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We calculate the dilepton charge asymmetry in the neutral-conjugate-heavy-meson sys-
tems produced in e te ~ annihilation. This asymmetry, which is a measure of the intrin-
sic CP violation in the mass matrix, is calculated in the Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) model
as well as the Higgs-boson model of CP nonconservation. While the charge asymmetry is
small for the D°-D° and B°-B® systems in both models, it is predicted to be quite large
(10~'—107?) in the T°-T° system in the Higgs-boson scheme. Thus if experiments to
measure the dilepton asymmetry are feasible (but could be considerably difficult in prac-
tice), only the T°-T° system can distinguish between the Higgs-boson-exchange model and
the KM model. A T-violating polarization of the lepton in the semileptonic decay of a
meson cannot arise in the KM model. However, even in the Higgs-boson model the
transverse polarization of the muon normal to the decay plane in the semileptonic kaon
decay although nonzero is still quite small (at the level ~10~*) unless the ratio of the two
vacuum expectation values v,2/v,? is unexpectedly large. The T-odd 7-lepton polarization
in B-meson decay is expected to be ~ 1072, thus conceivably measurable.

I. INTRODUCTION

To date CP violation has be :n experimentally
observed only in the neutral-kaon system, and
theoretically a number of different models have
been proposed to explain the phenomenon of CP
nonconservation. Current models can be cataloged
into two classes. In one class of models the break-
down of CP invariance arises from the exchange of
a gauge boson, as in the Kobayashi-Maskawa
(KM) model' and the left-right-symmetric gauge
model.? In another class of models CP violation
originates in the Higgs-boson interaction, and two
or three Higgs doublets are needed to spontaneous-
ly break the CP symmetry. In this paper we con-
fine our attention to the KM model and the
Higgs-boson model with natural flavor conserva-
tion, as originally stressed by Weinberg. These
two schemes are in some sense orthogonal.

Recently, the Weinberg model of CP nonconser-
vation has been criticized on the ground that in the
context of this model the magnitude of the ratio of
two CP-violating parameter € and € in the K°-K°
system is unacceptably large.*~® However, there
are sizable theoretical uncertainties associated with
these calculations, having to do with penguin dia-
grams and long-distance effects (i.e., contributions
from low-mass intermediate states) which may

have important consequences for CP violation.” 3

In fact, long-distance effects may reduce (€' /€) by
a factor of 2% using an estimate given by Hill.” It
is, therefore, too early to conclude that a serious
problem exists in the Weinberg model. Yet, it is
important to have some tests to distinguish the
Higgs-boson model from the KM model. Among
such tests, in which the predictions of these two
schemes could differ substantially, are the dilepton
charge asymmetry of conjugate heavy-neutral-
meson pairs in e te ~ annihilation, CP-odd lepton
polarization in the semileptonic decay of a meson,
the neutron electric dipole moment, the decay-rate
difference in semileptonic decays (for example, in
D—Klv decay®), and P- and T-violating effects
in ¢’ or ¢ decay.!® Among these possible tests,
only the first two CP-violating effects will be con-
sidered in this paper because the charge asymmetry
is a quantity which is less sensitive to the change
of the Higgs-boson mixing parameters, while the
T-odd polarization is predicted to be zero in the
KM model (except for possible final-state elec-
tromagnetic interactions).

In Sec. II the CP phenomenology in the neutral-
meson systems is briefly reviewed. For complete-
ness the main features of the Weinberg model of
CP violation are also reviewed in Sec. III, and
several constraints on the Higgs-boson mixing
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parameters are given. Section IV is devoted to the
computation of the charge asymmetry or CP im-
purity in both the KM and Higgs-boson-exchange
models. We start from a gauge-invariant effective
Hamiltonian, in which no assumptions about the
relative magnitudes of the masses of particles are
made. Section V gives a general treatment of the
T-violating lepton polarization in the semileptonic
decay of a meson, and some experimental con-
siderations as well. Section VI presents our con-
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clusions, and some calculational details are given in
an Appendix.

II. CP VIOLATION
OF THE NEUTRAL-MESON MIXING

In this section we describe briefly the main
features of the phenomenology of CP violation in
the neutral-meson P%-P° system. The proper-time
evolution of the P°-P° wave function is described
by a 2X2 non-Hermitian mass matrix

PO

FO ’ (21)

where both M and T are 2 X2 Hermitian matrices; M;, M,, Ty;, and T, are thus real, and

My =M7,, Ty =T,

Assuming CPT invariance (which implies M ;=M =m and [';;=T5=T), and adopting the phase con-
vention CP | P°) = — | P®), the eigenstates of definite mass m, , and width T, , are

1

= [2(1+ |6l2)]1/2
1

= [2(1+ ‘€|2)]l/2

where the CP-violating parameter € is given by

P, [(1+€)P°+(1—€)P°),

P, [(14+e)P°—(1—€)P°],

. i
l—e 12—”2‘F12
Ire Mlz—éru
or
i TmM , +ImT',/2

(2.2)

(2.3)

€=
(MY, —iT%,/2) (M, —iT,/2)]'*+ ReM |, —i Rel'1,/2

_ [(M1,—iT1,/2) (M, —iT15/2)]'> —ReM , +i Rel'1,/2

(2.4a)

—i ImM12 —ImF12/2

Because of the freedom of adjusting the phase of
one of the neutral-meson states, € is phase-
dependent and thus not a physical quantity. If CP
is good, P and P, are CP eigenstates with eigen-
values —1 and + 1, respectively. The correspond-
ing eigenvalues for the mass eigenstates P; and P,
are
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respectively. The mass and decay-rate difference
are then

AT=T,-T,

i
=—4Im My ——TT
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(2.6a)
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Am=m;—m,

1/2
i )
=2Re Mu—?r‘lz MTz—E Tz
(2.6b)
If € << 1, it follows that
AT =2 Rel'}, and Am =2ReM, . (2.7

The off-diagonal mass-matrix elements are related
to those of the effective Hamiltonian H,s, by the
perturbation expansion

M,=(P°|HL? | P°)

(P°|Hyr" |n)(n |HE" | P°)
+2P
n mP_En

’

(2.8a)
=273 pp(P°|H" |F)(F|H4" | P°),
F

(2.8b)

where A stands for |AS |, |AC|,... etc., depend-
ing on the P°— P° system under consideration, P
denotes the principal value, pr is the density of fi-
nal states F, and m,, is defined by (CPT invariance
is assumed)

m,=(P°|Hy |P*)=(P°|Hu|P°), (29

with Hg the Hamiltonian of the strong interaction.
The second term on the right-hand side of Eq.
(2.8a) represents large-distance contributions to

M, arising from low-mass intermediate states.

The PCAC (partial conservation of axial-vector
current) relation under the normalization condition
(2.9) is, for example,

(0|57,(1—y5)d | K°) =ifxq, /v 2my . (2.10)

However, care must be taken when one adoEts the
opposite CP phase convention CP | P°) = | P®); the
PCAC relation for K° reads

(0|dy,(1—7ys)s | K°) = —ifxq, /V2m; . (2.11)

Finally, we note that heavy mesons have shorter
lifetimes, thus the useful quantities measuring the
mixing are the time-integrated ones. One such
quantity is'!

_ 4Am /T)? 4+ (AT /T)?
P S 4(Am /TP —(AT/T)

The strength of the mixing depends on Am /T" and
AT /T.

(2.12)

III. MODELS

There are essentially two different models of CP
nonconservation which are most frequently used:!?

(1). The Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) model. In
the stardard SU(2) X U(1) model of electromagnetic
and weak interactions with six quarks and one
Higgs doublet, CP violation enters into the gauge
sector through the complex phase § in the unitary
KM matrix needed to diagonalize the mass matrix

Ui Uy Uy €1 —51C3 —S5153
U= |Uy Uy Uy |= |sic; cierc3—s253e™ cieps3+5,c5 |, 3.1
Ua Us Uy 5152 15263 +C53™ cy5y53—ccse™®

where s; =sinf; and ¢; =cos6; (i =1,2,3). In the
KM model CP violation is imposed in the initial
Lagrangian and is not a consequence of spontane-
ous CP-symmetry breaking. The smallness of CP
noninvariance as compared to the ordinary weak
interaction is ascribed to the small values of the
quark mixing angles 6, and 63, and/or to the size
of §; but why these parameters are small is still un-
known.

(2) Higgs-boson-mixing models. In this type of
model CP violation arises either from a scalar
self-interaction or from spontaneous symmetry
breaking. The realization of spontaneous violation

of CP symmetry could be different in character for
different choices of the Higgs-boson masses:

(a) If the Higgs bosons (neutral and charged) are
light, say of the order of 10 GeV, then conserva-
tion of natural flavor has to be imposed to elim-
inate the unwanted strangeness-changing current at
the tree level by the neutral Higgs boson. As a re-
sult, at least three Higgs doublets are needed to im-
plement CP violation, as originally shown by Wein-
berg.> In this model CP nonconservation arises
from the exchange of light charged Higgs bosons
and is suppressed by a factor m,*/mpy* for light
quarks relative to the CP-even amplitude.
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(b) The other possibility is that the Higgs bosons
are very heavy, say of the order of several hundred
GeV, so that the AS =2 neutral current at the tree
level is naturally suppressed. Within the context of
this model spontaneous CP violation can be intro-
duced by only two Higgs doublets!>'* and occurs
in both the gauge sector (i.e., the KM matrix is al-
lowed to be complex) and the Higgs sector. This
scheme is essentially a superweak theory at least
for light hadrons.

In the following we will focus on the former
version of spontaneous CP violation and for com-
pleteness we review simply the characteristic
features of this scheme. In the Weinberg model of
CP noninvariance there are three Higgs doublets:

i
¢

Each Higgs doublet develops a vacuum expectation
value,

(i=1,2,3). (3.2)

4=

0
<¢i)0=[ i | » (3.3)

v;e

with v; real. One may next invoke the following
discrete symmetries to conserve the natural flavors:

¢1——¢1; Dp——Dpg,
¢r——¢; Up——Ug, (3.4)
¢3——¢3; Er——Eg,

where DT=(d,s,b), UT=(u,c,t), and ET=(e,u,7),
so that the third Higgs doublet does not couple to
quarks.

The most general quark — Higgs-boson and
lepton — Higgs-boson Yukawa interactions con-
sistent with the discrete symmetries (3.4) as well as
SU(2) X U(1) gauge invariance have the form

ZLy=2gi)'Dr(¢1*Uf +¢3Df)
+8i7 Ur(43UL — 43 Df)
+8 Er(¢7*Ni + 63E{) + H.c. ,
(3.5)

where N7 =(Ve,Vy,v,). The Yukawa coupling con-
stants g}j") are chosen to be real, so that CP invari-
ance is a good symmetry of the Lagrangian . y.
We may next expand (3.5) by defining

#0=e"% (v, +pi +iX,) . (3.6)

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the mass
matrices of quarks can be made to be real by read-

justing the phases of the quarks. Indeed it has
been shown that the gauge interactions always con-
serve CP invariance for an arbitrary number of
quark generations.!®> In terms of the six new
quarks, whose phases are fixed by the gauge in-
teraction, the relevant Higgs-boson Yukawa in-
teractions are

o+ r+

L= v‘— U, KMpDy — vz— U KMyD,
1 2

r+
+ U3—1VLMEER +H.c. (3.7
3

for charged Higgs bosons with ¢; = ¢ie"9i and
where K is a real KM matrix, and

P1

73 BM,D +iXL 5, P g
=;1— D +IT)1—DMD7/5D+EUMUU

Xy — P3 = X3 =
—I—UMUy5U+—EMEE+l-"EME')/5E s
L) U3 U3

(3.8

where M, My, and My are diagonal mass ma-
trices.

The Yukawa interactions .5 and .#% are still
CP-invariant. The scalar fields ¢;, p;, and X; are,
however, still not the physical Higgs states with
definite masses, and CP invariance of the Yukawa
interactions does not necessarily imply the reality
of the mass matrices of charged and neutral Higgs
bosons. Deshpande and Ma!® have shown that the
Higgs potential gives a complex mass matrix for
the ¢;. The unitary matrix Uz, which relates the
#; T to the physical charged Higgs states H;t,"

r+

1 G*
'2+ =Uﬁ' H1+ , (3.9)
| |

with G* a charged Goldstone boson, is also com-
plex. There are three arbitrary phases in Ug, and
two of them can be removed by redefining H{" and
HF. Hence Uj can be parametrized exactly in
the same way as the KM matrix (3.1). Because the
charged Goldstone boson is given by

1 ’ ’ ’
G+=;(v1¢1++v2¢2++v3¢3+) , (3.10)

and also
UE(U12+U22+U32)1/2=(2\/§Gp)—1/2 (3.11)

with Gr a Fermi constant, it follows that
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Uy =C1V, V=518V, U3=55,0, (3.12) the magnitude of 8; and CP-violating phase 8 de-
pend on the parameters in the Higgs potential.

The Yukawa interaction .#’§ can be recast in
terms of the physical charged Higgs fields in the
form (in the unitary gauge)'®!’

where 5; =sin;, & =cosf;, and 6; (i =1,2,3) are
Higgs-boson mixing angles. From (3.12) we note
that the mixing angles 8, and 0, are determined by
the vacuum expectation values v, v,, and v3, but

J

2 = -_— —
L3=(2V2Gp)'"? 3, (o;U KMpDr H;* +B; Uy MyKD, H;* +y,N MgEx H;" +H.c.) (3.13)
i=1
with
_ o __ i o __ i
51C3 —C 23+239,H 15203 +C> 3e,H
a;=— = Bi= e y V1= TE ,
1 1C2 ' 152 (3.14)
— = — - — _ idy e = = by
5183 —C1C253 —S8,C3€ 15283 —C2C3¢€
a,=— _ ’ BZ‘_ _ s Ya2= —
Cq 51C2 $152

From (3.14) we observe that
Im(ay83)=—Im(a;8]), Im(ayy;)=—Im(ay}), Im(By3)=—Im(B}), (3.15)
and

Im(ey)) v’ Im(Byl) v’ (.16
Im(a,B)  v3? ' Im(Bt)  vy? )

On the other hand, the mass matrix of the real scalar fields p; and X; is real, and p as well as X get mixing.
It turns out that the unitary matrix Uy, that diagonalizes the mass matrix of the neutral scalar fields,

(P1:P2P1X 1, X2,X3)=(Go,H | ,Hy,H3, Hy Hs)UY | 3.17)

with G, a neutral Goldstone boson, is likewise real. The neutral-Higgs-boson Yukawa interaction (3.8) then
becomes

5 — — —
LY=(2V2Gp)'"? 3, (£;DMpDH; +i&y; DMpysDH; +&3; UMy UH;

i=1

+i84 UMyysUH; +§s; EMgEH; +i6e; EMpysEH;) (3.18)
l

where the coupling constants §;; (i =1,.. .,6; difficult to extract any quantitative predictions
j=1,...,5) are real. Since UU and iUy;U have from this model. A useful relation among the
opposite P, T, and CP transformation properties various coupling constants and the masses of
(similarly for leptons and charge —% quarks), P charged Higgs bosons, however, could be obtained
and CP are violated through the exchange of the from consideration of the K°-K° system, since the
neutral Higgs boson.!* However, unless the strong K; -K mass difference and the CP-violating
CP problem is solved, the experimental test of % parameters have been measured precisely there.
is subject to an ambiguity. If the phase of K° is chosen so that the station-

In some sense the Higgs-boson-exchange model ary I =0 component of K°— 27 amplitude is real,
is more attractive and appealing than the KM the CP-violating parameter € in the K°-K° system
model because not only is CP violation generated is then approximately given by'®
spontaneously, but also the CP-odd effect is natu-
rally suppressed by a factor mq2/m 1’ at least for 1 26 |,
light quarks. Nonetheless, in view of the fact that €= m 1+ c le'¢ ) (3.19)
there are too many free parameters it is usually m




148 HAI-YANG CHENG 26

where
€, =ImM, /ReM,,
Im{77(I =0) | H, | K®)
" Re(wn(I=0)|H, |K°) ’

tan§

and calculations are done with the KM matrix,
which fixes the relative phases of the quarks.
Deshpande and Sanda* have independently calcu-
lated & from the Higgs-boson penguin contribution J

ImM ;= ﬁszmcsz (sinfccosfe)fk? |5

Combining (3.21) with
2

G
ReM, = —12me.2meK2(Sin9CCOSQC 2, (3.22)

one finds
mit—mjy?
I4+3————
mg

€m=5MK’ Imd, (3.23)

with m} and m] the constituent quark masses of
the s and d quarks, respectively. Because of the
uncertainties associated with the penguin diagram
and the masses of the charged Higgs bosons, Desh-
pande and Sanda concluded that

10<2& /€, <30 . (3.24)

From Egs. (3.15), (3.23), and (3.24), and the experi-
mental result €~2.274 X 1073’4 it follows that

m

ReM (Y (ImM 5 )=ReM |} (ImM ) [ lg,l
ml.‘

with & =U;;Uj. The terms in the square brackets
should not be very different from unity because the
four-quark model by itself can account for the

K; — K mass difference quite well. However, the
mass of the ¢ quark is likely to be much larger
than that of the charged Higgs boson, which is of
the order of 10 GeV, Eq. (3.21) for ImM, thus
should be modified. Fortunately, the results of de-
tailed calculations indicate that it can only lead to
a suppression of the contribution of the ¢ quark (in
particular the contributions from &,2m,/m.?) by
letting m, >my.2> On the other hand contribu-
tions from the two-Higgs boson-exchange diagram
are at most of the same order as that of the W —H

5+

2 2
t my 2
2 +2§t§cln 2 +§C
m

to K®— 27 decays, and ImM, using the following
effective Lagrangian in the four-quark model®:

L o =185 (X7, (1—v5)d;(x)]0,
X [55(x)y,vu(1=75)di(x)]+H.c.  (3.20)

Here g=(1/327%) Gp*m *my (sinfccosb)’A*, and
A=372_, a;f3; /my * where i and j in (3.20) are
color indices. From (3.20) one can calculate the
imaginary part of M, (Ref. 21),

ms*z_m;Z
———— |Im4 . (3.21)
mg
—

2.8%10-3 Gev—2 < 22

> <8.0X107° GeV~2,
mo

(3.25)

where 2V2/my*=ImA =Im(a,5}) (l/mHl2
— l/mHZQ), and m,) and m) are assumed to be 450

and 300 MeV, respectively. Previously m has
been estimated to be 2 GeV.%°

Although the contributions from the ¢ quark and
from the two-Higgs-boson-exchange diagram have
been neglected in deriving (3.25), the use of (3.25)
is nonetheless justified. Following Anselm and
Ural’tsev?? we note that when m, < my both the
real and imaginary components of M, in the six-
quark model are related to those in the four-quark
model by

) (3.26)

/ (sinfccosc)?

(4

diagram for the neutral-kaon system, as we will see
from the next section and also from Ref. 8; so we
can conclude that the use of (3.25) is legitimate
even in the six-quark model as long as our purpose
is to estimate the order of magntiude of CP viola-
tion.

In terms of the Higgs-boson mixing angles we
may write m in the form

W2 556
S =——_—sindy
my (ST

2 2
my, my

From Egs. (3.14) and (3.27) we have
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2 2
mHl my

5.6X1073 < sin20;sindy

VU3
vV

2
<1.6X1072 (in GeV~2). (3.28)

Assuming maximum CP violation (i.e., §y =7/2),
O3=m/4, my, >>mpy , and v; ~v; ~v3, we find

mpg, ~10—17 GeV .

Therefore in the Higgs-boson-exchange model of
CP noninvariance with natural flavor conservation,
at least one of the charged Higgs bosons must be
light and is of the order of 10 GeV, otherwise the
constraint (3.28) cannot be satisfied.

There are two other useful constraints on the
Higgs mixing parameters, one of which arises from
consideration of the K; -Kg mass difference. In
general there are a number of Higgs fields in a
spontaneous CP-violating model and as a conse-
quence it is quite possible to obtain a very large
K°-K° mass mixing. Hence a restriction on the
Higgs-boson mixing variables must be imposed in
order that the real part of the H-W and H-H box
diagrams do not give too large a K; -K mass
difference. A good discussion on this is given in
Ref. 8.

In Sec. V we shall see that the T-violating polar-
ization of the muon normal to the decay plane in
kaon semileptonic decay is proportional to the fac-
tor v,2/v;% The null result on K ;} decays per-
formed at Brookhaven sets a conservative bound
that U2/U3 < 8

IV. CHARGE ASYMMETRIES IN
NEUTRAL-HEAVY-MESON SYSTEMS

While the various parameters in the KM and
Higgs-boson models can be fine tuned to give the
same K; — K mass difference and CP violating €
of the neutral conjugate kaon system, the predic-
tions of these schemes may differ in other systems.
The size of CP nonconservation in the KM model
is essentially governed by the intrinsic CP-odd
phase 6, whereas in the Higgs-boson-exchange
model the Higgs-boson —quark coupling strength
increases with the mass of the quark. Hence,
naively, one may expect CP violation in heavy
mesons to provide a nice place to distinguish the
Higgs-boson model from the KM model.

One place to look for CP violation in the heavy
mesons is the dilepton charge asymmetry .« in

e¥e ™ annihilation, ‘which proceeds through the
process e te ~—P°P°— [*]% L X (X is anything
else)?*:
Nt+_N—
CNtt4N—
Here .« measures the difference between equal-sign
dilepton events coming from the semileptonic de-

cays of P° ,P° pairs. In terms of € the charge
asymmetry .« is given by

4.1)

| 1=€ !
v 1+€ — 4Ree(1+ |€]H .
14 1—€ (14 | €] 2)*+4(Ree)?
1+e

4.2)

Although € is not a measurable quantity, the
phase-convention-independent quantity

y =2Ree/(1+ | €|?) indicates that the real part of
€ measures the magnitude of intrinsic CP noncon-
servation residing solely in the mass matrix.”> The
dilepton asymmetry is, therefore, a measure of the
CP impurity of the neutral meson rather than a
CP-violating effect in the decay amplitude.

The charge asymmetry (or an equivalent quanti-
ty) for the heavy mesons has already been comput-
ed by a number of authors within the KM
model,'"?~?7 and it is known that this asymmetry
becomes smaller as the meson becomes heavier. A
simple physical reason for this (see Ref. 28) is that
in the B°-B° system, for instance, the masses of
charm and up quarks are almost the same on the
scale of the b quark. However, since the phase §
can be removed from the KM matrix by redefining
the quark fields if the charm and up quarks have
equal masses, it follows that the charge asymmetry
is small in the B%-B° system.

In the following we recalculate the dilepton
asymmetry for neutral heavy mesons which consist
of one heavy and one light quark. The new fea-
tures of the present calculations are shown below.
To evaluate € a knowledge of I';, is needed. The
general wisdom for computing Iy, is based on the
assumption that the integration over the quark
phase space approximates the integration over the
hadron phase space. Hence summing over the
physical intermediate hadron states is equivalent to
summing over all possible intermediate quark
states. Under this assumption Eq. (2.8) can be re-
placed by

M12—i%F12=<POfHdis+iHabs [P%), (43
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I(g)

'

'

B

2 -

h(g)

J

—

g)

FIG. 1. The box diagram which contributes to P%-P°
mixing with two W-boson exchanges where A (/) rep-
resents a heavy (light) quark.

where the contribution from the low-mass inter-
mediate state to M, has been neglected. H g, and
H ,,, are the dispersive and absorptive parts,
respectively, of the effective Hamiltonian H 552
arising from the box diagrams. In order to proper-
ly take into account all the effects of the heavy ¢
and b quarks, we use a finite mass My, (=78.1
GeV) for the W boson and make no assumptions

about the relative magnitudes of the masses of par-

ticles. Since the ’t Hooft —Feynman gauge is

=
-5

=
Fsm

©-

I | I ]
#ofewow
I |
S S S S S S

FIG. 2. The remaining box diagrams contributing to
P°-P% mixing. H (¢) is a physical (unphysical) charged
Higgs boson.

chosen for the evaluation of the box diagrams, the
contribution from the unphysical charged Higgs
boson ¢+ with mass My, must also be considered
in addition to the two- W-exchange box graph.
Summing over the contributions from the box dia-
grams with two W exchanges (Fig. 1), one W and
one unphysical-Higgs-boson exchange, and two
unphysical-Higgs-boson exchanges (Fig. 2), and
neglecting the momenta of light quarks compared
to those of the heavy quarks, we find the following
gauge-invariant effective Hamiltonian (see the Ap-
pendix for the details),?

H oy =Bl 1,(1—vs)halgy, (1 —ys)hg+CI(1+y5)hIp(1+y5)hg+H.c. (4.4)

with

G
B(C)= ——MWZE & f dx B'(C") ,

8
where
BOW +Wo+24)= —A)lufﬁz [+ M)A, W) — A Ay — S 44, A xTInAg (W, W)
(4.5a)
) 1
A RO
and
A(a,b)=A,(1—x)+Apx —Apx(1—x), Aya,b)=A;(1—x)+Ax —Apx(1—x),
A3(a,0) =2, (1—x)+Ajx —Apx(1—x), Agla,b)=A;(1—x)+Ayx —Apx(1—x),
2 4 ;n,2 ma2 mh2
A= , Ap= , 4.6
zk"gé‘MWz M2 T M2 “.6)

In (4.4), h and [ represent the heavy and light quarks, respectively, §; =

Uy Uj (U; Uy;) when both A and [
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are D-type (U-type) quarks, a and S8 are color indices, and the summation z,., ; is carried out over all possi-
ble intermediate quark states i and j. We note that strictly speaking the effective Hamiltonian (4.4) is not a
local operator because in deriving it we have already put the heavy quark / on its mass shell. It is, however,
legitimate to do this for the purpose of calculating the mass matrix elements becuase the current and consti-
tuent masses of the heavy quark are very close. The reader may verify that when all the external momenta
of the box diagram are neglected, the expression for B in (4.4) reduces to the well known result (see Appen-
dix)

2
1C;12 Zzg’g’ (1A )(1-&) T 1&) (71&_1;7»)2 (7;:1;%)2 l @7
To proceed we note that by virtue of the vacuum-saturation method,
(PO| Ty, (1—ys)hly, (1 —ys)h | P°) =3 fp’mp2/2mp (4.82)
(PO T(1+y5)hT(1+y5)h | PO) = — 3 fp2mp*/[(my +m)2mpl ~ — 3 fpimp2/2mp , (4.8b)

where mp is defined in Eq. (2.9) and fp is the decay constant of the P° meson.

We are now in position to compute M, and I'j;. From Egs. (4.4) and (4.8) it follows that

GszP2mP 2 55;
Me=""¢ MW%U A)(1—2;)
xz [ dx InA (W, W) (14 5 A AW, W) — A+ A Ay

2R+ A (1—x)— A A A (5 +%)]),  (4.9)

where only the domain of positive argument of the logarithm is integrated over. TI'y, is obtained by replac-
ing the logarithms in (4.9) by —i and integrating over the domain of negative argument. 27 Because of the
complicated integrands, M, and 'y, are computed by numerical integration. We take the following values
for the quark current masses: m, =3 MeV, m;=8 MeV, m; =180 MeV, m,=1.5 GeV, and m; =4.5 GeV.
The magnitude of the quark mixing angles 6; and phase 8 depend on the mass of the ¢ quark, and the fol-
lowing four different sets of values for various parameters are used*’:

(I) m,=15 GeV, sind,=0.5, sin6=0.005, cosb <0 ;

(II) m;=15 GeV, sinf,=0.2, sin§=0.011, cosd>0;
4.10)
(III) m,=30 GeV, sind,=0.42, sin6=0.003, cos6 <0 ;

(IV) m,=30 GeV, sin0,=0.12, sin§=0.008, cosd>0;

all with sin6;=0.23 and sin6;=0.3.

The results of calculation are displayed in Table I and one can see that the dilepton charge asymmetries
« are of order 1073, 10~3*—10~*%, 10~*—103, and 10~ for m, = 15 GeV, and 1073, 10~*—10-5,
10~3—1079, and 10~ for m, =30 GeV for D°-D° BY-BY, BY-BY, and TO-T), respectively. The charge
asymmetry is thus very small in the T°-T° system even though |e| is of the same order as that of other
neutral mesons. It is interesting to note that the real parts of M, and T, of the T°-T ° system have the
same sign in the KM model, which means that T? is more massive than T but has a shorter lifetime.

Next we turn to the Weinberg model. In addition to the three diagrams already computed in the KM
model, we also have to consider contributions from the H-¢, H-W, and H-H exchange box graphs (see Fig.
2). Using the same notation as in (4.4), we find the contributions to the effective Hamiltonian from the
physical charged Higgs bosons are’!
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2
1
B'(WH+H¢)=
(WH+H¢) Eﬂ G A1) 2
2 1
B'2H)= Y

w2 g —h)hg,—1y) =
2
1
C'(WH+H¢)=
WH+HS)= 3 e A1)

n=1
2 1
C'(2H)=
,,,,,,Zzl ()»Hm—)»i)(?»H"—kj) x

3 (5 1B | MM [Ar(Hy, W) —2] —a, By A Ay x InAg (H,,, W)

S 4 | BB | 2hihj Ay (Hyp Hy inAy (H,,  H,)

(4.11)

1B | Ay x(1—x) + 0, B A A Ay (142x)InAy (H,,, W)
k

315 | BBy | ikl x (1= %)+ (@ B N By B i A A x

+ 5 (@B N B A Ay InAg (H,p H,)

where kH‘,=mHi2/MW2, a;, and f3; are the
charged-Higgs-boson —quark coupling constants as
given in Eq. (3.14). To proceed we have to specify
the values of various parameters appearing in the
Higgs-boson model. For the quark mixing angles
we still use the four sets of values as given in

(4.10) but with the CP-odd phase §=0. For the
variables in the Higgs sector, Chang has suggested
that a reasonable choice for v; /v is 0.5, and he also
showed a correlation between my /m, and v, /v, in

Fig. 5 of Ref. 8. We have set my =17 GeV,

0;=m/4, and computed the off-diagonal mass ma-
trix elements, as well as the dilepton asymmetry
for a range of values of v, /vy, 8, and mpy,. In

general M, and I'j, are sensitive to the choice of
the values of the Higgs parameters, while the mag-
nitude of the dilepton asymmetry is relatively
stable. We thus present in Tables II and III the re-
sults of calculations based on the following two
sets of values,

TABLE 1. Results for M, Ty, and charge asymmetry o for D°-D°, B;-B Y, B-B?, and T2-T'{ systems in the
KM model for various values of quark-mixing parameters as given in Eq. (4.10). A common factor
szfpzmpM w?/6m is factored out for each neutral-conjugate-meson system.

RCM12 Iliz ReI‘n Imr12 o
@ D-D 2.76 1077 —4.76x107° —9.92%x1073 3.19%10 ~° 5.18x 1073
By-By 1.61x10~* 1.42x10-¢ —8.59%x1073 —6.53x10 ~7 6.08x10~*
B,-B, 5.5210* 1.17x1073 —2.06x10~* —4.45x%10 —¢ —1.75%x10~*
T,-T, 2.02x 10 —1.72x10% 1.65x10~¢ —1.40%x10 —¢ —5.24%1077
(I D-D 5.34x1077 5.78x107° —1.14x 10~ —9.02x107° 2.93x1073
B;-B, 2.76X 1073 —5.84%x1077 —1.83%x107¢ 1.28x 1077 3.21x 1073
B,-B, 2.44%1073 —2.44%1073 —9.71x10~* 9.61x 10~ —3.96x1073
T,-T, 1.64x 10~ 3.85x 1078 1.34x10-¢ 3.14x 108 —6.42%x1077
(TI1) D-D 1.29 1077 —1.69%10~° —9.22x10° 7.35x 1010 4.74x1073
By-By 5.87x10~* 3.10x107° —6.49%x1073 —3.01x10 ~7 7.19x1073
B,-B, 8.84x10~* 1.69x 1073 —6.87x1073 —1.36x10 ¢ —4.92x1073
T,-T, 2.62%x1077 —1.37x107° 1.90x 1077 —9.97x 1010 —2.68x10~¢
aIv) D-D 3.50x 107 2.06x10~° —8.57x 1077 —3.42%10° 1.86x 1073
B;-B, 4,38x107° —7.04x1077 1.01x10~¢ 2.22x1078 8.77x10~*
B,-B, 9.08x 1073 —4.51x107° —17.67x10~* 3.78x10~¢ —3.97x10¢
T,-T, 2.22x1077 3.69x10~° 1.61x 107 2.68x10~° —2.64X 106
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TABLE II. Results for My,, I'j,, and charge asymmetry o for D°-D°, B;-B§, B®-B?, and TO-T'9 systems in the
Weinberg model for various quark-mixing parameters as given in Eq. (4.10). The various values of Higgs-sector param-
eters are taken to be my, =7 GeV, mH2=25 GeV, §5,=0.74, 5,=0.4, 53=1, and sindy =0.3 with cosdy <0. A com-

mon factor G¢f,?m,My?/6m is factored out for each neutral-conjugate-meson system.

ReMlz ImM12 RCFIZ ImF|2 R4
(I D-D 3.69x 107 —1.16x10 ~° —9.90%x 108 —1.34x10°1° 1.19x 103
BB, 3.58x10™* —3.38x10 —¢ —8.53%10°° —2.00x10 7 2.77x 1073
B,-B; 1.16x10~? —9.89%10 ~¢ —2.03x10~* —1.37x10 ~¢ 2.66x 1073
T,-T. 5.53% 107 —3.02x10 ~¢ —1.03x10-¢ —2.76x10 ~° 3.99x 10!
(I D-D 1.00x 10~¢ —7.33x10 ~° —1.15%10"¢ 4.90% 1010 5.93%x1073
B;-By 5.05%x 1073 —2.20x10 ~7 —1.80x10~¢ —6.10x10 —¢ 1.36 1073
B,-B, 5.16 1073 —3.21x10 3 —9.56x10~* —5.72x10 —¢ 2.24x1073
T,-T., 4.61x1077 —2.43%10 ~° —8.20% 1077 —2.23x10 —¢ 4.01x107!
(111 D-D 1.61x10~7 —2.92x10"1° —9.25%x10~° —4.62x10~1 3.89x 1074
B;-By 1.41x10°3 —3.65x10 ¢ —6.46Xx 1073 —1.11x10 7 1.98x10~*
B,-B; 2.09% 103 —5.07x10 ~¢ —6.76X10~7° —4.84x%10 7 3.10x107*
T,-T., 1.46x 1073 1.31x10 —¢ 1.34x10°° 9.52x10 ~7 1.43x 1072
(Iv) D-D 6.88x 107 —5.27%x10 ~° —8.59% 1077 4.47x1071° 6.40% 103
By-By 9.81x1073 —8.68x10 ~® 9.25x 107 —6.08%10 ~° 5.37x1073
B,-B, 2.15x 1072 —5.33x10 3 —7.65x10~* —4.50x 10 —° 2.96x10~*
T,-T, 1.24x1073 1.11x10 ~¢ 1.15x 103 8.08x10 ~7 1.47x 102

TABLE III. Same as Table II except that the various values of Higgs-sector parameters are taken to be m =7

GeV, my,= 12 GeV, 51=0.79, 5,=0.64, 53=1, and sindy =1.

ReMn ImM12 ReF12 Imr12 K4
M D-ﬁ_ 6.73x1077 —5.46X10~° —9.93%10~® —6.73X10710 2.18x1073
By-B; 7.39x10~* —1.38x1073 —8.46x10~3 —1.01x10 ¢ 3.49% 1073
B,-B; 2.32x10°3 —4.01x1073 —2.00x10~* —7.00x10 —¢ 4.51x1073
T,-T, —1.11x10~? 1.01x10°? —1.03x10°° 1.34x10 —3 1.51x 107!
(1D D-ﬁ_ 2.54x10¢ —3.30x10~8 —1.15%10~¢ 2.45x10 —° 4.66x 1073
By-B, 9.28x 1073 —7.45%1077 —2.38x10°¢ —3.23%x10 7 3.69x 1073
B,-B; 1.04x 1072 —1.83x10~* —9.42x10~* —2.91x10 —3 4.40%x 1073
T,-T, —9.11x10°¢ 8.10x 106 —8.35x10-°¢ 1.08x10 —3 1.57x10!
(I1) D-D___ 2.66x 1077 —1.20x10~° —9.97x10~° —2.32%x10"1° 1.04x 1073
By-B, 2.53x1073 —1.34x10°3 —6.41x103 —5.65x10 ~7 3.57x10~*
B,-B; 3.73x1073 —1.84x1073 —6.66X 1073 —2.47x10 ~¢ 7.51x10~*
T,-T, —8.99x 1077 —1.96x 108 —2.08x10~¢ 2.08x%10 ~7 7.67x1072
(Iv) D-D_ 1.80x 10~¢ —2.37x10"8 —8.61x1077 2.23%x10 —° 4.75%1073
By-B, 1.70x 10~* —1.28x10~7 2.88%10~7 —4.15x10 8 2.43%1074
B,-B, 3.85x 102 —1.94x10~* —7.45x10~* —2.29%10 —3 6.93x10~*
T.-T, —7.66x10~7 1.64x 108 —1.76x10-¢ 1.76 10 ~7 7.73x 1072
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21, 22205, my,=12GeV,
Uy v

sindy =1, cosdy >0,

and (4.12)

Uy U3
_— N _—_—0.3, mH2=25 Gev ’
Uy v

sindy =0.3, cosdy <0,

which satisfy the restriction given by (3.28).

From Tables II and III, it can be concluded that
the charge asymmetries are of order 1073, 1073,
1073, and 10! at m, =15 GeV, and 1073 —107%
10~*—10~° 10~*, and 102 at m, =30 GeV for
DO-D°, B3-BY, BO-BY, and TO-TY, respectively.
The dilepton asymmetry or CP impurity is there-
fore very large in the T°-T° system. In passing we
note that although the Higgs-boson —quark cou-
pling strength is proportional to the mass of the
quark, the CP impurity of the B%-B° system is not
large, and in fact it may even be smaller than in
the D%-D° system, as happens in the KM model.
This has to do with the fact that in the B%-B sys-
tem the real parts as well as the imaginary parts of
M, and T}, are boosted by the increase of the
quark mass, and as a result this yields a small Ree.
Hence if an experimental measurement of the
charge asymmetry in e Te ~ annihilation is feasible,
it seems that only in the 7°-T ° system can one
distinguish between the Higgs-boson-exchange
model and the KM model.

Several remarks are in order.

(1) Contributions from both the W-H and H-H
diagrams are quite important, and for a large range
of Higgs-boson mixing angles M, and 'y, for the
heavy neutral mesons are dominated by the W-H
box contribution. In general the contribution from
the H-H box graph is smaller than that of the W-
H diagram by a factor of the order of 10, except in
the case of the T°-T © system where the H-H graph
could dominate for a certain range of Higgs-boson
mixing variables. This also justifies the smallness
of the H-H diagram in comparison with the W-H
contribution in the K%K ° system as we mentioned
in Sec. III. We also note that the quark mixing
angles, in particular 8, and 6;, are not necessarily
the same in both the KM and Higgs-boson models
and should be redetermined in principle.

(2) Possible QCD corrections, hadronic correc-
tions,*? and long-distance effects are not considered
here in calculating the off-diagonal mass matrix
elements. The magnitude of M, and T'|, could be

changed significantly if these corrections (particu-
larly the last two) are taken into account.

(3) In spite of the fact that the CP impurity of
the T°-T © system is large (10~'—1072), one’s ex-
perimental ability to observe this intrinsic CP-odd
effect is, unfortunately, offset to a limited extend
by the fact that the 7°-T ° mixing is very weak.
The possibility of measuring the wrong-sign-lepton
event is determined by'!

(T~ +x) 1—e€
r= = ;
(T 1% +x) 1+e€
_ 2
_ DT> +x) | 1+e
NT%—1"4x) l—e |77

where p is given in Eq. (2.12). In the T°-T© sys-
tem Am and AT are smaller than in the B%-B°
system as one can see from Tables I—III. The
short lifetime of 7° compared to that of B® makes
things even worse. Likewise, the primary leptons
can be contaminated from the subsequent semilep-
tonic decay. The experimental observation of the
same-sign-dilepton events is thus difficult in the
T°-T° meson; indeed, this is a general feature for
all neutral heavy mesons. Perhaps one should look
at CP-violating effects in the decay amplitudes of
heavy-meson systems to search for the difference
between the KM and Higgs-boson-exchange models
of CP noninvariance. A full discussion of this will
be presented elsewhere.

V. TRANSVERSE POLARIZATION OF LEPTONS

One of the salient features of the Higgs-boson
model of CP nonconservation is that not only
quarks but also leptons have a CP-violating Higgs-
boson interaction. Hence an observation of CP
violation in the leptonic decays of hadrons is one
of the best areas to distinguish between the Higgs-
boson and KM models; in the latter scheme no
such CP-violating effects can occur.**

It is well known that the breakdown of CP in-
variance has no consequences in the P;, decay
modes (as before P denotes a neutral pseudoscalar
meson). One may then look for the T- (or CP-)
violating effects in the semileptonic decays of had-
rons, such as the lepton polarization transverse to
the decay plane in P;3 decays, and the decay rate
difference in P;4 decays. Since the Higgs-
boson —lepton coupling strength is proportional to
the mass of the lepton, such T-odd effects will be
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manifest mostly in the semileptonic decay of heavy decay P;~ —»P}’I ~¥; and assume the spectator
hadrons involving the 7 lepton, and do not arise in model for such a semileptonic decay.® Referring
processes such as 3 decay. to Fig. 3, we let quark a be a D-type quark, and

Zhitnitskii’* has calculated the transverse polari- neglect the momentum transfer squared ¢t com-
zation of the muon in kaon and D-meson decays. pared to M. We then find the amplitude has
Here we attempt to generalize this calculation to the form

general Pj; decays. We begin by considering the
|

Gr = - — Gr 2 o) | —

M=72Uab17’y(1~?’s)"<l’f [6Yu(1—vs)a lPi)+72Uabm1ma :§1 ‘m—lej I —ysW(Ps|b(1+ys)a | P;)
Gr 2 B |+ —
+72U"bm'mb 2 —;n“T— 1(1—7/5)‘V<Pf ’ b(l—y5)a lP,') s (5.1
i=1 My "—
where 1 =(p; —ps)*=(p, —ps )*.
The relevant hadronic matrix elements are
—~ 1
(Ps | by, (1—ys5)a [Pi>=72[(Pi +op ) f+ (O +(pi—pglu f- (D], (5.2)

and

fe@mP—meh) 4+ f_(0)t
f

_ i _
[ )=— d,(b P;)= , .
(Ps|b(1tys)a|P;) —— (Ps|8u(by,a)| P;) T~ (5.3)
where the ratio of the two form factors £, (¢) and f_(¢) is real. Then M becomes
GF — , GF 77 '
M=7Uabl7’p(1—?’5)"(Pl +p2)y,f+(t)+TUabmll(l_YS)Vf-(t) ’ (5.4)
with
fL=f, (1), (5.5a)
=g (o) Lm0 s et L, 5 P (5.5b)
=f_ m —_— —_— . .
- mg,—my a,-:l mH_Z—t b,-=1 mHiz—-t

L

The imaginary part of §'=f"_(¢)/f", (¢), which governs the size of the transverse polarization of the lepton,
is given by

Imé&'(t)=

mi—mA+ENt  Amg?Im(a,Bt) 2 2
f 13 mpy malb’f m, Uy _ Uy ’ (5.6)

me—my (mle—t)(mHZZ—t)

where we have made use of Eq. (3.16),
§(t)=f_(0/f (1), and Amy*=mpy *—mpy 2. For
the U-type quark a, Im£’ is obtained from (5.6) by
the replacement a=>b. For Pj; decay, Im&’ has the
same magnitude as that of (5.6) but with different
sign, i.e.,

FIG. 3. The spectator model of the semileptonic de-
Im&' (P )= — Im&'(P3) . (5.7 cay P —Ppl~ W,
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Using the same notation as in Refs. 34 and 40, the
T-violating four-vector of transverse polarization is
then given by

€aprPfp1p?

a: I ’ R
T =m; Im&’'(¢) @

(5.8)
with
®=2(p;"p;)(pyp;)) —m*(pr°p,)
+2ReXm*(p,p;) +m* | X | (pyop,) ,

and (5.9)

t=m/+2E (E—1%,%,|B|),

with 1i; and 1, unit vectors along P; and P,. Because

€apyss plp I =m,E, | B, | £-(H,XH,) ,

we have

X=(f_ —f V2 = —F)/2f 4 .

The four-vector of the lepton polarization s is re-
lated to § by

Bi(BrE) P&

S=C+ , So= , .1
5 my(E;+my) 0 my (5-10)

where E is a unit polarization vector of the lepton
selected by the detector in its rest frame. The
evaluation of the transverse polarization is usually
carried out in the center-of-mass frame, i.e., P; rest

| frame. Hence
(5.11a)
2 2
2 - = = my m 2 - - =
<I>=mi EV(EI+n1-nV| | ] | )+2RCX7+—‘? |X| (El—l'l]’nv| joF] | ) (Sllb)
i m;
| P1] (5.12)

— - = , my
P =1, x1,Im&'(t)—
i

in the center-of-mass frame. For P and PY; de-
cays, Im&’ has the same form as that given by (5.6)
with an appropriate sign. However, a troublesome
background problem may enter into the neutral-
meson decays, as we shall discuss below.

Neglecting the contribution from the up quark
and assuming f_ /f, =0, we find from Eq. (5.6)
that Im¢’ for K} and K} decays is**

sz 1)22

m02 032

Imé' = — (5.13)

Combining with (3.25) then gives®®
2 2
v v
—6.8X 10745 < Im¢g’' < —2.0x 10732,
U3 U3
(5.14)

which contains an unknown factor v,%/v;%. The
significance of (5.14) is that if v,2/v,? is of the or-
der of unity, it then follows that a measurement of
Imé&’ should be done at the level of 10~ in order
to provide unambiguous evidence of CP violation
associated with leptons in the semileptonic decay

2
- o = 1 m a =
E;+1,4, | p1]+2ReX—+—m - | X | 2B —%, 8, | B ])
i i

[
of kaons.

A recent experiment on the transverse polariza-
tion of muons in K3 decays gives

Imé' = —0.016+0.025 (with Re£'=0)

(Campbell et al.’” ). There are also two recent ex-
perimental results for K 23 decays:

Img’' = —0.060+0.045
(with Re§’=—0.655+0.127)
=—0.085+0.064 (withRe&' =0)

(Sandweiss et al.,®);

Im&'=0.009+0.030 (with Re&’ =0)
(Morse et al.>®) .

Hence measurements of Im¢’ at Brookhaven give a
null result for T violation at the one-percent level.
The conservative bound on v, /v; set by the data
on K3 decays is v, /v; <8.

A transverse polarization of the muon can also
arise from the final-state electromagnetic interac-
tion between the pion and muon.***' For K}; and
K} decays, Img'(EM) is typically of the order of
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0.008,% which is comparable to or even larger than
the effect of direct CP violation. Fortunately, as
emphasized by Okun and Khriplovich,” the trans-
verse polarization caused by the electromagnetic
interaction is the same in K 23 and K 23 decays,
whereas the polarization due to the CP nonconser-
vation has different signs in these cases. Hence the
absolute magnitude of the transverse polarizations
of muons should be different in K5; and K3 de-
cays. Of course, if Im&'(EM) >> Imé&’ the CP-
violating effect would be totally contaminated by
the background.

For K ,123 decays Zhitnitskii has calculated the ef-
fect due to the electromagnetic interaction and
found PEM <1079,3* which effect can thus be
neglected.

Because experimentally no positive result for the
CP-nonconserving muon polarization in kaon de-
cays has been found, and theoretically such a CP-
odd effect is very small as indicated by Eq. (5.14)
(unless the ratio v,2/v;? is unusually large), a
transverse polarization of the lepton may be mani-
fest only in the semileptonic decay of heavy
mesons, such as B, —D%%,. To obtain a nu-
merical estimate of the transverse 7 polarization in
B, semileptonic decays, a knowledge of the form
factors f,(¢) is required. Unfortunately, little is
known about these form factors, although some
useful information on f, (#) may be extracted from
the scheme developed in Ref. 42. For our purposes
we simply calculate the T-violating polarization by
assuming a set of three different “orthogonal”
values for &(¢)=f_(¢)/f (), namely, 1, 0, and
— 1. For the kinematic region in which the mo-
menta of 7 and ¥, obey | B.| =| P, | and
P, B,=0, t has the value 5.78 (GeV)? and
| -1 =1 By| =0.68 GeV. The magnitudes of
Im¢’ and P, are sensitive to the change of 84 but
less sensitive to the relative magnitude of vy, v,,
and v3, and the choice of £(¢). We set my =7
GeV, mH2=25 GeV, sindy =0.3 (so as not to
maximize the CP violation), and choose two sets of
v} (=v;/v): (1) v] =v3,=0.61, v3=0.5; (2)
v]=0.91, vy =v3=0.3, for illustrative purposes.
Then averaging over v; , £(2), and two different
signs of cosdy, we find

(| Img'| )=2.6x10"",
(|P,|)=4.1x10"2.

(5.15)

It may be conceivable to search for such a large
T-violating effect in future experiments. The ob-
servation of a nonvanishing polarization normal to

the decay plane of the heavy lepton with a magni-
tude of the order of 10~2 would be strong evidence
against the KM model.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Both theoretical and experimental improvements
in the very near future will determine whether the
ratio of the two CP-violating parameters | €'/€| is
a serious problem in the Weinberg model of CP
violation. Meanwhile, several other tests are need-
ed to distinguish between the Higgs-boson-
exchange model and the KM model. The dilepton
charge asymmetry is a measure of the intrinsic CP
nonconservation in the mass matrix of the heavy-
neutral-conjugate-meson system, and is less sensi-
tive to the change of quark and Higgs-boson mix-
ing parameters. Keeping the mass of the W boson
finite, and taking into account the full effects of
the masses of quarks, we obtain a gauge-invariant
effective Hamiltonian, which can then be used to
calculate the off-diagonal mass matrix elements.
The dilepton asymmetries are of order 1073,
1073—107% 107*—107° and 107°~10~" in the
KM model, and 10~3—10%, 1073*— 103,
10-3—107*, and 10~!—10~2 in the Higgs-boson
model for D°-D°, B,‘}-Eg, BSO-ESO , and T,?—T,? respec-
tively. Though the measurement of the dilepton
charge asymmetry in the T°— TP system is one of
the best means to distinguish between two schemes,
such an experiment is made difficult by the fact
that 7°-T° mixing is very small.

The KM and Higgs-boson models of CP viola-
tion are quite different in their predictions for CP-
odd effects associated with the leptons in semilep-
tonic decays. At the tree level a CP-violating lep-
ton polarization cannot arise in the KM scheme.
However, in the Higgs-boson-exchange model the
T-odd polarization of the muon in the kaon decay
is also quite small and is of order 10~* (the corre-
sponding Im&’ is of order 10~2) unless the ratio
v,2/v5? is unusually large. The T-violating polari-
zation is, nonetheless, large for the heavy lepton
produced in the semileptonic decay of a heavy
meson. For instance, in the decay B, —D% ¥,
P, is expected to be of order ~ 10~ (while
Imé&’ ~10~1), which may be practicably measurable
in the future.
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of Energy. mesons in the box diagrams contain one heavy (4)
APPENDIX and one light (/) quark. In the ’t Hooft — Feynman
gauge the amplitude for the box diagram in Fig. 1
We evaluate in this appendix the box diagram of has the form

Fig. 1; the other box diagrams in Fig. 2 can be
]

M=i| % zg,é, [ )41<p3>n<1—w T ALY D)1=
——1———7 (1—75)h(ps) 1 1 (A1)
qa—p—pr—m; T g p =My (g—py)—My?
where &; = U, Ujj (U;Uy;) when both 4 and [ are D- (U-) type quarks and the Uj;’s are the Kobayashi-
Maskawa matrix elements as given in (3.1). Assuming p; >>p,, ps >>p3 and noting that
[VuYa?s (1 =7 Il vavaru(1 —vs) =4[ vg(1—ys)I[ val1—75)] (A2)
we find
gt d*q - -
M=i8- 366 [ S L=y he)lp2 1=y )h(py)aua —po)y
ij
x : (A3)
(g> =My )g*—m (g —p =My (g —p, P —m*]
The momentum integral
9u(q—p1)y
I= d4 4
L g —pr Pl Py
can be written as
I= 1
(My?—m?) My —m;?)
1 1
X | d* — +
f 99u(q—p1)y l(qz_sz)[(q_pl)z_sz] (@ —m(q—py)P—m}?]
- 1 = 1 (A4)
(@2 —MpH(g—p)—m;*]  (g*—mD(g—p,P—My?] |

The integral I can be easﬂy evaluated usmg the method of dimensional regularization and all terms which
are not functlons of m;2, m; y 2 or My,? can be thrown away. With the definitions A; =m;>/My?,
Aj=m; 2/My?, and A, =m;?/My?* (m, is the mass of the heavy quark 4), we find

1 1
I== 7 = A) fd"

2p luplv
W

x(1—x)

QA — InA, , (A5)

where
A=1=Lpx(1—x), Ay=Ai(1—x)4+A;x —Apx(1—x),

A=A (1—x)+x—Apx(1—x) , Ay=1—x+Ax —Ax(1—x),

and
4

2'22_'1%3-

n=1 n=1
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Substituting (A5) into (A3) we obtain

Gg? — _
=4—;‘2MW21(‘D3)}’V(1—-7/5)h(p1)l(pz)y“(l_ys)h(p“

§if;

1
X %—*(l—ki)(l—kj) /. dx,? 8uvAn—

217 l,uplv
2

x(1—x)|InA, . (A6)

Summing the contributions from both s and ¢ channels yields the effective Hamiltonian

H or=Bly,(1—v5)halgy,(1—vs)hg+Cly(1+v5)halg(1+7v5)hg+H.c.

with

Gy’ §i;

1
—_— 2 oty ’
=5 Mw zi’j ) fo dxzn A, lnA, ,

Gr* ) §i&;
=% M 2, (1=2A)(1—2;

(A7)

1
) fo dx 2mx(1—x)A; 3 InA, ,
n

where a and B are color indices. Equation (A7) is the effective Hamiltonian arising from the box diagrams
with the exchange of two W bosons. Equation (A7) reduces to (4.7) which was originally derived in Ref. 43.
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