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Next-to-leading order chiral perturbation theory of K77 — 7 and K — 77 amplitudes
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It is shown that the low energy coefficients of the next-to-leading order chiral perturbation theory
needed to determine the physical Al = 1/2, K — 7rar decay amplitude can be fixed by calculating K7 —
7 amplitudes on the lattice. Unlike using next-to-leading order K — m7r amplitudes proposed by Laiho
and Soni, simulating K7 — 7 transitions on the lattice does not require evaluations of s-channel
disconnected diagrams which have been an obstacle in practice.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Chiral perturbation theory (yPT) provides a useful tool
in understanding the physics of mesons. In particular, it has
been employed to extrapolate important quantities to the
physical pion mass from the lattice calculations performed
using somewhat heavier mesons.

Employing leading order chiral perturbation theory in
lattice QCD calculations of nonleptonic kaon decays was
proposed by Bernard et al. in Refs. [1,2]. In this proposal,
the effective weak operators are rewritten in terms of
meson fields. The coefficients of those operators (low
energy coefficients (LECs)) are determined through lattice
simulations where lattice calculations of K — vac and
K — @ can be used to determine the more difficult K —
7rar amplitude. This calculation has been done [5,6] with
quenched ensembles using the leading order chiral pertur-
bation theory. However, the results did not show a good
agreement with the experimental observations.

Since then computing power has drastically improved
and we can afford to generate unquenched gauge ensem-
bles. The chiral perturbation theory treatment has also been
extended with the next-to-leading order (NLO) calculation
done by Laiho and Soni [7]. As mentioned in Ref. [7], the
next-to-leading order corrections could be around 30% and
the nonzero phase shift of the final 777 state interaction
cannot be accommodated by the leading order chiral per-
turbation theory. Only chiral-loop corrections can induce
complex amplitudes.

However, at NLO K — 77— simulations with un-
physically heavy pions in addition to K — 7 and K —
vac ones on the lattice are needed to determine K — 77
amplitudes with physical kinematics. There are significant
difficulties in lattice calculations of K — w7, transi-
tions. Those difficulties basically result from the existence
of s-channel disconnected diagrams. The numerical evalu-
ation of those diagrams turn out to be very hard because of
the exponential decay of signal to noise (SN) ratio. In order
to avoid those difficulties, it is proposed to use K7 —
transitions in Ref. [8].
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The most notable advantage of using K7 — 7 ampli-
tudes is the elimination of s-channel disconnected dia-
grams. As one can see from the diagrams shown in
Figs. 1 and 4, the K — 77 and K7 — 7 diagrams are
related in a one-to-one fashion by simply moving the final
7" propagator to the initial state. The s-channel discon-
nected diagram (C) of Fig. 1 is converted to the z-channel
disconnected diagram (C) of Fig. 4.

Furthermore, when practical calculations on the lattice
are to be performed, a more subtle advantage can be seen.
For lattice calculations of K — 77 amplitudes, in order to
ensure that the desired states are projected out, it would be
ideal to vary both the separation between the time where
the initial state is created and the time where the weak
operator is inserted (7p) and the separation between ¢, and
the time where the final state is annihilated. However,
varying both of the separations may be prohibitly expen-
sive in practice. In this case, it would be most useful to be
able to vary the time slice where the two particle state is
annihilated (or created for K7 — 7r transitions) because
the complexity of the two particle state makes it harder to
guess a priori the appropriate time separation needed to

(A) (B)
T / T
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FIG. 1. Quark contraction diagrams for K — 77 matrix ele-
ments. The gray circle represents the insertion of a four-quark
operator. By crossing 7+ over the operator, the corresponding
diagrams of Fig. 4 are obtained.
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project out the desired state. For K — 777 simulations, the
number of fermion propagator inversions must grow pro-
portional to the number of time slices where the 77 state is
annihilated, as can be seen from the diagram (C) of Fig. 1.
In contrast, for K7 — 7 amplitudes, the K state can be
created at all time slices with a fixed number of inversions
if sources are set at the time where the weak Hamiltonian
operator is inserted and also at the time where the 7 is
annihilated.

The same advantage can be exploited when the overlap
factors are calculated. Overlap factors, which describe the
overlap of the state created by the interpolating operator
and the desired state, must be divided out in order to extract
transition amplitudes from raw data. In order to compute
the overlap factors for the K — 77 amplitude, simulations
of 77 — 7o (wm scattering) and K — K (K spectrum)
are required, while for the K7 — 7 amplitude, simulations
of K7 — K (K scattering) and 7 — 7 (77 spectrum)
are necessary. Although the 7 — 7 and K — K simula-
tions may be equally easy, however, mm;—_, scattering
simulations are significantly more difficult than those re-
quired for K7 scattering simulations. As is well known, a
calculation of the s-channel disconnected diagrams is re-
quired for 7m;—, scattering simulations [8]. In contrast,
strangeness conservation ensures that the s-channel dis-
connected diagrams are not required for K7 scattering
simulations. A more detailed discussion can be found in
Ref. [8].

In this paper, the detailed yPT formulae for K7 — o
processes are presented. In the next two sections, we fix
notation by expressing the effective weak operators in
QCD as elements of the definite irreducible representation
of the SU(3), ® SU(3)g chiral symmetry group and their
corresponding expressions in terms of meson fields follow.
Then, it will be explicitly shown that the LECs needed to
determine the physical K — 77 decay amplitude at NLO
in YPT can be determined by analyzing the chiral expan-
sion of K7 — 7 amplitudes at simple kinematic points.
Those effects of finite volume are discussed which could be
an issue when two particle states with nonzero relative
momentum are considered. Practical issues related to fix-
ing many unknown LECs are also discussed in the later
section.

II. EFFECTIVE WEAK OPERATORS

The operator product expansion (OPE) can be used to
express K — 7rr decay amplitudes in terms of matrix
elements of the AS = 1 weak effective Hamiltonian,

(| H 5= 1K) = \/— ViaVies X ciluXmm] Qi(w)| K).

In essence, the OPE separates two important physical
scales: the c;(u)s, called Wilson coefficients, which con-
tain the short distance physics which can be calculated by
QCD and electroweak perturbative techniques and the
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matrix elements {(77|Q,(w)|K), which are determined by
the long distance physics for which nonperturbative meth-
ods are required. A thorough discussion can be found e.g.
in Ref. [9].

If the charm-quark is integrated out, there are 10 of
Q;(w). Since they have been tabulated many times [10],
only two of them are shown, here:

Ql = 5117/1,(1 - ')’S)uaﬁb')"u(l - ,)/S)dh, (1)

Q7 ==5,7.(1 = ¥)d, Zequ“(l +9)q,. (2

l\)lw

The Q; is called a current-current weak operator and the
O; arises from electroweak penguin diagrams.

In order to use chiral perturbation theory, these operators
must be written in terms of elements of irreducible repre-
sentations of the chiral symmetry group. The relevant four-
quark operators can be arranged into irreducible represen-
tations of the SU(3); ® SU(3)y chiral group with definite
isospin as follows:

XS = Ga)[(au), — (dd),]+ u),(ad),,

XYY = Gd)[(au), + 2(dd), — 3(s),] + Gu),(@d),,

X(l/z) = (5d),(au), — (Su),(ad),,

X§1? = Gd)[(@u), + 2(dd), + 2(s),] + (Gu), (ad),,
112 = (5d),[(aw)g + (dd)g + (55)z)
1 =G [(@u)g + (dd)g + (55)g]¥,

&2 = (5d)[(w)g — (dd)g] + (5u)(d)y,

o7 =G [(@u)g — (dd)gl} + {(5u), (ad)g),

(1/2) = (5d) [(@u)g — (35)g] — (5u),(@d)g,

82 = {Gd) [(au)g — 55)pD — {(Gu)(ad)g),

where we follow the notation of Ref. [6]. Operators are
classified by the Lorentz structure L ® L and L ® R and
represented by X and VY, respectively. The irreducible
representation to which the operator belongs is given in
the subscript and the short hand notation

(Ed)L = Ea’)/,u,(l - YS)da; (Ed)R = Ebyu(l + 75)db

is used. Because of invariance under the Fierz transforma-
tion, there are no color mixed L ® L operators appearing,
but for L ® R operators, their color mixed versions are
represented by superscript c:
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{Gd)LGd)gy = 5%y, (1 = y5)d"5"y, (1 + ys)d®.  (3)

Finally, the isospin of the operators is also given in the
superscript.

In terms of this basis, the four-quark operators are
rewritten as

2 S(1/2 2 3/2
Q) = %Xgll/ "+ %Xgl/ "+ %X(zl{l) + %X(ﬂ(l)’ “)

0; = TVs? + Vil (5)

The strategy is to measure the matrix elements of the X
and Y operators with quarks somewhat heavier than physi-
cal quarks and to use the chiral expansion to extrapolate the
|
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matrix elements to the physical quark mass. Then, we can
recover the matrix elements of the Q;(u) operators from
Egs. (4) and (5).

Note that the classification of the X and Y operators
relies on the chiral symmetry. Thus, the realization of the
chiral symmetry on the lattice is crucial. Since Ginsparg-
Wilson fermions can allow extrapolation to the chiral limit
without taking continuum limit, using a lattice formulation
of one of those fermions is necessary for the calculations of
the matrix elements.

At leading order in the chiral expansion, which will be
defined in the next section, the K7 — 7r transition ampli-
tude can be written

(rl0® 1K m) = (sl — w5+

3 3(mzr+(prﬂ')_(pKkﬂ')_(p7Tkﬂ'))
— da,((px - k) — (p - kW»), ©)

where @ and @, are unknown LECs and will be deter-
mined by comparing with lattice calculations of e.g.

Fy(ml Vg |Km), (7

where Fy is the Liischer-Lellouch finite volume factor
[11]. One can easily see from Eq. (6) that by varying
momentum and mass the unknown coefficients can be
determined [12]. We can then use Eq. (6) to reduce the
physical K — 7rar transition amplitude by setting pyx =
(mg,0), pr=(—mg/2,k), and k, = (mg/2,k) with
myg = 2m% + k>,

Note that there are other operators belonging to the same
chiral representation (e.g. X(;f) ). For those operators, the
same analysis can be done with different values of LECs.

III. CHIRAL PERTURBATION THEORY

Chiral perturbation theory (yPT) is based on an effective
field theory of the low energy sector of QCD. Its funda-
mental degrees of freedom are the lowest mass pseudosca-
lar mesons which are the Goldstone-bosons arising from
spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking. Because of the
nonlinear transformation of the Goldstone-bosons under
the symmetry group, the meson fields appear in the field >

given by
S L] ®

where 3 belongs to the (3,3) representation of the
SU(3); ® SU(3)g, the 3 X 3 matrices ¢“ are proportional
to the Gell-Mann matrices with tr(z,t,) = 8, and the ¢
are the real pseudoscalar-meson fields. The quantity f is
the meson decay constant in the chiral limit, with f,. equal
to 130 MeV in this notation [7].

I
The leading order (O(p?)) strong Lagrangian is given by

2 2
£®=ufa,stams)+ R0

ux'E + 3yl 9

where y is a diagonal mass matrix with its diagonal
elements (m,, my, my). They are related to the meson
mass via

2 2 2
m m mi.,
— 7t — K — K . (10)

By = = =
m, +my; m, + myg my + mg

The leading order weak Lagrangian is given by

LY = 260, 2194 3] + 2By i As(x T2 + 2T y)]
+ayt (310, SFE19A3)! + agg i A2 03]
+ H.c., (11)

where terms with coefficients «; and «, belong to the
(8, 1) representation of the SU(3), ® SU(3)z group and
the last two terms belong to the (27, 1) and the (8, 8)
representation, respectively.

The Lagrangian of the next-to-leading order (O(p*))
weak operators may be written

LY =308 +3 4,07 +3 ¢, 0. (12)

The complete set of NLO weak operators with AS = 1 is
discussed by Kambor, Missimer, and Wyler in Ref. [13]. A
minimal subset of operators contributing K — 7 and K —
7rar processes are studied in Refs. [14—17] and the explicit
forms are given in Refs. [7,17,18].

The (8, 8) and (27, 1) operators will not be considered in
this paper since the LECs for those operators can be
determined without A/ =1/2, K — 7w simulations
[19]. The explicit forms of the (8, 1) operators are
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O = ufAs8%],
0¥ = ufAeP?],
O3 = u[ g[S, P],
08V = ulAgL,SL*],
0% = u[AeSTu[L2],
0%V = tlAg{L,, 8, Wr}]

0% = [ ASTulS],
OV = u[AgPIu[P],
0% = ulAelS, L2]
0% = ul AL, Jul{L¥, S})
0% = ulA[P, L2]]
05" = ul AW, Wr]

with S=2B,(x'2 +3ty), P =2B,(x'> - =ty L, =
ixta, 3, Wrr=2(3,L,+0d,L,), and (Ag);; = 83;8;.

Finally, the next-to-leading order strong Lagrangian
relevant for kaon decay amplitudes is

LY =310 (13)

and the explicit forms for the @E“) are
0% = ulL*P,
05" = u[L?L?],
08" = uL?S],
o) = Lu[s? + P

0 = ulL,L,Ju{L*L"],
O = u[L2]uls],

(14)
0" = uf ST,

diay(m% — m2) _

0108 VIK?) = -

8i(m%
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IV. ROLE OF K7 — 7w MATRIX ELEMENTS

In this section, we will show explicitly that those LECs
necessary to calculate the physical K — 77 amplitude can
be determined from K — vac, K— 7, and K7w— 7
amplitudes.

There are five types of operators depending on the
representation of the chiral group and isospin: (27, 1) Al =
3/2, (27, 1) AI = 1/2,8, 8) AI = 1/2,(8, 8) Al =3/2,
and (8, 1) Al = 1/2. In this paper, only (8, 1) Al =1/2
operators are discussed. LECs for other operators
(27,1)/(8,8) AI = 1/2 or 3/2 can be determined without
the use of K — 7rr;—, amplitudes [19].

In order to check that all the LECs sufficient to recon-
struct the physical K — 77 amplitude can be determined,
it is enough to look at the analytic terms. Since matrix
elements, meson masses, and the meson momenta are
calculated on the lattice, if we insert those quantities into
the following yPT formulae a set of linear equations of
LECs will be obtained. Presumably, the contribution of the
logarithm terms would not render the linear equations
singular. So, we omit the logarithmic terms in the follow-
ing formulae.

Although K — vac and K — 7 calculations have al-
ready been done, for example, in Ref. [7], we present the
formulae for completeness. The analytic terms in the K —
vac amplitude come from diagrams T1 and T2 of Fig. 2 and
they are

—m2)(2(e; + ey + es)m% + e;m?)

f

15
7 15)

From this calculation, one can determine «,, e,, e; + es. If CPS [21] symmetry [22] is realized, hence mg = m, the
K — vac matrix elements vanish. Thus, nondegenerate quark masses must be used for the determination of these LECs.
The diagrams E1 and E2 of Fig. 3 generate the analytic terms in the K — 77 amplitudes, which are

4 . kﬂ_ 4
(T (kOB VIK* (pg)) = i f2) ami + 1
- 8(62 + 2€3

By varying momenta and masses, one can determine «;, €39, €

K — vac results.

( 16(81 + €r + 65)}’71‘;( +

— 2es)my)my + 64es(py - kn)* + 8(ey;

(16(e1g — e3s)(pk - k)

— 2e35)(pi * k)m%). (16)

— 2ess, €19 — €35, and e; — e5 when combined with

For K7 — mr, there are five diagrams: Al, A2, and C1 of Fig. 2 and G1 and G2 of Fig. 3. The analytic terms are

(7= (k)OBVIK (p)m™ (P )Gi+ca =

16
+ —(el + 5e, + 3e3 — 2es)mim% —

+ ez + e15)(py - ky))myx —

2
(Featk =)~ e k) (o k) + S er er ¢ e

16((ejg — e35)(px * k)

?(381 + Tey + 3e3)ms, — 64deso((py * kyp)?

= (P kp)?) = 8(ery — 2(eys + e35))(pk - k)m%

+ 8(2610 + €11 + 4613

- 4635)(1977 : kw)m%

+ 1635(px - po) (P - k) = (P - k,,))), (17)
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FIG. 2. Diagrams involved with tadpoles. T1, T2, and T3 are relevant to K — vac amplitudes while others are for K7 — 7

amplitudes. Gray (black) blobs are weak (strong) vertices. Large blobs are the leading order terms while the small blobs are the next-
to-leading order ones.
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FIG. 3. Diagrams not involved with tadpoles. E1, E2, and F1 are relevant to K — 7 amplitudes while others are for K7 —

amplitudes. Gray (black) blobs are weak (strong) vertices. Large blobs are the leading order terms while the small blobs are the next-
to-leading order ones.
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(7= (k)IOBVIK (p) 7™ (pr))at+a
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_ 4i(=my 4 2(pk - ) + (P k) + (g - ki) (my — mi)(ay + 4(e) + ey + es)my + 2e,m7) (18)

3f3(mgr+(Ppr)_(PKkn-)_(Pn-kn-)) '

and

il6a,(m% — m2)

(7 (k)OS VK (p) T (p)er =

3f5(pk tpr— kw')z - m%(

(_12k77' : pKkﬂ' : pﬂ'(ZLl + L2 + L3)

+6pg - prlky - pr(4Ly + 2Ly + L3) + kg - pg(4L; + L3))

+ 2k, - p,(12L, + 3Ly — 8L, — Ls)m% — 4py - p,(2L4 + Ls)m% — (2L4 + Ls
—2(2Lg + Lg))my — 2k, - px(2Ly + Ls)m% + 2k, - px(6L, + 3L3 + SLy)m%

— 2k, - ppLlam? — (111, + 4Ls — 6(5Lg + 2Lg))mim>

—2pk - po(6Ly + 8L, + 3Ls)m2 + (Ly — Ls + 2(L¢ + Lg))m?), (19)

where the L; are Gasser-Leutwyler coefficients [23], and it is assumed that those coefficients are already known [24].

Since the analytic terms of K7 — 7 amplitudes are quite complex, we isolate the new coefficients which must be
determined from K7 — 7 amplitudes by inserting LECs that can be computed from K — vac and K — 7 amplitudes.
One can easily see that only three coefficients remain to be determined which are from the G2 contribution,

<7T—(k77)|(9(8’1)|K0(pK)7T_ (p7)>G2,part = %(16635([71( : pw)((pK ' k7r) - (pTr ' kw)) - 32613(1977 ' kﬂ')(m%( - m%r)

- 16615((1777' . k#)m%( - (pK : kﬂ-)m%r)) (20)

In order to show explicitly that the needed coefficients can be determined, we choose kinematics where the initial kaon and
pion are nearly at rest while the final pion has momentum 277/ L. With these kinematic points,

16iW((e35 — e5) (W, mg — Wym?) — ei3(Ey + W) (mg — m7))

(= (k)IOFVK(pi) 7™ (PG part =

where W is the energy of the final pion and Wy and W are
the energies of the initial kaon and pion, respectively.
Although very small, we take into account the momentum
of the initial particles. When K7 — 7 transitions are
simulated on the lattice, this small momentum originates
from interactions between the kaon and the pion and we
have no control over the direction of this momentum. An
average over solid angle must be taken. More discussion of
this point is given in Sec. V. This effect is already included
in the above formula. Now, one can see that e35 — e5 and
ez can be determined by varying myg and m,. Then,
combined with K — vac and K — 7 results, one can de-
termine the NLO analytic terms of the physical K — 7
matrix element:

7 NG

(= T |OB DKy

8i

= f—3(m%< —m2) - (((eyg — e35) + (€35 — ey5) — 2ey3)m%
+ (—2(e; + es) —4dey — 2(e3 — e5) + 2(e;p — e35)
+ (eg; — 2e35) + dey3 + 8esg)m?).

Note that the SU(3) limit cannot be used because
Eq. (21) vanishes in that limit. Moreover, there is a further
restriction on the choice of momenta if one considers more
general kinematics. The tadpole contribution (Egs. (18)
and (19)) can diverge for some choices of momenta [26].
This is a disadvantage of using transitions with an unavoid-

014505-6



NEXT-TO-LEADING ORDER CHIRAL PERTURBATION ...

able energy-momentum injection such as the current
proposal.

V. FINITE VOLUME EFFECTS

In the previous section, it is shown that the unknown
LECs can be determined by measuring weak matrix ele-
ments from lattice calculations. We choose to use a mini-
mal set of matrix elements for the sake of proving
sufficiency of the calculation of only these types of ampli-
tudes. However, as is suggested in the next section, it
would be useful to measure more matrix elements rather
than the minimal set so that one can reduce statistical errors
in determining the LECs and test for the consistency of the
XPT expansions.

An obvious approach is to include matrix elements with
mesons of different masses, but this requires new sets of
configuration if we want to use unquenched chiral pertur-
bation theory. A method which does not require new
ensembles is to use mesons with nonzero relative mo-
menta. In this case, the nontrivial finite volume effects on
the resulting matrix elements are not exponentially small.
This has been studied by Liischer and Lellouch in Ref. [11]
and it is generalized to the case where the total momentum
is not zero in Refs. [28,29]. This generalization is quite
useful since using a system with nonzero total momentum
is the only method, at the moment, of creating two particle
states with nonzero relative momentum without generating
new gauge ensembles.

One can also consider matrix elements that spatial mo-
mentum is injected through the weak Hamiltonian. In such
cases, the result of Refs. [28,29] has to be generalized
further. This is straightforward and the derivation is given
in Appendix B. The final result is

(7 (k)| Hy (0)| K, (E, P))|

“ar G ()

x | [ a0t Nm Ok @m-ay|. @2

where the left-hand side represents a matrix element in a
finite box while the integrand on the right-hand side rep-
resents one in an infinite volume. Here, E is the energy of
the K state which can be measured from lattice calcu-
lations. Similarly, P is the total momentum of the K7 state
which is imposed explicitly by the operator creating the
state. Finally, k is the momentum of the final pion. The
starred variables are those Lorentz-transformed into the
center of momentum (CM) frame. In particular,

E=VE2 - P? (23)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014505 (2009)

which in turn gives the Lorentz transformation angle 8 =
P/E and the ¢* is defined from

S CEYEER CEyC R

The k* is the result of the Lorentz transformation with the
above (8 of the four-momentum of the final pion state,

(W/m2 + k2, k). py is a function of g* and its definition
is given in Refs. [28,29]. Roughly, it can be interpreted as
the density of states.

In Eq. (22), the difference from the result of
Refs. [28,29] is the explicit appearance of the integration
over solid angle. Since the final meson state has nonzero
momentum and cannot be used to constrain the initial state
to be an S-wave, this must be done explicitly. As such, the
initial state in the matrix element (7r(k)|Hy (0)|K 7, (E, P))
must be in an S-wave state [30], as seen from the CM
frame. This means that the S-wave state must be explicitly
generated in the lattice simulation. Fortunately, S-wave
states are the lowest energy states which can appear, so
we can generate the S-wave K 7 state by using any operator
which has an overlap with it and evaluating its correlation
function for large Euclidean time separation.

VI. PRACTICAL ISSUES

Up until now, the focus of this paper has been that the
lattice calculation of K — 7r7r matrix elements suggested
in Ref. [7] can be replaced with K7 — 7 matrix elements
which can be measured much more easily than K — 77
ones. In this section, we address some practical issues
associated with the lattice calculation of the matrix ele-
ments which are required for determining the LECs.

The strategy this paper has taken is very similar to that of
Ref. [7]. Most of the unknown LECs must be determined
from K — vac and K — 7 matrix elements and K7 — 7
matrix elements are considered as supplementary to deter-
mine the LECs which cannot be obtained from K — vac
and K — 7 matrix elements. Since these are simple matrix
elements, it is believed that they can be calculated easily
with good precision and this has been assumed in the
discussion above. Recently, the RBC-UKQCD collabora-
tion has performed a partially quenched calculation of
K — vac and K — 77 transition amplitudes [31]. As ex-
pected, the matrix elements were determined very well. In
particular, K — 7r matrix elements—even after subtraction
of the contribution from the mixing with lower dimen-
sional operators—are measured quite accurately with less
than 10% error. By employing partial quenching and the
corresponding yPT, they attempted to determine from
subtracted K — 7 matrix elements alone, all of the LECs
associated O®1) operators except one of the LECs for
whose determination another process is required.
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Unfortunately, the LECs are determined very poorly, with
around 50% to 100% errors.

This escalation of error can be understood easily. The
conventional presumption is that LECs follow a multivari-
ate Gaussian distribution with the mean values given by the
XPT formulae which can be written, if masses and mo-
menta are known as

K(mK’ Mz, PK> p7T) ‘X = M: (25)

where we put tildes on M in order to stress that they are
theoretical matrix elements. Then, the fitting procedure
requires minimizing

CX)=(K-X—MTSYK-X—M), (26)

where M is the matrix elements measured on the lattice and
X represents a vector of the unknown LECs. If the number
of unknowns is the same as that of measured matrix
elements, the minimization of C(X) is equivalent to solving

K(mg, my, pg, pr) - X = M. (27)

The point is that even though the errors in M are small
there is no guarantee that so are the errors in K~ ' M. For
example, if two positive quantities (a, b) with relative
errors (e, e,) are subtracted, the relative error of the
subtracted value could be significantly larger than e, or
e;,- Indeed, Eqgs. (16) and (17) suggest that the difference of
the matrix elements must be used to deduce the LECs. In
other words, errors in differences of the matrix elements
may have more direct impact on the errors of the LECs
rather than those of the measured matrix elements do.

If there are redundant matrix elements, the correspond-
ing equation becomes

(TK)X = TM — (TK)"'TM = X, (28)

where matrices K and T are rectangular, not square. The
matrix 7 is determined from the minimization condition of
Eq. (20),

T=K'S". (29)

The variances of the LECs (i.e. fit parameters) can be
written

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014505 (2009)
XiX;) = ((TK) "' TLuM{[(TK) ™' T]; M)
= (K"K KTy
X M[(KTSTK) I KTS 1], M),

Utilizing the fact that ¥, is the correlation matrix of mea-
sured matrix elements, they are simplified into

(X X;) =[(KTZ7'K)"];;. (30)

Note that calculating any linear combination of Ms has no
effect on the uncertainties. Such a transformation can be
represented by

K — SK, 3 — S3ST, (31)

and one can see that Eq. (30) is invariant.

Based on Eq. (30), one can consider some schemes to
reduce uncertainties of the LECs. An intuitively obvious
way, besides increasing the number of configurations, is to
increase the number of kinematic points. Although it is
evident that more information determines the unknowns
more precisely, it is not mathematically apparent from
Eq. (30). So, we provide the proof in Appendix D.

In order to enlarge the number of matrix elements,
partial quenching may be employed [32]. As mentioned
in the earlier section, one can consider imposing various
momenta on the pions and kaons. In particular, K7 — 7
transitions can provide a great deal more matrix elements.
One of the advantages of K7 — 7 transitions over K —
7rar ones is that K — 7 processes may be simulated with
a partially quenched choice of masses. Unlike K — 77
transitions which require unitarity, K7 — 7 matrix ele-
ments do not show any pathological behavior on partially
quenched ensembles [8]. Thus, those additional inversions
required for partially quenched K — 7 matrix element
calculations can be used for K7 — 7 matrix elements.

There is no data discussing fluctuations of lattice corre-
lation functions for K7 — 7 matrix elements. In Fig. 4,
the quark contraction diagrams for K77 — r transitions are
shown. Since the diagrams (B) and (D) are essentially the
same as those appearing K — 7r7r;_, transitions, we know
that the signal to noise ratios are as good as those of lattice
correlation functions of K — 7r7r;—, transitions. The SN
ratios of (A) and (C) are hard to estimate, but one may
naively imagine that the effect of the loop in the middle is
as mild as the case of K — 7 matrix elements. Thus, one
might expect the errors of lattice calculations of K7 — 7
matrix elements are as small as those of K — 7 matrix
elements.
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T T
(A) (B)

K’ K° \
T, %,ﬁ
/ -

-

©) (D)

FIG. 4. Quark contraction diagrams for K7 — 7 transitions.
The gray circle represents the insertion of a four-quark operator.

Having many matrix elements, one needs a large number
of configurations in order to estimate the correlation matrix
reliably. It has been argued that the number of configura-
tions must be around 10 times that of observables [33].
Since a large number of configurations are needed to
reduce to statistical errors in matrix elements, increasing
the number of configurations is imperative. Indeed, the
number of configurations used by the RBC-UKQCD col-
laboration was around 70. If the number of configurations
may be quadrupled, hence around 300, the errors on matrix
elements will go down by a factor of 2 and we can have 30
matrix elements which is almost three times as many as the
numbers of the unknown LECs, which could make addi-
tional improvement of accuracy of the determination of the
LECs. It is notable that the covariance matrix (Eq. (30))
may become smaller even though matrix elements incon-
sistent with the fit function are included. Thus, the y? of the
fit must be monitored when more information is exploited.

Determining all the LECs necessary to extrapolate the
real world K — 7r7 matrix elements is certainly a numeri-
cally challenging task. Nevertheless, it is so only because
of the unusually large number of parameters to fit. As
discussed earlier, measuring more matrix elements than
the number of unknowns is essential besides increasing
statistics. This could be achieved by employing partial
quenching and by including K7 — 7 processes as well
as K — vac and K — 7 ones.

VII. SUMMARY

In this paper, it is shown that the LECs necessary for the
NLO xPT extrapolation of the physical (77|O®V|K)
matrix elements can be obtained from lattice calculations
of Km — m, K — m, and K — vac processes. The impor-
tant point is that simulations of K — 77— transitions,
which are very difficult, can be avoided.

Although we establish this result by using a minimal set
of kinematics, in practice one may want to use as many

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014505 (2009)

matrix elements as the ensemble size allows. In order to
enlarge the number of matrix elements, one can consider
including more kinematics as well as employing partial
quenching. Unlike K — 77 processes, K7 — 7 ones can
be simulated on partially quenched ensembles. If nontrivial
kinematic points are to be used, the finite volume effects on
K7 — 7 matrix elements must be taken into account care-
fully [11]. In particular, the case where spatial momentum
is injected through the weak Hamiltonian is discussed,
which requires a slight generalization of the results of
Ref. [28].

As discussed in Ref. [8], using K7 — 7 processes al-
lows us to avoid technical difficulties such as s-channel
disconnected diagrams. However, the mixing with lower
dimensional operators is still present. One may apply the
subtraction scheme used in Ref. [5].

The current computing resources are powerful enough to
simulate K7 — 7 transitions. With these NLO yPT for-
mulae, we can improve the calculation of K — 777 matrix
elements, which in turn will allow us to evaluate €’ /e more
accurately.

However, the recent work by the RBC-UKQCD collabo-
ration showed some concern regarding the validity of
SU@3) xPT as their data did not fit very well [25,31]. If
this turns out to be generally true, the approach of using
XPT for extrapolating K — 7r7r matrix elements to the
physical point may need to be reconsidered [34].
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APPENDIX A: LOGARITHMIC TERMS

In this section, the logarithmic terms (diagram A3, F1,
F2, D1, D2, D3, H1, H2, H3) are given.

1. The integrals

In order to write the transition amplitude in a simpler
form, the following notations are used:

B dlq 1

Ao(m) = ,LL /(ZW)d q2 _ m2)
dd 2

Am) = e | 5T

@m? ¢* —m*’
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Bo(my, my, k) = p (;ljrc)ld (g — k)12 —m? (g + k)12 - m3’

Bowlm i 1) = 1 (éld)d PR - m3’

Bulmy, ma k)= 1% | Gy (g — kq)]2 —mi (g + k)12 —mj’

By, (my, my, k) = Mef(;lj:)ld e Z)# 2 (gt ,gj —ml
ddq q2 q2

By(my, my, k) = u

@m? (g — k)? —m} (g + k> —m3’
Furthermore, when there is a Lorentz contraction, we use the following abbreviation:
k'BOEBO#k”’, k‘Bl EBll_Lk’u, P‘Bo'kEp/’LBOI_LVkV.

2. Diagram H1la
Here, g = 5 (p, — k),

<W7(k7)|(9(8'1)|K0(pl()777(p77)>H1a: <4a1k “By(q, mg, mg) + px + 8ayk,. - Bo(q, m,,m;) - pg

1
P
+aaip, Bo(q.mg, mg) - px +8aipy - Bolq. mymy) - pg
— §a2(4m%< — 4m2)B,(q, mg, mg) + %al(—Zm%{ —5m% + 5k, p,)
X (=m3 = kg px +ky pr+ Pk Pr)Bolg, my, mg)

+ %az(—Zm% —5m% + 5k, - p,)(dm% — 4m%)By(q, mg, mg)
+ %az(Sm% —8m2)(11m% — 10k, - p,.)Bo(q, m,, m,)

1
+ §C¥1(—6m%,. - 6k77' Pkt 6k77' “Pa Tt 6pl( : pﬂ)(llm%T - 10k7r : pw)
2
X By(q, my, my) + §a2(4m%< — 4m2)By(q, m,, m,)m>

4 2
+ 6&’2(8”}1%7 - Sm%()Bl(qr mg, m7T) + -

9a1m%r(3mzr + 3k7r Pk — 3k7r ‘Pr

2
—3pk - pa)Bolg, m,, m,) — a1(2mK+6m +ky pxk—6k; pr— Pk Dx)
4
XBl(q)memK) +§a1(39m%r+6k77'p1( - 36k77.p77_6p[(.pﬂ')Bl(Q’m#’m#)

4 , 4 16
- galBl(qv Mo, m,)ms, + gale(% mg, mg) — ?ale(q, My, my) ).
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3. Diagram H1b
Here’ q = %(pK - kﬂ)’

<W7(kw)|(9(8’1)|KO(PK)7T7 (Pw»mb = (_3011’% Pk Bo(q, mg, mw) +3ak,  prky - Bo(q, mg, m77')

a
— arky - pky - Bolg, my, mg) + ark, - prky - Bolg, my, mg)

—6ak, - By(q, mg, m,) — 2a,k, - By(q, my, mg) — 3ayk, - Bo(g, mg, m;)px
“Pr— aiky - Bolg, my, mg)pk * Pr — 3@ 1ky * pxpk - Bolg, mg, m)

+3aiky - prpk - Bolg, mg, mz) = 3apg - prpk - Bolg, mg, mz) — ek,

" PkPk * Bolg, my, mg) + ajky - prpk - Bolg, my, mg) — @\ pg - prpk

5
“ Bo(q, my, mg) — 6a pg - By(q, mg, my) — 2, pg - By(q, m,, mg) — galkw

25 3
“PkPn " Bolg, mg, my) + ?alkﬂ- Pk Pr - Bolg, my, mg) + Ealk‘n-

2 10
“ By(q, mg, my)my, — 3P Bi(q, mg, my) + 3 UPr By(q, m,, mg)

8 1
+ gazkw * Bo(q, mg, m)my + Ealkfr * By(q, m, mg)m

3 , 8 L
+ JuPK” By(q, mg, mz)my + 3Pk’ Boy(q, mg, mz)my + > UPK

5 &5
 Bolq my, mihm =2 a1y Bolg, my, momi = 1= pr - Bolq, my, mihmi

3 8 1
+ Ealkﬂ' : BO(q’ mg, mﬁ)m%T - gaka . BO(q’ mg, mﬁ)m%T + Ealkw

* By(q, my, mg)my + %%PK * Bolq, mg, my)mz — gasz * By(q, mg, m,)ms,

1 5 5
+ 50‘1171( - By(q, nmy, mK)m% - 80111777 * By(q, my, mw)m%' - 1—8a11777
“ Bo(g, mp, mg)mz, = 2a,ky - Bo(g, my, my) - pr — 10ak, - Bo(g, my, my)
“Pr—2a1py Bolg, mg, my) - px + %al(—mi —my + 2k - px = 2k " P
+ 2pk * pa)(50k, - px — 23(mg + m3))Bo(g, mg, m,)

2
+ §az(m?< — m7)(1(my + m%) — 10k, - px)Bo(q, mg, m,)
1
+ ﬁal(m%{ + m%r - 2k77 “pxt+ 2k77 *Pr 2pl( : Pv)(17m%< + m%r - 30k7r . pl()
1 2 2
X B()(q: m.,], mK) + gal(_14ml( - ]4m7r + 3Ok7r Pk — 5k7r ‘Pr + SpK : pw)
1
X By(g, mg, my) + §a1(—10m%( —2m2 + 18k, - px — 3k, pr + 3Pk * )
8 2 5 10
X By(q, m,, mg) — §a2(m1( — m3)B(q, mg, m,) + ?ale(q, my, m,)

2
+ 3 @ B,(q, m,, mK))
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4. Diagram H2
Here, ¢ = — 3 (px + pa),

1 74 16
<77(kw)|@(8'1)|K0(pK)77 (P)m = f5—77_2(§011k77 - Bo(q, mg, m)my — 3 aik, - By(q, mg, m,)

40 4
+ ?alkﬂ' : Bo(q, mg, mw)pl( Pt ook, Bo(q, mg, m#)m%'

3
4
- §a2(m%< — m%)(my + m% + 10pg - p,)Bo(q, mg, m,)
16 5 5
+ gaz(mK — mz)B,(q, mg, m,)

5. Diagram H3

1 64
(™ (k) IOBVIK(p) 7™ (p )iy = f5—7TZ<B(_35a1kw “px t5a1pg pr t 2250k, pr + Tay(my — m2)))

32
X Ag(mg) — ?(—4012”1%( +4aym% + 101k, - px — Tayk, - pr +5a1pg* p,)

32
X Ao(m,) + E(Soqm%( — 8a,m% — 0a,k, - px + 45a,k, - pr + 450, px - Pr)
224 3

2
X Ag(m,) — 64a,A,(mg) + TalAl(mw) - ?av‘h(mn))

6. Diagram D12a
Here, ¢ = §(px + pa),

2 — m2) -1 I
(k)| OBV |KO(py) 7™ _ calmg = my <—— 2~ 3m2 + 4k, - py + 4k, -
<7T ( 77')' | (pK)7T (P7)>D12a 4f577'2 (pk +p, - kﬂ—)z — m%( 36 (mK Mo 7 Pk 7w Px

+ 6pg - pr)(my + m3 + 10pg - p,)By(g, mg, m,)
2
+ §(m%< —mZ% + 2k, - pg + 2k, pr + 8pg - pr)Bi(q, mg, m,)

4
- 532(% mg, mn'))
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7. Diagram D12b
Here, g = 1 (k, — p,),
ay(m% — m2) -1
AP (px+ pr = kg)? —mi

(7= (k)OBVK(pr)7m™ (P )pioy =

5 5
X _ng ' BI(C], mg, mw) — Pk~ Bl(‘],mn’ mK) _gpﬂ ' Bl(qr mg, mw)

1
- p’IT : BI(CL mn) mK) - Epl( . BO(‘[; mK: mﬁ)(_23m%( - 13m%r + 40k7T : pK

5
— 10ky * pr + 10px * pr) + kit By(g, mg, m)(—=m% + k, * px + k" pn

1
— Pk Pa)t Sk Bo(q, my, mg)(—m3% + k- px + k- pr — pr* Py)
1 1
P By(q, my, mg)(—1Tmg — m7 + 30k, * py) — T2 P
’ BO(‘L m’7’ mK)(_17m%( + Sm% + 24k7r Pk — 6k77 ‘Prw + 6pK ' pﬂ-)

1 3
— AP BO(q’ mg, mﬂ')(SOkW Pk — 23(’”%{ + m%r)) + Ek# : BO(q’ mg, mﬂ') : k7T

12
3
- 3k7r ' BO(q’ mg, m7T) “prt Ekﬂ ' BO(qr my, mK) ’ k’JT - 3k77 ’ BO(‘]; my, mK)
3 3
Pr TS PK Bo(g, mg, m;) - px — FPK Boy(q, m,, mg) - px — 3p,

1
“Bo(q, mg, m) - px —3p, - Bolq, my, mg) - pg — ﬁ(—3m%< + m%’ + 6k, - px

— 4k, - pyt+4pg - po)(10k, - px — 3(mg + m%))By(q, mg, m,)
1

- m(7m%< +3m2 — 6k, px + 4k, pr — 4px - p)(T(mEk + m%)

1
- 10k77 : pK)BO(qr mg, mn-) - m(7m%( + 3m%7 - 6k77 “px T 4k77 ‘Pr

—4pg - p)(A(mx + m%) — 10k, - px)By(q, mg, m,)
1

——(17m% — 11m% — 18k, - px + 12k, - p, — 12px - p)(1Tm% + m2%
864 K K

1
- 30k7r : pK)BO(qr my, mK) + 1(3’"%( + m%’ - 8k77' “pxt 2k7r ‘Pr— 2pK : pw)
1
X Bl(q) mg, mw) + E(7m%( + Sm%T - 8k7T * Pk + 2k77' ‘Pr 2pK : pn')

11 1
X Bl(q) mg, m7T) - BZ(q; mg, mTr) - 7BZ(q: my, mK)
18 6

014505-13



CHANGHOAN KIM PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014505 (2009)

8. Diagram D12c
Here, ¢ = 3 (px — kn),

a,(m% — m?2) -1
4f5772 (pk+p77_k77)2_m%(

X (krr *Bolq, mg, mg) « k; — 2k, + Bo(q, mg, mg) - px + 2k, + Bo(g, m, m)

<7T— (kﬂ)l@(&l) |K0(pK)7T_ (p’n')>D12c' =

kg = 4ky - Bolg, my,my) - px — 2pg - Bolg, mg, mg) - px — P

“Bo(g, mg, mg) - pr = 4px - Bolg, My, mz) - px = 2pn - Bo(q, Mg, my) - pry

+ é(—Zm%( —5m2 + 5k, - pr)2m% + 3m2 + 2k, - px — 3k, pn

= 2pk * P=)Bolg, mg, my) + %8(51@7 “Pr = Tmy)(Smy + 2ky - px = 3kn g
= 2 pBolG ) 1 Sk py = M) + Dk pi — 3k b
= 2k pBolG ) = AT+ 6k pic = 9K P~ 6pi” D)
X By(g, my, m,) + %(Zm% +4m2 +k, - px — 4k, pr— Pk Do)

X By, i i) + 5 6m2+ ke - pi = 4ke+ pr = i PRI M)

+ é(9mi + 2k, px = 8ky - Pr— 2pk - P)Bi(q, My my)

1 1 4
+ gBl(Q; mn; mn)m%T - §B2(q) mg, mK) - §BZ(Q; mg, m#))

9. Diagram D3

2 2
_ 8,1) KO — _ a2(mK B mﬂ') —1
<7T (kw)l@ | (pK)W (pw)>D3 4f577'2 (pk +p,— kﬂ_)2 _ m%{

32
X (E(—ISkw “k,+ 13k, - px + 18k, - p, + 1Tpx - px +47px - P

16
+12p, - po)Ag(mg) + 3(—81@7 “ky+ 13k, - pg + 8k, pr+ 2pg - pk

16
+ 17pK ‘Pr + 7p77 : pﬂ')AO(mﬂ') + E(_é"kﬂ' : k7T - k7T * Pk + 4k7r ‘Pr

544 112
+6pk - px + Upk - prt pr pr)Aglmy) + EAl(mK) + TAl(mﬂ-)

16
+ EAI (m.,])>
10. Diagram F1

i
i

160

64
<7T+ (kw)|@(8’1)|K+(pK))>F3 = (‘ ?(7a1kw Pk — 4“2’"%{)!“0(’"1() - T(Zaﬂﬂr Pk — azm%()Ao(mw)

32 64
- ?(601]@7 “px — aymy)Ag(m,) — 64a A, (mg) + ?alAl(mﬂ))
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11. Diagram F2

Here, g = 1 (k, — p,),

1

<7T+(kw)l@(8'1)|K+(pK))>F2 = —<6a1kw - B\(q, mg, my) — 2a,k, - By(q, my, m,]) + 6a, pg - Bi(q, mg, m,)

frm
2

2

3 1
— 5 aik, - By(q, mg, my)ms + = ak, - By(g, my, mn)m%r — 2a, pg - By(q, my, m,,)

2

1 3 1
+ Zaypg - Bolg, mg, my)m% — Zay pg - Bolg, mg, mp)m% + —a;m%8mi + 13m%

2 24

1
= 20k, - pg + 10k, = pr — 10pk - po)Bo(q, mg, m;) — 7—a1m3r(—8Wtf< +5m; + 12k,

2

1
Pk — 6k77' ‘P + 6[7[( : Pw)Bo(CL mg, mv]) + gal(_4m%( - 9m%7' + 1Ok7r Pk — Skﬂ'

1
“Pxt5pk - po)Bi(q, mg, my) + §a1(—4m%< +m% + 6k, - px — 3k, p, +3pk

10 2
“Pa)Bi(q, mg, my) + ?0‘132(4’ my, my) + gale(q, mg, mn))

12. Diagram A3

(= (k)IOBVIK (p) T (pr)das =

fS 77.2

1 (_ 128a,(—2m%, + 2k, - pg + 2k, - pr + 4pg - p)(mg — mE)Ag(mg)
32m2 — 2k, - px —

2k77 ‘P + ZpK : p7T)

128ay(=2m% + 2k, px + 2ky * pr + 4pk - po)imy — m7)Ag(mg)

3(2"1%7 - 2k7T Pk — 2k7r ‘Px + 2pK : p7r)
o 64&2(_2’”%’ + 2k‘n’ * Pk + 2k77' . pn’ + 4pK : p#)(m%( - m%T)AO(mﬂ')

3(2mzr - 2k77 *Pk — 2k77 “pr Tt 2PK : pn-)
_ 6day(=2m7 + 2ky - pg + 2ky * pr + APk pR)imy — m7)Ag(my)

9(2m37 - 2k77 Pk — 2k7r 2 2pK ' p’ﬂ')
64&1(—27’”%. + 2k77 " Pk + 2k7r ‘Pr + 4pK : pﬂ')Al(mK)

3Q2m2 — 2k, - px

_2k77"p77'+2p1('p77')

_ 32“1(_2’”%’ + 2k77' " Pk + 2k77' ‘P + 4pK ’ pﬂ')Al(mW)

Zm%_Zkar'pK_Zk#'pﬂ'—i_sz'pﬂ'

32a(—2m% + 2k, - px + 2k, pr + 4pg - pw)Al(mn)>
3(2}1’1%7. - 2k7r *Pk — 2k77 ‘Px + ZPK : pﬂ-)

APPENDIX B: FINITE VOLUME EFFECTS

The following argument follows Ref. [36], where more
detailed discussion can be found. The relevant correlation
function is

aﬂzﬁwwwﬂnmmmmhuwm
=~ VY (m(k,)|Hy(0)|K, n, P)

X e Et(K 1, n, P|O.,(0)[0), (BD)

where contributions from excited state e.g. four particle

|
states are ignored since we are interested in the asymptotic
limit in which ¢ — oo,

If the volume is sufficiently large, the summation can be
approximated with integration:

cm=vﬁ%&mmeﬂmmm@mmwm»

X (K, (E, P)|Ok,(0)[0), (B2)

where the interpretation of py(E) is given in Ref. [36].

Roughly, py can be understood as density of states.
Meanwhile, the large volume allows us to rewrite the

correlation function, C(f), in terms of infinite volume

014505-15



CHANGHOAN KIM PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014505 (2009)

asymptotic states:

1

3 3
¢ = (5] [ 5pt S22tk )l iy OIK p1) 702K p1)7(p2) O 10 83)

We perform a small manipulation on the above equation using
(K(p)7(p7)| Ok (1, P)|0) = f dxe™ (K (px)7(p )| Ok (1, %)|0)

= [ dxe™ X" Pk P X E{(K (p ) 71(p )| Ok (0)]0)
= Q2738 — px — P HKPr)T(P,)| Ok, (0)|0)e 5,

where

E = Ex(pg) + E(p,), E;(p) = ym? + p*. (B4)

Then the correlation function can be written in terms of the four-momentum integral:

4 4
(k) Hy 0o (1, PN = 2y [ [05 P07 (0 = m)5* (2~ m2)3P — pic = o)

X e~ EtED ar(K )| Hy (0)| K (p ) m(p ) XK (p) 7 (p )| O (0)]0),
where
pi = (E;, p)). (B5)

Since the integral is in covariant form, one can easily change the integration variables with Lorentz-transformed ones
which brings the two particle state into CM frame:

4 4
(k0101 PI0) = o [ [ A0k, 2

X e~ (k)| Hy (0)|K(qx) (g )XK(qk)T(q)| Ok (0)|0). (B6)

8t (qx — mg)8* (g7 — m3)8(E" — Ex — E7)8 (4x + 4

Note that the amplitudes are treated as scalars. Using the § function, one can do some integrations,

dq3
X (K(q)m(—q)| Ok (0)]0),

(7(k ;)| Hy (0)Ok (1, P)|0) = (27) 3 dee’E’ S(E" — Ex(q) — E(@Xm(k;)|Hy(0)|K(q)m(—q))

where E% and E7,. of Eq. (B6) are fixed, respectively, by (7(k )| Hy(0)O (1, P)|0)
_ —m | Ex(q")EL(q")
— 3 E K T
Ex(q) =mk +@*  E.(@ =+qm%2+q> (BY) =(@m) f e Ela) + Enq)
In order to proceed, we have to assume that the creation X (K(q")m(—=q")| Ok ,(0)]0)
operator Ok, is chosen so that (K(q)7(—q)|Ok,(0)|0) .
does not have angular dependence. In fact, the contribution X [ d (k)| Hy (0K (@) 7(—q)) (B8)

originating from the particular form of O, will be can-
celed in the end. The role of Oy, is restricted to keeping

the initial states in S-wave. With this assumption, a further R - \/ > ”
simplification is possible: E = \/mk gt mz+q". (B9)

where ¢* is defined as
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Since (K(q*)7(—q*)| Ok -(0)|0) does not have any angular
dependence, we write this as (K, E*|Og,(0)]0).
Moreover, [ dQ{(m(k})|Hy(0)|K(q)m(—q))is also a func-
tion of E* because of angular averaging so we use a
notation d{)g-.

By comparing Eqgs. (B2) and (B8), one can deduce

pv(EXm(k )| Hy(0)| K, (E, P)XK, (E, P)|Ok|0)

= 1577 () &m E10, 000

X f Q- (k2 Hyy (0) K (@) ().

(B10)

However, Eq. (B10) is not satisfactory because of the
appearance of an unknown factor (K, E*|O..(0)|0). In
order to eliminate this factor, we consider a correlation
function,

(Ok,(t, PYOL_(0, P)). (B11)

One can easily imagine that by similar argument, the
following equation can be obtained:

pv(E)XK, (E, P)| Ok, |0)]?

- #(Z—Z)KKm E*| Ok, (0)|0)%.  (B12)

By dividing Eq. (B10) by the square root of Eq. (B12), the
relation between matrix elements can be deduced,

K7r(k )| Hy (0)| K, (E, P))|
1 1 T

T an JPv Q2m)3 (Z_i)
x | [ a0 @iy Ok @) |

. AT=1/2 AI=1/2
APPENDIX C: LECS FOR 037 "* AND O3y

It has been argued that LECs for operators with (8, 8)
Al = 1/2 can determined without K — 777,— in Ref. [7].
In this section, we will show that LECs for operators with
(27, 1) AI = 1/2 as well can be determined without cal-
culating AI = 1/2, K — 7m;—, matrix elements. Its ana-
Iytic term at physical kinematics is given by

4i(m%( —m2)

_ T
+2(—6d, — 2dy + 2d, + 6dg + dy — 2dng
+ 8dyy)m2].

[_0527 + (d4 + ds - 9d6 + 4d7)m%(

(CDH

The K — 7 transition amplitudes with (27, 1) Al =
3/2, are

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014505 (2009)

1
F[_4a27(pl( k) + 64doy(py - ky)?

+ 8(dy + dy — dyo)m%(pg - k)

+ m%(8(dy + 2d; — dag)(pi * k) — 16d,m2)].  (C2)

From the above, one can determine a,;, d,, dy, dyg — dy,
d»4 by varying masses and momenta.

The yPT formula for the K — 7m;_, transition ampli-
tude with unphysical kinematics corresponding to the ini-
tial kaon and the final pions are at rest, is given by

8im ;. 3

- T[_a27(mK + m,T)/Z + (d4 + ds + 4d7 - dzo)mK
+ 2(d20 - dz)mﬂm%( + (3d4 + ds + 2d7 - 3d20)m%.rmK
+2dym] (C3)

By inspecting the above formula, we can see that ds — d,
can be determined. Since the yPT formula for the K — vac
transition amplitude is

48id1(m%< — m2)?
f

d, can be fixed from this. Finally, dg can be determined by
using the A/ = 1/2 K — 7 transition amplitude whose
XxPT formula is

: (C4

1
F[_4a27(191< “ky) + (8(dy — 3dg + 2d7 — dao)(pk * ki)

—16(3d, + dz)m%)m%( + 48d1m‘}( + 64d,y(pg - k)2
+ 8(dy + 3dg + dy — dyo)(pk * ky)m%]. (&%)

Since ar7, d], dz, d5 - d4, dé, d7, d20 - d4, d24 are
determined, one can reconstruct the physical K — 7
transition amplitude with (27, 1) Al =1/2 using
Eq. (C1).

APPENDIX D: PROOF

We prove the case where the new measurement is un-
correlated to the other matrix elements and then give com-
ments on the general case.

With the assumption that a new measurement is uncor-
related, we write the new correlation matrix as

i=<2 U), s =(2_] a*')‘ D1)
By writing the new kinematic matrix as
K= (;) (D2)
the correlation of LECs can be written
(X:X;) = [(KTE_IK)A]U
=[(KTY 'K + NTO"IN)"]U-. (D3)
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With defining
C=K"3"'K,

C=C+NTo™ N, (D4)

we want to prove that the diagonal elements of C ~1are
larger than those of C~!.

If we write d = C~! — C™!, we have
(C+fTfH-(C'+d) =1 (D5)

where f = N/,/o. Expanding the above equation, we get

frfct+cd+ fTfd = 0. (D6)
Multiplying C~! from the left, we obtain
d=—C 'fTf(C! +d). (D7)
We can solve for fd with multiplying f from the left:
3 fc—lfT )
d=—fC 1<7 . DS
fd==re e (D)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014505 (2009)
Then,

— _ (LT !

d cfifc (fC‘lfT n 1). (DY)
Since the matrix C~! is positive definite and symmetric,
fC'fT and the diagonal elements of C~'fTfC™! are
positive. Therefore, the diagonal elements of d are
negative.

As for the general case where the new measurement is
correlated, one may be able to remove those correlations
by a similarity transformation under which the covariance
of the LECs is invariant (Eq. (31)).

This proves that increasing the number of kinematic
points reduces the errors of the LECs.
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