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Abstract

We present the calculation of the short-distance power corrections to the CP-
violation parameter € coming from dimension-8 operators in the AS = 2 effective
Hamiltonian. A first estimate of this contribution, obtained for large-/N. and in the
chiral limit, was provided in ref. [I]. Here we evaluate and include the O(m?2./m?)
and (’)(AQQCD /m2) contributions that, a priori, could induce O(1) corrections to
previous estimates, as my is numerically of order Agcp. Our computation shows
that there are several dimension-8 operators besides the one considered before.
Their effect on €, however, accidentally cancels out to a large extent, leaving the

final correction at the level of 1%.



1 Introduction

The parameter £, which describes indirect CP-violation in the K° — K9 system, repre-
sents one of the most interesting observables in Flavor Physics. It plays an important role
in the Unitarity Triangle Analysis both within the Standard Model and beyond, see [2]-
[4], references therein and [5]. As the phenomenon of K° — K° mixing is a loop process
further suppressed by the GIM mechanism, i turns out to be a powerful constraint
on New Physics models, for which it is important to have experimental and theoretical
uncertainties well under control.

On the one hand e is experimentally measured with a 0.4% accuracy, 3" =
(2.228 + 0.011) - 1073 [6], on the other hand, the theoretical accuracy of the SM pre-
diction is approaching a few percent level, mainly thanks to the improvement of the
lattice determination of the relevant bag parameter By [7]. Given the improved ac-
curacy, the ¢ term and the deviation of the the phase ¢. from 45° appearing in the

theoretical expression

ek = €' % sin ¢, (IrAnn]\j: + 5) ; (1)
are not negligible [§]. Furthermore, the dominant long-distance contribution to My, due
to the exchange of two pions, has been evaluated in[9]. The inclusion of these three
contributions gives a 6% reduction of the predicted central value of ex. Another im-
provement producing a 2% reduction of the central value is the inclusion of the available
NNLO QCD corrections to the Wilson coefficients of the AS = 2 effective Hamilto-
nian [10} [IT]. We have not included these corrections, however, since the relevant matrix
element, By, computed on the lattice is matched to the M S coefficient at the NLO only.
While the NNLO result for the Wilson coefficients is a crucial step to reduce the theoreti-
cal uncertainty of e, at present there is no gain in evaluating the Wilson coefficient with
NNLO accuracy when the accuracy of the matrix element is only at NLO: The overall
uncertainty on € remains at the NLO level in any case. In this respect, the perturbative
calculation of the NNLO matching of Bg from the non-perturbative RI-MOM/SMOM
schemes used in lattice calculations to the M S scheme would be welcome. As discussed
in ref. [12], the NNLO QCD correction for the charm contribution is actually not needed.

Given the increasing precision of the theoretical ingredients entering g, it is becom-
ing important to include all terms expected to contribute to the theoretical evaluation of
£k at the percent level. In this paper, we focus on the power corrections due to the finite
value of the charm quark mass, denoted as ¢,,,, coming from dimension-8 operators in the

effective Hamiltonian. The naive dimensional estimate of §,,, is of O(m% /m?) ~ 15%.
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Figure 1: Boz diagrams describing K° — K° mizing

Its size, however, is reduced to about 2-3%, because the dominant top quark contribution
to ek is unaffected by these corrections. A first estimate of d,,,, obtained for large- N,
and in the SU(3) chiral limit, has been presented in [I]. In these limits, there is only one
dimension-8 operator contributing to d,,. [I3]. Numerically, ref. [I] finds d,,, ~ 0.5 — 1%
and it has been neglected in phenomenological analyses up to now. (O(1) corrections
to this estimate may, however, be expected, because my is numerically of order Agep.
In addition, in the large- N, limit, an operator non vanishing in the chiral limit is also
discarded. Indeed the full calculation, presented in this paper, shows that there are
several new operators contributing to ¢,,,. We find, however, that their effect on §,,,
accidentally cancels out to a large extent, leaving the final correction at the level of 1%.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2| we discuss the AS = 2 effective
Hamiltonian relevant for the calculation, including dimension-8 operators. In section
we describe the matching procedure followed to compute the Wilson coefficients of the
operators entering d,,.. In section [4] we present the evaluation of the matrix elements
of the relevant operators in the vacuum insertion approximation (VIA), on which we
rely lacking more precise determinations of the matrix elements at the leading order in
chiral perturbation theory. In section [5[ we propose a new approach to compute non-
local contributions on the lattice, while in section [6| we estimate §,,, and comment on
its impact on the theoretical prediction of ex. Some more technical details, such as the
relations that have been used in the computation, based on equations of motion and

Fierz transformations, are collected in three appendices.



2 Outline of the calculation

In this work we calculate the corrections of O(my /m?) and O(A%p/m?), relative to
the dominant terms, to the AS = 2 effective Hamiltonian describing ex. For simplicity,
in the following we will denote the ensemble of these O(1/m?) corrections as d,,, .

The imaginary part of the AS = 2 effective Hamiltonian at the leading order in the
Operator Product Expansion (OPE) and at zero order in the strong interactions, has

the well known expression

G2
HSE = 165;2 My, [Im (A2) Sp(z.) +Im (A7) So(we)+
+2Im (AAy) So(we, 70)] (571d) (577d), (2)

where the subscript LT means dominant (leading) term in the 1/m, expansion; \; =
ViaVi: and the short-distance Inami-Lim functions Sp’s are computed by matching full
and effective amplitudes for external states of four quarks with zero momentum [14]. The
full amplitude is represented by the box diagrams shown in fig.[I}

In eq. , the CKM factor A, has been eliminated by using the unitarity relation
A + Ae + Ay = 0 and, thus, the Inami-Lim functions are linear combinations of the

functions (D;;) corresponding to box diagrams with internal 7 and j quarks, namely

So(e) = Dyu + Dee — 2Dy,
So(xt) = Dyy + Dy — 2Dy
So(2e, 7¢) = Dyy — Dye — Dyy + Doy - (3)
An equivalent way to express the AS = 2 effective Hamiltonian comes from the fact

that in the standard convention for the CKM matrix [6] ), is real, so that Im(A\?) =
Im(A2 + A2 + 2A.\;) = 0. By using this relation in eq. (2), one can write

HY = 105 M [l (3) (So(e) — Sofarer ) +
Hm () (Sole) — Sole 2))] (574) (524d). (@)

At the leading order in the 1/m,. expansion both the Im(\?) and Im()\?) contributions
are relevant. The latter, in fact, which is CKM suppressed, is enhanced by the top quark
mass, as So(z;) grows as x; = m?/MZ, in the large x; limit, while Sy(z.) and Sp(z., z;)
vanish as z. = m?/M}, in the small z, limit. For the subleading contributions due to

dimension-8 operators, instead, only the Im(\?) term has some relevance. The Im(\?)
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subleading contribution, indeed, represents a correction of O(1/m?) to the leading term,
while in the Im(A?) term the relative correction is of O(1/m?) and can safely be neglected.

The calculation of the 6, is based on the determination of the Wilson coefficients
of dimension-8 operators from matching conditions. To this aim, box diagrams have to
be calculated with non vanishing external quark momenta. The O(p?) contribution to
the full amplitudes is then computed taking arbitrary external momenta and performing
derivatives with respect to the external momenta. Since we are evaluating small O(1/m?)
corrections to e, we will use the effective Hamiltonian expanded at zeroth order in the
strong interactions. At O(«y), apart from the contribution of dimension-8 operators,
other contributions cannot be written in terms of local operators, as discussed in the
following.

We consider from the beginning only the case of p> < m?2. The matching condition

schematically reads

AMHAS =2) = AAS =10 AS =1)+ ) _CY(0y), (5)

where the first term on the r.h.s. represents the long distance contribution to the ampli-
tude A, coming from the double insertion of the effective AS = 1 Hamiltonian, whereas
the last term is the contribution that can be expressed as linear combination of local
operators multiplied by suitable Wilson coefficients C}V. By assuming the charm quark
mass to be large, that is by neglecting terms of O(1/m?), the first term on the r.h.s. of
eq. is absent and the second, in the Standard Model, is simply given by the operator

sypd sypd, (6)

see eq. ().

When we include the O(1/m?) corrections, in addition to the presence of local
dimension-8 operators, we find a non-local, non-perturbative, non-box amplitude A(AS =
1 ® AS = 1) given by double penguin diagrams of O(a, p?/m?) shown in the left panels
of fig.2l The black dots in these figures represent the double insertion of the AS =1
Hamiltonian. Using the unitarity of the CKM matrix one may reduce all the double
penguin diagrams to the GIM-like combination of penguins, namely up minus charm
and charm minus top, shown in the figure. In general, since the typical scale of these
diagrams is of O(p*) ~ O(Aj¢p), and the intermediate states propagating in the s or ¢
channels are light, perturbation theory is of no use and A(AS =1® AS = 1) must be
evaluated non perturbatively. This is to be contrasted with the case of the box diagrams

where the non-perturbative part is encoded in the matrix elements of local operators.



Figure 2: On the left side the K° — K9 double penguin diagrams, on the right side their
reinterpretation in terms of connected diagrams. The box represents the insertion of the

penguin operator defined in eq. @)

The contribution to the mixing amplitude of the double penguin diagrams of figs.[2] cor-
responds to the long distance corrections to ex estimated in ref. [9]. Note that this kind
of diagrams are also extremely difficult to compute from first principles, in a lattice
QCD simulation, even in the simpler case of the K -Kg mass difference where only the
operators (1 and Qo of the AS = 1 Hamiltonian are considered. Although there is no
theoretical issue in the lattice calculation, the difficulty is the standard one of achieving
sufficient precision when evaluating disconnected diagrams. For more details see for ex-
ample the discussion on the disconnected diagrams Type 3 and Type 4 of refs. [I5], [16],
where the reader can also find the definition of the operators (); and (5. For a direct
calculation of ek see ref. [I7]. In the present paper, for our final numerical estimate of the
correction at O(1/m?) to ex we will indeed use the estimate of A(AS =1® AS = 1)
by ref.[9]. Some further discussion about this non-local contribution will be given in
section[f] The diagrams in the right panels of fig.[2] will be discussed in section[6]



3 Matching

The Wilson coefficients that we want to determine can be derived by imposing the
following matching conditions on amplitudes with four quarks and four quarks plus a

gluon external states respectively,

Afull A4q ’ Af’ull A4qlg ’ (7)

4qlg —

for some choice of external particle momenta p; < m,., where “full” and “effective”
denote the amplitudes in the full (Standard Model) and effective theories respectively.
The full amplitudes at O(a?

s

) are calculated from the box diagrams of ﬁg., with
W propagators expanded at the lowest order in the large W mass, i.e. approximated
by 4-fermion contact interactions. By choosing for the matching the color indices of
the external quark and anti-quark states in a proper way, one can actually select the
contribution of only one of the two box diagrams. For the four quark amplitude, for
instance, we choose equal color indices for the quark and anti-quark in the initial state
and similarly for the final state, but different between the initial and final states, which
corresponds to selecting the box diagram in ﬁg. (left panel). In this case, the amplitude
has the form
5 ()T d" (p1)5° (ps) 1V d" (pa) (8)
where p1, po and ps, p4 are initial and final momenta respectively and a and b are different
color indices. The calculation of the box diagram with the four quarks in the external
states then leads to the expression
Afull . G_QF Tm()2) [ full| o Af“”| (9)
L1672 c YHoy g
where, by omitting for brevity the external spinors, eliminating the combination py — po

in favour of ¢ = p; — p3 and using the equations of motion,
Al ian = a1 (p1r = ps)* @ 7f = ax (mg +m3 = 2p1 - ps)f @

.Afu”| = ax(h — 1)L @ () — 15)L

= MgRIp1, —mams RO L — s @ P11 +mspsr @ L], (10)
with . 10
041:—§, 042:2041:—5. (11)

Throughout this paper we use the notation

R=1++" L=1-+". (12)



At O(al), the amplitude for the four quarks and a gluon includes the contributions
of a gluon emitted either from an internal line or from an external leg. The expres-
sion for this amplitude is quite long and tedious, containing about 50 different Dirac
structures. For this reason it is not reported here but given in Appendix C. Having the
full amplitudes at hand, we then need the effective amplitudes in order to impose the
matching conditions of eq. @ The computation of the effective amplitudes is based on

the effective Hamiltonian

F 2
H{f o = To oz M) ZC’ O; (13)

where the CV = G% /(16 7?) Im()\?) C; are the Wilson coefficients that we want to de-

termine and the O; are the local operators in the expansion [19], namely
O\ = 57¢D,d 57/ Drd + 5D, d 5D d
Oy = 57/ D,d 57/ D"d + s%’yﬁd §§,’ygd
O3 = 5D,~;d 5v{D"d
Os = g5 571, Gpud 571 (14)
Os = imy5LD,d 59"d — imy5D, Rd 57d |
Og = (m3 +mg) 5v;d 5v;d
O; =m?5Ld 3Ld +m35Rd 3Rd ,
Og =mgmysld sRd ,

with D, = 9, — ig,Git", Gil, = 1/2€up0 G4, G, = Gith = (0,G2 — 0,G4 +
ABC (1BCY 1A - P A4BY _ AB
gs fAPCGF Gy )t implying a sum over repeated color indices, and Tr(t%t%) = 1/277.

The effective amplitude for a state of four quarks has then the form

eff .
Al =~ 167r2 m(A?) ZC i)aq (15)

where the matrix elements for the various operators in eq. read
(O1)ag =2(pr-patp2-p3) v @ 7L = 2(mg —mg + 2p2 - p3) 7L ®

(O2)4q = 2 (Phps + PiPs) VL @ V) =

=2(2p3, @1 +msP3s L —mgpsr @R —ms LR P+ mgRRp11),



(O3)4g = (P2 Pa+p1-P3) 7L @7 = 2P1 - P3VL @ VL
(O4)1g =0, (16)
(Os)aq=m> LRL+miR®R—2m;mqR® L
AmsPs @ L+mapsr @ R+ms LR P +mg R P,
(O6)1g = 2(m3 +mg) 7 @,
(O)sg=2m>LRL+2miR® R,

(Og)ag =msmq(LOR+R®L).

For the state of four quarks plus a gluon, the expressions of the matrix elements are

quite long, see Appendix C, and here we write the result only for the operator O,
(Os)aqrg = gs € (iq,) €5 [Vt @7 = @ t"] . (17)

The operator Oy, at variance with the other seven operators, has vanishing matrix el-
ement on the four quark state. As a consequence, the determination of the Wilson
coefficient Cy requires the matching between the full and the effective amplitude on a
state with a gluon.

From the matching conditions in eq. we find

5) 5} 13
=0, Cs BTE Cs 9’ Cy ~3
5! 5 5)
05 9 ) 06 18 ) C(7 18 ) 08 0 ( 8)

4 Matrix elements in the VIA

In this section we evaluate the matrix elements of the relevant four fermion operators in
the VIA which, lacking a more precise quantitative determination, is expected to provide
a reasonable estimate of the matrix elements. In this approximation the four fermion
operators are expressed in terms of factored bilinear operators, the matrix elements of
which, in this paper, are evaluated by using the chiral effective theory, at the leading
order. Given the level of accuracy at which we are working we will consider neither the
QCD corrections to the Wilson coefficients of the dimension-8 operators nor the usual

problems related to the presence of renormalons in matching the original theory to its
OPE at the subleading order [20].



In the chiral effective theory, one starts by defining the meson fields and the explicit

symmetry breaking term,

U= xy=2BM (19)

where f is the pseudoscalar decay constant defined such that f, ~ 130 MeV, M =

diag( m.,, mg, ms ) and II is the pseudoscalar meson operator,

n/V6 +m 0/ V2 7t KT
II = - n/vV6—7°/vV2  K° : (20)
K- K =231
Under SU(3)r ® SU(3)g chiral transformations, the fields U and x transform as U —
RUL" and y = Rx L'
Next we provide the expressions of the relevant two-quark operators in terms of the
chiral fields, at the leading order in the chiral expansion. We start by considering the

dimension-3 operators:

f2
GiLqg = —TB[UT i » (21)
2
CjiRQj:_?B[U]jia (22)
f2
Cfﬂf(b‘:i?[(a“UT)U]jm (23)
f2
Cfﬂﬁquig[(@”f)m]ﬁa (24)
G ot q; = —i @Tf;[(aﬂm) @ U)Ut — (97U (0*U) U i, (25)
Giok ¢ = —iar f;[ (0"U) (0"UNYU — (0°U) (0"UN U ;s - (26)

In the chiral expression of the tensor operators the low energy constant ar is given by
ar = Br/(2myg) where By is a dimensionless parameter of O(1)[19]. Note, however,
that these operators do not contribute in the VIA, since their matrix elements between
the vacuum and a kaon state vanish.

We now list the dimension-4 operators [21] at the lowest order in the chiral expansion:

‘%a o ¥ o f 1 t t
0 fquj:zZ (0 3“U)U—§gw(xU—i—Ux) +..., (27)
ji
2 1
"y Baqj :ifz [(OO‘GMUT)U + ggaM(XTU+ UTx)] +..., (28)

Ji
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where on the r.h.s. of egs. and we only show explicitly the terms which con-
tribute in the factorized case. Eq. can be derived from (27)) using the identity

(@i a;) = ai 3‘”7’5 q+ G B"qj : (29)

The chiral expression for the operators g; B“ Lg; and ¢ ﬁ“ Rq; can be derived by

using the relation:

1
G D"L q = 5@(7“@ + ﬁ’y“)L 4 =

i 1, 1_<5
=3 m;GiVg G5 + §3u (@ VL 4) — 5%‘@75 4 =

7 B 1 B 1 o 1 _
= ) m; C]i%/fz q; + 53” (¢ Lg;) — 531/ (Qiaf q;) — 5 m; Qi’YZ q; - (30)

The chiral expressions for the operators on the r.h.s of eq. are given in eqs. —.
Note, however, that while the operator 0" (¢; L g;) is of O(p) in the chiral power counting,
all other operators on the r.h.s of eq. are of O(p?) and can be thus neglected.

Therefore, we conclude

2
qi BM LQj == —sz [8’“UT]J‘1‘,
2

Finally, we also need the dimension-5 operators ¢; %Oﬁg Bo‘qj and g, G Yy, G q;-
They are related by the following identity:

020%( G V] ¢5) = Oa (cz- 5“75 4G+ G B“qj) =
=G 3275 4G+ a7 Bqu + 2G; 56% Ba(]j =
= =29, G %1 G q; — (mi + m]2) G g5+ 2§ Eaﬁf Ban - (32)

Using eq. in the above expression, one obtains

S

@i ﬁrﬂg Ba%’ — 9s Ui %Léy" q; =1 T

[(0,0°0"TUN U + (m?+m?) (0"U) U] . (33)

J°

In terms of the chiral fields one can write [19]

B 2
0.8 G gy =1 5% [@UNU] (34)

10



where 0% is a low-energy constant. A QCD sum rules calculation [19] provides the
estimate 0% = 0.12 & 0.07 GeV®. Note that the matrix element of the operator in
eq. (34), as all the operators of O(gsGﬁ), is of O(a?).

We are now ready to compute the matrix elements of the 4-fermion operators in the
VIA and at the lowest order in the chiral expansion. We compute always the matrix
element between an initial K° and a final K° state. Thus §,K° = —ipiy K° and 9, K° =
ip, KK°. As an example, we report the detailed calculation of the matrix element of the

operator Os:

0105|K°) = (K°|(5°D 7% d*)(3* 7% D*d")| K°) =

0152 D, Y D d|0) (0[5 7 d*| K°) + (K°|5" 7% d*|0)(0]5* D, ¥ D*d"|K°) =

(K
— (K°|5" D, % d*[0) (0[5 % Drdt|K°) + (R[5 vy DHd"|0)(0]5° D, % d*|K°) +
+
—

K157 D7y d*|0) (08" % Drd?| ) + (KO|s" Y D d?|0)(0]5“ D, v d*| K°) +

1 1 -
(K057 D, 4% D de|0){0]5° db|K0>+§<K0|gwgda|o><0|gbﬁﬂgBudb|K0> —

OJ

1 1
:fK MK_gBQ( md)2 —gff(Mf([Mf(—(m§+m3)—25§(]=

1
— ﬁﬁ( [4 M} — 3 B (my — ma)* + 8 Mg (m? +m32) + 16 Mz 6%] | (35)

where, in evaluating the matrix element between kaon states we have replaced the low
energy constant f with the kaon decay constant fx. By neglecting the mass of the down

quark, mg, and thus also replacing B = M3z /mj, one finally obtains
_ 1
(R\Os|K) = o2 7 Mi [Me +8m? +166%] . (36)

The VIA for the matrix elements of the other relevant 4-fermion operators can be

derived in a similar way. In the limit my; — 0, we obtain
- 5
(KO K) = 2 13 M

11

Zal oy _ ++
(R10:|K°) = 15

£ M
_ 1

(RYONK) = L 1 M3 [165% + 23 + 8m)]

(RO4K®) = 2 f Mok (37)

(ROSIK®) = — 73 M,

11



- 8
(ROI0)|K®) = < f2 ME w2,
— >
(K10 K®) = =3 13 M,
(K°|Os|K°) = 0.

Note that in the chiral power counting the leading contribution is given by the operators
O3 and O, whose matrix elements are of O(p?) (for O3, however, the O(p*) contribution
is suppressed by 1/N.). The matrix element of Og is of O(p®) while all other matrix
elements are of O(p?). In ref. [1] the chiral expansion was performed at the leading
order and the large- N, limit was assumed. As a consequence, only the O, contribution
was included. We observe that the contribution of the other seven operators, which we
include in the present work for the first time, can a priori introduce an O(1) correction

to the O, contribution, as my is numerically comparable to dx (0% /M3z =~ 0.5).

5 A possible approach to compute non-local contri-
butions at O(ap*/m?)

Some remark may be useful at this point. Concerning the non-local contributions that
appear at O(a,p®/m?), let us take, for example, the diagram on the left upper panel of
fig.[2] at the lowest perturbative order in the Standard Model, by considering only the CP
violating contribution to K°— K° mixing. By using unitarity (A, +A.+\; = 0), neglecting
At X O(p?/m?) corrections and without the resummation of large QCD logarithms, we
find that there is only one contribution to the amplitude which goes as

aS

AAS =10 AS =1) ~ Gl Im(\?) e (M (II[p?, m2] — 1[p*, m?]) , (38)
— — 16 g p? u p Jmc Y

2 “4r 3 m?2

where « is the strong coupling constant and the factor log (m?/m?) corresponds to the

Wilson coefficient of the operator

Q = st'yd Y gty (39)

q

generated by the heavy charm-top quark GIM penguin. II[p? m?2] — II[p?, m?| denotes

the hadronic contribution due the contraction of the operator ) with the operator

Q2 = Q5 — Q5 = syju iy d — syjceyyd, (40)

12



which appears at tree level in the effective weak Hamiltonian. II[p?, m?2] corresponds
to the diagram on the upper right panel of fig.[2] with (light) up quarks in the loop
and must be computed non-perturbatively; II[p*, m?] denotes the same diagram with
charm-quarks in the loop and, whithin the present approximation, can be computed in
perturbation theory with a suitable matching to the theory with a propagating charm.
GIM is essential to make the final result finite at the lowest non-trivial order in the
strong coupling constant. The combination (II[p?, m?] — [p?, m?]) is of O(p?) and, as
expected, it is a correction of O(a,p*/m?) to ek since the leading term in Im(A?), coming
from the box diagram of fig. 1, goes as G%/(167?)m?.

Thus, by expanding at the leading order in 1/m? and 1/m? and by using the equations
of motion, we may transform the charm-top quark GIM penguin of the Feynman diagram
on the left upper panel of fig.[2in the insertion of the operator ¢ multiplied by its Wilson
coefficient, thus obtaining the Feynman diagram on the r.h.s. of upper panel of fig.[2]
which is a standard connected diagram much easier to evaluate in lattice QCD [15, [16].
Following the standard approach, even if the momentum flowing in the charm-top GIM
penguin is of O(p®) ~ O(Ajep), in eq. the coefficient of ) can be computed in
perturbation theory since both the quarks in the GIM loop are heavy (they are either
the top or the charm). Eventually, the most convenient choice is to take pu = m,. as
renormalisation scale. In the calculation of the double penguins, in order take into
account higher order QCD corrections, we can imagine to substitute to the Standard
Model the double insertion of the low energy AS = 1 Hamiltonian and compute on
the lattice, with this effective theory, the charm-top and up-charm GIM penguins. This
extreme accuracy, although feasible, is probably not necessary since we are evaluating
one of the corrections to the leading term and the uncertainties entailed in other terms,
specifically in the calculation of the matrix elements of the local dimension-8 operators,
are probably of the size, if not larger, than the neglected higher-order QCD effects. The
calculation of the other double penguin diagram, shown on the left lower panel of fig.[2]
could proceed in the same way by replacing it with the connected diagram on the right

lower panel of the same figure.

6 Result for the power corrections to eg

By combining the results for the Wilson coefficients of the effective Hamiltonian given

in section 3 and those for the matrix elements of the four fermion operators evaluated

13



in section 4 in the VIA, we obtain

(K°|H) 2| K°) = G Im (A\?) ZC (K0 K°) =

1672
S . (N2) | === f2 My (27265 + 15 M) (41)
16 72 ‘ 108 r ’

which represents the main result of this paper. In eq. we have neglected small terms
of O(p®), proportional to Mz m?, that contribute for ~ 1.5% of the total correction. The
above result can be compared with the leadingﬂ contribution to the effective Hamiltonian

that can be written in the form

_ G2
(K°|HST|K°) = 1671: My, [Im (A2) (mSo(xe) — n3So(@e, 24)) +
8 .
+Im (A7) (250(21) — n3So(we, 71))] 3 fi& M§ By . (42)

Therefore, with respect to the term proportional to Im (A\?) in the LT effective Hamilto-
nian, (K°|H§E|K®) 1 »2), €q. (1)) represents a relative correction given by

(KO|H{), 2| K°) So(we)  So(@ex)\ 5 17N 1T 6% 5 MR\ _
<KO|Heff|K0> 2 U -3 By ~
LT Im(A2)

Te T

17 62 5 Mz
~ 051 (| —— K = ~ 0.04. 43
( 18 m2 96 m? ) (43)

Up to higher order terms, we may then write
ImMy = (K°|HF7|K°) (1+ 0par + 0m,) (44)

where dpgr = 0.02 was computed in ref. [9] and the relative correction with respect to

the full LT Hamiltonian is given by
(ROJHS LK)
" (KO HEE|K)

() o)

Te Te
. 17 6% 5 M} 17 6% 5 Mg
B;(l (___K__ K)E—O.l?) <___K__m )_0010:|:OOO3

C

(45)

!The effective Hamiltonian in eq. is at the leading order in the OPE, while it includes the NLO
QCD and EW corrections, which are enclosed in the n’s [22] 23] 24 25].
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that is the d,,, correction increases the theoretical prediction for ex by 1%. As is evident
from eq. (45)), the O(m3 /m?) correction, included here for the first time, though a priori
comparable to the O(§% /m?) term, turns out to be numerically smaller. At the origin
of this numerical result there is the larger numerical value of the Wilson coefficient
Cy w.r.t the coefficients of the other seven operators, and some cancellation occurring
among the terms proportional to fZm?%. The dominant uncertainty on our result for
Om, is represented by the VIA. We evaluated it assuming for the matrix elements of the
dimension-8 operators either a uniform distribution centered on the VIA with a 50% half
width or a Gaussian distribution with ¢ = 30%; in both cases we obtain a 30% error on
Om,, which keeps a negligible impact on the ek total uncertainty.

We conclude by providing an updated theoretical prediction for g, which includes
our result for 9, of eq. , the short- and long-distance contributions recently calcu-
lated in refs. [8], [9], [25] and uses for the bag-parameter the value Bx = 0.756 + 0.016,
obtained by averaging the Ny = 241 and Ny = 24+1+1 FLAG averages [7]. Our predic-
tion is obtained using the UTfit code, in the context of an updated Bayesian Unitarity
Triangle Analysis [26], which yields (omitting of course the constraint from e ) Im(\;) =
(13.444+0.57)-107°, Re(\) = (=3.114£0.11) - 10~* and Re(\.) = (—2191.0+7.5) - 107,

All the relevant inputs can be found in [26]. Our theoretical prediction for e reads

e = (1.99 4 0.14) x 1072 (46)
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Appendix A: Useful relations coming from the equa-

tions of motion

In the calculation of the contribution of the gluon on an external leg, both in the full
and in the effective theory, we can eliminate some structures containing the completely

antisymmetric tensor, by using some relations originated from the equations of motion.
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These relations are obtained from the Chisholm identity

. 5.0

VYN = 9% — 9"+ 9T — e (47)
by saturating one Lorentz index with a momentum which induces the Dirac equation
of motion. These relations show that four of the structures involving the completely

antisymmetric tensor can be reduced in terms of other structures. They can be written

as
e Ppls(pa)vid(pr) = ip{s(p2)yid(pr) — ipfS(p2)vid(pr) + imas(p2)od(py) (48)
e Ppys(pa)vid(pr) = —ipys(p2)y7d(pr) + iphs(p2)yid(pr) — imas(p2)oy d(pr) (49)
€ Pp35(ps)vrd(ps) = ip55(ps)vid(pa) — ip55(ps)Vid(pa) — ims5(ps)or’d(ps), (50)
"1 p35(ps)yLd(ps) = —i(p1 + p2 — 2ps — q)"5(ps)Vid(pa) + i(p1 + p2 — 2ps — 0)'5(ps)Vid(pa)
—ims5(p3)ot’d(ps) + imaS(ps)oty d(ps)
+PM 5 (ps)yad(pa) — €27 ] E(ps) i d(ps) - (51)

Appendix B: Useful Fierz relations

The matrix elements of the operators entering the effective Hamiltonian H f;me of eq.
are estimated by using the VIA, in which Fierz transformations play an important role.

The Fierz transformations can be obtained starting from the following general formula

Flierz 1

1
Fl X FQ — gflRFQ ® R + grlLFQ ® L +

1 1
+ STigle @ 4 + Tl @ g —

8 8
— if‘laaﬁfg ® o — irla—aﬁFQ ® oy (52)
327 1k Bz R .

where we used the definition ¢®? = [7"‘, 75] /2. From eq. one derives, in particular,

v Fierz 1 v 1 v 1 v i vpo o
MO 5@ T 5@ — 9 @5 @0 (53)
HFie'rzl n 1,ul/ v
L®’YL—>§L®’YL_§‘7L ® g (54)

u Fierz 1 I 1 v Qv
R@’YL—>§7L®R+§’YL®UR (55)
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It is also useful to report the general formula for the Fierz of color indices. It reads:
erz 1
01®CQF—)N0102®]+201tACQ®tA, (56)
where C and () are generic color matrices. From eq. one derives, in particular,

ol —T®t" T 2 fapet? @ tC (57)

Appendix C: Matching with the external state made

up of four quarks and a gluon

In this appendix we collect the amplitudes that enter the matching with the external
state made up of four quarks and a gluon. As discussed in the main text for the case
of the four quark external state, one can choose equal color indices for the quark and
anti-quark in the initial state and similarly for the final state, which corresponds to
selecting the box diagram in ﬁg. (a). We do the same also when the gluon is added in
the external state. With the additional gluon, moreover, one can impose the matching
condition by considering only contributions with the color generator ¢t appearing in the
initial state bilinear or in the final state bilinear. We perform the first choice, that is we

consider the amplitudes having the form
5 (p2)T7 5y d"(p1)5°(ps) TV d  (pa) . (58)

By omitting for brevity the external spinors (and the gluon polarization vector), the

matrix elements for the various operators in eq. (15)), read

(mZ 4+ m? — 4ps.q + 2p1.p2 — 2p1.p3)

<Ol>4qlg = if)/g ZfA ®,YZ GOIVU'pqo' (

D2.q
L (mi 4 mE = 2paq + 2p5.q + 20102 = 2p1ps) pl.q>
P1-q P2-q
wod ol 200 (mi+m2 —2p1.q — 2p2.q + 2p3.q + 2p1.p2 — 2p1.D3)
e~ pb1.q

200 (M2 +m? — 2p1.q — 209.q + 2p1.09 — 2p1.
i PQ( d s P1-q9 P2-q P1-D2 P1 p3) +4p§)
b2.q9
m3 +m?+2p.q+2p1.p2 — 2p1.ps
b2.9

+tt ® qL <—

+mfl +m? — 2po.q +2p3.q+ 2 p1.pa — 2p1.p3 N 2p1.q)
p1-q P2.q
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m2 +m? + 2 po.q + 2p1.ps — 2p1.p3
P2-q

+QLtA ® "7 <

Mg+ mE—2psq+2ps.q+2pips — 2p1ps 2p1-q>

P1-q P2.q
(59)
iY@ Rmg (p1.q + pa.q) €V 7P pl ¢°
<02>4qlg:_
b1-4p2.q
+’W%tA®Lms(p1-q+pz.Q)ea””’p§q"
b1-4p2.q
_Qi’}/gtA ®p’fL <p1'q_’_p2'q) Eauappgqa N 22"}/%#4 ®QL Eauappgqa
pP1-4p2.q P19
2mgp’  2mygp’ 1 1
+p§LtA®R< P dp2)+QLtA®Rmd<———)p§
P19 P2.q b9 PpP2.q
1 1 2mg s 2my v’
+y7 4 @ Rmy (———)pg.q+RtA®pr( P2 dpl)
b2.9 P19 DP2-q P19
, 1 1 2R Q@ qrmap; ¢ o tA@qrm
+q”UR”tA®prmd< + )+ grhapy 4 95 © O dr M
b2.9 D19 p1.9 D19
2mgp]  2mgph - M ms
—2Rt" @~ my+ Lt' ® L( - +¢" 0Pt Qpr | — -
Tt A Pa.q L P\ "0 ma
2Lt ® ¢ ms ! ValP A ® g mag 2msps  2mgpl
B qL p1+q L qr +%LtA®L Dy by
D19 D19 P2.q9 D1.9
" 1 1 o ooa 1 1 A
+rt" @ Lmg | — — — | p3+ Yt @ Lmg | — — —— | p3.q + 2 Lt7 @ o my
b2.9 P19 bi1-q9 DpP2.q
dpy  4ph " 1 1
+psrtt ® L(——— 2t @pp | — —— | 1}
ps P\ prd” poa A P\ g pag) P2
1 1 dps tA @ L2 tA ® p
+27§tA®p(L (———)p. _Apsr qopy  2dr qr P3
b2.q P19 D1.9 D1.9
s
+v£tA®qL<;’3qq—2)+4mtA®v£+2thA®vz,
1
(60)
s a1 A v _ avop 0
gt ®@9F (p1.ps (Prq + P2.q) — P2.qP3.q) € q
(O3)aq1g =

P1-qp2.q
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(Os)aqrg =

<O5>4q19 =

2ps3.qp; 2p5  2p
+pth @ (—qupl +p1ps (—2 - —1) - 2p§)

b2.9 P19
1 1 P3.q
+y0 4 @ g <p1-p3 < - ) - +1
0t @4 g p2q)  Pig

1 1 P3.q
+qLtt @ <p1.p3 < - ) 42 1) ,
D2.q D19 D19

(61)
i'}’gtA(gW/Zeauaqu,
(62)
P71 ® Rmg (p1.q + pa.q) €V pl ¢°
2p1.qp2.q
+i7%tA®Lms (P1-q + p2.q) €77 Py q°
2p1.9p2.q
1 1 P
¢ ot © Lmgm, (—— - —) +2RtA® Lmgms ( P p—2)
b2.9 P19 b9 PpP2.q
p p mao®  map®
+RtA®Rm§(p—2—&> +p§LtA®R( 4Pz _ dpl)
b2.9q P19 p2.q9 D1.9
1 1 1 1 1 1
—I——thA@Rmd (———) p§+—7ZtA®Rmd (———) P3.q
2 P24 P14 2 P14 P2-q
ValP A @ Rm? g+ po. mavh map’
+q Op d(qu p2q)+RtA®p(L dPy  MdpPy
2p1.qp2.q D2-q P1.q
1 1 1 RtA®ngdp1 q” O'RptA(X)ngd
+o¢" oWt ® md( + >+
24 7 P pa-q  DP1q P1.q 2p1.q
Yol Pt @ Lm? (pr.q + pa. msphy  mgpf
R @0 my+ LL s (p1-g sz)+LtA®p(L Py mspy
2p1.qp2.q D2-q D1-q
1 A 1 1 LA @ g1, ms pl
+= q o pt ® Lms( + )+
20 Tk p P2q  P1-q P1-q
P P uUthA® me me P my P
+LtA®Lm§<p2 —pl>—q L AL | et (Mele M
P2-q P19 2p1.q D2.q D1.q
1 1 1 1 1
+= thA®Lms (———>p3+ At @ L (———)pzq—Lt ® 7 Mms,
P24 P19 2 P14 P2.q
(63)
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iY@ Y (p1.q + pa-q) (M2 +m?2) VP ¢°
P1-9P2.9

(Og)aqrg =

L2t @y (mg+ md) (prgph = paaph) VL @ g (prg = paq) (mg + m3)

b1-9p2.9 b1-9p2.9

Lo t4 @4 (p1.q — p2-q) (M2 +m?)
P1-9p2.q

Y

Py M

1 1
) +q ot @ Rm? (— + —)
pP2.q P19

o) = 2Rt ®@ Rm? <

(Orhaarg 4 P2q  Piq
1 1 P P

+q¢" oy’ t* @ Lm? (—+—) +2Lt*® Lm? (p—2 - &) :
P29 D19 P29 P19

1 1 1 J
O :—q”a”ptA®Lmdms (—+—)+LtA®Rmdms (___1>
< 8>4qlg 2 R Pa.q P1-q DP2.4 P14

1, wpoa 1 1 A 2
+=q" "t @ Rmgms | — + — | + Rt" @ Lmgms | — — —— | .
2 P24 D14 P24 P19

We finally report the full amplitude for the four quarks and a gluon

G? N
ull . F ull
Af:qlg =t 16 72 Im()\g) Aicqlg? (67)
where
X 2RIY® qrmap]  2psitt @ ¢ o} 1 1
Afu”:Oél( L — Ltqt* @pn (| — — — ) b
tatg P1.q P1q a PL\oia poa) B
1 1 qrt* @ qr v A
+LtA®L(———)mpp——+2 R A
q b2.q P19 e 1.9 ps L
1 1 i atA ® 4 py.q) €XVIP DY
0 ® ( 3 ) g it Ep (p1-q + p2-q) P5q
b2 P19 P1-9p2.9
s o 1A avo v O
1YLt ®qre Ppsq A o L vp A 1 1
+ —2Rt" @y mg+q¢" o "t Qprp | — + — | my
p1q L f PN oo i
Vol A Q@ qrm 1 1
~1ox i d+VZtA®L(———) P3-qms
p1.q p1.q P2.q
I P mi+m2—2p1.ps+4psqg  mi+m2—2pi.ps+2ps.q
+_th ®7L -
2 P2.q P1-q
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(64)

(65)

(66)



i3t @ L (p1.q + p2.q) €77 P4 ¢° m v ! 1
+’yL ® L (p1-g+p2-q) € P34 _qvaRPtA@gL( )mdms

- _l_ -
P1-9p2.9 pb2.q P19

2 2 _2p1.p3 — 2ps. 2 2 _2p. 2 ps.
+Z',ygtA®,yzeauaqu (md+ms P1-P3 p2q+md+m8 P1-P3 + 23 Q)
2p2.q 2p1.q

1 m2+m? — 2py.p3 + 4 ps. m2 +m? — 2py.p3 + 4 po.
+—7£tA®QL< d s b1-P3 b3.q My s D1-P3 Dp2-q

2 P19 P2.q9
2 4 2 P 4 4
Hps @ pry (ﬂ - ﬂ) +2Rt*® Lmgm, (p—1 - p—2)
b1-q P29 b1.q P29
A 2mgqp  2mgpy A 2mgpy  2m,pl
+Rt” @ prr - +pst” ®L —
D29 p1.9 P2.9 b1
m2+m? —2p1.p3 + 2p3.q) p° m2+m? — 2p;. P
_i_fthA@,yZ (_( d s P1-P3 p3-q) Py 4 (mg s p1p3)p2+2p§))
P19 D29
—2iyptt @y e P g (68)
with oy = —g.
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