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1. Introduction

T hanks to the B —factories, a pkthora ofdata on rare hadronic B m eson decays have
becom e available In recent years. Because they nvolve W -m ediated charged-currents
through m ixing and/or decay, these decay m odes provide particular useful hform a—
tion on the CP -violating weak phases and m agniudes of elem ents In the C abibbo-
K cbayashiM askawa (CKM ) m atrix [Ii, 2] for the quark sector of the standard m odel
(SM ). Advances In both experin ent and theory have helped us narrow down these
param eters to a high precision. Through such e orts, i therefore becom es possible
for us to search for evidences of new physics, if any.

D ue to the hadronic nature of particles involred In the decays, strong phases
associated w ith the decay am plitudes that are derived from short-distance physics
as well as nalstate Interactions are also important. Even though they cannot
be computed from rst principles, these phases play a crucial role in direct CP
asymm etries. D eterm ination oftheir pattem and m agnitudes in B decays give a test
to our know ledge of strong dynam ics in the SM .

An approach utilizihg the avor symmetry to relate m agniudes and strong
phases of am plitudes 3,4, §, G, /1] has been taken to analyze the rare B decay data.
Tt has the advantage of reducing m odel dependence for com puting m atrix elem ents
of hadronic transitions, in com parison w ith the usualperturbative approadches.

In Ref. B], we have updated the analysis or B decays into two cham less pseu—
doscalarm esons In the nal states, and further tested the avor symm etry assum p—
tion by considering ssveraldi erent breaking schem es in the am plitudes. By perform —
Ing global ts, we nd that our resuls are robust against uctuations of individual
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data w ith large uncertainties, and di erent schem es have roughly the sam e predic—
tions.

In this article, we concentrate on the mre B ! VP decays, where V and P
denote cham less vector and pseudoscalar m esons, resgpectively. T here have been
som e num erical works in the perturbation fram ework of quantum dchrom odynam ics
@©CD) to caloulate the decay rates and CP asymm etries of these decays over the
years. Na ve and general factorization analyses were considered in Refs. 9,110,/ 11].
TheQCD factorization QCDF) method wasem ployed in Refs. 12,13,14,15,14,1711.

[l iy

T he calculations using the perturbative Q CD approach are scattered in Refs. [1§,19,
24, 21, 22, 23]. Recently, the soft-collinear e ective theory (SCET) was also used
in Ref. P4]. In paralkl, som e attem pts that apply the avor symm etry to the VP

decays are given in Refs. 5,128,127, 28, 241.

TheB ! VP decay modes present a richer structure than the PP nal states
because the light spectator quark in B m eson can end up In a spin-0 or soin-1 m eson,
even though the quark—level subprocess is exactly the sam e. M oreover, the num ber
and precision of cbservabls In these m odes (particularly the strangenesschanging
ones) have mm proved considerably in recent years. Totally, there are 52 observables
In the VP decays. A1l the branching ratio and CP asymm etry cbservables in the
strangenesschanging decays of B %" m esons have been m easured. The branching
ratio of *K 9, in particular, provides valuable infom ation on the m agnitude of one
type of QCD penguin am plitude. In contrast, the cbservables in the strangeness-
conserving transitions are m ostly m easured in the B* decays. M oreover, som e data
points have shifted by noticeable am ounts. For exam ple, the central values of the

branching ratiosof B* ! * O B* I K * ,andK *  have dropped by about
30% from ve yearsago. T hebranching ratios ofB ° ! alsom ove signi cantly

upward and downw ard, resoectively. T herefore, we consider it tin ely to reanalyze
the data and, at the sam e tim e, relax som e of the assum ptions m ade in Ref. P§] ;n
view of the better data pool, and m ake predictions for the B4 decay m odes which
are golng to be m easured at Tevatron and LHCDb.

T he structure of this paper is as follow s. Tn section 2, we introduce the notation
used In our approach and present both m easured observables and am plitude decom —
position for the decay m odes. In section 3, we show our tting resuls of the theory
param eters In di erent schem es. D iscussions and predictions based on our ts are
given in section 4. Section 5 summ arizes our ndings in this work.

2.Fom alism and N otation

Foratwobody B ! V P decay process, the m agniude of its nvariant decay am —
plitude M is related to the partialw idth in the follow ing way:

PJ

8 m

B! VP)= M F; 1)

2
B
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where p is the 3-momentum of the nal state particles in the rest fram e of the
B meson ofmassmyg . To relate partial widths to branching ratios, we use the
world-average lifetines * = (1638 0:011) ps, 0= (1530 0:009) ps, and ¢ =
(1437 0:031) ps computed by the Heavy F lavor Averaging G roup HFAG) P9l.
E ach branching ratio quoted In this paper has been C P -averaged.

To perform the avor am plitude decom position, we use the follow iIng quark con—
tent and phase conventions for m esons:

B ottom mesons:Bo=db,§o=bd,B+=ub,B = lu,B.= sb B, = bs;
p_
Pseudoscalar mesons: * = ud, %= dd uu); 2, = du,K* = s
K°= ds,K_0= sd,K = su, = (s uu d)= 3, °= @u+ dd+ 2ss)= 6;
p— p—
Vectormesons: ¥ = ud, °= @dd uu)= 2, = du,! = @u+ dd)= 2,
K ' = us,K o=ds,K_O=sd,K = su, = ss.

The and %mesons correspond to octet-singlet m ixtures

= gQ0OsS ¢ 1sin g ; 22)
0

= gsih o+ ;008 ¢ : (2.3)
Asshown In Ref. P8], varying them ixing angke  doesnot in prove the quality of ts.
For convenience, we X o = sh 1 a=3) " 195 according to the above-m entioned
quark contents of and °.

W e list avor am plitude decom positions and averaged experim ental data for
B ! VP decays in Tablks and 4. Values of m easured cbservables are obtained
from the latest 2008 summ er results of the HFAG R9].

In the present approxin ation, we consider only ve dom nant types of inde-
pendent am plitudes: a \tree" contribution T ; a \color-suppressed" contribution C ;
a \QCD penguin" contrbution P ; a \ avorsinglt" contrbution S, and an \elc-
troweak EW ) penguin" contrbution Pry . The st our types are considered as
the kading-order am plitudes, w hike the last one is higher-order n weak interactions.
D epending upon which nalstate m eson the spectator quark in the B m eson ends
up In, we further associate a subscript P or V to the abovem entioned am plitudes.
Forexampl, Tp and Ty denote a tree am plitude w ith the soectator quark ofthe B
m eson going into the pseudoscalar and vector m eson in the nal state, respectively.
These two kinds of am plitudes are di erent In general. In the follow ing, we will
suppress the subscripts P ;V when discussions apply to both classes of am plitudes of
each type.

T here are also other types of am plitudes, such as the \colorsuppressed EW pen—
guin" diagram PS, , \exchange" diagram E , \annhilation" diagram A, and \pen-
guln annihilation" diagram P A . D ue to dynam ical suppression, these am plitudes are
ignored in the analysis.
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M ode F lavor Am plitude BR ( 10 °) Acp
B*1 K K* Do 068 0:19 -
K “K" v - -
0+ o tv+t e +py pe) 87 1Y 007" 2
+ 0 pl—z +c +pr  pv) 109712 002 0:41
+ pl—g(tp+ov+p9+pv+sv) 69 10 011 0:1
+ 0 pl—g  + o +pp + pv + 4sy) 9a* 37 004 028
Lot Bl + o + e+ Py + 25p) 6:9 035 004 006
* Sp < 024 -
B! K KO or - -
K OK_O Pv <19 -
* G + pv) 16:42 196> 012 0:062
004 0:132
* te + pp) 758  125° 014 0:12°
006 0:132
00 3@ +o popy) 20 05 -
0 e o P Py osv) <15 -
00 Fse o P Py dsy) <13 -
10 2@ o +Pe+pvt2s) <05 -
! pl—g(oP+oV+pP+pv+ZSp+sv) <16 -
10 513—3(09+ov+p9+pv+28P+4sv) <19 -
0 p%sp < 028 -
Pl—gsP < 052 -
0 pl—gsp <05 -
Be! K P= (o pv) - -
K 7 t + pv) - -
K* (e + pe) - -
K A o) - -
K ° Polov Pe t by tosy) - -
K °0 # (o) + 2 + by + dsy) - -
!fo pl—z(cp+pp+2sp) - -
EO Pv t sp - -

¢ Values obtained using the m ethod described in Ref. Qg]

Table 1: Flavor am plitude decom position and m easured cbservables {30, 131, 32, 33]
strangenessconserving B ! VP decays. The tin edependent CP asymm etries A and S,
if applicable, are listed in the st and second row s, respectively.

The QCD penguin am plitude contains three com ponents (apart from the CKM
factors): Py, P, and P, w ith the subscript denoting which quark is munning in the
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M ode F lavor Am plitude BR ( 10 °) Acp
B* K 07 o 100 08 0:020" 257
K * 0 Pt + )+ pp) 69 23 004 029
OK+ Pl—z(o + CS + pg) 3:8l+00:4:1468 O:4l7+oo:i00841
*KO P 80"y 012 047
K * e D I = 193 16 002 006
K*PO0 @+ +pl+ 2+ 4s) 4975 030"
'K ¥ Poty + B+ Py + 28)) 67 05 0:02 0905
K* pS + 2 830 065 0034 0:044
B! K * 2 + p2) 103 14 025 0:1
K 00 P PR 24 077 015 0:12
K* & +pd) 86" 27 015 0906
Ok © @ ey) 54°% 002 029
061 026
K ° e+ P+ s)) 159 190 019 0905
K 00 B () + P8+ 2p) + 4s)) 38 12 0:08 025
1 of s o
'K ° PL (@ +py + 25p) 50 0% 032 0417
045 024
K © pd + s 837 023 0i15
0:4 4+00:1187
Bs! K 'K © + ) - -
K K7 ©) + ) - -
K 0K 0 - -
Pp
K KO o - -
0 Pl_gcg _ _
00 pl_gcg _ —
! pl—g(cg +230) - _
1 0 pl_g(cg + 238) - -
1
0 9_508 _ _
1 0 0 0 0 0
Sty ot s sy) - -
Bo@p) + 2p) + ) + 28 + 4s)) - -

Table 2: Flavor am plitude decom position and m easured cbservables (30,131, 32, 33] of
strangenesschanging B ! VP decays. The tin edependent CP asymm etries A and S, if
applicable, are listed in the rst and second row s, regpectively.

loop. A fter In posing the uniarity condition, we can rem ove the explicit tquark
dependence and are ¥eft wih two com ponents: P, = P, P.and P, = P, Py,.
sim plicity, we assum e the tpenguin dom inance, so that Py, = Py,

For
P.Thesame
comm ent applies to the EW penguin and singlet penguin am plitudes, too.

In physical processes, the above-m entioned avor am plitudes always appear In
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soeci ¢ com binations. To sin plify the notations, we therefore de ne the follow Ing
unprim ed and primned symbols for S = 0 and j S j= 1 transitions, regoectively:

t YRT MR+ YE)Pg, 5 € YR T g+ YOPg, ;
c YIC (a4 YS)Prw ;5 & YL L L+ YS)Prw ;
1 1
p Vgt Yg) P ngw . < et Yg) P gPSW ’
u c 1 0 u c 1
S (de+ de) S §PEW ’ S (Ysb+ Ysb) sS §PEW 7 (2-4)

where Y VgV, (2 fdjsg and ¢ 2 fujay). Here we also kesp the PS,
am plitude for com plteness, though it is ignored In the subsequent analysis. A gain,
all the above am plitudes are to be associated w ith subscript P or V , depending on
the process. Here we have explicitly factored out the CKM factors, but leave strong
phases inside the am plitudes.
From S = 0 to jSj= 1 transitions, we put In SU (3) breaking factors

Tpy 7 Coyrand p, . ©OrTpy,Cpy,and Ppy , respectively. If som e type of am pli-
tudes is factorizable, the corresoonding SU (3) breaking factor iseither fx =f = 122
orfx =f = 1:00 B4]. Forexamplk, we have ortheB? ! K *  decay:

A K * ) = Ysll; eIp + (Ysll;-l— Ys%) PPP

T his can be obtained from the com plete sst of avor am plitude decom position given
in Tabk 2, Tabk? and appropriate om s ofEgs. £.4).

In this analysis, the CKM factors are expressed in tem s of the W olfenstein
param eterization B3]to O ( °). Shce hasbeen detem ined from kaon decays to a
high accuracy, we w ill use the central value 02272 quoted by the CKM tter group
6] as a theory input, and leave A, 1 ?=2),and 1 2=2) as tting
param eters to be determm ined by data.

For the B meson decaying into a CP eigenstate f.p, the tin edependent CP
asymm etry is w ritten as

B! fop) B°! fop)
A t) =
r O T fo)tr B! fop)
=S sh(mpg t+A cos(mg bt ; 2.5)

where m y is the mass di erence between the two m ass eigenstates of B m esons
and t is the decay tin e m easured from the tagged B m eson.

3. Fitting A nalysis

In this section, we present the follow ing two schem es In our ts:
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1. exact avor symm etry forallam plitudes (ie., 1,, = c¢,, = v = 1);
2. Inposing partial SU (3)-breaking factors on T and C ampliudes only (ie.,
Tp Cp fK =f and Ty Cv — fK:f ,Whj:le Pp Pv 1);

W e have assum ed exact avor symm etry forthe strong phases to reduce ndependent
param eters In our ts. Besides, Tp is xed to be real and positive In our phase
convention (ie., 1, = 0).A llthe other strong phases are m easured w ith respect to
i.

W e furtherdivide our tsintotwo classes: @) theV P m odesthat do not nvolve
singlket penguin contrbutions, and B) allofthe VP modes. As shown In Tablk 7,
and Tabk?Z, them odes that contain the singkt penguin am pliudes are those having

, % ,or! inthe nalstates.

Tt is appropriate to list som e m a prdi erences between the current analysis and
Ref.2§]. Throughout this analysis, we do not assum e any strong phase relation be-
tween the EW penguin, singlkt penguin, and the Q CD penguin am plitudes. N either
do we assum e any strong phase relation between the colorsuppressed am plitudes
and the tree am plitudes. T he rlative size and phase of Py and Py are always kept
free. M oreover, we do not assum e Sp to be an all enough for om ission. Instead, we
keep and constrain ism agniude and phase.

In the ©llow ing, we perform 2 ts to the observables .n the B ! VP modes
aswellas ¥V,,j= @26 036) 107 and ¥/4j= (4163 0:65) 10° 4] forthe
abovem entioned two schem es. The inclusion of V,pjand V4 jhelps xing the values
ofA and 2+ ?.However, we drop the branching ratio and direct CP asymm etry
oftheB?! K ° % decay from the tsbecause currently the BABAR C ollaboration
and the Belle C ollaboration have a large disagreem ent in the branching ratio, whose
weighted average is 242 1:16) 10 ° with a scale factor S = 1:77. Aswe will see
Jater, our predictions based on best tsdeviate much from these two observables.

The t resuls oftheory param eters are summ arized in Tabk 3. A sgiven in the
table, Scham e 1 ofexact SU (3) sym m etry is slightly worse than Schem e 2. A sde ned
above, the m ain di erence between these two schem es is in the scaling behavior of
Tp and Cp between the strangenessconserving and strangenesschanging m odes.
W e have also tried other schem es, such as having additional sym m etry breaking for
am plitude sizes. H owever, eitherthe tting quality becom esw orse orthey Involve too
large SU (3) breaking (over 30% ). W e w ill present our plots and predictions m ainly
for Schem e 2.

Som e general features are observed in these ts. T he two types of tree am plitude
have roughly the sam e strong phases, w ith Ty larger than Tp by about 50% , largely
driven by the branching ratios of . The Cy amplitude is 3 to 7 tin es larger
than the Cp am plitude. Both ofthem have sizeable strong phases relative to the tree
am plitudes. M oreover, the strong phases of Cp changes abruptly when we enlarge
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P aram eter Schem e
1A 27 1B 2B
Tp 0:721 0:088 0:727 0:089 0:785 0:098 0:791 0:100
Ty 10 69+oo: ilol49 1 :O7O+OO: ilol59 141 68+00:2:L1136l 1 :17O+Oo: i11383
Ty 19 57 23 577 04 55 06 54
Cp 0093 2% 0184 0223 04737 5%F 0:22F 5
c. 1189 774 1077 310 1330 342 149077
Cy 0:688" 27 0:624% 2 0:945 0:42 0892 0:139
Cy 660", 570,55 82:0" g 759" (57
Pp 0:084 0:003 0084 0:003 0085 0003 0:085 0003
- 39 102 5:7 1090 10 89 26 78
Py 0:065 0:004 0:063 0:004 0068 0:004 0066 0004
- 1717 84 1726 74 1722 74 1725 69
Poy o 0:0 39+Oo: (:)01019 0:0 39+Oo: (:)01009 0 :032+00:50113 0 00 31+Oo: (:)01110
_— 56 34+1110:é4 55 31+1110:§4 60 :9+1150:io 59 20+1150:§5
Pry w 0067 0049 005275 0:096" 0087 0029
Pow 987,22 902" 220 113577 111:0%2%
Sp xed xed 0:015% % 0:014% 0
s, xed xed 1334758 1398% 5%
Sv xed xed 0:049 0:005 0048 0:005
5, xed xed 4947222 477" 2>
A 0:807 0:013 0:807 0:013 0809 0:012 0809 0012
04151 0036 0:146 0035 0116 0:030 0:109 5%
0:401 0030 0400 0:030 0:373 0:029 0371 0030
2=dof 20:7=8 19:9=8 44:6=30 44:5=30

Table 3: Fit resukts (1-

ranges) of the theory param eters for Classes @) and B) in

the two schem es de ned I the text. Them ininal 2 value and the num ber of degrees of
freedom (dof) are also given. T he am plitudes are given i units of 10* &V, and the phases
are in degrees.

our tting set from Class @) to Class B).They are correlated because they appear
In combination In the physical am plitudes.
The best tted ratios between colorsuppressed tree and tree am plitudes are

1a) @A) 1B) @B)
Cy=ITy = 0%64 020 058 018 081 0:15 076 014 3.1)
Cp=Tp = 043 032 025 031 022 0d6 045 0:d6.

In the four scheam es, the central values of the ratio Cp =Tp range from 013 to 025,
agreeing w ith ourna ve expectation, even though one still cannot take them seriously

due to the large errors com ing from the uncertainty in Cp . O n the other hand, the

{8{



centralvalues for Cy =Ty are signi cantly largerw ith less uncertainties. T he value of
Cy Increases by about 40% from Set @) to Set B) though. T he four schem es favor
Cy =Ty In the range 0of 058 0:{76. A s a com parison, the default param eter st of
the QCDF approach [14] gives

Cy=Ty = 04158 0:109and Cp=Tp = 020 0:13; (32)

The large Cy =Ty ratio is close to what we have found for C=T 065 In the B
decays to two pseudoscalars 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, €, 43]. Even though such values
of C=T In the PP decays and Cy =Ty pose a challenge to perturbative calculations,
they seem to follow the sin ple pattem of factorization in tree and color-suppressed
tree am plitudes.

Thebest tted ratiosbetween the Q CD penguin am plitudes and the tree am pli-
tudes are pretty stable am ong di erent schem es considered in this work. T he ratios
for the four schem es are given by

1a) @A) 1B) @B)
Py=Ty = 006 001 006 001 0HL6 001 006 001 33)
Pr=Tp 012 001 0:12 001 041 001 041 001.

In com parison, the ratio P=T 021 in the PP modes B]. The strong phase of Pp

isthe same as Tp within a few degrees, whereas that of Py is about 180 di erent.
T his agrees the expectation of Refs. @4, 45, 4§] and reassures our previous nding
P8] ushg oM data. However, i is worth noting that in this work this solution is
found even without invoking the B ! K decays. The QCDF defaul values are

6]
Py=Ty = 0035 0:017and Pp=Tp, = 0032 0006 ; 34)

and also favors an opposite phase between Pp and Py am plitudes. Such a phase
di erence is due to the chiral enhancem ent that results in a sign I In the e ective
coe cients forthe Q CD penguin am plitudes. N ote, how ever, that the m agnitudes of
the QCD penguin am plitudes derived In QCDF are signi cantly an aller than what
we nd. It hasbeen noticed that they cannot acoount for som e lJarge branching ratios
in the QCD penguin-dom inated m odes {15].

T he strong phase between Pp and Py is about 180 , w ith the form er roughly in
phasew ih Tp . Such a phase di erence producesm axin alconstructive or destructive
Interference e ects in decay m odes that Involve both of them . Sihce the relative
phases am ong the tree-and penguin-type am plitudes are trivial (ie., 0 or180 ),
aswillbe seen later, we generally do not expect large direct CP asymm etries in the
decay m odes Involving only them .

Forthe EW penguin am plitudes, the constraint on Pgy p is better than Pry v
In Set A).Nevertheless, the constraint on Pry v Inproves in Set B).W e note that

{9



the strong phases ofPry » and Pgy v are signi cantly di erent from those ofPp and
Py , unlke the assum ption m ade .n Ref. P§]. It is interesting to notice that Py v
Increases by about 50% from tsofSet @A) to tsofSet B).At the same tine, the
uncertainty in the strong phase associated with Pry v Inproves. In Set B), Pry &
is about 3 tim es larger than Pry » . TO one’s sumprise, Py v Is unexpectedly large,
In Inewih Cy .

A s to the singlet penguin am plitudes, we nd that Sy is about 3 tin es am aller
than Sy . This partly justi es the ignorance of the former made in Ref. 8], n
view of the O kuboZweig-Tizuka (© ZI) rule. M oreover, if one com pares the central
values, the Sp am plitude has a strong phase in roughly the opposite direction ofPp
and subtends a nontrivial angke from Cp . The Sy amplitude hasa 220 phase
shift from Py and deviates from Cy by about 30 . It is interesting to note that the
physical am plitude sp has a com plktely constructive interference between Sp and
Pry p =3. A Iso, both types of sihgkt penguin am plitudes are about half the sizes of
the corresponding EW penguin am plitudes.

Here we describe qualitatively how som e of the theory param eters are xed by
data, thersby explaining their associated uncertainties. For this, we tem porarily
concentrate on the m odes w ithout involring singlkt penguin am plitudes. But the
argum ent can be easily extended to allm odes. In our ts, the detem ination ofPyp
and Py ism ost precise because they can be directly extracted from the strangeness—
changihg B* ! K ° * and *K° modes. The next precise param eters are the
m agnitudes of tree am plitudes and their phase shifts relative to the QCD penguin
am plitudes. They are xed m ainly by the strangenessconserving B ° ! and
to som e extent by the strangenesschanging B? ! K" andK * m odes. Since
no direct CP asymm etry is cbserved In these m odes, the relative strong phases are
Seen to be trivial.

A sthe colorsuppressed and EW  penguin am plitudes ofthe sam e type (subscript
P orV) always show up in pairs in the physical processes, the determm ination of
their sizes and strong phases becom es tridkier. T his is because the colorsuppressed
am plitudes dom inate in the S = 0 processes, whereasthe EW penguin am plitudes
play more roke In the j Sj= 1 decays. This explainswhy C y is better determ ined

1t Oy ismoreprecisethan B K * 9). Likewise,

whereas Pry v isnot, orB B
the precision on Cp isworse than Pgy » because the combiation ofBB* ! K *)
andBB°! %K°) isbetterthan B (% *).

Since the singlt penguin am plitudes are loop-m ediated, they are better con—
straned by the jSj= 1 decay m odes. Currently, both charged and neutral K
m odes have consistent branching ratios and direct CP asym m etries. T his basically

xes the m agnitude and phase of Sp . In contrast, Sy is constrained in a m ore
Involved m anner through Interference w ith other am plitudes.
W e note in passing that in C lass @ ), we have also found other sets ofparam eters

that render smaller 2. i the ts. They are not listed in the tables because they

m in
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are not favored once the m odes Involring the singlkt penguin am plitudes are taken
Into acoount. A distinctive feature of such solutions from the above-m entioned ones
is that either the relhtive strong phase between P, and Py is close to zero or that
between Tp and Ty is close to 180 . In the fom er case, an Interesting feature is
that the ratios Cp =Tp = 057 043 and Cy=Ty = 049 012 in Schane 2. They
becom e com parable to each other, but stillm uch larger than the usual perturbative
expectation. In the latter case, we cbtain a somewhat snall = 0:08.

In Fjg.'j},we show the contoursofthe ( ; ) vertex atthe1l- and 95% ocon dence
level CL) obtained using Scheme 2. The lft plot uses a t to modes without
Involving the singlkt penguin am plitudes. In this case, our favored region of the
vertex is slightly higher than that given by the CKM tter B§land UT t @7]. The
right plot is a global t to allthe VP modes. Comparing to the lft plot, we se
that the favored region shifts lower and to the kft on the - plane. In this cass,
the preferred value of  agrees w ith other m ethods, whike the value of  is slightly
larger. The best tted three angles in the UT are

= 83 8) or 72 < < 99 (95%CL) ;
= (26 2) or 18 < < 30 (95%CL) ;
(71 5) or 62 < < 78 (95%CL) (35)

for Scheme (A ), and

= (84 ©6) or 77 < <95 (95%CL) ;
= (23 2) or 18 < < 23 (95%CL) ;
(73 4) or 67 < < 81 (95%CL) (3.6)

for Scheme (2B).

Thebest— tted UT vertex from the VP m odes is highly consistent w ith the one
from the PP modes. W hen the tsdo not involve singlet penguin am plitudes, both
VP andP P data favora slightly larger ’ 70 andalarger '’ 26 . A fter hcluding
the m odes involving the singkt penguin am plitudes, the best tted becom es even
larger while reduces to the value consistent wih the B !  (cc)K g m easuram ents.

4. D iscussions

There are two sets of decay m odes that can provide a good test for the SU (3) sym —
metry. One set contains the B* ! K ° *,B* | K K*,B° ! K 'K°, and
B, ! K K ° modes. The other set contains the B* ! KO BT ! K +K_O,
B! K 0K_O, and B, ! K °K © m odes. They all nvolve only the P, orPy ampli-
tude, where we have neglected the Py, , orPg, ,, ampliude in the analysis as said
before. H owever, this argum ent still applies if the colorsuppressed EW penguin am —
plitude is Included because it scales n the sam e way asthe Q CD penguin am pliude.
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Figure 1: Thel- and 95% CL contoursofthe ( ; ) vertex cbtained from a tusing the

observed VP m odes that do not Involve the singlket penguin am plitudes (kft) and using all
of the cbserved VP m odes (right), both assum ing the exact avor SU (3) symm etry. The
1- range given by the CKM tter is indicated by the cross.

Currently, only theB* ! K ° " and B* ! *K? modes are observed, and their
branching ratios are m easured at O (10 °) level. Tt is thus very helpfiil to m easure
any ofthe K K modes In this regpect. Using the t results n Scheme 2A) and In
units of 10 ¢, we predict the branching ratios for the rst set to be 1064 082,
050 005,047 0:05,and 9411 0:70, respectively. T he branching ratios for the
second set are 608 079,029 0:04,027 0:04,and 521 0:68 in units of 10 ¢,
respectively. TheseB,,4 ! K K modesare som ewhat di cul tom easure due to the
Cabibbo suppression. However, the By ! K K modes should be within the reach
ofthe LHCDb and Tevatron Run-II experin ents.

A though theB * ! * andB° ! °;  ; “modesdirectly constrain the size
of sp , theirbranching ratios are expected to be about O (10 ® ) or am aller. T herefore,
they are beyond the current probes.

In the follow ing, we would like to point out som e persistent problem s encountered
in our tsto the current data. In Ref. P8], the rate di erence relations §8]:

B°! y @®°% * )=— @®°% *rk ) @®°! K") #1)
CBO! + ) (BO! +)=_ (BO!K +) CBO!K+ )
42)

have been found to be barely and loosely obeyed, respectively, by the data at that
tine. Using the current data and in tem s of the branching ratios, Egs. @.1) and
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M ode BR ( 10°) Acp S

By ! * 16:59 401 ( 0:09) 0042 0:041 2:698) 0:010 0:173 ( 0:384)
* 752 1:97 (0:05) 0:049 0:086 ( 1:576)  0:082 0:166 ( 0:171)
00 1:97 0:94 (0:06) 0:035 0:179 ( ) 0:064 0297 ( )
o 10:94 387 ( 0:03) 0011 0:193 (0277)
0+ 881 261 ( 0:11) 0:121 0:090 (0:407)
K °K°% 047 005 () 0 ()
K %K% 027 004 () 0 ()
K °K* 050 005 (0:94) 0 ()
K *K° 029 004 () 0 ()

K* 8:89 1:13 ( 029) 0:094 0:094 (0:926)

0k 0 565 121 ( 026) 0076 0:031 ( 0:331) 0:824 0:047 ( 0:822)
KO 608 0:79 (1:33) 0 ( 0:706)
oK * 3:80 0:96 (0:03) 0:382 0:119 (0:401)
K °° 6:59 385 ( 5:99) 0:330 0:120 (1:500)
K * 8:87 0:76 (1:30) 0:043 0:075 ( 1:882)
K °* 1064 082 ( 0:80) 0 ( 0:339)
K * % 700 449 ( 0:04) 0081 0272 (0:418)

By ! K* 6:89 181 () 0:049 0:086 ( )
Og © 039 007 () 0:929 0:95 ( ) 0:357 0528 ()
K * 1522 3#%8 () 0:042 0:041 ( )
K %% 260 125 () 0:134 0:328 ( )
K K* 745 093 () 0:085 0:084 ( )
K *K 8:16 0:70 ( ) 0:041 0:072 ( )
K °%K° 521 068 () 0 ()
K °K° 941 0:70 () 0 ()

Table 4: Predicted B, 4;s decay observables in Schem e (2A).Numbers in the parentheses
are the pulls of theory predictions from the current experin ental data.

@2) give in unis of 10 © , respectively,

39
2:1

20= 24
l:9=?

0:9;

49 22 :

43)
44)

The 1rstone is still not obeyed at about 2:7 level. This di erence com es from the
CP asymm etries of B ! * K *,both at about 2 level. To further check
the equality In the second equation relies on m ore precise determm inations in the CP
asymmetriesofB°! K * andB°! K * .

Another problem isB®* ! * 9= @* ! * )’ 13
di erent from our expectation of about 1=2 based upon the m ixing anglk we assum e

and

05, which is very
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r and %and assum ing that s, is negligble ©or S = 0 decays. The problm
com es from the large branching ratio of B* ! * 9 as indicated by the pull in
Tabk §. A sim ilar relation can be found Hr3@° ! ° )=B@°! °9,B@°!
19)=B@’! 129,B@Bs! °)=B@Bs! °9,andB@Bs! ! )=BEs! !9
too. However, these m odesm ay be di cul to m easure.

A new problem would occurbetween theB* ! °K * and 'K * m odesthatdi er
by 2s) ifs? isvanihingly small. In that case, the ratio of their branching ratios
should be close to 1 [4§]. H owever, the current data comesdown to 057 008.W ith
the tted Sp ' 140 &V, the predicted ratio is’ 0:61. Consequently, a non-vanishing
Sp is preferred.

Another puzzle comes from the CP asymmetry of B ! K ° because i is
measured at an almost 4 Jvel. This is quite di erent from a closely related m ode,
B* ! K * ,whoseCP asymm etry is consistent w ith zero. T heir values should not
be s0 di erent because they only di erby a an all tree am plitude.

W e m ake predictions or the observables of allthe B*, B? and B4 decays using
the extracted param etersgiven in Tabk3. Ih Tabk4, we only incluidem odesw ithout
involving the singlet penguin am plitudes as they are based on Scheme (2A).Tablke§
and Tab]e:g; cover allthe decay m odes as they arebased on Schem e (2B).T he colum n
ofA.p refersto eitherthedirect CP asymm etry orA nEq. £.5) ofthe corresponding
m ode. The num bers in the parentheses are caloulated pulls of the theory predictions
from experim ental observations. They Indicate the 2 contrbutions of indiidual
quantities.

Several cbservables In Table EEi have pulls larger than, say 1.5. M ost ofthem are
In the CP asymm etries. Tt is less clear about their in portance as current precision
on these data points is not satisfactory. W e are then lkeft wih two branching ratio
predictions w ith Jarge pulls. The problem wih * °hasbeen mentioned above. A s
com m ented before, we do not include the branching ratio and CP asymm etry ofthe
B! K ° °inthe tsofthiswork. Itspredicted branching ratios in Tabls 4 and
9 based on the best ts are quite di erent from the current quotes of averages in
Tabl 4, and need fiirther experin ental con m ation.

In Tabk §, ourpredictionsof BB° ! ° )= 187 064andB@B°! ! 9)=
282 099 are lJarger than the current upper bounds of 1:5 and 05, respectively, In
units of 10 ® . The branching ratio predictions of the other yet-m easured m odes are
all consistent w ith current 95% upper bounds.

For the B, decays, we predict large direct CP asymm etries Acp K ° )y " 0:3
and Acp K ° 9 7 079, a resul of nterference between the large color-suppressed
am plitude Cy and the QCD penguin am plitudes. W e also predict large branching
ratios, n unit of10°,B( %9’ 847, BK ')’ 1521,BK K )’ 8, and
B K 0K_o) ’ 9:54. In these m odes, the branching ratios can reach O (10 ° ) orm ore,
as they nvolve either Ty for S = 0 orP ; for jSj= 1 transitions.

{14 {



5. Summ ary

W e have updated the globalanalysisof cham lessB ! VP decays in the fram ew ork
of avor SU (3) symm etry using the Jatest experim entaldata. M oreover, we consider
di erent SU (3) breaking schem es forthe sizes of avor am plitudesbased upon factor-
ization assum ption. O ur result show s that the sym m etry-breaking schem e (Schem e
2 de ned in the text) is favored by the 2 ts, but itsdi erence from the exact sym —
metry scheme (Schanel) isanall. TheUT vertex ( ; ) extracted using thesem odes
is consistent w ith our previous analysis usihg the P P m odes [B], and also agrees w ith
other m ethods w ithin errors 3§, 47]. However, we note that a slightly larger weak
phase is favored by our global analysis.

In the tstom odeswihout nvolving the singlkt penguin am plitudes, we note
that there are two sets of solutions wih m lninal 2 values. In one set, the P, and
Py am plitudes have aln ost the sam e strong phases. In the other set, they have
aln ost opposite strong phases. T he latter is favored when one also includes m odes
nvolving the singlet penguin am plitudes. M oreover, we nd in the latter case that
the matio Cy =Ty is about 0:6 — 0:7, sim ilar to the C=T ratio In the PP m odes.
Correspondingly, the Pry v and Sy am plitudes are unexpectedly large. T hese facts
are seen to be a challenge to perturbative approaches.

W e point out that a set of decay m odes that nvolve only the QCD penguin
am plitude can be used to test our avor SU (3) assum ption. Am ong those m odes,
theB, ! K 'K " and K K ° modes should be w ithin the reach of the LECDb and
Tevatron R un-II experin ents.

W e also m ention the persistent problam s that the CP rate di erences n B ° !

Tand inBO! K * do not ©llow our expectation from factorization and that
the observed branching ratio of B* ! * 9 is too Jarge to be accomm odated in
our approach. Further nvestigationsof BB°% ! K ° %Y andA., B°! K ° ) are
required.

Based on ourbest ts, we caloulate allobservables n the B ! VP decays. The
part for B 4 decays is particularly useful because currently no such observables have
been observed yet and our results serve as predictions to be com pared w ith.
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Mode BR ( 10°) Acp S

* 16:57 4:18 ( 0:08) 0:038 0:041 (2:630) 0070 0:166 ( 0:843)
* 732 1:98 (021) 0024 0072 ( 1:363) 0:084 0:160 ( 0:187)
00 1:91 0:79 (0:19) 0259 0:148 ( ) 0:115 0249 ( )
o 1112 2299 ( 0:15) 0:026 0:128 (0:415)
0+ 827 2:42 (041) 0:192 0099 (0:977)
0 187 064 () 0:109 0:53 () 0:336 0:199 ( )
00 0552 045 () 0396 0291 ( ) 0:587 0222 ()
* 716 203 ( 026) 0:165 0:103 ( 0:502)
o 3:79 0:98 (1:63) 0:071 0240 (0:110)
1o 2:82 0299 () 0293 0:132 ( ) 0094 0216 ( )
Pt 702 223 ( 025) 0:020 0:075 ( 0:993)
! 127 051 () 0016 0:179 ( ) 0360 0227 ()
1o 076 025 () 0624 0285 ( ) 0511 0:302 ( )

0 0:02 001 () 0 () 0 ()

* 0:04 0:02 () 0 ()

001 001 () 0 () 0 ()

0 0:01L 000 () 0 () 0 ()
K %K% 052 005 () 0 ()
K %K% 031 004 () 0 ()
K °K* 055 005 (0:67) 0 ()
K *K° 033 004 () 0 ()

K* 921 104 ( 0:61) 0:082 0:089 (1:128)
0k 0 506 1:10 (0:36) 0:041 0:045 (0:072) 0:766 0052 ( 0:598)
*K® 670 0:74 (0:90) 0 ( 0:706)
0K + 4:02 082 ( 0:44) 0:382 0:126 (0:398)
'K 4:62 101 (0:63) 0:033 0:048 (1:690) 0:700 0:054 ( 1:040)
'K* 664 127 (0:3) 0:029 0:092 ( 0:190)
K° 7:43 121 (0:79) 0 (1:533) 0:737 0:043 ( 1:699)
K* 7:96 130 (0:53) 0 (0:773)
K °°% 1385 4:76 ( 16:36) 0294 0:078 (1201)
K * 957 0:72 (0:66) 0:019 0:057 ( 2:104)
K °* 1144 077 ( 143) 0 ( 0:339)
K * % 709 3:11 ( 0:08) 0:151 0:164 (0:660)
K ° 16:72 2:44 ( 0:82) 0:162 0:049 (0:560)
K °°% 416 156 ( 0:30) 0:159 0:150 ( 0:954)
K * 1730 2:58 (125) 0:070 0:064 ( 0:837)
K * 9% 434 164 (028) 0:027 0228 (0:933)

Table 5: Predicted B,y decay observables in Schene (2B).Numbers in the parentheses
are the pulls of theory predictions from the current experin ental data.
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M ode BR ( 10°) Acp S
0 021 0:14 () 0:156 0:23 ( ) 0731 0:092 ( )
00 042 026 () 0:156 0:123 ( ) 0731 0:092 ( )
K* 671 181 () 0024 0072 ()
oK © 024 040 () 0:128 0:773 () 0:926 0283 ( )
! 007 006 () 0243 0234 () 0624 0:195 ( )
10 013 0:12 () 0243 0234 () 0624 0:95 ( )
1K 027 0:14 () 0302 0629 () 0:856 0331 ( )
0 2:80 180 ( ) 0250 0:21 () 0451 0:31 ()
235 153 () 0073 0:142 ( ) 0341 0:174 ( )
0 847 255 () 009 0061 () 0:626 0:054 ( )
K © 044 007 () 0 () 0 ()
K * 1521 383 () 0:038 0:041 ()
K% 427 136 () 0064 0:146 ( )
K ° 326 0293 () 0730 0:108 ()
K %0 1:99 047 () 0:794 0:191 ( )
K K™ 779 086 () 0073 0079 ()
K 'K 879 066 () 0018 0:054 ( )
K °K° 574 063 () 0¢()
K %K% 954 066 () 0¢()

Table 6: Predicted B 5 decay observables in Schem e (2B ).Num bers in the parentheses are
the pulls of theory predictions from the current experin ental data.
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