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A bug entered the code for the evaluation of theCP asym-
metry aD

s
1D

s
2. The correct results for the allowed range

variation of this quantity in model I are shown in Fig. 1.
model II this asymmetry has values between2331023 and
0.11 ~the latter is a factor of 2–3 larger than the SM pred
tion!.

Accordingly, in model I the allowed range ofaD
s
1D

s
2 writ-

ten through the text is actually between20.4 and 0.4. The
best fit matrix in Eqs.~83! gives aD

s
1D

s
2 similar to the SM

value.
The maximum number of eventsKL→p0nn̄ predicted for

the KOPIO experiment is incorrectly written as 40. With t

rates obtained for this decay, the expected number of ev

can be up to 103.

Independently of these changes, there are a few typo

the published version of the paper, which do not affect

results. In the equations written for neutral meson mix

there are some missing factors of two in the terms involv

two different internal quarks. These factors were howe

included in the numerical code. The correct equations r

~the expressions forDK
II , DB

II , andDBs

II are unchanged!
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FIG. 1. Range of variation ofaD
s
1D

s
2 in model I ~shaded area!.
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In the effective Lagrangian parametrizing the interactio
in atomic parity violation there is an spuriousg5. The correct
equation reads

L52
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A2
(

i 5u,d
@C1i ēgmg5eq̄ig

mqi1C2i ēgmeq̄ig
mg5qi #.

~75!

Finally, in the expression for the branching ratio
KL→p0nn̄, the charm contribution can be neglected, resu
ing in

Br~KL→p0nn̄!5r KL

tKL

tK1

Br~K1→p0e1n̄ !

3
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t

1Im DK1#2, ~77!

where the correct value of the branching ratio forK1

→p0e1n̄ is Br(K1→p0e1n̄)50.0487~in the calculations
the correct value was used!.
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