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Abstract

Within the perturbative QCD approach and ignoring the débations of long distance and subleading penguin loops,
we investigates® — DOut i~ decay in the large recoiling kinematic region in the Stadddodel. At the tree level,
B° decays taD? by exchanging & boson accompanied by a virtual photon emission from thenealguarks of
B and D° meson, then the virtual photon decays to the lepton pair. éisally, we find that the branching ratio
decreases rapidly as thé increases, and the branching ratioRS — Doutpu—is (9.7f‘31:§) x 105 in the region
s [1,5] Ge\2. The order of the branching ratio shows a possibility to gtiis interesting channel in the curreht
factories and the Large Hadron Collider. The precise erpantal data will help us to test the factorization approach

and the QCD theory, in general.
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Over the past few years when studying the semileptonic decB® meson, people always pay much attention
on exclusive processés— (K,K*, 1, p)¢"¢~ and inclusive processés— X, ;¢ ¢~ as well as similar decay modes,
which are induced by the flavor changing neutral curbents¢™¢~ or b — d¢* ¢~ . In these processes, the leptons are
always generated from either a photon &f hoson with loop diagrams, so that these decay processesresiglered
as good choices of testing the Standard Model (SM) and pgobassible new physics signals. Recent review in
detail is referred to Refs[J[L] 2] 3]. In fact when we study deeaysB — (K,K*,m,p)¢1¢~, the weak annihilation
contributions are usually ignored since they are regardéetsuppressed by (Aocp/ms) [4]. Therefore, we think
that it is of urgent interest to explore the pure annihilatigpe semileptoni® meson decays, in whicti(Agcp/mg)
effects are the main contribution. Still due to suppresesiofi(Agcp/mg), most of these decays have small branching
ratios, and cannot be observed in the current BaBar and Betleriments. However, for some special decays, such
asB® — DOut -, its branching ratio can be enhanced by large Wilson coefftsi In this work, we consider the
observables of the dec#y — D+t u— theoretically. Compared with the masskfneson, both the masses of muon
and electron are very small, so the analysig_%f—> D% e is almost the same & — DOutpu.

In the SM forB® — DOu* i~ the muon pair can be generated from either a photonbason, however, the
latter case will be highly suppressed because of the weghlioguand the larg& mass. Therefore, we only consider
the process where the lepton pair is generated from a vipiiaton. In the full theory, there are three possible
contributions to this decay, and we draw the Feynman diagiarfig.[1. In the first case, shown in diagram 1@9),
decays taD® + J /¢ by exchanging & boson and generating pair from the vacuum, in which thg/( decays to
lepton pair, which is so-called the resonant contributiBacause the modg® — D°+J/y(— £+¢~) has not been
observed yet, we will exclude this part of contributior, Fig. 1(a), by carrying out our investigation in a certain
kinematics regiong® < mf/w. The virtual photon can also be generated by the penguiratmé};y or 0‘7’y, which is
shown in diagram 1(b), with the Wilson coefficignit. Since this operator is from the loop suppressed flavor dhgng
neutral current, the value @f; is much smaller than those of the coefficie@is of tree operators, and thus only
marginally affecting our numerical estimates. Thereftine,contribution of diagram 1(b) has been neglected safely
in this work. In diagram 1(c), th8 meson decays to & meson by exchanging& boson, where the photon can be
emitted from either of the five crosses in diagram. When agrhis emitted from thé boson, the diagram will be
highly suppressed by the tW propagators and because of the laigenass. Therefore, we ignore this contribution
in our calculation, too. Since this process happens at tile &¢m;), the highly off-shelledV boson can be integrated

out and the effective theory could be used directly, as shaw#ig. 2.

Figure 1: The possible diagrams #®8? — D%+ ¢~, where the crosses stand for a virtual photon.



To make predictions clear, one requires the knowledge afiidteix elemen{Dy*|B), where the virtual photog*
decays to a lepton pair. Although the calculation of thisriras not trivial, it has been explored in many approaches,
such as the heavy quark effective thedry [5], the heavy lafital perturbation theory [6], the QCD factorization
approach[7] and the perturbative QCD (pQCD) approach [8ke8l ork; factorization, the pQCD approach [9)10] is
one of the theoretical instruments for handling such exatugecay modes. The concept of pQCD is the factorization
between soft and hard dynamics. In this approach, the qrerkierse momentukg is kept in order to eliminate the
end-point singularity. Because of inclusion of transversamenta, double logarithms from the overlap of two types
of infrared divergences, soft and collinear, are generateddiative corrections. The resummation of these double
logarithms leads to a Sudakov factor, which suppresseotigedistance contribution. Though there still exist few
controversied [11,12] on its feasibility, the predictidr@sed on the pQCD can accommodate experimental data well,
for example, see Ref_[13]. In this work, we will put the caversies aside and adopt this approach to our analysis.

In the SM, the effective Hamiltonian related to de@®y— D°¢* ¢~ is given [14] as:

g = \%vcbv;d [C1(1)O(11) + Co() O2(p) (1)

whereGry is the Fermi constant aid,V?; are the corresponding CKM matrix elemer@s.andO, are local operators,

which are defined as:

01 = (C_Gbﬁ)va(d_ﬁua)V—Aa

02 = (Caba)v-a(dpug)y_a - )

Herea, B are the color indicegg1¢2)v 4 = q1y*(1— y°)g2, andC; andC; are corresponding Wilson coefficients,
whose scale evolves fromy, to the factorization scale With the Hamiltonian in Eq[{1), we draw the diagram in
Fig.[2.

Now, we turn to discuss the dec§9 — DOut u~ in certain kinematic regions likésart < g° < Veng Whereg is
the momentum of thé" ¢/~ pair, VsartandVeng are the boundaries of the region. To guarantee our calounlatiiable,
we should choose the region whébeneson recoils fast and it can be treated on or nearly on thed@ne. In the rest
frame of B meson, the momenta #fandD mesons are defined in the light-cone coordinate as

mp =2 mp -
B 1.1,8)), pp="2(n+Vn2—Ln-n2-10.), 3

-

l+
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Figure 2: Diagram foB® — D/¢* ¢~ in the effective theory. The black boxes represent the &ffegertex.



with

m% + m% — Vend n < mg + Wl% — Vstart

4
2mpmp 2mpmp ®
For the light quarks iB andD mesons, we define their momenta as
mp n+vn?-1 7
k1 =(0,—=x1,k1,), kp=(—"=—x2mp,0,kp,), 5
1(\/§1u) 2= ( v 2mp,0,kz ) (5)

wherek, stands for the transverse momentum.
For the decayp® — DO/ ¢~ the amplitude will be factorized conventionally to a hadeguart and an electromag-
netic part. To make our expressions simple, we paramettréizbadronic matrix element with two contracted weak

vertices and one QED vertex as

<1e,g><—1>q Ueq)aV'a 50y _ 1y (o) p 4 fola®)pt. ©

wherefi(¢?) andf,(4?) are form factors, and their expressions are given by

TH = (D°|C;(1)0i()

A = i@+ fr(d®) + fs(@®) + frald®)

6% = 1065+ 22045 + f23(6%) + f24(¢) (7)

in which the second subscripts ff; correspond to the numbers of the crosses in[Rig. 2. Withipéneirbative QCD
approach, in the large recoiling regiofi; could be calculated at the leading order up to the leadingepofvip /mp.
The detailed expressions are given in Appefidix A. Unlikefthen factors of the charged current proc&Ss— D,
/1 and f> are complex numbers, which are caused by the annihilatiatharésm. Numerical results in the region
g% € [1Ge\?,5GeV?] show that both the real and imaginary partg:péire much larger than those £

With the functions defined above, the amplitude can be exprkas

= %mmr“[fwn = AP b5l + Fa T pol, ®)

and
P4 %%IVcbVMZ [11(a%) PS11+ 1 12(4P) PS22+ F1(4) f3(6%) S12+ f1(4%) fo(47)S 2] 9)

with
Su=Tr{( p1+my

pB(p2—mi) psl,

ps(p2—my) ppl,
( ) bs];
( ) b

)
S12=Tr[( p1+m)
)
) D] (10)

(
(
So1=Tr[( p1+m) pp(p2—m
So2=Tr[( p1+m) pp(p2—m
In the above functiong;; andp, are the momenta of the and/™* leptons respectively, and; is the lepton mass. In

the center of mass frame for the lepton pair, we dgfipandp’, as corresponding momentapf andp,,

(\/q_z/z,psine cos@, psin@sing, pcosh),

Ph
;o 2 . . .
py = (\/q_/z, —psin@cosp, —psin@sing, —pcosh), (112)



wherep is the magnitude of 3-component momentum phe- q2/4—m,2, 0] ¢] is the inclination [azimuth] coordinate

of [~. After the Lorentz transformation, one can get the expoessiorp; andp, as follows.

p1 = (vWq?/2—yBpcosh, psindcosy, psin@sing, —yB+/q?/2+ ypcosh),
p2 = (yWq?/2+yBpcosh, —psindcosy, —psinBsing, —yB+/q?/2 — ypcosh), (12)

mp ,72,1

wheref3 = T

andy = (1— B?)'/2. As a consequence, the expressionssfpwith i, j = 1,2 are given as

Si = mj(4mPcod 8+ ¢?sir0) [~1+ 2 (1482,
S12 = mpmp (4m1200529+6123in29) {—n—i—nyz(l—i-ﬁz)—I—ZBVZ\/ ’72_1} )
S21 = S12

Sp2 = md(4mZcod 6+ ¢2sin? 6) {—1+ v [—1+ 202+ B2 (202~ 1) +4Bn/n? — 1} } . (13)

The most important inputs of the calculation are hadronifigion amplitudes, namegg and ¢y, which contain
the nonperturbative effects in the mesons under the gegdg. Under the factorization frame, they are universal
guantities and can be constrained from well measured ddwynels. For th& meson distribution amplitude, we

adopt the model9]:

2 272
@ (x,b) = Npx*(1—x)?exp l—% <%> - ] : (14)
with the shape parametey = 0.40+ 0.05 GeV, which has been tested in many channels suéh-agtrm, K [10].

The normalization constand; is related to the decay constgfit= 190 MeV [9] by the normalization condition in

Eq. (I8). As forD meson, the distribution amplitude, determined in Ref] kybfitting, is

1 f6x(1—x)[L+Co(1—2x)]ex [ “’sz} (15)
= —= x(l—x — — ,
(7)) 26 D D p 5
whereCp = 0.5, w = 0.1. Both distribution amplitudes are normalized as:
1 S
d = M =B,D. 16
| vl = 57 M= 5. (16)
One can obtain the differential decay width by

dr VA g% — 4m?

L), (17)

dg?dcosfdp — 1024mm} 7°
— (2 2 2\2 _p4.2.2 ; i i
whereA = (m% +m? — ¢%)? — 4m2m?,. Integrating over the angle variables, we would obtaingheependance of

the decay width as well as the branching ratio. In Eg.l (178, ftctor/ qz—;gﬁz ensures that the branching ratio
atg? = 4m,2 vanishes, however, thg appearing in the denominator of the photon propagator gée®a pole-like
structure at the smadf® region. Since it is very difficult for the detector to obsefeptons with such a low energy,
we simply subtract the region with very smafl value. In addition, in order to avoid the pollution from lodigtance
contributions shown in Fig 1(a), we set the maximum valug?ais 5 GeV..

In Fig. [3, we present the behavior of the branching ratio if dlecay mode with 1 G/ 4% < 5 Ge\2. From

the figure, one can see that the value of the branching ratiedses rapidly as thg increases: aj> = 1 Ge\? the



dBR/dg’ Unit: 10°

q (b)

Figure 3: The dependence of the branching ratiB%f> DOut u~ with ¢2, andg? € [1,5/Ge\~.

value is 32 x 103, and it decreases ta@x 10 8 at4? = 5 Ge\~. By integrating the branching ratio ovef in the
region|[1,5] Ge\?, we obtain:

BR(B® — DUt ) = (9.7753) x 10°8, (18)

where the errors are mainly frofycp. The errors from the decay constant are not listed direwtiych are propor-
tional to the square of the decay constants. We here do rmtstishe uncertainties taken by CKM elements, simply
because they can be measured well in other decay channsde. t8ere only vector currents appear in the calculation,
there is no forward-backward asymmetry in this decay modbeatree level, so any apparent deviation from zero
would be the signal from new physics. The order of magnitwidéfanching ratio shows a possibility to study this
channel in present Belle, BaBar and LHC-b as well as futuige®a factories. The precise experimental data will
help us to test the factorization approach, and the QCD yhies®lf in general. We are pretty sure that future studies
on the decays will come soon from several other theoretjgat@aches, and the numerical estimates will be further
refined.

Finally, let us summarize our work. Within the pQCD appraask studied the exclusive rare decayB%—
DPuu~, which is pure annihilation type decay. Explicitly, we h@wand that the branching ratio (9.7Jj§:§) x 1076
and the forward-backward asymmetry is zero at the tree.l&vislclear that such an order of magnitude for branching

ratio could be well measured at the ongohfactories and Large Hadron Collider as well as future Supfaetories.
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A Appendix A: Relevant Functions

The definitions off; ; used in the text are presented in this appendix. These @urstian be calculated directly within
the perturbative QCD approach:

2 1 Aqgcp V6
fia(g®) = 4eb7TGerrmufD/0 dxl/o dblb1“2(t1)eXp[*SB(tl)}%(xl)(nzil) 5—Ho(\/D1b1)
x(ZmD(4n4—5r72—3n ’72_1+4’73\/’72_1+1)_mB(xl_Z)(2n3+2’72\/’72_1_\/’72_1_2’7))7
1 Aoco N
fo1(@®) = desmaenmafp [ dns [ dbrbraz(ts) expi-Ss(or) gnla )(,727 o(/Dib1)
x (mB(XrZ)(nZH? n2—1-1)+2mp(-2n°—2n? \/n271+\/n271+2n>),
2 1 Nqcp V6
fi2(¢) = 4€d7memmeD/ dn/ dbibraz(t2) expl—Sp(t2)|@s(x1) -5~
0 0 (n*—1)q
" %Ko(\/ngbl) whenD; > 0
£Ho(\/|D2|b1) whenD3, < 0
x (2mD(4n“—5r72—3n\/r72—1+4n3\/r72—1+1)+m3(x1—2)(2r73+2n2\/r72— —\/02—1—20))7
Fool®) = —AeymQenimplf /Aldx /AQCDdb braan(12) expl—S (12)] @ 1) s O
229 = d emmBD0 1 1b1a2(12 BZ(PBl(nz_l)qz
y LKo(v/D2b1) whenD; >0
;Ho(\/ |D2|b1) whenDy < 0
X(mB(XrZ)(nZH? ’72*1*1)+2'"D(2’73+2’72\/’72*1*\/’72*1*2’7))7
o V6
f13(g%) = —dec TTOIeleDfB/ dX2/ " dbabaan(13) expl— SD(f3)]§OD(X2)W
+Ko(+/D3bz) whenD3 >0 ( (
X 2mp | —2n°—2n2\/n2—1+/n?— 1+2n)
{ 5Ho(\/|D3lb2) whenD3 < 0
+mD< (4n*—5n2—-3n4/n2—1+4n3/n2—-1+1)—2(n%+n n2—1—1)))7
2 _ o [ _ _ Ve
f23(q°) = 4€c7TdemmeB/0 dxz/o dbaboa;(3) expl—Sp(13)] ¢ (x2) Ty
y 1Ko(v/D3bp) whenD3 >0
5Ho(\/|D3lb2) whenD3 < 0
><(2mB(’72+'7 n2—1—-1)+mp (xz(onsonZ\/nzflﬂ/nszZn)+2\/n2f1)),
1 ‘/\QCD iv3
fral@®) = ~demaemnnfs [ diz | dbzbzaz(M)eXp[—SD(t4)]‘PD(x2)+ (v/Dab2)
0 0 V2(n
x<2m3(203+2n2\/n2—1—\/n2—1—2n) +mp(x2 —2) (4n —5n —3n\/n2—1+4n3\/n2—1+1>>7
1 "Aaco .
f2a(@®) = —Aeumemmpfp /0 dxz /0 dbzbzaz(m)exp[SD(M)](PD(XZ)\[(% (V/Dabz)

X(meB(nzm nzflfl)fmu(xsz)(203+2n2\/n2717\/n27172n)), (19)

WhereH((,l> (z) = Jo(z) + iYo(z), andJo, Yo andKy are Bessel functions.



The expressions fdp; (i = 1,2,3,4) are given as

D1 = —md+mi+mpmpxi(n++/n2—1),

Dy = —mi(1—x1)—m3—mpmp[—2n +x1(n++/n?—1)],

D3 = —m% —i—m,z) + mpmpxa(N + m ),

Dy = —mb—2m}+mpmp(n—+/n2-1). (20)

The hard scale’s in the amplitudes are taken as the largest energy scaleeiinard kerneHy (or Ko): t; =
max(\/|D,-|, 1/b.,-) with j = 1 wheni = 1,2 andj = 2 wheni = 3,4.
FunctionsSp andSp, result from summing both double logarithms caused by dafirgcorrections and singular

ones due to the renormalization of ultra-violet divergersge, are defined as
Sa(t) = s(xrPy br) +2 / —vq(m, (21)
Sp(t) = s(x2Py ,b3) +2/ —Vq(lll), (22)

wheres(Q,b), so-called Sudakov factor, is given [n[10] as

s(Q.b) = /1Qdu H (2yg —1 —I092)+CF|og%}as(H/)

/b 1 T
67 ™ 10 2 ve ) [as(u)\?, 0

whereyg = 0.57722 - - is Euler constant, ang, = a,/is the quark anomalous dimension.
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