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B decaysinto onepseudoscalarm eson and onevectorm eson in the�nalstates.W e

considerdi�erentsym m etry breakingschem esand �nd thattheoneim plied by na��ve

factorization isslightly favored overthe exactsym m etry case. The (��;��)vertex of

theunitarity triangle(UT)constrained by our�tsisconsistentwith otherm ethods

within errors.W ehavefound largecolor-suppressed,electroweak penguin and singlet

penguin am plitudeswhen thespectatorquarkendsup inthe�nal-statevectorm eson.

Nontrivialrelative strong phasesare also required to explain the data.The best-�t

param etersare used to com pute branching ratio and CP asym m etry observablesin

allofthe decay m odes,particularly those in the B s decays to be m easured atthe

Tevatron and LHC experim ents.
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1.Introduction

Thanksto theB-factories,a plethora ofdata on rarehadronicB m eson decayshave

becom eavailablein recentyears.Becausethey involveW -m ediated charged-currents

through m ixing and/ordecay,these decay m odesprovide particularusefulinform a-

tion on the CP-violating weak phasesand m agnitudesofelem entsin the Cabibbo-

Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )m atrix [1,2]forthequark sectorofthestandard m odel

(SM ).Advancesin both experim entand theory have helped usnarrow down these

param etersto a high precision. Through such e�orts,ittherefore becom espossible

forusto search forevidencesofnew physics,ifany.

Due to the hadronic nature ofparticles involved in the decays,strong phases

associated with the decay am plitudes thatare derived from short-distance physics

as wellas �nal-state interactions are also im portant. Even though they cannot

be com puted from �rst principles, these phases play a crucialrole in direct CP

asym m etries.Determ ination oftheirpattern and m agnitudesin B decaysgiveatest

to ourknowledge ofstrong dynam icsin theSM .

An approach utilizing the 
avor sym m etry to relate m agnitudes and strong

phasesofam plitudes[3,4,5,6,7]hasbeen taken to analyzetherareB decay data.

Ithasthe advantage ofreducing m odeldependence forcom puting m atrix elem ents

ofhadronictransitions,in com parison with theusualperturbativeapproaches.

In Ref.[8],wehaveupdated theanalysisforB decaysinto two charm lesspseu-

doscalarm esonsin the�nalstates,and furthertested the
avorsym m etry assum p-

tion byconsideringseveraldi�erentbreakingschem esin theam plitudes.Byperform -

ing global�ts,we �nd thatourresultsarerobustagainst
uctuationsofindividual
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data with large uncertainties,and di�erentschem es have roughly the sam e predic-

tions.

In this article,we concentrate on the rare B ! V P decays,where V and P

denote charm less vector and pseudoscalar m esons,respectively. There have been

som e num ericalworksin the perturbation fram ework ofquantum chrom odynam ics

(QCD) to calculate the decay rates and CP asym m etries ofthese decays over the

years. Na��ve and generalfactorization analyseswere considered in Refs.[9,10,11].

TheQCD factorization(QCDF)m ethodwasem ployed inRefs.[12,13,14,15,16,17].

ThecalculationsusingtheperturbativeQCD approach arescattered in Refs.[18,19,

20,21,22,23]. Recently,the soft-collinear e�ective theory (SCET) was also used

in Ref.[24]. In parallel,som e attem ptsthatapply the 
avorsym m etry to the V P

decaysaregiven in Refs.[25,26,27,28,24].

The B ! V P decay m odespresenta richerstructure than the PP �nalstates

becausethelightspectatorquark in B m eson can end up in aspin-0orspin-1m eson,

even though the quark-levelsubprocessisexactly the sam e. M oreover,the num ber

and precision ofobservables in these m odes (particularly the strangeness-changing

ones)have im proved considerably in recentyears. Totally,there are 52 observables

in the V P decays. Allthe branching ratio and CP asym m etry observables in the

strangeness-changing decays ofB 0;+ m esons have been m easured. The branching

ratio of�+ K 0,in particular,providesvaluableinform ation on them agnitudeofone

type ofQCD penguin am plitude. In contrast,the observables in the strangeness-

conserving transitionsarem ostly m easured in theB + decays.M oreover,som edata

points have shifted by noticeable am ounts. Forexam ple,the centralvalues ofthe

branching ratiosofB + ! �+ �(0),B + ! K �+ �,and K �+ �� have dropped by about

30% from �veyearsago.Thebranching ratiosofB 0 ! �� �� also m ovesigni�cantly

upward and downward,respectively. Therefore,we considerittim ely to re-analyze

the data and,atthesam e tim e,relax som e oftheassum ptionsm adein Ref.[28]in

view ofthe betterdata pool,and m ake predictions forthe B s decay m odes which

aregoing to bem easured atTevatron and LHCb.

Thestructureofthispaperisasfollows.In section 2,weintroducethenotation

used in ourapproach and presentboth m easured observablesand am plitudedecom -

position forthedecay m odes.In section 3,weshow our�tting resultsofthetheory

param eters in di�erent schem es. Discussions and predictions based on our�tsare

given in section 4.Section 5 sum m arizesour�ndingsin thiswork.

2.Form alism and N otation

Fora two-body B ! V P decay process,the m agnitude ofitsinvariantdecay am -

plitudeM isrelated to thepartialwidth in thefollowing way:

�(B ! V P)=
jpj

8�m 2
B

jM j
2
; (2.1)
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where p is the 3-m om entum ofthe �nalstate particles in the rest fram e ofthe

B m eson ofm ass m B . To relate partialwidths to branching ratios, we use the

world-average lifetim es�+ = (1:638� 0:011)ps,�0 = (1:530� 0:009)ps,and �s =

(1:437� 0:031)ps com puted by the Heavy Flavor Averaging Group (HFAG) [29].

Each branching ratio quoted in thispaperhasbeen CP-averaged.

To perform the
avoram plitudedecom position,weusethefollowing quark con-

tentand phaseconventionsform esons:

� Bottom m esons:B0 = d�b,B
0

= b�d,B + = u�b,B � = �b�u,B s = s�b,B s = b�s;

� Pseudoscalar m esons: �+ = u�d,�0 = (d�d � u�u)=
p
2,�� = �d�u,K + = u�s,

K 0 = d�s,K
0

= s�d,K � = �s�u,� = (s�s� u�u� d�d)=
p
3,�0= (u�u+ d�d+ 2s�s)=

p
6;

� Vector m esons:�+ = u�d,�0 = (d�d� u�u)=
p
2,�� = �d�u,! = (u�u + d�d)=

p
2,

K �+ = u�s,K �0 = d�s,K
�0
= s�d,K �� = �s�u,� = s�s.

The� and �0m esonscorrespond to octet-singletm ixtures

� = �8cos�0 � �1sin�0 ; (2.2)

�
0= �8sin�0 + �1cos�0 : (2.3)

Asshown in Ref.[28],varyingthem ixingangle�0 doesnotim provethequalityof�ts.

Forconvenience,we �x �0 = sin�1 (1=3)’ 19:5� according to the above-m entioned

quark contentsof� and �0.

W e list 
avor am plitude decom positions and averaged experim entaldata for

B ! V P decays in Tables 1 and 2. Values ofm easured observables are obtained

from thelatest2008 sum m erresultsoftheHFAG [29].

In the present approxim ation, we consider only �ve dom inant types ofinde-

pendentam plitudes: a \tree" contribution T;a \color-suppressed" contribution C;

a \QCD penguin" contribution P;a \
avor-singlet" contribution S,and an \elec-

troweak (EW ) penguin" contribution PE W . The �rst four types are considered as

theleading-orderam plitudes,whilethelastoneishigher-orderin weak interactions.

Depending upon which �nalstate m eson the spectatorquark in the B m eson ends

up in,we furtherassociate a subscriptP orV to the above-m entioned am plitudes.

Forexam ple,TP and TV denotea treeam plitudewith thespectatorquark oftheB

m eson going into thepseudoscalarand vectorm eson in the�nalstate,respectively.

These two kinds ofam plitudes are di�erent in general. In the following,we will

suppressthesubscriptsP;V when discussionsapply to both classesofam plitudesof

each type.

Therearealsoothertypesofam plitudes,such asthe\color-suppressed EW pen-

guin" diagram P C
E W ,\exchange" diagram E ,\annihilation" diagram A,and \pen-

guin annihilation"diagram PA.Duetodynam icalsuppression,theseam plitudesare

ignored in theanalysis.

{ 3 {



M ode FlavorAm plitude BR (� 10�6 ) A C P

B + ! K
�0
K + pP 0:68� 0:19 -

K �+ K
0

pV - -

�0�+ � 1p
2
(tV + cP + pV � pP ) 8:7+ 1:0�1:1 � 0:07+ 0:12�0:13

�+ �0 � 1p
2
(tP + cV + pP � pV ) 10:9+ 1:4�1:5 0:02� 0:11

�+ � � 1p
3
(tP + cV + pP + pV + sV ) 6:9� 1:0 0:11� 0:11

�+ �0 1p
6
(tP + cV + pP + pV + 4sV ) 9:1+ 3:7�2:8 � 0:04� 0:28

!�+ 1p
2
(tV + cP + pP + pV + 2sP ) 6:9� 0:5 � 0:04� 0:06

��+ sP < 0:24 -

B 0 ! K
�0
K 0 pP - -

K �0K
0

pV < 1:9 -

�� �+ � (tV + pV ) 16:42� 1:96a 0:12� 0:06a

� 0:04� 0:13a

�+ �� � (tP + pP ) 7:58� 1:25a � 0:14� 0:12a

0:06� 0:13a

�0�0 � 1

2
(cP + cV � pP � pV ) 2:0� 0:5 -

�0� 1p
6
(cP � cV � pP � pV � sV ) < 1:5 -

�0�0 � 1

2
p
3
(cP � cV � pP � pV � 4sV ) < 1:3 -

!�0 1

2
(cP � cV + pP + pV + 2sP ) < 0:5 -

!� � 1p
6
(cP + cV + pP + pV + 2sP + sV ) < 1:6 -

!�0 1

2
p
3
(cP + cV + pP + pV + 2sP + 4sV ) < 1:9 -

��0 1p
2
sP < 0:28 -

�� � 1p
3
sP < 0:52 -

��0 1p
6
sP < 0:5 -

B s ! K
�0
�0 � 1p

2
(cV � pV ) - -

K �� �+ � (tV + pV ) - -

�� K + � (tP + pP ) - -

�0K
0

� 1p
2
(cP � pP ) - -

K
�0
� � 1p

3
(cV � pP + pV + sV ) - -

K
�0
�0 1p

6
(cV + 2pP + pV + 4sV ) - -

!K
0 1p

2
(cP + pP + 2sP ) - -

�K
0

pV + sP - -
a Valuesobtained using them ethod described in Ref.[28].

Table 1: Flavor am plitude decom position and m easured observables [30,31,32,33]of

strangeness-conserving B ! V P decays. The tim e-dependentCP asym m etries A and S,

ifapplicable,are listed in the �rstand second rows,respectively.

The QCD penguin am plitude containsthreecom ponents(apartfrom theCKM

factors):Pt,Pc,and Pu,with the subscriptdenoting which quark isrunning in the
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M ode FlavorAm plitude BR (� 10�6 ) A C P

B + ! K �0�+ p0
P

10:0� 0:8 � 0:020
+ 0:057
�0:061

K �+ �0 � 1p
2
(t0
P
+ c0

V
+ p0

P
) 6:9� 2:3 0:04� 0:29

�0K + � 1p
2
(t0
V
+ c0

P
+ p0

V
) 3:81+ 0:48�0:46 0:417+ 0:081�0:104

�+ K 0 p0
V

8:0+ 1:5�1:4 � 0:12� 0:17

K �+ � � 1p
3
(t0
P
+ c0

V
+ p0

P
� p0

V
+ s0

V
) 19:3� 1:6 0:02� 0:06

K �+ �0 1p
6
(t0
P
+ c0

V
+ p0

P
+ 2p0

V
+ 4s0

V
) 4:9+ 2:1�1:9 0:30+ 0:33�0:37

!K + 1p
2
(t0
V
+ c0

P
+ p0

V
+ 2s0

P
) 6:7� 0:5 0:02� 0:05

�K + p0
P
+ s0

P
8:30� 0:65 0:034� 0:044

B 0 ! K �+ �� � (t0
P
+ p0

P
) 10:3� 1:1 � 0:25� 0:11

K �0�0 1p
2
(c0
V
� p0

P
) 2:4� 0:7 � 0:15� 0:12

�� K + � (t0
V
+ p0

V
) 8:6+ 0:9�1:1 0:15� 0:06

�0K 0 � 1p
2
(c0
P
� p0

V
) 5:4+ 0:9�1:0 � 0:02� 0:29

0:61� 0:26

K �0� � 1p
3
(c0
V
+ p0

P
� p0

V
+ s0

V
) 15:9� 1:0 0:19� 0:05

K �0�0 1p
6
(c0
V
+ p0

P
+ 2p0

V
+ 4s0

V
) 3:8� 1:2 � 0:08� 0:25

!K 0 1p
2
(c0
P
+ p0

V
+ 2s0

P
) 5:0� 0:6 0:32� 0:17

0:45� 0:24

�K 0 p0
P
+ s0

P
8:3+ 1:2�1:0 0:23� 0:15

0:44+ 0:17�0:18

B s ! K �+ K � � (p0
P
+ t0

P
) - -

K �� K + � (p0
V
+ t0

V
) - -

K �0K
0

p0
P

- -

K
�0
K 0 p0

V
- -

�0� � 1p
6
c0
P

- -

�0�0 � 1p
3
c0
P

- -

!� � 1p
6
(c0
P
+ 2s0

P
) - -

!�0 � 1p
3
(c0
P
+ 2s0

P
) - -

��0 � 1p
2
c0
V

- -

�� 1p
3
(p0

P
+ p0

V
� c0

V
+ s0

P
� s0

V
) - -

�� 1p
6
(2p0

P
+ 2p0

V
+ c0

V
+ 2s0

P
+ 4s0

V
) - -

Table 2: Flavor am plitude decom position and m easured observables [30,31,32,33]of

strangeness-changing B ! V P decays. The tim e-dependentCP asym m etriesA and S,if

applicable,are listed in the�rstand second rows,respectively.

loop. After im posing the unitarity condition,we can rem ove the explicit t-quark

dependenceand areleftwith two com ponents:Ptc = Pt� Pc and Ptu = Pt� Pu.For

sim plicity,we assum e the t-penguin dom inance,so thatPtc = Ptu � P. The sam e

com m entappliesto theEW penguin and singletpenguin am plitudes,too.

In physicalprocesses,the above-m entioned 
avoram plitudes alwaysappearin
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speci�c com binations. To sim plify the notations,we therefore de�ne the following

unprim ed and prim ed sym bolsfor�S = 0 and j�Sj= 1 transitions,respectively:

t� Y
u

dbT � (Y u

db+ Y
c

db)P
C

E W ; t
0
� Y

u

sb�tT � (Y u

sb+ Y
c

sb)P
C

E W ;

c� Y
u
dbC � (Y u

db+ Y
c
db)PE W ; c

0
� Y

u
sb�cC � (Y u

sb+ Y
c
sb)PE W ;

p� �(Y u

db+ Y
c

db)

�

P �
1

3
P
C

E W

�

; p
0
� �(Y u

sb+ Y
c

sb)

�

�pP �
1

3
P
C

E W

�

;

s� �(Y u
db+ Y

c
db)

�

S �
1

3
PE W

�

; s
0
� �(Y u

sb+ Y
c
sb)

�

�sS �
1

3
PE W

�

; (2.4)

where Y
q0

qb
� Vq0qV

�
q0b (q 2 fd;sg and q0 2 fu;cg). Here we also keep the P C

E W

am plitude forcom pleteness,though itisignored in thesubsequentanalysis.Again,

allthe above am plitudesare to be associated with subscriptP orV ,depending on

theprocess.Herewehaveexplicitly factored outtheCKM factors,butleavestrong

phasesinsidetheam plitudes.

From �S = 0 to j�Sj = 1 transitions, we put in SU(3) breaking factors

�TP ;V ;�C P ;V
,and �PP ;V forTP;V ,CP;V ,and PP;V ,respectively. Ifsom e type ofam pli-

tudesisfactorizable,thecorresponding SU(3)breaking factoriseitherfK =f� = 1:22

orfK �=f� = 1:00 [34].Forexam ple,wehavefortheB 0 ! K �+ �� decay:

A (K �+
�
� )= �Y

u

sb�tTP + (Y u

sb+ Y
c

sb)�pPP :

Thiscan beobtained from thecom pletesetof
avoram plitudedecom position given

in Table2,Table2 and appropriateform sofEqs.(2.4).

In this analysis, the CKM factors are expressed in term s ofthe W olfenstein

param eterization [35]to O (�5).Since� hasbeen determ ined from kaon decaysto a

high accuracy,we willuse the centralvalue 0:2272 quoted by the CKM �ttergroup

[36]asa theory input,and leave A,�� � �(1� �2=2),and �� � �(1� �2=2)as�tting

param etersto bedeterm ined by data.

For the B m eson decaying into a CP eigenstate fC P ,the tim e-dependent CP

asym m etry iswritten as

A C P (t)=
�(�B 0 ! fC P )� �(B 0 ! fC P )

�(�B 0 ! fC P )+ �(B 0 ! fC P )

= S sin(�m B � t)+ A cos(�mB � t); (2.5)

where �m B is the m ass di�erence between the two m ass eigenstates ofB m esons

and tisthedecay tim em easured from thetagged B m eson.

3.Fitting A nalysis

In thissection,wepresentthefollowing two schem esin our�ts:
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1.exact
avorsym m etry forallam plitudes(i.e.,�TP ;V = �C P ;V
= �PP ;V = 1);

2.im posing partialSU(3)-breaking factors on T and C am plitudes only (i.e.,

�TP ;C P
= fK �=f� and �TV ;C V

= fK =f�,while�PP ;PV = 1);

W ehaveassum ed exact
avorsym m etry forthestrongphasestoreduceindependent

param eters in our �ts. Besides,TP is �xed to be realand positive in our phase

convention (i.e.,�TP = 0).Alltheotherstrong phasesarem easured with respectto

it.

W efurtherdivideour�tsintotwoclasses:(A)theV P m odesthatdonotinvolve

singlet penguin contributions,and (B)allofthe V P m odes. Asshown in Table 1

and Table2,them odesthatcontain thesingletpenguin am plitudesarethosehaving

�,�0,�,or! in the�nalstates.

Itisappropriateto listsom em ajordi�erencesbetween thecurrentanalysisand

Ref.[28].Throughoutthisanalysis,we do notassum e any strong phase relation be-

tween theEW penguin,singletpenguin,and theQCD penguin am plitudes.Neither

do we assum e any strong phase relation between the color-suppressed am plitudes

and thetreeam plitudes.Therelative size and phase ofPP and PV arealwayskept

free. M oreover,we do notassum e SP to be sm allenough forom ission. Instead,we

keep and constrain itsm agnitudeand phase.

In the following,we perform �2 �tsto the observables in the B ! V P m odes

aswellasjVubj= (4:26� 0:36)� 10�3 and jVcbj= (41:63� 0:65)� 10�3 [36]forthe

above-m entioned two schem es.Theinclusion ofjVubjand jVcbjhelps�xingthevalues

ofA and
p

��2 + ��2.However,wedrop thebranching ratioand directCP asym m etry

oftheB 0 ! K �0�0 decay from the�tsbecausecurrently theBABAR Collaboration

and theBelleCollaboration havea largedisagreem entin thebranching ratio,whose

weighted averageis(2:42� 1:16)� 10�6 with a scalefactorS = 1:77.Aswewillsee

later,ourpredictionsbased on best�tsdeviatem uch from thesetwo observables.

The�tresultsoftheory param etersaresum m arized in Table3.Asgiven in the

table,Schem e1ofexactSU(3)sym m etry isslightly worsethan Schem e2.Asde�ned

above,the m ain di�erence between these two schem esisin the scaling behaviorof

TP and CP between the strangeness-conserving and strangeness-changing m odes.

W ehave also tried otherschem es,such ashaving additionalsym m etry breaking for

am plitudesizes.However,eitherthe�ttingqualitybecom esworseortheyinvolvetoo

large SU(3)breaking (over30% ). W e willpresentourplotsand predictionsm ainly

forSchem e2.

Som egeneralfeaturesareobserved in these�ts.Thetwotypesoftreeam plitude

haveroughly thesam estrong phases,with TV largerthan TP by about50% ,largely

driven by the branching ratios of�� �� . The CV am plitude is 3 to 7 tim es larger

than theCP am plitude.Both ofthem havesizeablestrongphasesrelativetothetree

am plitudes. M oreover,the strong phasesofCP changesabruptly when we enlarge
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Param eter Schem e

1A 2A 1B 2B

TP 0:721� 0:088 0:727� 0:089 0:785� 0:098 0:791� 0:100

TV 1:069+ 0:119�0:104 1:070+ 0:119�0:105 1:168+ 0:131�0:116 1:170+ 0:133�0:118

�TV 1:9� 5:7 2:3� 5:7 0:4� 5:5 0:6� 5:4

CP 0:093+ 0:209�0:253 0:184� 0:223 0:173+ 0:138�0:108 0:122+ 0:125�0:089

�C P
�118:9� 77:4 �107:7� 31:0 133:0� 34:2 149:0+ 72:4�43:0

CV 0:688+ 0:226�0:174 0:624+ 0:209�0:154 0:945� 0:142 0:892� 0:139

�C V
�66:0+ 30:3�22:7 �57:0+ 31:3�25:2 �82:0+ 12:0�10:1 �75:9+ 12:6�10:7

PP 0:084� 0:003 0:084� 0:003 0:085� 0:003 0:085� 0:003

�PP �3:9� 10:2 �5:7� 10:0 �1:0� 8:0 �2:6� 7:8

PV 0:065� 0:004 0:063� 0:004 0:068� 0:004 0:066� 0:004

�PV 171:7� 8:1 172:6� 7:7 172:2� 7:1 172:5� 6:9

PE W ;P 0:039+ 0:009�0:011 0:039+ 0:009�0:010 0:032+ 0:010�0:013 0:031+ 0:010�0:011

�PE W ;P
56:4+ 10:4�11:6 55:1+ 10:4�11:9 60:9+ 10:0�15:1 59:0+ 10:5�15:8

PE W ;V 0:067� 0:049 0:052+ 0:048�0:041 0:096+ 0:027�0:030 0:087� 0:029

�PE W ;V
�98:7+ 52:0�23:3 �90:2+ 82:0�26:1 �113:5+ 9:6�8:2 �111:0+ 10:4�8:6

SP �xed �xed 0:015+ 0:005�0:005 0:014+ 0:004�0:004

�SP �xed �xed �133:4+ 16:0�23:9 �139:8+ 16:6�23:5

SV �xed �xed 0:049� 0:005 0:048� 0:005

�SV �xed �xed �49:4+ 22:2�18:6 �47:7+ 21:5�18:3

A 0:807� 0:013 0:807� 0:013 0:809� 0:012 0:809� 0:012

�� 0:151� 0:036 0:146� 0:035 0:116� 0:030 0:109+ 0:030�0:028

�� 0:401� 0:030 0:400� 0:030 0:373� 0:029 0:371� 0:030

�2=dof 20:7=8 19:9=8 44:6=30 44:5=30

Table 3: Fit results (1-� ranges) ofthe theory param eters for Classes (A) and (B) in

the two schem esde�ned in the text. The m inim al�2 value and the num berofdegreesof

freedom (dof)are also given.Theam plitudesaregiven in unitsof104 eV,and thephases

are in degrees.

our�tting setfrom Class(A)to Class(B).They arecorrelated becausethey appear

in com bination in thephysicalam plitudes.

Thebest�tted ratiosbetween color-suppressed treeand treeam plitudesare

(1A) (2A) (1B) (2B)

CV =TV = 0:64� 0:20 0:58� 0:18 0:81� 0:15 0:76� 0:14

CP =TP = 0:13� 0:32 0:25� 0:31 0:22� 0:16 0:15� 0:16 .

(3.1)

In the fourschem es,the centralvaluesofthe ratio CP =TP range from 0:13 to 0:25,

agreeingwith ourna��veexpectation,even though onestillcannottakethem seriously

due to the largeerrorscom ing from the uncertainty in CP .On theotherhand,the
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centralvaluesforCV =TV aresigni�cantly largerwith lessuncertainties.Thevalueof

CV increasesby about40% from Set(A)to Set(B)though.Thefourschem esfavor

CV =TV in the range of0:58 � 0:76. Asa com parison,the defaultparam etersetof

theQCDF approach [16]gives

CV =TV = 0:158� 0:109 and CP =TP = 0:20� 0:13; (3.2)

The large CV =TV ratio is close to what we have found for C=T � 0:65 in the B

decaysto two pseudoscalars[37,38,39,40,41,42,8,43].Even though such values

ofC=T in thePP decaysand CV =TV posea challenge to perturbative calculations,

they seem to follow the sim ple pattern offactorization in tree and color-suppressed

treeam plitudes.

Thebest�tted ratiosbetween theQCD penguin am plitudesand thetreeam pli-

tudesarepretty stableam ong di�erentschem esconsidered in thiswork.Theratios

forthefourschem esaregiven by

(1A) (2A) (1B) (2B)

PV =TV = 0:06� 0:01 0:06� 0:01 0:06� 0:01 0:06� 0:01

PP =TP = 0:12� 0:01 0:12� 0:01 0:11� 0:01 0:11� 0:01 .

(3.3)

In com parison,theratio P=T � 0:21 in thePP m odes[8].The strong phase ofPP

isthe sam e asTP within a few degrees,whereasthatofPV isabout180� di�erent.

Thisagreesthe expectation ofRefs.[44,45,46]and reassuresourprevious�nding

[28]using old data. However,it is worth noting that in this work this solution is

found even withoutinvoking the B ! K �� decays. The QCDF defaultvaluesare

[16]

PV =TV = 0:035� 0:017 and PP =TP = 0:032� 0:006 ; (3.4)

and also favors an opposite phase between PP and PV am plitudes. Such a phase

di�erence isdueto thechiralenhancem entthatresultsin a sign 
ip in thee�ective

coe�cientsfortheQCD penguin am plitudes.Note,however,thatthem agnitudesof

the QCD penguin am plitudesderived in QCDF are signi�cantly sm allerthan what

we�nd.Ithasbeen noticed thattheycannotaccountforsom elargebranchingratios

in theQCD penguin-dom inated m odes[15].

Thestrong phasebetween PP and PV isabout180�,with theform erroughly in

phasewith TP .Such aphasedi�erenceproducesm axim alconstructiveordestructive

interference e�ects in decay m odes that involve both ofthem . Since the relative

phasesam ong thetree-and penguin-typeam plitudesaretrivial(i.e.,� 0� or180�),

aswillbeseen later,wegenerally do notexpectlargedirectCP asym m etriesin the

decay m odesinvolving only them .

FortheEW penguin am plitudes,the constrainton PE W ;P isbetterthan PE W ;V

in Set(A).Nevertheless,theconstrainton PE W ;V im provesin Set(B).W enotethat
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thestrongphasesofPE W ;P and PE W ;V aresigni�cantly di�erentfrom thoseofP P and

PV ,unlike the assum ption m ade in Ref.[28]. Itisinteresting to notice thatPE W ;V

increasesby about50% from �tsofSet(A)to �tsofSet(B).Atthesam etim e,the

uncertainty in thestrong phase associated with PE W ;V im proves.In Set(B),PE W ;V

isabout3 tim eslargerthan PE W ;P .To one’ssurprise,PE W ;V isunexpectedly large,

in linewith CV .

Asto the singletpenguin am plitudes,we �nd thatSP isabout3 tim essm aller

than SV . This partly justi�es the ignorance ofthe form er m ade in Ref.[28],in

view ofthe Okubo-Zweig-Iizuka (OZI)rule. M oreover,ifone com paresthe central

values,theSP am plitudehasa strong phasein roughly theoppositedirection ofPP

and subtends a nontrivialangle from CP . The SV am plitude has a � 220� phase

shiftfrom PV and deviatesfrom CV by about30�.Itisinteresting to notethatthe

physicalam plitude sP has a com pletely constructive interference between SP and

PE W ;P =3.Also,both typesofsingletpenguin am plitudesareabouthalfthesizesof

thecorresponding EW penguin am plitudes.

Here we describe qualitatively how som e ofthe theory param etersare �xed by

data,thereby explaining their associated uncertainties. For this,we tem porarily

concentrate on the m odes without involving singlet penguin am plitudes. But the

argum entcan be easily extended to allm odes.In our�ts,the determ ination ofPP

and PV ism ostprecisebecausethey can bedirectly extracted from thestrangeness-

changing B + ! K �0�+ and �+ K 0 m odes. The next precise param eters are the

m agnitudes oftree am plitudes and theirphase shiftsrelative to the QCD penguin

am plitudes. They are �xed m ainly by the strangeness-conserving B 0 ! �� �� and

to som e extentby the strangeness-changing B 0 ! �� K + and K �+ �� m odes. Since

no directCP asym m etry isobserved in these m odes,the relative strong phasesare

seen to betrivial.

Asthecolor-suppressed and EW penguin am plitudesofthesam etype(subscript

P or V ) always show up in pairs in the physicalprocesses,the determ ination of

theirsizesand strong phasesbecom estrickier.Thisisbecause thecolor-suppressed

am plitudesdom inatein the�S = 0 processes,whereastheEW penguin am plitudes

play m ore role in the j�Sj= 1 decays. Thisexplainswhy C V isbetterdeterm ined

whereasPE W ;V isnot,forB(B + ! �+ �0)ism oreprecise than B(K �+ �0).Likewise,

theprecision on CP isworsethan PE W ;P becausethecom bination ofB(B + ! �0K + )

and B(B 0 ! �0K 0)isbetterthan B(�0�+ ).

Since the singlet penguin am plitudes are loop-m ediated,they are better con-

strained by the j�Sj= 1 decay m odes. Currently,both charged and neutral�K

m odeshave consistentbranching ratiosand directCP asym m etries. Thisbasically

�xes the m agnitude and phase ofSP . In contrast, SV is constrained in a m ore

involved m annerthrough interference with otheram plitudes.

W enotein passingthatin Class(A),wehavealsofound othersetsofparam eters

thatrendersm aller�2
m in

in the �ts. They are notlisted in the tablesbecause they
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are notfavored once the m odesinvolving the singletpenguin am plitudesare taken

into account.A distinctive featureofsuch solutionsfrom theabove-m entioned ones

isthateitherthe relative strong phase between PP and PV isclose to zero orthat

between TP and TV is close to 180�. In the form er case,an interesting feature is

thatthe ratiosCP =TP = 0:57� 0:43 and CV =TV = 0:49� 0:12 in Schem e 2. They

becom ecom parableto each other,butstillm uch largerthan theusualperturbative

expectation.In thelattercase,weobtain a som ewhatsm all� = 0:08.

In Fig.1,weshow thecontoursofthe(��;��)vertex atthe1-� and 95% con�dence

level(CL) obtained using Schem e 2. The left plot uses a �t to m odes without

involving the singlet penguin am plitudes. In this case,our favored region ofthe

vertex isslightly higherthan thatgiven by the CKM �tter[36]and UT�t[47].The

right plot is a global�tto allthe V P m odes. Com paring to the left plot,we see

thatthe favored region shifts lower and to the lefton the ��-�� plane. In this case,

the preferred value of� agreeswith otherm ethods,while the value of
 isslightly

larger.Thebest�tted threeanglesin theUT are

� = (83� 8)� or 72� < � < 99�(95% CL);

� = (26� 2)� or 18� < � < 30�(95% CL);


 = (71� 5)� or 62� < 
 < 78�(95% CL) (3.5)

forSchem e(2A),and

� = (84� 6)� or 77� < � < 95�(95% CL);

� = (23� 2)� or 18� < � < 23�(95% CL);


 = (73� 4)� or 67� < 
 < 81�(95% CL) (3.6)

forSchem e(2B).

Thebest-�tted UT vertex from theV P m odesishighly consistentwith theone

from thePP m odes.W hen the�tsdo notinvolvesingletpenguin am plitudes,both

V P and PP datafavoraslightlylarger
 ’ 70� and alarger� ’ 26�.Afterincluding

them odesinvolving thesingletpenguin am plitudes,thebest�tted 
 becom eseven

largerwhile� reducesto thevalueconsistentwith theB ! (c�c)K S m easurem ents.

4.D iscussions

There aretwo setsofdecay m odesthatcan provide a good testfortheSU(3)sym -

m etry. One set contains the B + ! K �0�+ ,B + ! K
�0
K + ,B 0 ! K

�0
K 0,and

B s ! K �0K
0

m odes. The other set contains the B + ! �+ K 0,B + ! K �+ K
0

,

B 0 ! K �0K
0

,and B s ! K
�0
K 0 m odes.They allinvolve only thePP orPV am pli-

tude,wherewehaveneglected theP C
E W ;P orP C

E W ;V am plitudein theanalysisassaid

before.However,thisargum entstillappliesifthecolor-suppressed EW penguin am -

plitudeisincluded becauseitscalesin thesam eway astheQCD penguin am plitude.
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Figure 1:The1-� and 95% CL contoursofthe(��;��)vertex obtained from a �tusing the

observed V P m odesthatdo notinvolvethesingletpenguin am plitudes(left)and using all

ofthe observed V P m odes(right),both assum ing the exact
avorSU(3)sym m etry. The

1-� rangegiven by the CK M �tterisindicated by thecross.

Currently,only the B + ! K �0�+ and B + ! �+ K 0 m odesare observed,and their

branching ratiosare m easured atO (10�5 )level. Itisthusvery helpfulto m easure

any ofthe K �K m odesin thisrespect. Using the �tresultsin Schem e (2A)and in

units of10�6 ,we predict the branching ratios for the �rst set to be 10:64� 0:82,

0:50� 0:05,0:47� 0:05,and 9:11� 0:70,respectively. The branching ratiosforthe

second setare6:08� 0:79,0:29� 0:04,0:27� 0:04,and 5:21� 0:68 in unitsof10�6 ,

respectively.TheseB u;d ! K �K m odesaresom ewhatdi�culttom easureduetothe

Cabibbo suppression. However,the B s ! K �K m odesshould be within the reach

oftheLHCb and Tevatron Run-IIexperim ents.

AlthoughtheB + ! ��+ andB 0 ! ��0;��;��0m odesdirectlyconstrainthesize

ofsP ,theirbranchingratiosareexpected tobeaboutO (10
�8 )orsm aller.Therefore,

they arebeyond thecurrentprobes.

In thefollowing,wewould liketopointoutsom epersistentproblem sencountered

in our�tsto thecurrentdata.In Ref.[28],theratedi�erence relations[48]:

�(B 0
! �

�
�
+ )� �(�B 0

! �
+
�
� )=

f�

fK

�

�(�B 0
! �

+
K

� )� �(B 0
! �

�
K

+ )
�

;(4.1)

�(B 0
! �

+
�
� )� �(�B 0

! �
�
�
+ )=

f�

fK �

�

�(�B 0
! K

��
�
+ )� �(B 0

! K
�+
�
� )
�

(4.2)

have been found to be barely and loosely obeyed,respectively,by the data atthat

tim e. Using the currentdata and in term softhe branching ratios,Eqs.(4.1)and
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M ode BR (�10�6 ) A C P S

B u;d ! �� �+ 16:59� 4:01 (�0:09) �0:042� 0:041 (2:698) 0:010� 0:173 (�0:384)

�+ �� 7:52� 1:97 (0:05) 0:049� 0:086 (�1:576) 0:082� 0:166 (�0:171)

�0�0 1:97� 0:94 (0:06) 0:035� 0:179 (�) �0:064� 0:297 (�)

�+ �0 10:94� 3:87 (�0:03) �0:011� 0:193 (0:277) �

�0�+ 8:81� 2:61 (�0:11) �0:121� 0:090 (0:407) �

�K �0K 0 0:47� 0:05 (�) 0 (�) �

K �0 �K 0 0:27� 0:04 (�) 0 (�) �

�K �0K + 0:50� 0:05 (0:94) 0 (�) �

K �+ �K 0 0:29� 0:04 (�) 0 (�) �

�� K + 8:89� 1:13 (�0:29) 0:094� 0:094 (0:926) �

�0K 0 5:65� 1:21 (�0:26) 0:076� 0:031 (�0:331) 0:824� 0:047 (�0:822)

�+ K 0 6:08� 0:79 (1:33) 0 (�0:706) �

�0K + 3:80� 0:96 (0:03) 0:382� 0:119 (0:401) �

K �0�0 6:59� 3:85 (�5:99) �0:330� 0:120 (1:500) �

K �+ �� 8:87� 0:76 (1:30) �0:043� 0:075 (�1:882) �

K �0�+ 10:64� 0:82 (�0:80) 0 (�0:339) �

K �+ �0 7:00� 4:49 (�0:04) �0:081� 0:272 (0:418) �

B s ! �� K + 6:89� 1:81 (�) 0:049� 0:086 (�) �

�0 �K 0 0:39� 0:07 (�) 0:929� 0:195 (�) �0:357� 0:528 (�)

K �� �+ 15:22� 3:68 (�) �0:042� 0:041 (�) �

�K �0�0 2:60� 1:25 (�) �0:134� 0:328 (�) �

K �� K + 7:45� 0:93 (�) 0:085� 0:084 (�) �

K �+ K � 8:16� 0:70 (�) �0:041� 0:072 (�) �

�K �0K 0 5:21� 0:68 (�) 0 (�) �

K �0 �K 0 9:11� 0:70 (�) 0 (�) �

Table 4:Predicted B u;d;s decay observablesin Schem e(2A).Num bersin theparentheses

are the pullsoftheory predictionsfrom the currentexperim entaldata.

(4.2)givein unitsof10�6 ,respectively,

�3:9� 2:0
?
= 2:1� 0:9 ; (4.3)

2:1� 1:9
?
= �4:9� 2:2 : (4.4)

The �rstoneisstillnotobeyed atabout2:7� level.Thisdi�erence com esfrom the

CP asym m etriesofB 0 ! �� �+ and �� K + ,both atabout2� level.To furthercheck

theequality in thesecond equation relieson m oreprecise determ inationsin theCP

asym m etriesofB 0 ! K �+ �� and B 0 ! K �+ �� .

Another problem is B(B + ! �+ �0)=B(B + ! �+ �) ’ 1:3� 0:5,which is very

di�erentfrom ourexpectation ofabout1=2 based upon them ixing angleweassum e
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for � and �0 and assum ing that sV is negligible for�S = 0 decays. The problem

com es from the large branching ratio ofB + ! �+ �0,as indicated by the pullin

Table 5. A sim ilarrelation can be found forB(B 0 ! �0�)=B(B0 ! �0�0),B(B 0 !

!0�)=B(B0 ! !0�0),B(B s ! �0�)=B(Bs ! �0�0),and B(B s ! !�)=B(Bs ! !�0)

too.However,thesem odesm ay bedi�cultto m easure.

A new problem would occurbetween theB + ! �0K + and!K + m odesthatdi�er

by
p
2s0P ifs0P isvanishingly sm all.In thatcase,the ratio oftheirbranching ratios

should becloseto1[45].However,thecurrentdatacom esdown to0:57� 0:08.W ith

the�tted SP ’ 140eV,thepredicted ratio is’ 0:61.Consequently,a non-vanishing

SP ispreferred.

Another puzzle com es from the CP asym m etry ofB 0 ! K �0� because it is

m easured atan alm ost4� level.Thisisquitedi�erentfrom a closely related m ode,

B + ! K �+ �,whoseCP asym m etry isconsistentwith zero.Theirvaluesshould not

beso di�erentbecausethey only di�erby a sm alltreeam plitude.

W em ake predictionsfortheobservablesofalltheB + ,B 0 and B s decaysusing

theextracted param etersgiven in Table3.In Table4,weonlyincludem odeswithout

involving thesingletpenguin am plitudesasthey arebased on Schem e(2A).Table5

and Table6coverallthedecaym odesastheyarebased on Schem e(2B).Thecolum n

ofA C P referstoeitherthedirectCP asym m etryorA inEq.(2.5)ofthecorresponding

m ode.Thenum bersin theparenthesesarecalculated pullsofthetheory predictions

from experim entalobservations. They indicate the �� 2 contributionsofindividual

quantities.

Severalobservablesin Table5 havepullslargerthan,say 1.5.M ostofthem are

in the CP asym m etries. Itislessclearabouttheirim portance ascurrentprecision

on these data pointsisnotsatisfactory. W e are then leftwith two branching ratio

predictionswith largepulls.The problem with �+ �0hasbeen m entioned above.As

com m ented before,wedo notincludethebranching ratio and CP asym m etry ofthe

B 0 ! K �0�0 in the �tsofthiswork.Itspredicted branching ratiosin Tables4 and

5 based on the best �ts are quite di�erent from the current quotes ofaverages in

Table2,and need furtherexperim entalcon�rm ation.

In Table 5,ourpredictionsofB(B 0 ! �0�)= 1:87� 0:64 and B(B0 ! !�0)=

2:82� 0:99 arelargerthan thecurrentupperboundsof1:5 and 0:5,respectively,in

unitsof10�6 .Thebranching ratio predictionsoftheotheryet-m easured m odesare

allconsistentwith current95% upperbounds.

Forthe B s decays,we predictlarge directCP asym m etries A C P (K
�0
�)’ 0:73

and A C P (K
�0
�0)’ �0:79,aresultofinterferencebetween thelargecolor-suppressed

am plitude CV and the QCD penguin am plitudes. W e also predict large branching

ratios,in unit of10�6 ,B(��0) ’ 8:47,B(K �� �+ ) ’ 15:21,B(K �� K � ) ’ 8,and

B(K �0K
0

)’ 9:54.In thesem odes,thebranching ratioscan reach O (10�5 )orm ore,

asthey involve eitherTV for�S = 0 orP P forj�Sj= 1 transitions.
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5.Sum m ary

W ehaveupdated theglobalanalysisofcharm lessB ! V P decaysin thefram ework

of
avorSU(3)sym m etry using thelatestexperim entaldata.M oreover,weconsider

di�erentSU(3)breakingschem esforthesizesof
avoram plitudesbased upon factor-

ization assum ption. Ourresultshowsthatthe sym m etry-breaking schem e (Schem e

2 de�ned in thetext)isfavored by the�2 �ts,butitsdi�erencefrom theexactsym -

m etry schem e(Schem e1)issm all.TheUT vertex (��;��)extracted usingthesem odes

isconsistentwith ourpreviousanalysisusingthePP m odes[8],and alsoagreeswith

otherm ethodswithin errors[36,47]. However,we note thata slightly largerweak

phase
 isfavored by ourglobalanalysis.

In the �tsto m odeswithoutinvolving the singletpenguin am plitudes,we note

thatthere aretwo setsofsolutionswith m inim al�2 values.In one set,the PP and

PV am plitudes have alm ost the sam e strong phases. In the other set,they have

alm ostopposite strong phases. The latterisfavored when one also includesm odes

involving the singletpenguin am plitudes. M oreover,we �nd in the lattercase that

the ratio CV =TV is about 0:6 - 0:7,sim ilar to the C=T ratio in the PP m odes.

Correspondingly,thePE W ;V and SV am plitudesareunexpectedly large.These facts

areseen to bea challengeto perturbativeapproaches.

W e point out that a set ofdecay m odes that involve only the QCD penguin

am plitude can be used to test our
avor SU(3) assum ption. Am ong those m odes,

the B s ! K �0K
0

and K
�0
K 0 m odes should be within the reach ofthe LHCb and

Tevatron Run-IIexperim ents.

W e also m ention the persistentproblem sthatthe CP rate di�erencesin B 0 !

�� �+ and in B 0 ! �� K + do notfollow ourexpectation from factorization and that

the observed branching ratio ofB + ! �+ �0 is too large to be accom m odated in

ourapproach. FurtherinvestigationsofB(B 0 ! K �0�0)and A C P (B
0 ! K �0�)are

required.

Based on ourbest�ts,wecalculateallobservablesin theB ! V P decays.The

partforB s decaysisparticularly usefulbecause currently no such observableshave

been observed yetand ourresultsserveaspredictionsto becom pared with.
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M ode BR (�10�6 ) A C P S

�� �+ 16:57� 4:18 (�0:08) �0:038� 0:041 (2:630) 0:070� 0:166 (�0:843)

�+ �� 7:32� 1:98 (0:21) 0:024� 0:072 (�1:363) 0:084� 0:160 (�0:187)

�0�0 1:91� 0:79 (0:19) 0:259� 0:148 (�) 0:115� 0:249 (�)

�+ �0 11:12� 2:99 (�0:15) �0:026� 0:128 (0:415) �

�0�+ 8:27� 2:42 (0:41) �0:192� 0:099 (0:977) �

�0� 1:87� 0:64 (�) 0:109� 0:153 (�) �0:336� 0:199 (�)

�0�0 0:52� 0:15 (�) �0:396� 0:291 (�) �0:587� 0:222 (�)

�+ � 7:16� 2:03 (�0:26) 0:165� 0:103 (�0:502) �

�+ �0 3:79� 0:98 (1:63) �0:071� 0:240 (0:110) �

!�0 2:82� 0:99 (�) 0:293� 0:132 (�) �0:094� 0:216 (�)

!�+ 7:02� 2:23 (�0:25) 0:020� 0:075 (�0:993) �

!� 1:27� 0:51 (�) �0:016� 0:179 (�) �0:360� 0:227 (�)

!�0 0:76� 0:25 (�) �0:624� 0:285 (�) �0:511� 0:302 (�)

��0 0:02� 0:01 (�) 0 (�) 0 (�)

��+ 0:04� 0:02 (�) 0 (�) �

�� 0:01� 0:01 (�) 0 (�) 0 (�)

��0 0:01� 0:00 (�) 0 (�) 0 (�)

�K �0K 0 0:52� 0:05 (�) 0 (�) �

K �0 �K 0 0:31� 0:04 (�) 0 (�) �

�K �0K + 0:55� 0:05 (0:67) 0 (�) �

K �+ �K 0 0:33� 0:04 (�) 0 (�) �

�� K + 9:21� 1:04 (�0:61) 0:082� 0:089 (1:128) �

�0K 0 5:06� 1:10 (0:36) �0:041� 0:045 (0:072) 0:766� 0:052 (�0:598)

�+ K 0 6:70� 0:74 (0:90) 0 (�0:706) �

�0K + 4:02� 0:82 (�0:44) 0:382� 0:126 (0:398) �

! �K 0 4:62� 1:01 (0:63) 0:033� 0:048 (1:690) 0:700� 0:054 (�1:040)

!K + 6:64� 1:27 (0:13) 0:029� 0:092 (�0:190) �

�K 0 7:43� 1:21 (0:79) 0 (1:533) 0:737� 0:043 (�1:699)

�K + 7:96� 1:30 (0:53) 0 (0:773) �

K �0�0 13:85� 4:76 (�16:36) �0:294� 0:078 (1:201) �

K �+ �� 9:57� 0:72 (0:66) �0:019� 0:057 (�2:104) �

K �0�+ 11:14� 0:77 (�1:43) 0 (�0:339) �

K �+ �0 7:09� 3:11 (�0:08) �0:151� 0:164 (0:660) �

K �0� 16:72� 2:44 (�0:82) 0:162� 0:049 (0:560) �

K �0�0 4:16� 1:56 (�0:30) 0:159� 0:150 (�0:954) �

K �+ � 17:30� 2:58 (1:25) 0:070� 0:064 (�0:837) �

K �+ �0 4:34� 1:64 (0:28) �0:027� 0:228 (0:933) �

Table 5: Predicted B u;d decay observables in Schem e (2B).Num bersin the parentheses

are the pullsoftheory predictionsfrom the currentexperim entaldata.
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M ode BR (�10�6 ) A C P S

�0� 0:21� 0:14 (�) �0:156� 0:123 (�) �0:731� 0:092 (�)

�0�0 0:42� 0:26 (�) �0:156� 0:123 (�) �0:731� 0:092 (�)

�� K + 6:71� 1:81 (�) 0:024� 0:072 (�) �

�0 �K 0 0:24� 0:10 (�) �0:128� 0:773 (�) 0:926� 0:283 (�)

!� 0:07� 0:06 (�) 0:243� 0:234 (�) �0:624� 0:195 (�)

!�0 0:13� 0:12 (�) 0:243� 0:234 (�) �0:624� 0:195 (�)

! �K 0 0:27� 0:14 (�) 0:302� 0:629 (�) �0:856� 0:331 (�)

��0 2:80� 1:80 (�) �0:250� 0:121 (�) �0:451� 0:131 (�)

�� 2:35� 1:53 (�) �0:073� 0:142 (�) �0:341� 0:174 (�)

��0 8:47� 2:55 (�) 0:096� 0:061 (�) �0:626� 0:054 (�)

� �K 0 0:44� 0:07 (�) 0 (�) 0 (�)

K �� �+ 15:21� 3:83 (�) �0:038� 0:041 (�) �

�K �0�0 4:27� 1:36 (�) �0:064� 0:146 (�) �

�K �0� 3:26� 0:93 (�) 0:730� 0:108 (�) �

�K �0�0 1:99� 0:47 (�) �0:794� 0:191 (�) �

K �� K + 7:79� 0:86 (�) 0:073� 0:079 (�) �

K �+ K � 8:79� 0:66 (�) �0:018� 0:054 (�) �

�K �0K 0 5:74� 0:63 (�) 0 (�) �

K �0 �K 0 9:54� 0:66 (�) 0 (�) �

Table 6:Predicted B s decay observablesin Schem e(2B).Num bersin theparenthesesare

the pullsoftheory predictionsfrom the currentexperim entaldata.
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