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Abstract. We evaluate the size of isospin breaking corrections to form factors f and g of the K4 decay
process KT — w7 w~ £Tv, which is actually measured by the extended NA48 setup at CERN. We found
that, keeping apart the effect of Coulomb interaction, isospin breaking does not affect the moduli. This is
due to the cancellation between corrections of electromagnetic origin and those generated by the difference
between up and down quark masses. On the other hand, electromagnetism affects considerably the phases
if the infrared divergence is dropped out using a minimal subtraction scheme. Consequently, the greatest
care must be taken in the extraction of w7 phase shifts from experiment.

1 Introduction

Measuring the quark condensate remains the main concern
for physicists of non-perturbative quantum chromodynam-
ics. The purest process allowing for a direct measurement
of this parameter is 77 scattering. Information concern-
ing the latter can be obtained from the rescattering of
two pions in the final state of pionium [1-6], K — 27 [7],
K — 37 [8,9], or K4 [10-13] decays. Let ] be the phase
of a two-pion state of angular momentum [ and isospin [
and consider the charged K4 decay process

K™ (p) = 7t (p1)m (p2)" (pe)ve(py) , (1)

where the lepton /¢ is either a muon p or an electron e,
and v stands for the corresponding neutrino. In the isospin
limit, the decay amplitude A for the process (1) can be
parameterized in terms of three vectorial (F', G, and R)
and one anomalous (H) form factors:

A= ﬁ G V(D) 1(1 — 77)u(pe)

i
% {MKi

- —
My,

[(p1 +p2)"'F + (p1 — p2)"G + (pe + pu)"' R]

% (p + P ) (P1 + p2)p (1 — p2)o H } @)

where V,s; denotes the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa
flavor-mixing matrix element and G is the Fermi coupling
constant. Note that the form factors are made dimension-
less by inserting the normalizations M I;i and M I_(i The
fact that we have used the charged kaon mass is a purely
conventional matter and corresponds to the choice of defin-

ing the isospin limit in terms of charged masses.
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Form factors are analytic functions of three independent
Lorentz invariants,

(3)

and the angle 0, formed by pi, in the dipion rest frame
and the line of flight of the dipion as defined in the kaon
rest frame [14, 15]. In the following, we will be interested
only in the two form factors, F' and G, and consider the
partial wave expansion

se=(p1+p2)?, s0=(pe+p)?,

F = fg(sﬂ, Sg)eiég(s”) + fp(sﬂ, S¢) €OS Hﬂei‘si(s") , (4)

G =gp(sn, Sg)ei‘s%(s") + 9p(Sx, Se) cos Gﬂeiég(s") , ()

where a convenient parametrization of fg, fp, gp, and gp
in the experimentally relevant region has been proposed
in [16].

The currently running NA48 experiment aims at mea-
suring form factors for K4 decay of the charged kaon with
an accuracy better than the one offered by previous mea-
surement [17,18]. The outgoing data on form factors con-
tain, besides a strong interaction contribution, a contribu-
tion coming from the electroweak interaction. The latter
breaks isospin symmetry and is expected to be sizable
near the 77 production threshold [19]. In order to extract
7w scattering parameters from the NA48 measurement,
the isospin breaking correction to the form factors should
therefore be under control. In this direction, we recently
published [20] analytic expressions for the F' and G form
factors calculated at one-loop level in the framework of chi-
ral perturbation theory based on the effective Lagrangian
including mesons, photons and leptons [21]. In the present
work, we will use the method proposed in [22] to split ana-
lytically the isospin limit and isospin breaking part in form
factors, allowing a first evaluation to be made of isospin
breaking effects in charged K4 decays.
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2 A brief review of the method

We shall start things off by the general form of the decay
amplitude for the process (1) as dictated by Lorentz co-
variance,

- G\}; (po)(1+7°)

- {M1 [(p1 + p2)"f + (1 = p2)"g + (Pe + Po)"7] 0
K+

1

3
My, .

+ e"P7 (pg + pu)u(p1 + p2)p(p1 — P2)oh

1

+ I Yo, W] PYPS T} v(pi) -
The quantities f, g, r, and h, will be called the corrected
K4 form factors since their isospin limits are nothing else
than the Ky, form factors, F, G, R, and H, respectively.
The tensorial form factor 7" is purely isospin breaking and
has been calculated at leading chiral order in [20]. The cor-
rected form factors as well as the tensorial one are analytic
functions of five independent Lorentz invariants, s, s¢, 0,
0, and ¢. 0, is the angle formed by p in the dilepton rest
frame and the line of flight of the dilepton as defined in
the kaon rest frame. ¢ is the angle between the normals to
the planes defined in the kaon rest frame by the pion pair
and the lepton pair, respectively.

The f and ¢ form factors at leading chiral order are
given by

MKi 4
f=y9 o o).

The low-energy constant Fy appearing in the preceding
formula is an order parameter for the chiral symmetry
and represents the pion decay constant in the chiral limit,
my, = mg = mg = 0, and in the absence of electroweak in-
teractions. Let us denote by 8 F and 8G the next-to-leading
order corrections to the F' and G form factors, respectively,

MK:E
= 1+0F ),
/ ﬂﬂ( " >
MKi
= —|(14+8G).
I \/EFW< - )

The analytic expressions for 8F and 8G were given in [20)].
Note that the form factors were written in terms of the
pion decay constant, which is related to Fy by means of
the next-to-leading chiral order expression [23]

4 4
Fr=F, {1 + —5 (M2 +2ME)LY + —5 M2LE

Fg F§
- In—F — —=_-In—] .
16m2Fg — p?  32m2FE P

We shall distinguish between photonic and non-photonic
contributions to 8F and 8G. The photonic contribution
comes from those Feynman diagrams with a virtual pho-
ton exchanged between two meson legs or one meson leg
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and a pure strong vertex. Obviously, this contribution is
proportional to e?, where e is the electric charge, and de-
pends in general on the five independent kinematical vari-
ables, sy, S¢, 0, 8¢, and ¢ through Lorentz invariants like
(p2 +p¢)?, say. The non-photonic contribution comes from
diagrams having similar topology as the ones in the pure
strong theory with isospin breaking allowed in propagators
and vertices. This contribution generates isospin breaking
terms proportional to the rate of SU(2) to SU(3) breaking,

;ﬁmdfm

€ =

3>

1
= - 7
4 ms_mv Q(mu+md)7 ()
and to the mass square difference between charged and
neutral mesons,

Ay = M2 — M2, = 224 F§ + O(p"), (8)

A = M3e — Mpo = 2Z0e*F§ — Bo(mg —my) + O(p),
(9)

or equivalently, (mgq —my,)/(ms —1m), Zpe?, and mg — m,,.
The kinematical dependence is on three Lorentz invari-
ants, (p1 + p2)?, (p — p1)?, and (p — p2)?, which represent
respectively the dipion mass square, the exchange energy
between the kaon and the neutral pion, and that between
the kaon and the charged pion. In terms of independent
kinematical variables, the preceding scalars are functions
of s, s¢, and cos .
It has been noted in [22] that for
s¢=m3 (10)
the photonic contribution neither depends on 6, nor on ¢
and, consequently, it can be written as

photonic contribution = e2¢(s,) + €*9(s5) cos b, (11)

where ¢ and ¥ are analytic functions of s,. Note that, to
the order we are working, that is, to leading order in isospin
breaking, the power counting scheme we use dictates the
following on-shell conditions to be used in the argument
of ¢ and ¥:
p? = M3 = Bo(ms +1m), pi=ps=M2=2Byn.
(12)
With respect to the non-photonic contribution, it de-
pendson s, (p—p1)?, (p—p2)? and masses through one- and
two-point functions. In order to split strong and electromag-
netic interactions in one-point functions we use the formula

1 1 )

A(MB) = A(Mps) + —
P

(13)

The integral A is listed in Appendix D.1, P denotes a pion,
m, or a kaon, K, and Ap the difference

Ap = M2, — M3, . (14)
Concerning the splitting in the two-point functions B(p?,
m3, m?), specified in Appendix D.2, we have to expand the
exchange energies in powers of the fine structure constant
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a and mg — m,, and inject the obtained expansion in the

expression of B(p? + 6, m3 + dp, m? + 0;) where J, dg, and

61 are leading order in isospin breaking,
0,900,010 =0O(, mg —my,). (15)

The final step consists in expanding the two-point functions
to first order in 9§, dg, and 07,

B(pf+5,m3+50,m%+51):B(p%,mg,m%)
1 m2
B | 0 2 2 2 2 2 s
Som2p2 {n (m%) + (pi + m{ —mg)7(py, mg, m7) | do

1 m2
= (Mo 22 2 2 m2 m2)| s
+32n2pf {n (m%) (p1 — mi + mg)7T(p7,mg, m7)| 1

L 2p% + (m? —m2)In m—g (16)
32n2p} ! ! 0 m?
[l = ) = + )] (o2 ) 3,
with 7 a generic integral defined by
2 2 2 ! 1
7(p1,mo, M) /0 xa:m% + (1 —2)m? —z(1 — z)p?
(17)

Putting all this together, the form factors for Kyy decay
of the charged kaon can be written in the following compact
form which shows explicitly the splitting between strong
and electromagnetic interactions:

z (8, (0 —p1)% (P — p2)% (p2 +pe)?, .. .) (18)
:y;}:‘;[l—’_[]m(s”)—’_vw(sﬂ)cosaﬁ]a x:fvgv
where

W =WF+WEA, + WEAK

€
\/g )
are analytic functions of s;. If one makes the following sub-
stitutions:

+Whe? + W2 wW=U,V (19

Ay — 2Z0€*FZ, (20)
4e
A — 2Z0e’F2 — — (M2 — M?), 21
K oetfo — x (Mk <) (21)
then (18) and (19) read
€
W*=Wr+Wee + W2 — 22
d w \/3 ( )
W =W2% +2ZoFg(WE +W5), (23)
Wi o, = WE = 4(Mf — MZ)Wi; . (24)

The aim of the present work is to determine the U functions
corresponding to f and g form factors for Ky, decay of the
charged kaon. Since the obtained expressions are lengthy,
we found it appropriate to put them in the appendix.
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3 Results

We shall proceed to the numerical evaluation of isospin
breaking corrections. To this end, we must handle all types
of singularities encountered in our expressions. These are of
three types in general: ultraviolet, infrared, and Coulomb.
Although our expressions are ultraviolet finite, they are
infrared divergent. We showed in [20] that the latter sin-
gularity is canceled by the emission of a real soft photon
at the level of differential decay rate. Since we are inter-
ested in measuring form factors, a subtraction of infrared
divergence at this level is needed. There are infinitely many
choices to do so. We shall choose the simplest minimal sub-
traction scheme consisting in dropping from the expression
for the form factors In m., terms only. Finally, the Coulomb
interaction between charged particles induces singularities
due to a photon exchange between the following.
(1) The kaon and a pion. This occurs at t, = (Mz+M,)?or
S =4MZ2 — (Mg £2M;)* +mj . (25)
Hence, the singularity is situated outside the allowed kine-
matical region,

4M7% g S é (MK - mf)Qa (26)
from the left.
(2) The two pions. This occurs at
sy =0, 4M?2. (27)

The former value represents a pseudo-threshold and is sit-
uated outside the allowed kinematical region from the left.
The latter value is a normal threshold and is situated at
the lower bound of the allowed kinematical region. The
corresponding singularity is of great experimental impor-
tance for the present work and we will study it further in
the following.

(3) The kaon and the lepton. This occurs at

sp = (Mg +myg)?. (28)
The pseudo-threshold is situated at the upper bound of the
allowed kinematical region. The normal threshold outside
the latter from the right.

(4) A pion and the lepton. This occurs at t, = (M, +my)?
or

sx = (Mg —mg)? + 2me(Mg F 2My —my). (29)
Hence, the singularity is situated outside the allowed kine-
matical region from the right.

Let us return to the Coulomb interaction between the
two pions and shift the value of s, from 4M2 by an in-
finitesimal positive amount:

sz = 4(M3 + 0%). (30)
We then expand our expressions in powers of g. The
Coulomb singularity shows up then as poles in the g-plane.
In order to obtain finite (regularized) results, we simply
remove these poles allowing for the numerical evaluation
of form factors.



370

3.1 Input

We shall use the following numerical values! for the various
parameters [13]:
(1) the fine structure constant,

a =1/137.03599976(50) , (31)

corresponding to the classical electron charge e = V4na;
(2) the masses of the charged leptons,

me = 0.510998902(21)MeV

m,, = 105.658357(5)MeV ; (32)
(3) the masses of the light mesons,
M,+ = 139.57018(35)MeV ,
Mpys = 493.677 & 0.016MeV (33)
M, = 547.30 £ 0.12MeV ,
M, = 771.1 £0.9MeV ; (34)
(4) the quark masses and condensates [24],
M, = 134.9766(6)MeV ,
My = 495.042 + 0.034MeV (35)
€ = (1.061 £ 0.083) x 1072 (36)

(5) the low-energy constants in the strong sector [25],

L7 = (0.46 £0.24) x 1073,

Ly = (1.494£0.23) x 1073, (37)
Ly = (—3.18 £0.85) x 1072,

L} = (0.53+£0.39) x 1073, (38)
Ly = (5.5402) x 1073; (39)

(6) the low-energy constants in the electromagnetic sec-
tor [26],

K =—6.4x1073,
K; =6.4x1073,

K =19.9x 1073,
Ky =-92x107%;

Ky =-31x1077,
K;=-64x10"3%,
K;=86x1073,

with an error of +6.3 x 1072 assigned to each of them;
(7) the low-energy constants in the leptonic sector [21],

| X; |£6.3x1073; (44)

(8) the charged pion decay constant and electro-
magnetic mass,

F, = 92419+ 0.325MeV,  Zo = 0.805(1).  (45)

1 Our expressions are evaluated at the scale j equal to the
rho mass.
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Fig. 1. Radiative correction to the real part of the first term
in the partial wave expansion for f form factor under the
assumptions s; = mi = m2, F, = 92.419MeV. The plain curve
represents the one-loop correction in the absence of isospin
breaking. The dashed curve gives the isospin breaking correction
of order O(«, maq — my). The infrared divergence has been
removed applying a minimal subtraction scheme. Error bands
come exclusively from the uncertainty in the determination of
low-energy constants and have been developed in quadrature
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Fig. 2. Isospin breaking correction to the real part of the first
term in the partial wave expansion for f form factor under the
assumptions s; = mz = m?2, Fr = 92.419MeV. The infrared
divergence has been removed applying a minimal subtraction
scheme. Error bands come exclusively from the uncertainty
in the determination of low-energy constants and have been
developed in quadrature

3.2 Form factors

Using the preceding input parameters, we drew (Fig. 1)
the curve of the variation of the one-loop level correction
to the real part for f form factor as a function of s;. In
Fig. 2, we drew the isospin breaking correction to the same
quantity and compared the contributions of orders O(«)
and O(mg — my,).

The same has been done for the real part of the g form
factor in Figs. 3 and 4.

After removing infrared singularity and Coulomb poles,
the NA48 experiment should measure what we will call
the subtracted form factors. The corresponding moduli are
found to be

fs(sx) =14+ RU'(s,) + subtraction, (46)
gp(sz) =1+ RUI(s,) + subtraction, (47)
2
M
subtraction = — — —~If (87 = 4M?2)

16 o
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Fig. 3. Radiative correction to the real part of the first term
in the partial wave expansion for g form factor under the
assumptions s; = m? = m2, Fr = 92.419MeV. The plain curve
represents the one-loop correction in the absence of isospin
breaking. The dashed curve gives the isospin breaking correction
of order O(«a, mg — my). The infrared divergence has been
removed applying a minimal subtraction scheme. Error bands
come exclusively from the uncertainty in the determination of
low-energy constants and have been developed in quadrature

RUI(sx) — RU(sr)

0.08
— O(a, mg — my,)
0.06r O(a)
0.04p| ------ O(mg — my,)
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0
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Fig. 4. Isospin breaking correction to the real part of the first
term in the partial wave expansion for the g form factor under
the assumptions s, = mi = m2, F, = 92.419MeV. The infrared
divergence has been removed applying a minimal subtraction
scheme. Error bands come exclusively from the uncertainty
in the determination of low-energy constants and have been
developed in quadrature

e? 2M?2 1 1—o0o

— 24+ (1-—) —1 T | In(m?
v 2 (1 50) o (e ) mensy
+i MZ +m? — s,

8m?2 \/(MK—&-mz)2 —s,r\/(MK —myg)? — S

x In(ox ) In(m?)

(48)

where o, and oyx are given in Appendix D, and If(argu-
ment) is a logical function equal to 1 if argument is true
and to 0 if argument is false.

3.3 Phase shifts

The S-wave isoscalar and P-wave isovector w7 phase shifts
are given by

4M2 1/2
69(sx) (25, — M2.) (1 - ﬁ) . (49)

St

!
 32mF2
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4M2 1/2
61 (sx) ! (sx —4M22) (1— ﬂ) . (50)

~ 96nE2 S

respectively. The imaginary part of the first term in the
partial wave expansion of form factors reads

R Uf(SW) = 68(377)

4 tr
2
X 7] , (51)
\/tﬂ' - (mé + M7T)2\/t7'r - (mé - Mﬂ')2
SUY(s,) = 61 (5x)
2 2
i (1 - 2M’T> [1 —1In(oq) + L In (m)]
Or Sr 2 S
3« M? —m?
2= (1 s 4
+X ( s )
2
o (52)

: Vix = (me + M2/t — (mg — My)?

If the infrared divergence is removed using a minimal sub-
traction scheme the imaginary part for the f form factor
takes the shape of Fig. 5. In Fig. 6, we compared the size of
each contribution to the isospin breaking part of the same
quantity. Finally, the imaginary part for the g form factor
is sketched in Fig. 7. Note that the isospin breaking part
is purely of order O(«).

U/ (sx)
0.4 -
0.2}; ~
ol
0.2l
1 1.5 2 2.5 3
Sx/(4M2.)

Fig. 5. The imaginary part (in radians) of the first term in
the partial wave expansion for the f form factor under the
assumptions s, = mf = mg, Fr = 92.419MeV. The infrared
divergence has been removed applying a minimal subtraction
scheme. The plain curve represents 03(s,). The dashed one
includes isospin breaking effects
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S U/ (sx) — 05 (sx)

- C)((Ia mq — 77lu)

0.1

Fig. 6. Isospin breaking correction to the imaginary part (in
radians) of the first term in the partial wave expansion for f form
factor under the assumptions s, = m? = m2, F = 92.419MeV.
The infrared divergence has been removed applying a minimal
subtraction scheme
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sﬂ/(4]V[§i)

Fig. 7. The imaginary part (in radians) of the first term in
the partial wave expansion for the g form factor under the
assumptions s, = m2 = m?2, F, = 92.419MeV. The infrared
divergence has been removed applying a minimal subtraction
scheme. The plain curve represents di(s,). The dashed one
includes isospin breaking effects

For experimental purposes, we define the subtracted
phase shifts as

Ss(sr) = SU (s5)
—% Mx [3Z0 + 41n(20)] If (s = 4M?)
o
a oM2\ 1 ,
—|—§ (1 e ) aln(mw), (53)
Op(sz) =S U9 (sx)
+ S (1 in(20)] 1F (5 = 4012)
o
a 2M2\ 1 9
—|—§ (1 e ) aln(mv). (54)

4 Conclusion

In this work we obtained the splitting between strong and
electromagnetic interactions in the K4 decay of the charged
kaon, KT — 77~ £*v,. Our expressions were evaluated
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at the production threshold for the lepton pair, s, = m%.
Thanks to this assumption, a partial wave expansion of form
factors with exactly the same structure as in the pure strong
theory was possible. The imaginary part of such an expan-
sion involves the S-wave isoscalar and P-wave isovector
7 phase shifts, ) (s, ) and & (s, ), respectively. These can
be related to m7 scattering lengths via the Roy equations.
In their turn, scattering lengths are sensitive to the way
chiral symmetry is spontaneously broken. Consequently, a
theoretical study of the process in question including all
possible contributions is imperative. We gave here the first
analytic and numerical evaluation of the isospin breaking
contribution. This would allow for the extraction of §3(s,)
and 63 (s;) from the experimental measurement of form
factors. Our results can be summarized as follows.
(1) Isospin breaking affects the moduli of the form fac-
tors only by the effect of the Coulomb interaction between
charged particles. The one between the two pions is of
great importance and induces a singularity at s, = 4M2.
We gave the residue of the pole in the present work.
(2) The effect of isospin breaking on the imaginary parts
of the form factors is considerable if the infrared diver-
gence is removed using a minimal subtraction scheme. We
gave here all analytical expressions for the imaginary part
including the finite part, the infrared divergent part, the
singular part with the residue of the pole.

Our results are of great utility for the interpretation
of the outgoing data from the upgraded NA48 experiment
at CERN.

Appendix A: Isospin limit

We have
1

fzi
Us = 9m

+ S(JWT%J_r + 2M[2(:(:)L4 + 8M£1L5]

1
 384m2F2

[2A(M2:) + A(MF+)

20M7 s + TMZ2: + 9M;

3
—Otr + (2Mps + M2s + M) (M2 — Mp2)
+ﬁ [16(571- - 2M72j:)L1 + 4(Ml2(i — mg + Sﬂ-)LQ
+(Mzs —8M2. —m} + 5s,)L3
—2(2Mps — TM2:)La 4+ mjLo]

1 2
ey [5— . (M — 2M7)

2

g O = 0] A0z

L1
8F2
2

- (M M - )

1
[2 - (8MF. — 5MZ. — 3M))
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< (M2 Mzg] A(MZ)

+

1 2 2 2
SFT? |:3+ ;(QMKi +3M:-- _3M77)

2

2 (M2 - M) (M2 - M| AQ2)

JFTE3 (6(257 — M22)B(sr, M2, M?21)
+6M2: B(sp, M7 M?2) 4+ 952 B(sx, M, My )]

_|_

15 {SM;?@ + M2 — 4t

2 1
P22 M) (M2 - M)

2
X B(te, M2, M7-v)

B 1
SF2

{QMJ%@ — M2 +3M;

1
- (AMp s + M2 — 5M2) M7+
3 M2, — M?) M?
+E ( T 77) n
2 2 2 2 2 2
- fz (Mwi - MKi) (Mn - MKi)
XB(tn, M7, M72), (A1)
1

Ud = By} [QA(Mzi) + A(Mp+)

+8(M2s +2Mp s )Ly +8M2: Ls)

1 2 2 2
_W 12MKi + 21Mﬂ_i + 3M77 - 4871- - 2t7r

3
= (M + M + M) (M7 — Mf(i)]

s

2
~ 2 [(Mys —mj +s:)Ls
+2(M,.2ri + 2M[2(i)L4 - m%L9]

]. I 6 2 6 2 2 2
_24FT% 5—EMﬂi—é(Mﬂ_i_MKi)
XA(MTQl_i)

1 _2 3 4M? 3M?, — M?
o1p2 +£( ke — 3MZe — My)

6
+ g3 (M = M2 = 03) (M2~ M)
XA(Mfz(i)

1

_|_7

1
= |1t o (M7 —3M2)
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2
o (V24 = D) (M2 = M) 4O2)

1
7 [2se —AMZ) B(sy, Mpx, M)
+ (sx —4Ml2<i)B(37raM12(i’MI2(i)]

1
_m |:M12(:E — Mgi - t‘ﬂ'

1 2 2 2 1 2 2 3
+ t (M7e — Mps)™ + 2 (Mzs = M)
X B(tr, Ms, M)

1 2 2 2
_@ [2MKi + Mze + M, = 2t,

1
o (MR + M = 3M) M

1 2 2 2 2
JFE (QMKi —3M7: + MTI) Mn

2
b2 (M2 = ML) (22 - M2

XB(tr, M7, M§:+). (A.2)
In the preceding expressions, we used the notation
1

Note that in the isospin breaking correction, the same ex-
pression holds for ¢, with the replacement Mp+ — Mp.

Appendix B: Non-photonic correction

The correction due to € reads
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Appendix C: Photonic correction

We have
2 2
f_ my My
Uez— 327‘(2 9+21n <’n”%> +41n (W)

o )

1
T (24K — 264K5 — 16 K5 — 88K — 36 K12

+120X7 + 9X¢)

1 A(m? A(M?2 A(M?
2 m? M?2 MZ
1

— 5 [A02) - A
omif3 1
2 lte  A(tn,m3, M2)
2
x [ Tf (MZ +5M2 — 3m3)

s

M2
+—= (ME +2M2) + My — 12M2 — 5mj + 24 }

xB(0,m3, M%)

m? M3 —2M2 +m} — 2t, ) 12m2 M2

2 A(tr, m2, M2) A(tr, m2, M2)
x B(mj, 0, M)

2
m
24—t (M2 —-3m2+3 -
+[+)\(Sﬂ,mé,M2)< & — 3mj + 3sx)
3me 2 2 2 2
N 7 (V£ =) ok 0
o SM2(M2 —t,) B 12m2 M2
Mtr, M2, M32)  N(tr,m2, M2)
3meM2 20772 2
" | —-M:2(Mz — 4M
A2 (tﬂ—,me,MQ) [ 71'( K 7r)

—mf(MK + 3M,3 — mf)

+ (M3 — 4M? —mi)t ]}B(M2 0, M?)
2M3
A(sz,m2, M%)
U S
A(tr, MZ, M)

xB(Mj;,0, M)

+ 11— (M7 —2mj — sx)

2 —3M?— tﬂ)}



A. Nehme: Size of isospin breaking in charged K4 decay 377

1

2 S RO

—mj(5Mj — 3mj + 3sr)] }B(sm m2, M%)
—B(sy, M2, M?)

-3 {9+ . (Mf — M2 —3m3)
8

Ntr, M2, M3.)

x [(Mg — 2M7) (M7 — Mj) + (M + 2M7)tx]

2
my 2 2 2

— 1 2(M3 — 13M=: -2

)\(tﬂ-,me, 7‘[2) [ ( K T mé)

+

+

2 2
— =L (M, +5M2 - 3m7) + % (M2 + 2M,%)}

GmZM2

T 2 M2 _7M2 3 2
A2 (tﬂ_,mng) [mé( K 7r+ mé)

— M2(Mp — AM2) + (M7 — AM? — 5mj)t.] }

x B(ty, M2, M%)

2
3my

T N, m2, 012)

(M2 —mj +tr) B(te,mj, M2)
+2(M3 +mj —

+2(2M7 — 57)C (M3, 57, M2, m2, M2, M7)

SW)C(mZvSmMKvm mlﬂMK)

2mi M s 2 2 2 a2
/\(<97r,m—g7]w2)C<MK’s“’mboaMK,MK)
1
2 , , ,
e {1 + )\(smm—%,]\{?{) [mZ(QMK — my + Sx)

- M?{(MIZ( - sﬂ')]
1

N2 M2 7M27 2
)\(t,,,me,M2)[ my (M - = my)

+

—Mﬂ@+@@—m%4}
xC(m?,O,m?,O,m?,M?()

1
—m2 - 2 2
m; {1 )\(sﬂ,mz,MQ) [MK(MK 3sx)

—mi(2ME —mi + Sﬂ)] }C(sﬂ, 57,0,m3, Mz, M%)

2
+mé{1+3 m? —

2
2 g, mi = M)

1
+/\(tw,mZ,M2)
+mZ(ME + TM? + 3m?)

[—Mﬁ(SMf( +8M?)

m4
+ (M + 8M; — 3mj)

2772
my Mz

—2(M% — 3M*)t, — (2M 7 + 7M2)

U

M4
M gy zMﬂ } Ot 0,m2, M2, M2)

—A@;ZéMg{mMi—&ﬁxm%—M%>
e

A(tr,m2, M2)
=2m M7 Mje — My (M7 + mi) + AM (M —my)
—mg (2Mjc — AMZ —mj)tx

m;}(ZMIZ( + 3M72r — m?)

+ M (Mp — AM2)ty] }

xC (M2 tr,m3,0, M2, M%), (C.1)
1
9 — _
Uez = 32m2

m?y m2 m,zy
9+ 2In m—f +41n M2 + 21n M—%

1
T (24K + 24K5 — 144K3 — T2K4 + 32K

— 40K — 36 K15 — 24X + 9X¢)
LA(mp) |, AMZ) | A(Mf)

2 m2 M2 M
1
o [A(MZ) — A(ME)]
3m?
+3{a+ 20
PR S 7 AP,
Mtm,m2, M2) [tz © K 8 ¢

2
e (g v 2m2)

U

— (M2 —12M? — 5m? + ztﬂ)} }B(o,mi, M%)
g o)

2 A(sr,m2, MZ.) K oo
m2(Mz —2M2 +m? — 2t,)

A, mZ, M2)
12m M2

14 ——2rmm

% [ + A(tr,m2, M2)

_|_

|} Bz, 0.0)

2m[

2 2
Nomm2, 1%y (Mic —mi+ sn)

+ [2 +
3my

2 2 2 9
b s (2 4 = 10)| Bl 0,m)



378 A. Nehme: Size of isospin breaking in charged K4 decay

Ly (SM2 =B MM
AMZ — s, Atr, M2, M2)

3m3 M2
)\Q(tmmf,Mﬁ)
x [M2(M} — AM2) + m} (Mg + 3M2 — m3)
<M%Mﬁm®w}MMiaM%
My
A(sr,m2, MZ-)

4MI2{ 2 2 :|
- K (MZ 4+ M?—t,
Ath,%,M;)( K )

xB(Mp,0, M%)

+ {1 - (2Mf —mj — 2sz)

2M?2 — s

42 °T )\ B 7|—M2 M2
<4M2_Sﬂ-> (S, ) 7\')
mi (Mg —mj + sx)

B(s,, M2 M?
QA(Sﬂ,m?,MIQ() (5 ) K> K)

1 1
2{3t(M12<M,2r3m§)
8MI2( 2 2
- K (M2 _-M?—t,
)\(t,,,M,%7M§<)( K 4 )
mj

X, m2, 012)

[—2(1\4[2( — 13M2 —2m?)

2 2
FE (04 502~ 3md) — M (ar 4 2M,2r)}

T ™

zm?Mfzr 20072 2 2
- A2(t, m% M2) [3mé (M — TM7 + 3my)

—3MZ(Mp — AMZ) + 3(Mf — 4M?2 — 5mj)t,] }

X B(ty, M2, M%)

2
3my

N, m2, 012)

(M2 —mj +tr) B(te,mj, M2)

+2(M3 4+ m3 — 5,)C(m3, 51, M[Q(,mi, mz, M%)
+2(2‘7\47% - SW)C(MzasﬂvMﬁvm?vavaﬁ)
2002
my My 2 2
_ 3 M2 —
A(Sw,m?,M%() ( K m[)

xC (M, $x,m3,0, M3, M7)

1
2 20772 2 2
—mj {2+ (V) [mi(Mp + TM2 — m3)

# MG - (M m)te] )
xC(mj,0,m7,0,mj, Mf)

2
m
¢ 2 ar2 g2
——= C(8yy87,0,my, Mz, M7)

2
mj 3 2 2
1 252 2 2 2 2
+m |:_M7TMK + mz(3MK + 5M7r — 7me)

4
~ D (M +8M2 - 3m3)
tﬂ— K T 14
2M2
—2(M} — M2 = 2m})tr + T (20 + M)

s

M4
= (043 2002)| | O, 0.2 M2 M)

U

2172
my M7 2 2 2
—= T 4(2M M2z — —tr
+MGW%M%{( &+ My =g =)
3
+ [—m?(2M12( + 3M72 - m?)

A, m2, M2)
+2mi M2(M3, + 2M2) + M (M2 4+ m7)
—AMZIMZE +m3(2M3 — AM2 — m3)t, (C.2)

— My (Mg — AM?2)t] }C(Mﬁ,tﬂ, m3,0, M2, M%) .

Appendix D: Loop integrals

We use dimensional regularization and adopt the MS sub-
traction scheme

- 1 2
= — — +1- In(4 D.1
R Fer e S EEAR L] IR LR

where n is space-time dimension and y the Euler constant.
All the technical material necessary for the calculation of
one-loop integrals is given in the appendix of [13].

It is convenient to adopt the following notation:
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We need the following two-point functions:
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For the following integral, we shall distinguish between two
cases.
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(a) The lepton is an electron:
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D.3 7 integrals

These integrals appeared while splitting strong and elec-
tromagnetic parts in two-point functions. We are interested
in the following particular 7 integrals:
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D.4 C integrals

These are scalar three-point functions whose definition and
expressions were given in the appendix of [13]. In what
follows, we sketch some of the particular cases that we need
for the numerical evaluation of isospin breaking corrections:
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