importance are summarized in (I)-(IV) of
the Introduction—(I) and (IT) would seem to be crucial
tests of the model. Both of these predictions differ de-
cidedly from the corresponding predictions of the rather
appealing theory??:2! with “‘super-weak,” CP-violating,
|AS|=2 interactions. (See, however, the concluding
paragraph below.)

Some remarks about the model: It is surely over-
simplified, and many approximations are made. Yet,
after the phase ¢ is fixed from the basic observation of
K1 — wtr—, the model makes semiquantitative esti-
mates of some self-energy effects in terms of a single
parameter, A, which, in principle, is obtainable from and
capable of correlating information on strong inter-
actions in the pion-pion S-wave system. The rate for
K% — 279 the charge asymmetry, the mass difference,

20 L. Wolfenstein, Phys. Rev. Letters 13, 562 (1964).
21T, D. Lee and L. Wolfenstein, Phys. Rev. 138, 1490 (1965).
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the phase of 5t—, are correlated through A and ¢. The
self-energy effects are small and nearly the same results
could be obtained from order-of-magnitude estimates
using only the basic assumptions of ¢#0, y<1. Never-
theless, the model serves to illustrate what we feel is a
useful point: if there is some SU(3) suppression of the
K s — 27 rate (x=~1071), then the K+ — ntx0 rate can
possibly be understood as arising from an electromag-
netic correction. The CP violating phase, | ¢|=20.2, is
then such that the real and imaginary parts of the
| AT| > amplitude 4, are at least comparable in magni-
tude.?? This might not be unexpected if there were a
significant failure of CP invariance in an electromag-
netic interaction.’? The |AT|>% interaction may well
be intrinsic to the weak interactions.®® In this case
also, comparable real and imaginary parts of 4. would
imply that the CP violation is at least not a tiny part of
a “weaker” interaction.

Finally, a somewhat evident word of caution: It is
clear that the self-energy effects, as represented by M ;,
could be much larger. For example, even within the
framework of this model and using cutoff functions as
representative of incomputable damping effects, the
cutoff functions at the weak vertices of the two-pion
self-energy graph may damp down the integral in Eq.
(6) much more slowly than a corresponding function in
the pion-pion interaction Hamiltonian does so for the
integral in Eq. (16). The correspondence between the
integrations over high energies would fail. Further, an
energy-dependent phase may cause a contribution to M ;
from the T'=0, two-pion self-energy. Two consequences
for the measurements of the increased significance of
M (see e.g., Ref. 21) may well be (1) to lower bz, in the
direction of the value of ~% for |AT|=%; and (2) to
give rise to a charge asymmetry 1 to 2 orders of magni-
tude larger than that estimated here.
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