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A discussion of CP violation in K s,r —HH is presented. It is argued on the basis of order-
of-magnitude estimates for the absorptive and dispersive parts that a class of CP-violating
theories is inconsistent with the present experimental information. Okubo’s theory of CP vi-
olation, which lies outside this class, is also discussed.

Recently there has been a great deal of interest
in the analysis of K ; - ui decays. If CP is con-
served in these decays, the experimental upper
bound' on the rate of K; — uJI contradicts the uni-
tarity limit.?2 If, however, CP conservation is
given up, Christ and Lee® have shown that the re-
sulting inequalities are consistent with the pres-
ent experimental results. More recently Gaillard*
has shown that the superweak theory of CP viola-
tion predicts a branching ratio for Kg ~ 2y decay
which is much larger than the presently known ex-
perimental limit.

The purpose of the present note is to examine
the role of some other types of CP-violating the-
ories in the context of K ; — ufi decays. Unfortu-
nately, however, for any specific model of CP
violation other than the simplest superweak theory,
the explicit calculations of the amplitudes in K
-yl are in general intractable, except for what
essentially amounts to order-of-magnitude esti-
mates. It is of interest, nevertheless, to see how
even such admittedly crude estimates can provide
guidelines for the type of CP-violating theories
that could, in principle, lead to consistency with
presently available experimental information.

Following Christ and Lee,® we define the K° and
K° decay matrix elements in terms of four com-

plex numbers a, and b,:
M(K°~ (pf).) =b, +ia., (1)
M(K°~ (up),) =+(bf +ia¥),

where the subscript + refers to CP-even and -odd
states. Note that as in Ref. 3 ¢, and.b, are real
if CP is conserved. Furthermore, the matrix
elements are defined to include appropriate phase-

5

space factors, so that their absolute squares di-
rectly give the transition rates. Using the states

|Ksp)=[2(1+[e[)]77[(1 +€)| K0 = (1~ €) K9]
2)

defined in terms of the usual CP-violating param-
eter € (=2x10~%¢*™*), the matrix elements for
K, — uf decays can be written as

TS#"' EM(KS - (IJ'IE)+)
=V2[(Red, - €Ima,) +i(Rea, +€Imb,)],
Tsp- =M(Kg ~ (um)2)

=V2[(~Ima. +€Reb.) +i(Imb. +€ Rea.)],

Ty pe = MUK, ~ (470, ®)

=V2[(~Ima, +€Reb,)+i(Imb, +€ Rea,)],
Tpy-=M(K, ~ (up).)

=V2[(Reb_~- e Ima-) +i(Rea- +€Imb.)],

where terms of order |e|? have been neglected.
Following Gaillard,* we assume now that (i) only
the CP-odd two-photon state (yy)_ contributes to
the absorptive part of K° K°- (ufi)_ and K° K°
- (yv). has no absorptive part, (ii) only the CP-
even (yy), intermediate state contributes to the
absorptive part of K, -~ (uft), and K, - (yv), has no
absorptive part. For justification of these as-
sumptions, one may refer to Gaillard’s paper.*
Unitarity and CPT invariance then imply*
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ReT,,_=ImT,,_=ReT,,, =0,
ImT,, _=vV2 Rea_=(¢_)"*T,,_,
ReT,, == V2 Ima_=i(¢_)/°T,, _,
ReT,,, =—V2 Ima, =i($,)/*Tyy, ,

(4)

where 1 and 2 refer to the usual CPT-even and -odd
eigenstates K¢ and K2, and (¢ ,)"/? denote the 2y

- ufl amplitudes in the CP=+1 channels. Explicit
calculations give?

¢.=~1.2x1075,
¢, ~0.8¢_.

From Eq. (4), the matrix elements for K; ¢ -2y
decays can be constructed as follows:

(5)

VERNL
Tsy+=T17++z<E> elma,,

9 \l/2
Tsy_=<(—#—> ({Ima_+€Rea.),
(6)
. 2 1/2
TL7+=1<?{-> Ima, +€Tyy,,
+

2 1/2 X
Tpy-= (E ) (Rea_ +ieIma_).

It is well known that in the usual perturbation
theory for weak and electromagnetic interactions,
the contribution to K;, ¢ — uji can come from (a)
lowest-order weak and fourth-order electromag-
netic interactions and (b) second-order weak ef-
fects alone. Now, a general class of CP-violating
weak interactions can be described by the Ham-
iltonian

H,=H) +HS )

where + refer to CP-even and -odd parts. If the
CP-conserving part is characterized by the usual
weak coupling constant G, and the CP-violating
part by G/, experiments suggest G'/G~107%. It is
also well known that the absorptive part a., a% in
the matrix elements (1) can receive contributions
only from (a) and not (b). Furthermore, in the
weak-electromagnetic contributions of the type
(), clearly H$" would contribute to Rea, and HS”
to Ima,. Assuming CP is conserved in electromag-
netic interactions, one then expects

Ima, Ima._

Rea, Rea_~O(GI/G) : 8)

As for the dispersive part b.,b% of the matrix
elements (1), both (a) and (b) can contribute. One
knows, however, that the explicit calculation for
the 2y intermediate state in contributions of type
(a) is logarithmically divergent,? but for the high-
er-order weak process (b) the degree of diver-
gence is quadratic.® As usual, we shall assume

the existence of appropriate cutoffs. We then ex-
pect (Reb,),~0(Ga?), (Reb,.),~0(G?)and (Imd,),
~0(G'a?), (Imb,),~O(GG'), where a is the fine-
structure constant, so that as an order-of-mag-
nitude estimate,

Imb, Imb-
Reb, Reb-

~0(G’/G). (9)

An accidental almost total cancellation between
the two contributions (a) and (b) can upset this
estimate. If this happens for Reb,, (9) could be
a gross underestimate. However, in view of the
different degrees of divergence in the two contri-
butions, we regard such a near cancellation to be
highly unlikely. The estimate (9) is clearly less
reliable than (8). However, it seems safe to ex-
clude the possibility that |Imb,| may become com-
parable to or larger than |Reb,|. Note that in the
superweak theory, CP violation appears only
through the mixing parameter € in Eq. (2), and
Ima,=Imb,=0.

Since both € and G’/G are small parameters,
we may in the following ignore the quadratic
terms €%, €G'/G, and (G'/G)* compared with
terms of order unity. From Egs. (3), using Egs.
(8) and (9), we obtain in this approximation

R(K - up) = ITLu+ 12"' [ T[,p-lz
~ 2[(Rea-)? + (Reb.)?]. (10)

In the same manner, Egs. (6) lead to

2
R(Kp, ~vy)=| Tpys |2+|TL7_|2z-a-—(Rea_)2 .
(11)

From Egs. (10) and (11), we then readily obtain
the inequality

R(Ky ~ up)

>p_=1.2X10"5 . 12
R, —7y) ? (12)

Even if Imb, ~Reb,, to the extent that € is small,
one still has the approximate relation

R(K; ~ uf)=~ 2[(Rea-)* + (Reb-)* + (Imb, ]  (13)

instead of Eq. (9). From Egs. (13) and (11), the
inequality (12) follows again. Experimentally, us-
ing the result®

R(K, ~vy) _ -
R(K, —all) =(4.7+0.6)x10
and the upper bound!
R(KL "U‘ﬁ) -9
R—————-——(KL ~all) <1.8x107°,
we get
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FIG. 1. CP-violating contribution to b, in model (15).
R(KL hnd IJ'I-_‘L) < -5
————"<0.4X%x10 14)
R(E, = 77) (

which contradicts the result (12).

There exists another class of CP-violating the-
ories where this contradiction can be avoided. A
typical example is Okubo’s model.” Okubo as-
sumes the existence of intermediate vector bo-
sons (charged and neutral) which have strong in-
teractions among themselves but are coupled weak-
ly (or electromagnetically) to all other particles.
The weak Hamiltonian is wholly odd under CP,

H,=igd,W, +H.c., (15)

where g is real and describes the semiweak cou-
pling constant (g?/m,%=G/v2), and J, , contains
both charged and neutral hadronic currents, as
well as the usual leptonic currents. The detailed
structure of J, and H, is not important for our
purposes here. It is easy to see that the lowest-
order CP-conserving interaction arises in the sec-
ond-order g?% while the CP-violating effects man-
ifest themselves only in the third-order g3. In
terms of the earlier notation, G'/G=g. It is easy
to check that in this theory Rea, ~O(g%@?) and
Ima, ~0(g3a?), so that the estimate (8) is again
valid. However, now Eq. (9) is incorrect. To see
this, note that as before (Reb.),~0(g%a?), (Reb,),
~0(g*) and (Imbd,),~0(g3a?), but this time one
expects in general (Imb,),~0(g®) and not O(g?).
This is the gross CP-violation effect discussed
by Marshak ef al.,® and arises from the Feynman
diagram displayed in Fig. 1. If numerically g and
a are of the same order of magnitude, Imbd, will
in general dominate over Reb,. Thus in this case
results (9), (10), and (12) can be avoided.

We would also like to mention that if CP viola-
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tion is indeed responsible for the discrepancy be-
tween the unitarity lower bound and the experimen-
tal upper bound for K, — ufi, in general one must
have®*

R(Ks — pmi)

R(KL-—;LTL)> 5.5 x10%,
With the order-of-magnitude arguments based on
the class of theories (7), this result seems hard
to understand. For the model (15), however,
Okubo® has shown recently that the third-order
CP-violating interaction in the local limit is ef-
fectively of the current-current type formed with
neutral currents. The hadronic neutral current
has CP=-1, and the leptonic uf current is of the
V - A form. This would then lead!® to a vanishing
contribution to the dispersive part of the K, - ufi
matrix element, so that one could, in principle,
understand a large K — ufi rate compared with
K, - yfi. Note that in the local limit, whereas
Imb, is small, Imb. is still large, so that the
arguments leading to the inequality (12) break
down once again.

It is worthwhile to note that from our point of
view Nishijima’s theory!! of CP violation, which
has some features in common with Okubo’s the-
ory, however, falls into the category (7) and not
(15). This is because in Nishijima’s theory, CP
violation is confined only to weak all hadronic pro-
cesses, so that there are no CP-violating contri-
butions of the type (b). This theory then leads to
the estimates (8) and (9), as before.

Finally, we might mention that in models such
as (15), since the largest contribution to Kg - ugi
decay comes from the Imb- term, one observes
from Egs. (3) that |Tg, _|>|Tsy. |, so that the
Ui pair would be predominantly in an s state. On
the other hand, for models such as (7), if the real
parts of @, and b, dominate over the imaginary
parts as given in Eqgs. (8) and (9), Ky - uf would
be mostly a p-wave decay. Needless to say, such
a test has to first await the detection of the K
- up decay mode itself.

The author would like to thank Professor S.
Okubo for many discussions.
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The problem of mass extrapolation in the vector-meson-dominance predictions of single-
mt electroproduction is examined within the framework of the electric Born model.

Recent data on electroproduction of 7*':2 were compared to predictions of vector-meson dominance
(VMD).*>** The data were taken at the pion-nucleon center-of-mass energy W from 2.0 to 2.45 GeV at
DESY! and from 1.85 to 2.5 GeV at CEA,? and the square of the virtual-photon mass K? (K2> 0 for space-
like four-vectors in our metric) was taken from 0.1 to 0.9 (GeV/c)? at DESY and from 0.18 to 1.2 (GeV/c)?
at CEA. The comparison of these data with the VMD prediction was found to be quite good,*** with the
possible exception of the longitudinal-transverse interference term.* In fact, it is almost surprising that
the VMD prediction should work so well for the electroproduction of 7* in the range of W and K® measured
when we know that the VMD prediction for inelastic e-p scattering fails in the same kinematic region.’:¢
Also, when W2 is not much larger than K? there are ambiguities in applying VMD to predict the cross sec-
tion for longitudinally polarized virtual photons.* In view of these ambiguities, and in order to get a bet-
ter idea about the effect of going from K2> 0 to K*= —-mpzin the VMD prediction of 7* electroproduction,
we feel that it is worthwhile to use the electric Born model (one-pion exchange plus nucleon pole term
with a y,-type NN coupling) to study this mass-extrapolation problem in electroproduction of 7*. We
have used the electric Born model to study the mass-extrapolation problem in the application of VMD to
7* photoproduction before,” but there we confined ourselves to the transversely polarized photon amplitudes.
We now extend our analysis to the longitudinally polarized amplitudes when we have virtual photons.

For convenience, we use the same notation as in Ref. 4. The electroproduction of 7* cross section can

be expressed as

do__ _do?’ 1
dE'dQ,dtde dtdp 2T

T{oy +€cos2¢ oy +eoy +[2e(e +1)]¥2cos¢ o;}. 1)

The first two terms in the bracket correspond to virtual photoproduction by transversely polarized photons;
oy is the cross section for longitudinal photons; and 0, corresponds to transverse-longitudinal interference.
Using VMD, we can relate the m* electroproduction cross section to the p-production density-matrix

elements and cross section® as follows:

¢ 2W  do

Y 2 2 2
o do e> (—nl"——> {pyy— € c0OS2¢ py_+€C? pyy +2le(e +1)]2 cos¢ cRep, } TR dr (= p—p°n).

atag \f,) \m,?+K?

)

q and k are, respectively, the pion and virtual-photon momenta in the pion-nucleo:. center-of-mass sys-
tem. c describes the variation of longitudinal amplitudes with K®. As we mentioned before, there are
several different proposals concerning the value of ¢ in the application of VMD. As in Ref. 4, we give



