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We discuss the contributions of the combined first-order-weak plus higher-order-electro-
magnetic effects to several K -meson decays. It is shown that if one uses a chiral SU(3)
xSU(3) pole model to explain both K g— 27 and K ; — 2y one needs an effective nonleptonic
interaction Lagrangian which contains 8 and 27, AI=3; pieces. This gives results for K*

— m*1l compatible with the experimental data. We also calculate within this model the real
part of the K ; —II amplitude, which results in a very small contribution to the decay rate.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last few years the rare decays K} - 2y,
K3~ 11, and K* - 7*11 have become more accessi-
ble to experiment. Calling R(K - A) the fraction
for the decay K~ A, recent data give!

R(K® - 2y)=5.2x10™*, (1.1a)

R(K'—-7ntu*p~)<2.4x107°, (1.1b)

R(K* - 7%e*e™)<0.4x 1078, (1.1¢)
and for R(K? ~ I1) we quote the results:

R(K? - p*u~)<2.6x1078, (1.2)
obtained by Darriulat et al.,? and

R(KS ~ p*u~)<1.82x10°°, (1.3)

measured by Clark et al.> The last authors also
obtained

R(K? - e*e™)<1.57x107°, (1.4)

Theoretically the decays K2~ 17 and K* — 1" 11
could proceed through at least three mechanisms:

(a) second-order semileptonic weak interaction;

(b) possible weakly coupled neutral lepton cur-
rents;

(c) combined first-order-nonleptonic-weak and
higher-order-electromagnetic interactions (WE).
On the other hand, the decay K} - yy would pro-
ceed predominantly through (c). Since the data
are already in the neighborhood of the predictions
obtained considering only WE effects, it would be
useful to have at least that part of the amplitude
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for the processes mentioned above. This would
help to determine the possible interference of non-
electromagnetic contributions.* In this paper we
will restrict our attention to an estimate of the
WE contribution. The basic Feynman diagrams
for the processes we consider are shown in Fig. 1.
It is clear that to compute diagram (b) we need a
model for the behavior of the K,‘: - vy form factor
for off-shell y’s. Therefore we shall first present
our approach to that decay. We shall use a pole
model which includes several ingredients:

First, to describe the strong-interaction effects
we shall use the effective-Lagrangian approach to
broken chiral SU(3)xSU(3). This we discuss in
Sec. II. Secondly, we assume the electromagnetic
current is dominated by vector mesons and that
the decays of pseudoscalar mesons into two pho-
tons proceed through PVV couplings, as explained
in Sec. IlI. Finally, as discussed in Sec. IV, we
need a model for the weak nonleptonic strangeness-
changing couplings. For this purpose we general-
ize a phenomenological octet Lagrangian used by
Sakurai® by adding a 27, AI=3 piece. We then
apply the weak interaction and the prescriptions
of Secs. I and III to the calculation of the rate
K? — yy for the purpose of determining the possi-
ble admixture of the 27 representation in the weak
Lagrangian, and we make some remarks about the
K2~ yy calculations of other authors.

In Secs. V and VI we present our calculation of
K*~7*11 and K% - 11, respectively, and finally in
Sec. VII we summarize our results.

II. CHIRAL SU(3) X SU(3) EFFECTIVE
LAGRANGIAN

The charges of the hadronic currents that are

Fig. 1. Feynman diagrams for the weak electro-
magnetic contribution to K} =y, kK3 —II, and
K*—7*ll.

usually assumed to enter in the weak and electro-
magnetic interactions are believed to obey Gell-
Mann’s® chiral SU(3)x SU(3) commutation relations.
The matrix elements of these currents are as-
sumed to be dominated’ by J¥ =1*, 17, and 0~ me-
son poles, and a consistent way to treat these fea-
tures is provided by the field-algebra hypothesis.?
As is well known, when one uses the predictions
of a field-algebra Lagrangian computed in the
“tree approximation” one obtains results equiva-
lent® to those of the hard-meson analysis!® of ma-
trix elements of currents. The effective Lagrang-
ian we shall use is the following one'!:

L==iTr(KV,, V*" +KA, ,A*Y) + 5m* Tr(V, V¥ + A AF) = (1/2V2)K*° Tr(A V) V), - 3KV, VHP°

+3m?VV*h 0+ 3 Tr(n,m"+0,0") + Tr(fo) +(1/4m?)gd Tr[-iV,, (0" 0" + 7 ") +A,, (0" 7"+ 71"0")]. (2.1)

Except for the SU(3)-singlet vector-meson field
V7, all other fields in £ are SU(3) matrices. V,
and A, are traceless matrices for the J® =1~ and

1* octtuat gauge fields, respectively, and they form
together a (1,8) +(8, 1) representation of chiral
SU(3)xSU(3). 7 and o denote the J* =0~ and 0*
nonet fields that form the (3%, 3) +(3, 3*) represen-
tation. We shall adopt a nonlinear model in which
the 0" nonet and the pseudoscalar singlet are func-
tions of the independent pseudoscalar octet fields.?
This functional dependence is realized through the

constraints
o +n?=F? (2.2a)

and

r
det(o +im) =F3. (2.2b)
Moreover, in Eq. (2.1) the matrices Vs Apys Ty

and o, are defined as

Vu,,zauV,,—a,,V,,—(ig/m([Vp, Vv]+[Ap’Al/])’
(2.3a)
Auu=3uA,,—3,,Au—(ig/m([vp,Au]_[Vu,Au]):
(2.3b)
m, =8, 71— (g/V2)[V,, 7] - (g/V2){A,,0}, (2.3¢)
0, =8,0 - (@g/V2)[V,,0] +(g/V2){A,, n}. (2.3d)

Finally, we define the symmetry-breaking ma-
trices
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K=1+V3¢g), (2.4a)

and
F=Q/V2)(foro+foAg) -

The matrix K produces the usual kinetic-energy
breaking for the masses of the vector and axial-
vector mesons, while the coefficients K®° and K
are related to the w-¢ mixing.’*~"” When rela-
tions (2.2) are used, the term containing the ma-
trix f gives rise to pseudoscalar masses obeying
the Gell-Mann-Okubo mass formula. As is well
known, the term with & in the Lagrangian is need-
ed to fit the p width.

From the Lagrangian (2.1) one obtains straight-
forwardly the field-current identities

J‘,; = '(mz/g)vp’

(2.4Db)

(2.5a)

Jy=-m?/g)A, . (2.5b)

Only the nonstrange components of JL' are con-
served. For the axial-vector current Jﬁ we have
the PCAC (partial conservation of axial-vector
current) relation

(0]84J4(0)| P*) =m,2c,/(2p)*?, (2.6)

with ¢, =cx=c,. From Egs. (2.2a) and (2.3c) one
obtains the SU(3)-symmetric axial-vector-pseudo-
scalar mixing which is removed by the substitution

8=Q/VK e +(ge,/m*) (6, P*+gf*ViP°),
2.7

where P*=7°(1-(c,?g?/m?*]"? and G are the re-
normalized interpolating fields for the 0" and 1*
meson octets.

The masses of the axial-vector mesons are giv-
en by

m,?=m,*/K,, (2.8a)

m2

. (szgz/mz) ’
where the K, are the elements of the diagonal ma-
trix K of Eq. (2.4a). Relation (2.8b) is the Lagrang-
ian analog of the one obtained by Weinberg.!®* We
identify the axial-vector mesons with the A,(1070),
D(1285), and K ,(1240).

Taking into account the w-¢ mixing, we get for
the interpolating 1~ meson fields

m 42 (2.8b)

2,3 _ *4,5, 6,7
vyti= K*%%87,

1 1,23 4,5,6,7 _
P VT R

(2.9a)

8 sing cosf _cosf siné

= - —_— o _
Vu= TR, R, On Ve TR, et R, O
with

| >

m¢2=m2/K¢ (i=p;K*) w:‘P)
and (2.9p)
m =847 MeV, 0=27.5°, €,=0.18.

We have in this model K,=K, and Kxx=Ky,.

III. PVV INTERACTION

An effective interaction vertex (PVV) involving
one pseudoscalar and two vector mesons plays an
important role in the vector-dominance picture®®
of production and decay processes of mesons. The
PVYV interaction cannot be written as part of a
chiral-invariant Lagrangian but can be introduced
in a (3%, 3) +(3, 3*)-type breaking term.?® This
term leads to a consistent parametrization of the
known strong radiative meson decays as discussed
in Ref. 17. We shall adopt this form of the PVV
interaction which is given by

Lpyy =5€ P (RD®V SV, PC+ XDV oV, PY),
(3.1)

with

D™ =d% +V3 €,d**'d

+3V3€,(dod ®® +d bl d ) +(1/V3 )ey6°°6°

and

D*=56"+V3e€,d™®.

In Ref. 17 it was found that
g%/41=3.35, (W*m,%/4m)(1+¢€,)>=0.10,

(3.2)
=-(2n/V3) COtHG—:j) ,
and that there are two sets of values for the €’s:
(@) €=0.7T7T, €'=¢,+€;=2.1, -0.3<¢,<6,
(3.3a)
and
(b) €,=1.3, €' =¢,+¢,=-2.7,
€,>0.2 or €,<-3.3. (3.3b)

It is interesting that with m and g given by

Eqgs. (2.9b) and (3.2), respectively, and c,=94
MeV, we obtain c,?g?/m?=0.51, which is anal-
ogous to the Kawarabayashi-Suzuki-Riazuddin-
Fayyazuddin (KSRF) relation.?* From Eq. (2.8b)
it follows that m ,% = 2m?2.

We shall use for our calculations the formalism
of vector-meson dominance of the hadronic elec-
tromagnetic current developed by Kroll, Lee, and
Zumino.'*!* This leads, in the absence of weak
interactions, to the effective coupling



£(esn)1:e[Jz(3) + (l/mJ:m](pu
=—e(m?®/9)[(1/VK ,)pf - (B8Kw)™?sinbw,
+(3K,)"Y2 cosb ¢, |@", (3.4)

where &" is the electromagnetic field.

IV. NONLEPTONIC WEAK INTERACTION

As a model for the strangeness-changing non-
leptonic (NL) interaction we shall adopt a modified
version of an octet Lagrangian used by Sakurai®
in a pole approximation and by Hara and Nambu?®?
in the current-algebra approach. Their interac-
tion Lagrangian has the form

£NL=2%LdeJﬁJu(b): (4.1)
where
J‘L =JL'(a)+Jﬁ(a). (4.2)

By using vector-meson dominance and PCAC,
Sakurai was able to reproduce Hara and Nambu’s
relations among the different K-meson decay am-
plitudes and to fit the K-~ 27 and the S-wave non-
leptonic baryon decays, obtaining for Gy, the
values

G =1.1x107%/m,? (4.3a)

and

G=1.4%107%/m,?, (4.3b)

respectively.

The Lagrangian (4.1) has been used in several
calculations of the rate for K? — 2y. In the works
of Greenberg®® and of Savoy and Zimerman?* there
are contributions from axial-vector meson poles
obtained from A —yy amplitudes which, in fact,
violate gauge invariance. In Rockmore’s?® calcu-
lation the axial-vector contributions are absent.
He finds that Gy, given by Eq. (4.3), is about
five times too large to fit K2 —yy. It is important
to point out that in all of the mentioned calcula-
tions there are large contributions from a K* pole
diagram which contains a direct K*-y transition.
We found, instead, as shown below, that such a
transition vanishes for a real photon due to gauge
invariance and that the only contributions come
from 7° and 1 poles. Even with only these two con-
tributions the rate turns out to be too large when
the weak interaction defined by Eqs. (4.1) and (4.3)
is used. However, it should be noted that the re-
sults obtained in the pole approximation with La-

<K*l7)=2%52]'eg—”5€p(K*)e“(7)[<1+—3@) N

-m,
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Ky

FIG. 2. Pole diagrams contributing to K} — 2y.

grangian (4.1) for K- 27, K- 37, and S-wave
baryonic decays,*?® except for electromagnetic
corrections, are not affected if we employ instead
a Lagrangian which includes a term belonging to
the 27 representation of SU(3) with the restriction
AI=3%. This Lagrangian has the form

La=2(Gn /V2)[3B +)d% + (1 - )’ a® P ) G T+,
(4.4a)
or equivalently
Ly = (G /V2){T 719042 L Hec.
=270+ (8/V3) IO},
(4.4b)

where the hadronic currents are given in this mod-
el by
a _ m2

Qu gc b
u——"z I:V; +Wa+ mg (auP“+gf° cVch)] .

(4.4c)

From Eq. (4.4b) it is clear that the 27, AI=1%
piece (i.e., #1) only affects the coupling J5J+®,
which does not enter in the above-mentioned de-
cays unless one considers corrections due to elec-
tromagnetic effects, e.g., an n-7° transition.?” 28

The coupling J;J*® plays, instead, an impor-
tant role in the Ky—yy decay.?® Figure 2 shows
the diagrams that contribute to this decay in the
tree approximation. We do not have any contribu-
tion from a pole diagram with the sequence K3
~yK* and K*~y. This is a consequence of the
extension of the gauge-invariant formalism of
Refs. 14 and 15 to the total Lagrangian that now
includes the weak interaction (4.4). In this case
the effective electromagnetic interaction (3.4) is
modified to the form

1 2Gy m? B

- v (3)

L. =e [Ju +:FS=JL,(E) ___ZML = <1 +§>J(HS):|¢#
(4.5)

The additional last term produces a K*-y transi-
tion, shown in Fig. 3, of the form

B(mw sin® 9 My cos"’B)il (
Kl , 4.6)
3 E—m
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K*

-0~ +

FIG. 3. Off-shell K *-y transition.

which clearly vanishes for a real photon.
Expressing the invariant amplitude for the decay
of a JP€=0"* meson P into two photons as

F(P)eqpyype”tr)kye” (va)ks (4.72)
with the decay rate given by

m 2
r(P-yy)= @"7 |F(P)|?, (4.7pb)

we get for KJ— vy

F(r%) . 8 _F()

F(K9)=V2Gyc,? ) p— \/3_1 m | (4.8)
mg’ me

From the experimental rates’ we can obtain for
the F(P)’s:

| F(7°|=(2.6+0.4)x 107% (MeV)™!, (4.9a)
[F(n)|=(3.5i0.5)>< 1075 (MeV)"?, (4.9b)
|F(K2)[=(3.1+£0.2)x 1072 (MeV)™!. (4.9¢)

Using Gy =1.15%x107%/m,?, obtained from fitting
K?- 27, and c, =94 MeV, we get from Eq. (4.8) the
following values of §:

0.1 +0.06
B=1 (4.10)
0.49+0.12,

where the positive and negative values correspond,
respectively, to assuming the same or the opposite
sign for F(7°) and F(n). It can be seen from (4.10)
that the case =1, which would correspond to a
pure octet £y, , is clearly excluded by the experi-
mental data. On the other hand, one could assume
B=1 and fix G, from K2 —yy alone, obtaining

(0.32+£0.1)x107%/m 2
= (4.11)
(0.18£0.04)x 10"/m,?

where the upper and lower values correspond, re-
spectively, to equal or opposite signs for F(7°)
and F(n). In this case the pole model could not ac-
count for the KJ~ 27 rate. It is amusing that the
values of Gy, Eq. (4.11), are roughly equal to

G sinf cosf, where G, is the Fermi coupling con-
stant and 6 is the Cabibbo angle.

V. K> n'li DECAYS

The decays K* - 7" 11 receive contributions from
weak electromagnetic processes®® in which both
the parameter g and the off-shell K*-y transition,

&

(b) T

~

~

v

Kk Kt A
TI+ ‘<\n+
(c) (d)
1
(e) ¢

FIG. 4. Pole diagrams for K* — 7*1[.

K* %4 l

K+K§

Eq. (4.6), play an important role. The correspond-
ing pole-model diagrams are displayed in Fig. 4.
Diagrams (a) and (b) contain the pseudoscalar and
axial-vector pole terms arising from the bilinear
weak-interaction Lagrangian (4.4), while the con-
tact term in diagram (c) is required by gauge in-
variance and in our model appears directly be-
cause of the substitution of Eq. (4.4c) in (4.4a).
Diagrams (d) and (e) represent the K* contribu-
tion. In Appendix A we give the strong and weak
couplings necessary for the calculation of the de-
cay matrix element corresponding to the diagrams
of Fig. 4. We found that the contribution from the
axial-vector poles is small compared with that of
the pseudoscalar poles throughout the final-state
phase space, while the K* contribution, which is
the only one that depends on 3, is of the same or-
der. Table I shows the calculated branching ra-
tios R(K* - 7*11) as functions of the parameter £.
We can see from the table that for =1, i.e., no
27, and with Gy fixed by K{- 27, we obtain for
the 7*e¢* e~ decay mode a value much larger than
the experimental upper bound. Instead, any one
of the negative g values of Eq. (4.10) yields, for
both the 7°e*e and n*u*u~ modes, branching ra-
tios below the experimental upper bounds. On the
other hand, by using the G of Eq. (4.11), fixed
by K? — 2y only, we also obtain values compatible
with experiment.

VL. THE DECAY K} ~11

The decay K,‘Z - u'u” has recently attracted con-
siderable attention because the latest reported
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TABLE I. K*—7*l 1 branching ratios and parameters
Gy, and B of the weak, nonleptonic Lagrangian.

105G m,? B 10RE*—-miptp) 10°RE*—nteter)

1.15 1 2.01 1.41
0.49 1.24 0.80

0.1 0.75 0.44

-0.1 0.58 0.30

—0.49 0.25 0.10

0.32 1 0.56 0.39
0.18 1 0.31 0.22

experimental upper bound® is significantly small-
er than the lower bound obtained from unitarity.3
The estimates of the imaginary part of the ampli-
tude (neglecting CP nonconservation®?) indicate
that at least 80% of the unitarity bound is contrib-
uted by the two-photon intermediate state.®® There-
fore if we retain only this contribution both the
real and imaginary parts of K3~ {7 will be given
by the Feynman diagram of Fig. 1(b). Assuming
that the K- yy amplitude is purely real,*® one can
relate the imaginary part of the diagram 1(b) to
the physical KJ- yy amplitude as

1+A
1-A

ImT (K3~ pu") =5 = In 3= F(K9), (5.1)
where A =(1-4m,?/m*)"?, and the rate is given
by

1

T =gmye | PUD D bl p vy (E= B =m ) y0(p )

where F(p, k) =F(K?) for B2 =(p—£)>=0. Our mod-
el provides a functional form for F(p, k) off the
mass shell which is described graphically in Fig.
5. The dominance of the form factor by the vector
mesons makes the integral convergent, as found
by Quigg and Jackson.*®> The numerical contribu-
tions of the different diagrams are taken in our
calculation from the PVV effective interaction,
Eq. (3.1), and from the weak-interaction model

of Eq. (4.4), which provide the additional K* con-
tribution shown in diagrams (b) and (c) of Fig. 5.
In Appendix B we give details of the calculation.
The various couplings that appear in the K form
factor F(p, k) depend on B8 and on the PVV break-
ing parameters ¢;; €, and €’ are given in Eqgs. (3.3),
while values €,=12.4 and €,=16.4 corresponding,
respectively, to solutions (a) and (b) for €, have
been obtained from the K*-K° mass difference3®
and the K*~ K77 decay.” Recently, the value
€,=2.8+0.6, which falls in the middle of the al-
lowed range, has been found by Brown, Costanzi,

2
04 u~ :-m_f:l._ 2
T(Kp~ pu7) 2ﬂm'(A!Tf . (5.2)
Using only the imaginary part of T given by (5.1)
and F(KJ) from Eq. (4.9), one obtains from (5.2)
a lower bound for the branching ratio

R(KS—~ p*u™)>6.21x107°, (5.3)

To date there has been no definite explanation of
the discrepancy between the result (5.3) and ex-
periment. In any case it is important to know the
additional contribution from the real part of the
amplitude. This contribution comes from the Feyn-
man integral over the virtual-photon states in Fig.
1(b) which gives a logarithmic divergence when
the K;’w vertex-momentum dependence is given
by (4.7a) with F(K?) constant. The integral has
been estimated by Sehgal®! and by Quigg and Jack-
son,* the former using a cutoff and the latter in-
corporating vector-meson dominance but without
detailed reference to the phenomenological fea-
tures of the PVV vertex or the weak interaction.
Both of these calculations found that the contribu-
tion from the real part is an increasing function
of the cutoff mass and that when this is of the or-
der of the vector-meson masses, the branching
ratio is about 20%,% or more,? larger than the
unitarity lower bound.

In general, the Feynman integral for diagram
(b) of Fig. 1 can be written as

d*k
2 +ie)[(p-k)? +ie]’

(5.4)

and Deshpande?®® to fit the n— 37 decay.
In Tables II and III are shown the results of our
calculations of the real part of the amplitude K3

l l

v
Ky 1,9 Y K

—_—

174
(a)

~
_
o
-

~

(c)

FIG. 5. Pole-model Feynman diagrams for K)—Ii.
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TABLEIl, K g—»ll_ amplitudes and branching ratios with the corresponding weak-coupling and PVV interaction
parameters for €;=0.77 [sgn F(n°) =sgn F(n)].

K—ptu” K}—e*e”
€ 10°Gy m,* g 10%ImT 10'2ReT 10RKJ—p*p~) 101 ImT  10''ReT 10'°REKJ—e*e)

12.4 1.15 0.5 —4.85 —-0.58 6.30 -2.01 1.42 4.13
12.4 1.15 0.1 4.85 1.11 6.53 2.01 -1.19 3.73
0 1.15 0.5 —4.85 -0.17 6.22 -2.01 1.47 4.24
0 1.15 0.1 4.85 1.50 6.81 2.01 -1.14 3.66
12.4 0.32 1 —4.85 —0.77 6.37 -2.01 1.34 3.98
0 0.32 1 —4.85 —0.65 6.32 -2.01 1.35 4.01

TABLE III. K{—!7 amplitudes and branching ratios with the corresponding weak-coupling and PVV interaction
parameters for €;=1.3[sgn F (1°) =—sgn F (n)].

K§—p*p~ K}—ete”
€ 10°Gyp, m,? B 102Im7  10'2ReT  10REJ—p*u")  10'ImT 10" ReT 10YRE)—ete)
16 .4 1.15 -0.5 -4.85 -0.95 6.45 -2,01 1.33 3.98
16 .4 1.15 -0.1 4.85 0.68 6.33 2.01 -1.29 3.90
0 1.15 -0.5 —4.85 —-0.58 6.30 -2.01 1.37 4.05
0 1.15 -0.1 4.85 1.08 6.52 2.01 -1.25 3.82
16.4 0.18 1 4.85 0.80 6.38 2.01 -1.31 3.93
0 0.18 1 4.85 0.87 6.41 2.01 -1.30 3.91
~ 11 and the corresponding branching ratios. Ta- We have also shown that a modification of the field
ble II corresponds to solution (a) of Eq. (3.3a), dependence of the electromagnetic current is nec-
for which F(7°) and F(n) have the same sign, while essary to preserve gauge invariance when one
Table III shows the results for solution (b) of adds to the strong gauge-field Lagrangian a weak
Eq. (3.3b), for which the signs of F(7°) and F(n) coupling term involving the nonstrange vector
are unequal. We have chosen €¢,=2.8, but differ- gauge fields. This result is a feature of gauge-
ent values within the range 0.2< €,< 6 do not change field Lagrangian models in which the minimal
the rate by more than 2%. For €,, besides the val- electromagnetic coupling is achieved through a
ues mentioned above, we show for comparison the mixing of the nonstrange gauge fields with the pho-
results corresponding to €,=0. The results for ton. In particular, we obtain a vanishing K*-pole
B =1 were obtained by using Gy, Eq. (4.11), for contribution to K3—yy.
which K?— 27 is not fitted by the octet weak La- We also estimate the weak-electromagnetic con-
grangian. It can be seen from the tables that the tribution to the real part of the Kj— 17 amplitude.
maximum contribution to the rate from the real A definite prediction cannot be made because the
part of the amplitude is only of about 10% for K} coupling constants of the octet-broken PVV inter-
— u*u~, while for K} — e*e~ we have much larger action are not yet fully determined. Nevertheless,
contributions. the values of the real (K3— u*u~) amplitude calcu-
lated for several choices of the PVV parameters
VII. CONCLUSIONS are always small, ranging from about 10 to 25%

of the imaginary amplitude. The same calculation
for the Ky~ e*e~ decay gives a much larger con-
tribution of the real part of the amplitude.

Our work indicates that one can successfully
relate the experimental K9~ 27, KJ—yy, and K*
~ n*11 decay rates in the tree approximation by
using a phenomenological weak nonleptonic La-

grangian with a 27, AI'=3 piece. On the other ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
hand, an octet weak Lagrangian cannot silnulta- It is a pleasure to acknowledge valuable discus-
neously fit the 27 mode and the 2y and 7! modes. sions with Laurie M. Brown and Douglas McKay.

APPENDIX A

The strong three-particle effective interactions needed for the calculation of the decays K *—~ 7*1] are
obtained from the Lagrangian (2.1) through the substitution (2.7) for the axial-vector gauge field. Only
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PPV and A VP couplings contribute, namely,

2 2 2 .3
£‘PPV =gf“"°V'f,P"a“P° _anz fabc (Cnmtzg Kad+%55ad> Vﬁuaupbaupc _%‘%Ksovﬁvfabcaﬂp bauPc (Al)
and
2 pd ¢ ad
=_£1[L abe( g ad ad\ 77d a vpe 80170 abca vpe 1 cabcgrad *pv pu(b)Pc> A2
Lavp m? fee(K * + 68 )Vuu—\ff(TaP +KV L f K, +32f"°K ‘—/ITV , (A2)

where ¢,,=9,¢,-93,¢,. Equation (Al) leads to a pnm coupling

g [, _¢* i) A3
fpﬂ‘lr m[ 4mp2<1+Kp ’ (A3)
where p? is the four-momentum squares of the p. Using the p width of 125 MeV, we get from the formula
r=52f,..*/4r MeV that 6=-0.92 or 6=8.3. The last value gives a too-large A, pr coupling and therefore
we adopt the first one. Notice that relation (A3) is the same as the one obtained in SU(2)xSU(2) when K,
=1.'° From the weak Lagrangian (4.4) the relevant couplings can be written as

£EF =c,,2D“b8pP°a”Pb , (Ada)
m? QL
£§‘{=2?CWD°“°W-{:6“P”, (Adb)
2
fes =%Deabvzvu(m , (Adc)
S;;I{v:zC"ngeabfamu V{]npuaupb’ (A4d)
with

DW,:ZGm <3 +Bdsab+1;ﬁ(dsaxdxsb+debtdtaa)> . (A5)

V2 \ 4

APPENDIX B
The K2— 11~ amplitude of Eq. (5.4) can be expressed as

T =ty l(p, ) +1000I(0, ) +15,,1(w, W) +t,,,1(0, @) +ty,,l(w, @)+ 3 T IGK¥+ 3 74,1G,5,KY),

i=p,w,p i,i=p,w,¢
(B1)
where
a 2
1, §) = —i4<—7-r> m,{fg(i,j)d‘k, (B2)
2 PR
1(i,j,K*)=-i4<3> m,(f#"l—gd“k, (B3)
m k — Mg x

with

G, 1) =& {E(p - k[ (=1, =m 2 [(p = &) =m *) [ —=m ] } . (B4)
The numerator of Eq. (5.4) has been simplified by taking the K meson at rest.

The coefficients of the integrals are

tpiy==WgpGpyy E(E [1 = (mp®/my®)] ™, (B5)

Ty = —G,“K*WK*.,E‘ 3 (B6)

Tiy=Gyyx#W gx; E(E; . (B7)
The Gp;; coupling constants come from the PVV interaction in Eq. (3.1); e.g.,

Grpw=(-2h sin6D** +X cos6 D**)(K K ,)"/2, (B8)
with D*%=(1/V3)(1 +¢,) and D**=1+¢,. We note that the choice of A, Eq. (3.2), leads to G,,,=0. The W’s

s s s ‘"p(P
are weak-coupling parameters which can be obtained from Eq. (A5), for example, W, =v2 Gy, c,? and

W yx, =V2 Gy m*(1+38)/g* from Eq. (4.6). Finally, the E, are the vector-meson-photon couplings from
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(3.4) (without the factor e).

I

As shown in Ref. 35, the integrands in (B2) and (B3) can be expanded in partial fractions resulting in
integrals over the product of three poles only. Using the standard Feynman techniques these can be re-
duced to one-variable integrals which can be solved numerically. Our results are discussed in Sec. VI.
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