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‘We present here the CP asymmetries in the decay rate and angular distributions of 7 —
Kgmv, decays in the Standard Model (SM) and beyond (BSM). The CP asymmetries
in the SM are induced by the CP violation in K° — K© mixing. To investigate the BSM
CP-violating (CPV) effects, a model-independent analysis is performed by using the low-
energy effective field theory (LEFT) framework at p = 2 GeV. If one further assumes the
BSM physics to stem from above the electroweak scale, the LEFT shall then be matched
onto the SM effective field theory (SMEFT), the operators of which contributing to
T — Kgmv, decays will also contribute to the neutron electric dipole moment (EDM)
and DY — DO mixing. The stringent bounds from the latter suggest that no remarkable
CPV effects can be observed in either the decay rate or the angular distributions. The
prospects for future measurements of these observables are also mentioned.
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1. Introduction

The hadronic decays of the 7 lepton, besides serving as a clean laboratory for testing
various low-energy aspects of the strong interaction,'? may also allow us to explore
the non-standard CPV interactions.?*

In this presentation, we will focus on the CP asymmetries in 7 — Kgnv, de-
cays. Taking into account the CPV effect in K° — K° mixing, a non-zero indirect
CP asymmetry in the SM can still arise in the processes involving a Kg or a K,
meson in the final state. Such an effect was first predicted in the decay rate,” and
then in the angular distributions®” of 7 — Kg7mv, decays. Experimentally, the CP
asymmetries in 7 — Kgmv, decays have been searched for by CLEO,%? Belle,!°
and BaBar.'' The CLEO and Belle focused on the CP asymmetries in the angular
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distributions of the decays and obtained null results, while the BaBar concentrated
on the CP asymmetry in the decay rate of the same processes and reported a non-

5,12

zero CP asymmetry, which is however in conflict with the SM prediction at a

level of 2.80. The latter has motivated many BSM explanations by including the

13719 while only a few of

extra contribution from non-standard tensor interactions,
studies™ !0 focus on the former. It is found that only the vector-tensor interfer-
ence contributes to the decay-rate asymmetry,'® while either the vector-scalar or
the tensor-scalar interference has contribution to the angular distribution asymme-
tries.” In each case, the K7 form factors play a key role in determining the amount
of direct CP asymmetries in the decays. The K7 vector and scalar form factors have
been well studied,?? 2% and the tensor form factor is calculated by using the chiral
theory with resonances (RxT)?% 26 together with the dispersion relation.!3 15:19 The
amount of CP asymmetry in the decay rate is suppressed!'3 ® due to the Watson’s
final-state interaction theorem.?” Nevertheless, since the vector-scalar and tensor-
scalar phase differences are large enough, a search for direct CP asymmetries in the
angular distributions of the decays is more promising.%”

The BSM CPV effects in 7 — Kgmv, decays can be described in a model-
independent way by using the SU(3)c ® U(1)ep, invariant LEFT Lagrangian at a
typical scale p = 2 GeV. If the non-standard interactions originate from a weakly-
coupled heavy new physics (NP) well above the electroweak scale, the SU(2), in-
variance of the resulting SMEFT Lagrangian®® 3 would indicate that very strong
limits on the imaginary parts of the scalar and tensor coefficients, Im[és] and Iml[ér],
can also be obtained from the neutron EDM and the D? — D% mixing.” '3 The strin-
gent limit on Im[ér] has ruled out the possibility to reconcile the 2.8 discrepancy in
the decay-rate asymmetry. As for the BSM CP asymmetries in the angular distribu-
tions, unless there exist extraordinary cancellations between the NP contributions,
neither the scalar nor the tensor interaction can produce any significant effects
on the CP asymmetries (relative to the SM prediction) in the decays considered,
especially under the “single coefficient dominance” assumption.”

2. CP asymmetries in the decay-rate and angular distributions of
T — Kgmv, decays

Following the steps detailed in Refs.,% 7 the CP asymmetries in the decay rate and
angular distributions of 7 — Kgnv, decays are given, respectively, by

ACE AT - AP (1)

rate —

ASE ~ ((cos )T+ (cos a>z+) AGE + ((cos )l — (cos oz)f) . (2)

Here AQY ~ —2Re(ex) = —(3.32 £ 0.06) x 1073 represents the CP asymmetry in
K% — K° mixing, with ex being the CPV parameter in the neutral kaon decays.?!
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Table 1. The SM predictions (the second column) and the Belle measurements (the third

column) of the C'P asymmetries Aic P , and the observed number of signal events n; per
mass bin divided by the number of total events Ns (the fourth column) for four different

K7 invariant-mass bins (the first column).!?

V5 [GeV] AGH, [10°7] AGE 1077 ni/Ny [%)
0.625 — 0.890 0.39 +0.01 79+3.0+238 36.53 +0.14
0.890 — 1.110 0.04 +0.01 1.8+214+14 57.85+0.15
1.110 — 1.420 0.12 +0.02 —4.6+72+1.7 4.87 +£0.04
1.420 — 1.775 0.27 +0.05 —2.34+19.1+5.5 0.75 + 0.02

The direct CP asymmetry in 7 decays is defined as
I(rt - K7%to,) - T'(r— = K7~ v,)

ACP _ - )
T Nt —- K97t o.) + (7~ = K7~ v,)

3)

The angular observables (cos a){i denote the differential 7+ decay widths weighted
by cos a and are evaluated in the i-th bin of the K7 invariant mass squared, with

2 fl cosa [—dr; + dFT+] dw
- s J-1 d d
(cosa)] =+ (cos oa){+ = - - , (4)

1 (s24 1 |dr07” dar+
2 Js1,i f—1|: dw + dw }dw

are the doubly differential decay rates.

ar't  EPr(rt KR rt o (v.)

where

dw ds dcosa N R - N
Within the SM, we have I'" = T'7 and (cosa)] = (cosa)] , which then
implies that AGE and AYP reduce separately to ASY ... = —A%" and AGY,; =

2 (cos )] AZP. Numerically, ASY] ;e = (3.32£0.06) x 1072, and the predicted
Agl\l/ii in the four different K'r invariant-mass bins are collected in Table 1, which
can be compared to the corresponding measurements provided by Belle.!? In the
presence of NP, however, it is generally expected that r #T7 and (cosa)] #
(cos a>z+. As a consequence, one may obtain different values of ACE and A¢T with
respect to the SM expectations. A model-independent description of the decays in

the LEFT framework will be discussed in next section.

3. LEFT analysis of 7+ — K°(K°)n®o,(v,) decays

Assuming the absence of other light degrees of freedom except for the SM ones below
the electroweak scale, as well as the Lorentz and SU(3)c ® U(1)em invariance, we
can write the most general low-energy effective Lagrangian governing the 7% —
K% K% n*0,(v,) decays as'432 34
G Vas ) ) A
Lo =— (1+e€r+er) {7%(1 —Y5)r - U [y = (1 = 2€éR)y" 5] s

V2

+7(1 = 5)vr - Ués — épys] s + 2€ér Top (1 — ¥5)vs 'ﬂU‘“'S} +he., (5)

where the effective couplings é; parametrize the non-standard NP contributions and
can be generally complex, with the SM case recovered by setting all ¢; = 0.
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In terms of the NP parameters and the K« form factors, the CP asymmetry in

the decay rate and angular distributions can then be written, respectively, as'?1°

2 2
Tm[ér] G5 | Vas|* Sew M m2 3
A7Y = o / ds (1-27) A3 (s, M}, M2

T 128w m2T(r — Ksmvy) Js 5 s 2 (s, Mg, M)

x|Fr(s)| | (s)| sin [57(s) — 84 (s)] . (6)

and

ACP = Ay Spy / { _ Imfég)im [Fy (s)F3 ()] 2Imfér]Im [Fr(s)Fy (s)]
T my(ms — my,) m;,

N KuRe[és]) Re [Fy (5)F2 ()] 2Re[eTJRe[FT<s>F5‘<s>]} A%p} O(s)ds.
s me(mg—my) ms
(7)

where sgr = (Mg + Mﬂ)2 denotes the threshold of the K7 invariant mass squared,
and F (s), Fy, and Fr(s) denote the K vector, scalar, and tensor form factors,
respectively. 04 (s) and dr(s) stand for the phases of the K7 vector and tensor form
factors, respectively. The function C(s) accounts for the detector efficiencies as well

as all the model-independent terms. Here we adopt a seventh-order polynomial

parametrization form of it as given in the supplementary material of Ref.!?

4. Numerical results and discussions
4.1. Constraints on the NP parameters

Combining the constraints from the branching ratio BZ,, = (4.0440.024+0.13)x10~3
and the CP asymmetries Agf;i measured at four different bins by Belle, we can

obtain the best fit values for the parameters Im[és] and Im[ér] as
Tm[és] = —0.008 + 0.027, Tm[ér] = 0.03 £ 0.12. (8)

In order to compare the NP contributions with the SM expectation for the CP
asymmetries in the angular distributions of 7 — Kgmv, decays, we also plot in
Figure 1 the distributions of the C P asymmetries in the whole K7 invariant-mass
range, with three different cases: the SM prediction induced by the indirect CP
asymmetry in K9 — K° mixing (gray band),® the non-standard scalar contribution
with the best-fit value Im[és] = —0.008 (red band), and the non-standard tensor
contribution with the best-fit value Im[ér] = 0.03 (blue band). It can be seen that
the CP asymmetries in the angular distributions of the decays could be significantly
enhanced if these kinds of NP contributions are present.

4.2. Bounds on the NP parameters from other processes

If one assumes that the NP stems from physics well above the electroweak scale,
the LEFT Lagrangian in Eq. (5) shall then be matched onto the following SU(2),
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Fig. 1. Left: Distributions of the C'P asymmetries in the whole K7 invariant-mass range
for three different cases, the SM prediction (gray band), the non-standard scalar contri-
bution with Im[ég] = —0.008 (red band), and the non-standard tensor contribution with
Im[é] = 0.03 (blue band). Right: The zoomed-in version of the SM prediction as well as
the cases with Im[ég] = —3 x 10~% (red band) and Im[éz] = 5 x 10~% (blue band).

invariant SMEFT Lagrangian,?830

LsMEFT D [Cg;u]klmn(lﬁLkdweRl)Eij(tfimd’“'upm)

+ [Cé:;u]klmn(zikem)éj(Q£muRn) + [Creaglrimn (Cprert) (drmaL,) +hc.. (9)

Rewriting the Lagrangian in the mass basis, we can see that the same SMEFT
operators contributing to 7 — Kgmv, decays also contribute to the neutron EDM
and the D — D° mixing,'® as shown in Figure 2. The latter provide very stringent
limits on the imaginary parts of the non-standard scalar and tensor coefficients
Im[es 7]3321(3311), as shown in Figure 3. Under the “single coefficient dominance”
assumption, we find that (i) [Im[er]] < 4 x 107°, which is five orders of magnitude
smaller than the value required to explain the 2.80 discrepancy between the BaBar
measurement and the SM prediction of ASL ; (ii) [Im[es]| < 2.3x1073, which is com-
parable with that obtained from the 7 — Kg7mv, decays. However, when there exist
extraordinary cancellations in the combinations V.2, Im[er(s)ls311 + VA Im[er(s)]ss21
(for the neutron EDM) as well as Vi,qVealm|er(sy]3311 + Vs VesIm[ep(sy]3321 (for the
D® — D° mixing), the bounds on [Im[ep(g)]| could be significantly diluted.”

We can therefore conclude that, once the bounds from the neutron EDM and
the DY — D° mixing are taken into account, neither the scalar nor the tensor in-
teraction can produce any significant effects on the CP asymmetries in the decays
considered, especially under the “single coefficient dominance” assumption. Never-
theless, when there exist extraordinary cancellations between the NP contributions,
the non-standard scalar and tensor interactions can still produce observable effects
on the CP asymmetries in the angular distributions of 7 — Kgmv, decays.

5. Conclusion

Here we have presented a detailed study of the CP asymmetries in the decay rate
and angular distributions of 7 — Kgmv, decays. In the SM, both of them are non-
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Fig. 2. Diagrammatic representations of the electromagnetic dipole operator contributing
to the neutron EDM induced by inserting the operator (7rouu7g)(Gro" ur) (left), and
the AC = 2 four-quark operators contributing to the D° — D° mixing produced by a
double insertion of the operator (7r,ouvTr)(C€Lo"ur) (right).

D'-D° ¢p=—7/4 W D°—D° p=7/4 M 7oy
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Fig. 3. Allowed regions for the imaginary parts of the tensor (left) and scalar (right)
coefficients from the neutron EDM (purple) and the D — DY mixing with ¢ = —x/4
(cyan) and ¢ = /4 (orange), where the NP scale is taken at A = 1 TeV. Here ¢ is the
phase of Vi,qVea [e7(s))3311 + VusVes [e7(5)l3321, and the choices ¢ = £ /4 are to ensure

that the NP Wilson coefficients C’é73 are purely imaginary.'3

zero due to the CPV effect in K — K% mixing. The BSM CPV contributions were
then investigated in a model-independent way by using the LEFT framework. The
resulting bounds on the imaginary parts of the non-standard scalar and tensor cou-
plings are given, respectively, by Im[ég] = —0.008 £ 0.027 and Im[ér] = 0.03 £0.12.
Using the obtained best-fit values, we have also presented the distributions of the
CP asymmetries, finding that significant deviations from the SM prediction are
possible in almost the whole K7 invariant-mass range. Therefore, the CPV angular
observables considered here are an ideal probe of the non-standard scalar and ten-
sor interactions. While being still plagued by large experimental uncertainties, the
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current constraints obtained will be improved with more precise measurements from
the Belle II experiment,?® as well as the future Tera-Z36 and STCF3"3® facilities.
If the NP originates from above the electroweak scale, the SU(2), invariance
of the SMEFT Lagrangian would indicate that very strong limits on the imaginary
parts of the non-standard scalar and tensor coefficients can also be obtained from
the neutron EDM and D° — DY mixing. We found that, unless there exist extraordi-
nary cancellations between the NP contributions, neither the scalar nor the tensor
interaction can produce any significant effects on the CP asymmetries in the decays
considered, especially under the “single coefficient dominance” assumption.
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