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Abstract

We investigate rare semileptonic B — K*¢*{~ by looking at the long distance con-
tributions. Our analysis is limited to the very small values of physical accessible
range of invariant mass of the leptonic couple ¢?. We show that the light quarks loop
has to be accounted for, along with the charming penguin contribution, in order to
accurately compute the ¢?-spectrum in the Standard Model. Such a long distance
contribution may also play a role in the analysis of the lepton flavour universality
violation in this process.

In the Standard Model the Flavour-Changing Neutral Current (FCNC) processes are
sensitive probes of New Physics (NP) because they arise at loop level and are further
suppressed by GIM mechanism. A reliable calculation of the process in the framework
of the Standard Model is the first step to highlight effects of NP. The next one consists
in comparing the hopefully precise measurements with the theoretical calculations.
For a thorough review on the subject we address the reader to the recent paper [I]
and the exhaustive bibliography therein. Hereinafter we will discuss one possible
Long Distance (LD) contribution to the exclusive process B — K*/*{~ which in
principle is Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) suppressed. We start discussing
the e? corrections to the effective Hamiltonian responsible, in the Standard Model,
of the B — K®¢+¢~ decay, then we evaluate them.
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The effective Hamiltonian for AB = —AS = 1 in the Standard Model responsible
of the rare transition b — s¢*¢~ can be written in terms of a set of local operators
[2]:
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where G is the Fermi constant and V;; are elements of the CKM mixing matrix. The
operators O;, written in terms of quark, photon and gluon fields, and can be found
for example in Ref. [3] and the H"%? contains the operators O; with i = 1,...,6, H*
contains the operators Oy and O;9 whereas H” contains 07.|I| In our calculation the
main role is played by the operators O; with i € {1,2,7,9,10} which we report here
for convenience
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The greek letters are colour indices and, as usual, br/;, = (&%) b, and o" =

%[’y“, 7). F,., denotes the electromagnetic field strength tensor and e is the electro-
magnetic charge.

From here on we shall focus on the B — K*{*{~ process. In Ref [4] we will
systematically analyse the processes containing the K and the K*.

There are two class of contributions to the B — K*¢* ¢~ the first one comes
from the semileptonic part of the effective Hamiltonian, i.e. the operators Oy and
O10. In this case the amplitude factors out

Asp(B — K" 0507) = (K" €70 | H" |B) =
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i=9,10

10g is the analogous Oy for the gluon fields.



and it can be written in terms of form factors (e.g. those in Ref. [5], our choice
hereafter). This is called the short distance (SD) part of the total amplitude of
the process: the hadronic contribution is incorporated in the form factors while the
perturbative corrections in the Wilson coefficients (for them we use the same values
in [5]).

Moreover, at the same order in e, i.e. €2, the amplitude contains the contribution
of the hadronic effective Hamiltonian multiplied by the QED interaction twice. An
amplitude different from zero is obtained when the former interaction produces the
leptonic pair in the final state and the latter one factors an hadronic current out:
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H*(p,p') is essentially a non-local term and we call it LD contribution to the de-
cay process although, as discussed recently for example in [6], the hadronic matrix
element H(p,p’) contains a factorizable part. We shall clarify this point. In (4))
¢ = (p—p)? and j;™ = ¥, Qq §yuq- By considering the CKM matrix elements and
the strength of the Wilson coefficients we can conclude that the leading contribution
to H will come from the operators O; and O, in the effective Hamiltonian propor-
tional to V4V ~ Vi V% and so the T-product is different from zero if and only if
I = Qccyyc: the contribution of these terms is commonly called the charm-loop
effect. In other words:

M= Q. [ diye™ (K ()| Tely)r ely) (C101(0) + C20:(0) [Bp) - (5)

The analysis, in QCD -factorization, of the non-local term in the previous equation
was done in [7] where the LD contribution results to be essentially proportional to
the factorizable part, i.e. our Agp. A systematic study of H* can be read in [8] where
the authors show how to generalize the approach in [7] to the low-¢* region. The
state-of-the-art of these calculations can be found in Ref. [9]. Due to the difficulties
to reliable estimate the LD contribution, a different approach relies on the use of
data-driven methods to account for the theoretical uncertainties and to quantify
possible deviations from the Standard Model [10]. All these papers are devoted to
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the charm loop contribution. Hereinafter we shall study a contribution which is
CKM suppressed although it gives, at very small ¢2, a contribution comparable to
the short distance one. At this aim, the four quarks operators are

o = (5La7"bra)(Trsyuurs) ,
Oé“) = (SpaY"brp)(ULsvutica) (6)

and H* is different from zero for the ji™ = Q, uy,u:

HOM = Q, [ dye™ (K" ()| Taly)y*uly) (G108 (0) + C08”(0)) [BW)) ;- (7)
in Fig. |Ifone can find the Feynman graph of the T-product in Eq. while in Fig.
a possible mesonic graph, the one we shall consider hereaftelﬂ. We stress that this
is just one of the possible hadronic terms representing H(* and so our calculation
is just an estimation of one non-factorizable, LD contribution to the one in Eq..
Unless expressely stated in a theorem, we rule out the hypothesis that summing up
several of such contributions would conjure in a global cancellation.
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Figure 1: The Feynman graph obtained by doing the T-product in Eq.

The calculation of the triangle graph in Fig. is straightforward. We consider
the weak transition B~ — K~ w followed by the electromagnetic one w — 7%y.
The meson-loop is closed by the K*-K-7% strong vertex, gxg+r, computed by the
K* — K7° decay. The analysis of the B~ — K~ w transition was done, for example,
in Ref. [I1] where the contribution of the charming penguins was accounted for

2The graph obtained by interchanging w and 7 mesons is suppressed by the off-shellness of both
the w meson in the t channel and the K-K*-w coupling.
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Figure 2: Hadronic representation of one of the contributions coming from the graph in Fig.

.

to improve the factorization approximation prediction. In particular, the branching
ratio of B~ — K~ w is enhanced by the charming penguin contribution of about
one order of magnitude; our prediction [11], Br(B~ — K w) = 6.19 x 107%, is in
excellent agreement with the PDG average Br(B~ — K w) = (6.5 + 0.4) x 1076
[12]. In Ref. [I1] the so called charming penguins, discussed for the first time in [13],
are evaluated by considering the charm rescattering into the charmless two body
final state, i.e., for example, B — D Dy — K w (cfr also [14} 15} 16, [17]).

The last ingredient of the calculation is the w — 7y transition. The radiative decays
of the light vector and axial-vector mesons have been systematically studied in Ref.
[18] in the framework of chiral Lagrangian written in terms of the Goldstone boson
octet and the nonet of light vector mesons. The electromagnetic form factor relevant
to the w — 7¢*¢~ has been obtained in Ref. [I9], where the case with ¢ = e, u has
been considered. It is worth noting that the corresponding widths differ of about one
order of magnitude due to the deep decreasing form factor at small dilepton invariant
mass. In fact, experimentally, we have Br(w — n%Te™) = (7.7 £ 0.6) x 10~* and
Br(w — mutp) = (1.34 £ 0.18) x 10~* [12].

Schematically, the LD amplitude can be written as

AppOvices 00, 00) = — 3 AB = Kw(\) x

2
Awshy

A(Kw(Ao) = K (A )7 (M) Al (A) = (o)l (00-)),  (8)

where \’s and o’s are the vector particle and fermion polarizations, respectively.
Whereas, the weak decay of B into Kw and the rescattering amplitude can be recast
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as follows:
A(B - KW()‘UJ)) = 9YBKw (pK +pw) '6*()‘w)v (9)
N . 1 y2r tmaz  (t
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AW (Ay) = (00 )l (00-)) = e T (00-) (7 - €5(Ay) ves (00+), (11)

being ¢ the euclidean p, azimuth (z-axis) and t = (px+ — px)* = (P — q)*} Here

furo is the electromagnetic form factor computed in [19], gpk, contains the weak
coupling and the CKM matrix elements, u and v are Dirac spinors. Our knowledge of
the f,.o electromagnetic form factor is dictated by the physical range of the w — 70~*
transition, [4m?, (my,—mx)?], and, accordingly, our results are valid in the same range
of the diletpton invariant mass. The raising behavior of the branching ratios is due
to the p meson pole in the f, o electromagnetic form factor. Due to the pseudoscalar
nature of the B meson, only the longitudinal polarization of the w meson contributes
to the amplitude; furthermore, after integrating on the azimuth angle (¢), the positive
(negative) K* meson polarization selectively couples to the negative (positive) ~*
polarization (while the «* longitudinal polarization is ruled out by the w-vy*-m Levi-
Civita coupling). In Fig. [3the differential branching ratio dBr(B — K*(*¢~);p/dq?
(in unit of 1077) is plotted vs ¢>. The long distance part of the branching ratio is,
in the three different cases m, = (0,m.,m,) (with colors orange, green and blue,
respectively), of the same order of magnitude of the short distance part as we shall
see later. In this range of ¢? the difference between the electron and the muon
case in the w — 7% T¢~ leads to a small lepton flavour violation. In fact, the
branching ratios evaluated in this range of ¢ give Br(B — K*ete™)p = 2.0 x 1077
and Br(B — K*(T(7)rp = 1.9 x 1077 this effect which is not related to any new
interaction violating the lepton flavor universality fakes the violation.

In order to understand to what extent the long distance contribution to B —
K*{*¢~ can affect both the branching ratio and the lepton flavour universality vio-
lation, it is necessary to compute the short distance amplitude, i.e. the amplitude
in Eq. (3). We employ the set of form factors calculated in Ref [5] and evaluate the
dBr(B — K*(T(7)/dq* with lepton finite mass in the final state. In Fig. 4| we plot

3%min (tmaz) corresponds to t when the euclidean p,, colatitude 6 equals 0 (7).



the short distance differential branching ratio alone for the case of m, = 0 in orange,
mg = m, in green and m, = m,, in blue; it is worth noting that the first two curves

overlap exactly (although not analytically).
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Figure 3: B — K*{*{~ long distance differential branching ratios as a function of the dilepton
invariant mass squared. Units are GeV~2, while colors refer to m, = 0 case in orange (dashed),
me = m, in green (dotted) and my = m,, in blue (solid).

The figures @ show that the long distance contribution (in orange) is of the
same order of magnitude of the short distance one regardless of the lepton flavor.
The long distance contribution in all cases increases approaching the (m,, — m,)?
upper limit for ¢* because of the pole dominance of the form factor f,,0. The blue
regions represent the band of values of the total differential branching ratios: the
lower (upper) curves refer to the constructive (distructive) interference between the
short and the long distance contributions. For each ¢ the width of the band can
be considered as an estimation of the theoretical error on the differential branching
ratio calculation. In table [1| the partial branching ratios and Rk, i.e. evaluated in
the limited dilepton mass squared range [4mi, (my, — my)?], are collected to point
out the amount of the long distance contribution: it is clear that, in the region of ¢?
studied, the long distance contribution increase the tension with the experimental
data on Rg~. In fact, the measurement of R+ in the smallest range was done by
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Figure 4: B — K*{T¢~ short distance differential branching ratios as a function of the dilepton
invariant mass squared. Units are GeV~2, while colors refer to m, = 0 case in orange (dashed),
my = me in green (dotted) and my = m,, in blue (solid).

LHCD collaboration [20]
Ry = 0.66070 50 £ 0.024 (2m,)? < ¢* < 1.1GeV? . (12)

Moreover, the BELLE collaboration presented the following preliminary result [21]
obtained by averaging over B° and B*:

R+[0.045,1.1] = 0.5275:3¢ 4 0.05. (13)
These values have to be compared to the SM predictions [22]
R =0.906 4 0.028 (2m,)? < ¢* < 1.1GeV? | (14)

which is consistent with our value of R~ by considering SD contribution alone. The
inclusion of the LD term increases our prediction of Rg~.

Before concluding, it is essential to emphasize that the contribution we have
calculated cannot be rewritten in terms of the SD amplitude because it is essentially
a rescattering and so the Lorentz couplings are different from the ones in Eq. .
This entails that it cannot be estimated by fitting data to the shifts of the Wilson
coefficients Cy and 'y with respect to the Standard Model values.



3
I
10

25 [T T T i
20l i
) 15+ B
S i 1
e i ]
x 10+ //// -
ol & [ R i
Tl T L il
5- .
oL i
C | 1

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04

9 (GeV?)

Figure 5: B — K*{T¢~ total differential branching ratios as a function of the dilepton invariant
mass squared when m, = 0 (units are GeV~2). Colors refer to the short distance contribution in
green, the long distance contribution in orange, while the combination of both contributions spans
an area in blue (upper thin bound corresponds to the difference, lower thick one to the sum).

In conclusion, in this letter we have estimated the LD contribution of the light
quark loop to the B — K*¢*(~ with my, € {m.,m,}. We have focused on a specific
hadronic rescattering channel: B — Kw — K*(*{~. The calculations have been
performed in the range of the dilepton mass squared [4mi, (my, — mﬂ)z}, where our
hadronic representation of the quark loop is reliable. The LD contribution increases
the branching ratios of about a factor 2.5 with respect to the SD results. Our findings
also indicate a change in the ratio Rg-.

SO LD SD+LD SD-LD
me = 0,m, (x1077) 1.333 2.028 2.837 3.885
me=m, (x1077)  1.190 1.919 2.609 3.609
Rk~ 0.893 0.946 0.920 0.929

Table 1: Branching ratios and Ry« computed in the dilepton mass squared range [4mi, (e —my)?]
as a function of lepton mass (my) and along with selected amplitude contributions (SD,LD and
combinations thereof).
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Figure 6: B — K*¢*t¢~ total differential branching ratios as a function of the dilepton invariant
mass squared when m, = m, (units are GeV~2). Colors refer to the short distance contribution in
green, the long distance contribution in orange, while the combination of both contributions spans
an area in blue (upper thin bound corresponds to the difference, lower thick one to the sum).
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