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Abstract

In this work, we investigate the form factors of the tramsitions B,y — Dg(2300), D%,(2317),
D;1(2460) and Dg1(2536) in the covariant light-front quark model (CLFQM), where these final
states are considered as P-wave excited charmed mesons. In order to obtain the form factors
for the physical transition processes, we need to extend these form factors from the space-like
region to the time-like region. The g?>-dependence for each transition form factor is also plotted.
Then, combined with those form factors, the branching ratios of the two-body nonleptonic decays
Bgy — DZ*S)O(2300, 2317)M, D41 (2460, 2536) M with M being a light pseudoscalar (vector) meson
or a charmed meson are calculated by considering the QCD radiative corrections to the hadronic

matrix elements with the QCD factorization approach. Most of our predictions are comparable to

the results given by other theoretical approaches and the present available data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we would like to study some of excited open-charm states, such as
D;(2300), D},(2317), D41(2460) and Dy (2536) in B(,) meson decays. As we know, D% (2317)
and Dy (2460) were first discovered by BaBar |I] and CLEO [2] in 2003, respectively. The
scalar charm-strange meson D7;(2317) was observed in the invariant mass distribution of
D" and the axial charm-strange meson Dj;(2460) was found in the invariant mass distri-
bution of D70 Dy(2300) as the SU(3) partner of Df(2317), called D}(2400) in the past,

E] in the three-body B decay BY — D~ 7ntx™ in 2004. Another

axial charm-strange meson with J¥ = 17 D,;(2536) was first observed in the D’y invariant

was discovered by Belle

mass spectrum M] in 1987.

Previous researches suggest that the masses of the resonants D%,(2317) and Dy (2460) are
just several tens MeV below the threshold of DK and D* K, respectively. Furthermore, they
are much lower than those given by the quark model [5]. Some abnormal properties induce
that these two states are difficult to be interpreted as conventional ¢s mesons. Therefore,
many authors consider them as the D®) K molecular states EB], the compact tetraquark
states ], the chiral partners of the ground state D' mesons @, ] and the states
of ¢s mixed with four-quark states |20, Iil]] However, if considering the coupled channel
effects and the fact that there are no additional states around the quark model predicted

‘j . As

to the D§(2300) state, except the low mass puzzle, where the observed mass of D{(2300)
, ] is bellow the predictions from the quark model about 100 MeV B, ], there exists
the SU(3) mass hierarchy puzzle, that is the masses of Dj(2300) and D?,(2317) are almost
equal to each other. These puzzles have triggered many studies on their inner structures: In
Refs. , @], the authors pointed out that the four-quark structure can explain the data
measured by Belle |3] and BaBar [32], but not for that measured by FOCUS @] Another
group authors solved these puzzles within the framework of unitarized chiral perturbation
theory (UChPT) M] and considered that there exist two states in the D(2300) energy
E], where the lighter one named as D§(2100) is the SU(3) partner of the D%,(2317),

the heavier one is a member of a different multiplet. Certainly, other authors also eﬁﬁlained
|. The

axial charm—stranﬁmeson D,;(2536) has been confirmed and studied in the B, meson

masses, these two states can be interpreted as P-wave charm-strange mesons

region
D§(2300) as a mixture of two and four-quark states [21] or the bound state of D
decays by BaBar [41], Belle [42] and LHCb [43]. Its measurements of mass and width are
consistent with the theoretical expectations as a charm-strange meson with JZ = 17, As
we know that the QCD Lagrangian is invariant under the heavy flavor and spin rotation in

the heavy quark limit. For the heavy mesons, the heavy quark spin S can decouple from

the other degrees of freedom. Then Sg and the total angular momentum of the light quark



j become good quantum numbers. It is natural to label Dy;(2460) and D,;(2536) by the
quantum numbers L?, with j(L) being the total (orbital) angular momentum of the light
quark, that is Pll/ % and Pf / ? denoted as Di{z and DZ’P, respectively. Since the heavy quark

symmetry is not exact, the two 17 states D,;(2460) and Dy (2536) can mix with each other
through the following formula M]

1D,1(2460)) = |DY?) cost, + |D**) sin b,
1D,1(2536)) = —|DX?) sin6, + |D?/?) cos ;. (1)

While the states D;f and D§{2 are expected to be a mixture of states ' Dy; and 2Dy, with

JPY¢ = 1%+ and 17, respectively,

2 1
D) = \/;|le1>+\/;\@31>,
1 2
D) = \@PDSQ - \/;\31)31). (2)

Combining Eq. (Il) and Eq. (@), one can find that

|D.1(2460)) = |'Dy1) sin) — |*Dy;) cos 6,
|D41(2536)) = |'Dy1) cos@ + |2 Dy;) sin 6, (3)

where 0 = 0, + 35.3° ]

Using the manifestly covariant of the Bethe-Salpeter (BS) approach , ], Jaus, Choi,
Ji and Cheng et al. @,@] put forward the CLFQM around 2000. This approach provides
a systematic way to explore the zero-mode effects, which are just canceled by involving
the spurious contributions being proportional to the lightlike four-vector w = (0,2,0,), at
the same time the covariance of the matrix elements being restored ] Up to now the
CLFQM has been used extensively to study the weak and radiative decays, as well as the
features of some exotic hadrons H |. In this work, we will employ the CLFQM to evalu-
ate the B,y — Dg(2300), D%(2317), D41(2460), D, (2536) transition form factors, then the
branching ratios of the relevant decays are calculated. In our calculations these hadrons are
regarded as ordinary meson states. Compared with the future experimental measurements,
our predictions are helpful to clarify the inner structures of these four hadrons.

The arrangement of this paper is as follows: In Section II, an introduction to
the CLFQM and the expressions for the form factors of the transitions By —
D§(2300), D%,(2317), D41(2460), D41 (2536) are presented. Then the branching ratios of
the B, meson decays with one of these considered P-wave excited charm sates in-
volved are calculated under the QCD factorization approach, where the vertex correc-

tions and the hard spectator-scattering corrections are considered. In Section III, the

3



numerical results of the transition form factors and their ¢?-dependence are presented.
Then, combined with the transition form factors, the branching ratios of the decays
By = D(,)((2300,2317) M, D41 (2460,2536) M with M being a light pseudoscalar (vector)
meson or a charmed meson are calculated. In addition, detailed numerical analysis and
discussion, including comparisons with the data and other model calculations, are carried

out. The conclusions are presented in the final part.

II. FORMALISM
A. The Covariant Light-Front Quark Model

Under the covariant light-front quark model, the light-front coordinates of a momentum
p are defined as p = (p~,p*,p1) with p* = p° + p, and p? = pTp~ — p?. If the momenta

of the quark and antiquark with mass m'l(”) and my in the incoming (outgoing) meson are

denoted as pll(”) and py, respectively, the momentum of the incoming (outgoing) meson with
mass M'(M") can be written as P’ = p}| 4+ po(P" = p} +p2). Here, we use the same notation
as those in Refs. [48,51] and M’ refers to mp for B meson decays. These momenta can be

related each other through the internal variables (z;,p’ )
p/lJ,rz = x172p/+= pi,u = 371,2Pi + pla (4)

with 1 + 29 = 1. Using these internal variables, we can define some quantities for the

incoming meson which will be used in the following calculations:

/2 2 2 2
+m +m ~
MR = (¢ +e)? =211 (I M('):\/M62—(m’l—m2)2,

X1 X2

/ 2 /2
0 _ \/ 02 2 e ) My my+pT .
€Z m,l +pJ_+pz7 pz 2 21'2M(/] ) ( )

where the kinetic invariant mass of the incoming meson M| can be expressed as the energies
of the quark and the antiquark el(-'). It is similar to the case of the outgoing meson.
The form factors of the transitions B — D ' and B — Dy (i = 1,3) ? induced by the

LTt is similar for the transition B — DZ,. From now on, we will use D and D%, to represent Dg(2300)
and D?,(2317), respectively for simplicity.

2 We will use Dg; and D’ to represent Dg;(2460) and D1(2536), respectively. The form factors of the
transitions B — Dy and B — D’; can be obtained from those of the transitions B — 1Dy and
B — 3Dy through Eq. (@).



7

P’ P/ P//

—Do

FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for B decay (left) and transition (right) amplitudes, where P'(") is
the incoming (outgoing) meson momentum, pll(//) is the quark momentum, po is the antiquark

momentum and X denotes the vector or axial vector transition vertex.

vector and aixal-vector currents are defined as

(D5 (P AN B(P)) = i [ue(®) Pt u_(d)ay] (6)
("Dt (P".) |4 B(P)) =~ 4(a)epwp=™ P*e". (7)
("Da (P Vi B(P)) = i{l@)es+e PPecld) +aue-(@)]}. ()

In calculations, the Bauer-Stech-Wirbel (BSW) M] transition form factors are more fre-
quently used and defined by

2 2 2 2
. my — M- BD* mp — M- BD*

(Dg (P") AL B(P')) = (Pu - TMM) F0(d?) + TOqHFO “(¢%), 9)

i * . ) x1,B 'Dyy (2 e P B Dy (.2

("Dgy (P",e") V| B(P)) = —Z{(mB—mesl)EMVl ' (q )—mpuvz " (%)

e*- P B Dy (.2 B Dy (.2
—2m:p = g V2P (@) = v P ()] (10)
[ * 1 *U D i

('Dat (P, ") [ A4 B(P') = ——————cuuase™ Pq" A% P (¢?), (1)

B mp — T)’MDS1
where P = P+ P”,q = P' — P”, and the convention €y23 = 1 is adopted.
To smear the singularity at ¢> = 0 in Eq. (@), the relations V¥ P=1(0) = V{# "P1(0) are
required, and

i mp — M i mp + mi i
Vi PG = T P ) = =5 P ), (12)
v sl 4 sl

These two kinds of form factors are related to each other via

FP) = —u), B ) = —unl @) = g (@), (13)
AP Pa(@) = (g — i, Jalg?). VP P g?) = - (14)

VP PG) = (= mep, )es (00, V3 PG = VPP (@) = e (). (1)




The light-front wave functions (LFWFs) are needed in the form factor calculations. Although
the LEFWF's can be derived from solving the relativistic Schrodinger equation theoretically,
it is difficult to obtained their exact solutions in many cases. Consequently, we will use the

phenomenological Gaussian-type wave functions in this work,

3
S0/ _ 90/ (l’ p/ ) —4 l 4 dplz exp pz ‘I’p
2P e ds 26/2 ’

2 dp’, ees
¢, = ¢ (12,p)) = \/ﬁw’, rrd xlxleé, (16)

where the parameter 5’ describes the momentum distribution and is approximately of order

Agep- Tt can be usually determined by the decay constants through the following analytic

expressions [48, [51],
Nc 2,/ th* !
fs = 1673 drad™p 122 (M/2O_ M62)4 (miyzy —maty), (17)
N, h
_ c d d2 / Dgsy
f3D31 47T3M' / ) pLzzle (M/2 _ M62)
m) —m
X [leéz —m, (my +my) — Pt — 1,7217&2] ; (18)
3Dsl
N, h', m; —m
. = daod?p', Dt L2y 19
f Ds1 A3 M / T2 109 (M/z _ M62) < wllel pr|, ( )

where m/, and my represent the constituent quarks of the states D, 3D, and 'Dy;. The
decay constants can be obtained through experimental measurements for the purely leptonic

decays or theorical calculations. The explicit forms of A/, are given by [51]

2 1’1113'2 1 ]\4/2
/DS - \/gh/BDsl = (M/2 M/z) \/_M/ 2\/_M090p7 (20>

Ill’g 1

N, Ve

Wip, = (M* — M) (21)

B. Form factors

For the general B — M transitions with M being a scalar or axial-vector meson B], the

decay amplitude at the lowest order is

N, Hy (HY,)
BM 3 Ve 4 BM
MET = (2m)4 /dp NN, N{NJ'N, S (22)
where N{(") = p'l(")2 — '(") ,Ny = p? — m2 arise from the quark propagators. For our

: " BD; B! 5
considered transitions B — Dj and B — "Dy, Dy, the traces S, °, S5, Pst and S+
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can be directly obtained by using the Lorentz contraction as follows

i = Tr (6] +mi) vuvs (65 +mi) s (= po +ma)], (23)
Sflesl _ (Sngsl _Slesl)
ny
1
- (‘Wwa’—pz)y) 95 (81 + ) (o = u35) (5 + ) 25 (= ot ma)|, (24)
L lel
SEVSDsl _ (S‘E/J‘*Dsl _SESDsl)
g
= Tr <7u—W(pi’—pz)u> Vs (B +mY) (v = vuv5) (B +m1) vs (= p2+ma)| . (25)
L 3D31

To calculate the amplitudes for the transition form factors, we need the Feynman rules

for the meson-quark-antiquark vertices (iI};), which are listed as

iy = —iHp;, (26)
. , 1
ZF,BDsl - _ZH/3DS1 /7/»‘ + 1177 (pll - p2)u] 5, (27)
L 3l)sl
. R I B
ZF 1D 1 = _ZHlel / (pl - p2>“ /75 (28)
L 1Dsl

In practice, we employ the light-front decomposition of the Feynman loop momentum and
integrate out the minus component using the contour method. Then additional spurious

contributions being proportional to the light-like four-vector @ = (0,2,0,) will appear.
While they can be eliminated by including the zero-mode contributions in a proper way. If
the covariant vertex functions are not exhibit singularity during integration, the transition
amplitudes will capture the singularities in the antiquark propagators. The specific rules for
the p~ integration have been derived in Refs. , |, and the relevant ones are summarized

in Appendix A. The integration then leads to

N o RO — g ( M2 _ M(/](/oz) 7
My = Wy Hjy = 1y
Wy, — wj, (for the states *D,; and 'D,),
4,0 2,
i Hsis™ — —in [ %{iﬁi oS (29)
where
A L RN NV w8 i 2] (30)
my — Mo 1 L2

with p'| = p/| —x9q, and M/
given in Eq. (20) and Eq. (ZI)).

\/ M2 — (m!/ —my)*. The explicit forms of h%, have been



Using Eq. [20)-Eq. (B0) and taking the integration rules given in Refs. @, H], the
form factors Fy" % (q?), Fy 0 (q?) and APP<1(q?), VPP (¢?), VPP (¢?), V5" (¢?) can be
obtained directly, which are listed in Appendix C.

C. Vertex Corrections and The Hard Spectator Function

Within the framework of QCD factorization M], the short-distance nonfactorizable cor-
rections including the vertex corrections and hard spectator interactions are considered. The
modifications of the Wilson coefficients a; o from the vertex corrections are given as
g CZ

(W) Gilw),,

(M- , =1,2 1
A FNC 7,( 2)aZ 3 4y (3)

ai(p) — ai(p) +

with M, beﬁg the meson emitted from the weak vertex. The vertex functions V; o(Ms) are
]

written as

22N, [*
Via(Ms) = 12In 22 — 18 +

P o dx ®pr, (x) g(), (32)

where fy, and ®,,(x) are the decay constant and the twist-2 meson distribution amplitude

of the meson My, respectively. The hard kernel g(x) is

1—-2
g(z) = 3(1 Ilnl’—iﬂ')

— X

+ |:2Li2(l’) —In*x + flnx

—B+2ir)lnzr—(x+1—2x)|. (33)
-
The modifications of the Wilson coefficients a; o from the hard spectator-scattering correc-

tions arising from a hard gluon exchange between the emitted meson and the spectator

quark are written as

C'Fﬂozng CFﬂ'OésCl

e Hy (M Mz), as(p) — az(p) + e Hy(MiMs),  (34)

ar(p) — ay(p) +

where the hard spectator functions H;(i = 1,2) are defined as @]

' _ IeImy 1@ 1% 1@[ m & ap
1, (00) =~ [ Do) [ D) [ |, )+ ri 0, ()] (35)

withé =1—¢and i =1—17. &y, and @ﬂl are the twist-2 and twist-3 LCDAs of the meson
M. The definations of D(M;Ms) and )" can be found in Ref. @]



III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Transition Form Factors

TABLE I: The values of the input parameters Refs. BB]

Mass(GeV) my = 4.8 me = 1.4 mg = 0.37 My, d = 0.25 mpg = 5.279
my; = 0.140 my = 0.494 m, = 0.775 mp+~ = 0.892 mp, = 5.367
mpg = 2.343 mpx, = 2317 mp =1.86966 mp, = 1.96835
M, = 2460 My =253 mp; =21122  mp- = 2010
Decay constants(GeV) fr=0.13 fp =0.209 £ 0.002
fx =0.16 Fiee = 0.217 + 0.005

fr=0.19 +0.02
fp = 0.2046 + 0.005
fp- = 0.245 +0.0270 003
fp,, = 0.1454+0.011
ng{z =0.05
fsp,, = —0.121

fp; = 0.103 £ 0.021

fB. =0.231 £0.015
fp. = 0.2575 + 0.0046
fp: =0.272 £ 0.01610 050
fpr, = 0.032 % 0.006
=0.14
fD;{z 0.145
fip,, = 0.038

fpz, = 0.067 £0.013

The input parameters, such as the masses of the initial and final mesons, the decay
constants, are listed in Table [l The decay constants of the axial mesons Dy, and D!, can
be obtained from fDél-{Q and f D¥? through the mixing between D;{z and Df{z
st1 = stl\{Q COS 95 + fo{Q sin 98,

for, = —fD;{2 sin O + fo{g cos 0. (36)

Using these decay constants and the masses of the constituent quarks and mesons given in

Table [, we can obtain the values of the shape parameters 5’ for our considered mesons,
which are listed in Table [Il



TABLE II: The shape parameters ' (in units of GeV) in the Gaussian-type light-front wave

functions defined in Eq. (I€]), and the uncertainties are from the decay constants.

/ ’

By B 8, B Bp
0.317 0.37  0.26179:00% 0.279 4 0.004 0.4647301%
Bp B, Bp. B Bs

0.55570018 0.62870:03% 0.49770:052 0.40975:021  0.43810-915

’ ’ /
ﬂDS 5[):0 Bstl 61D;1

0.063 0.043 0.030 0.039
0.37370 05 0.32570 045 0.34270 03] 0.34270 639

It is noticed that all the computations are conducted within the ¢™ = 0 reference frame,
where the form factors can only be obtained at spacelike momentum transfers ¢*> = —¢* < 0.
It is necessary to know the form factors in the timelike region for the physical decay processes.
Here, we utilize the following double-pole approximation to parameterize the form factors

in the spacelike region and then extend to the timelike region,

£(0)

2\ _
r (q ) 1 —ag?/m? + bgt/m*’

(37)

where m represents the initial meson mass and F(¢?) denotes the different form factors. The
values of a and b can be obtained by performing a 3-parameter fit to the form factors in the
range —15GeV? < ¢*> < 0, which are collected in Tables [ITl and [Vl The uncertainties arise
from the decay constants of the initial B() meson and the final state mesons.

In Table [T, we list the form factors of the transitions By — Dg, D%y, D), DZ*S). One
can find that the form factors of the transitions B — Dg, DJ, are much smaller. This
conclusion is also supported by other works, for example, the form factor of the transtion
B — D{ was obtained as 0.24 and 0.18 within the CLFQM [51] and the 2nd version of the
Isgur-Scora-Grinstein-Wise approach (ISGW2) [66]. Furthermore, our result for the form
factor of the transtion B, — D, is consistent with 0.20 gvien in the ISGW2 model M],
while smaller than 0.40 given by the QCD sum rules (QCDSR) approach @] As to the
form factors of the transitions By — Dy, Dy, 7(p), K (K@, they have been searched by
many appoaches, such as the Melikhov-Stech (MS) model [69]

RQM) fﬁ], the BSW model [60, [71], the Bethe-Salpeter (BS) equation [72], the QCDSR
E] and the light cone sum rules (LSCR) approach @] Cosidering the need for the latter

branching ratio calcuations, we also give them in Table [V] with other theoretical results for

, the relaticistic quark model

comparison. Obviously, our predictions are consistent well with these theoretical results.
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TABLE III: Form factors of the transitions B(,) — Dg, D%y, D(s), D

(s)

tainties are from the decay constants of B(,) and final state mesons.

Fi(¢*=0)  Fi(qpu) a b
FYP0 02555954002 0.3010035908 07050845093 0,651 5954002
Fy ™0 02555054003 0.22+002+0.01 0.38+001+0.05 .21+ 0T+008
FyP0 0204083004 0245087000 0.6310037097 0.7870057901
Fy P 0214082004 01850834003 —0.43730170:01 0.28+003 7001
FEP0.6610007007 081700 009 0.807 0017 0.0 0.8670:0370 01
FPP0.66100) 001 0.707005 001 0467006 000 0-7875:1070.05
FPPe0.6570007003 07970007005 08470017005 1.02700310.0
Fy+Pe 0.6570 007005 0.687001 7005 0.50700170:05 0.99700770:00
VEPT 073001005 0-8970:0: 005 0-82F001 007 0-917002 005
AFPT 06700 0 0s 0.7070:05 1003 0161003700 0157067 001
APPT 0630007001 07270007001 04210037001 0-227007 000
ABP™ 059700000 0.71F 0001000 07510057000 0.78700, 0 0m
VBDS 0.72H00040:03 08610057005 0-867005 000 1-1070:027 005
Ag D7 0,651 000002 06910011007 0.235002H0 00 0.20 0011002
APPE 06250005003 07240004008 04800000 0.325003+003
Ay 5 057000000 0.68 1000000 0.80E0 035003 0.955 0044008

11

* | in the CLFQM. The uncer-



TABLE IV: Form factors of the transitions B, — D), Dzks),ﬂ(p), K(K*) at ¢*> = 0 together with

other theoretical results.

Transitions |References| Fy(0) V(0) Ap(0) A;(0) Az2(0)
B — D,D* | This work| 0.66 0.73 0.67 0.63 0.59

[51] 067 075 0.64 063 0.62
[69] 0.67 0.76 0.69 066 0.62
[60] 0.69 071 0.62 065 0.69

By — D, D} | This work| 0.65  0.57 0.72  0.65 0.62

[70] 074 095 067 070 0.75
[71] 061 064 — 056 0.59
[72] 057 070 070 0.65 0.67
73] 070 063 — 062 0.75

B —m,p |This work| 0.25 0.25 0.28 0.22 0.19

[51] 025 027 028 022 020
[74] 0.26 0.34 037 026 0.22
[69] 029 031 029 026 024
[60] 033 033 028 028 028

B — K,K* |This work| 0.35 0.30 0.33 0.26 0.24

[51] 035 031 031 026 024
[74] 034 046 047 034 028
[69] 036 044 045 036 0.32
[60] 038 037 032 033 033

In order to determine the physical form factors of the transitions By — Dy, D, we need
to know the mixing angle 6 = 60, + 35.3° between 'D,; and 3D,; shown in Eq. (B)). Here
we take 0, = 7°, which was determined from the quark potential model [66]. The results
are listed in Table [Vl where the uncertainties are from the decay constants of B, and the
final states (3D,;, *Dy;). In Figure Bl we check the dependence of the form factors of the
transitions By — Dg, D%, on the mixing angle #;. We find that the form factor V; of the
transition By — Dy (Bs — DY) is (not) sensitive to the mixing angle. It can be used to
explain why the branching ratios of the decays associated with the transition B, — Dy

(Bs — D.,) are (not) sensitive to the mixing angle, which will be discussed in the latter.
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TABLE V: The form factors of the transitions By — Dy and By — D;l in the CLFQM. The

uncertainties are from the decay constants of B,y and final states.

Fi(¢* =0) Fi(dmaz) a b

BsDgs1 +0.014-0.02+0.00 __ +0.05+0.05+0.01 +0.134-0.24+0.26 +0.254-0.34+4-0.36
AP O'0870.0170.0270.01 0'0970.0670.0770.03 2'0570.1070.2670.24 5'5770.2070.2670.32

‘/OBSD51 0 08+0.01+0.01+0.O4 0 11+0.02+0.02+0.06 1 24+0.05+0.14+0.18 0 74+0402+0.16+0414

—0.01-0.00—-0.04 —0.01-0.00-0.07 —0.06—0.17-0.18 —0.02—-0.10-0.14
BsDs1 +0.02+-0.03+0.02 +0.01+4-0.02+0.01 +0.06+4-0.02+0.05 +0.01+0.02+0.02
Vl ° 70'1770.0370.0270.02 70'1470.0370.0270.02 70'5270.0570.0270.05 0'3670.0070.0370.07

BsDs1 +0.014-0.00+4-0.01 +-0.014-0.004-0.01 +0.064-0.00+4-0.06 +-0.034-0.004-0.01
V2 i _0'11—0.02—0.01—0.02 _0'12—0.02—0401—0.02 0'25—0.07—0.00—0.07 _0'07—0.04—0.01—0.03

U
ABSDsl O.20+0'01+0'02+0'01 0.18+0'02+0'02+0'02 _0.27+0.06+0.03+0.07 0.11+0.02+0.01+0.02

—0.01-0.02—-0.00 —0.01-0.02—-0.00 —0.07—-0.05—-0.08 —0.02—-0.01-0.03
U
BsDgy +0.02+-0.01+0.04 +0.024-0.014-0.05 +0.02+-0.02+0.03 +0.01+4-0.00+-0.00
Vb 0'4070.0270.0070.04 0'4270.0270.0070.05 _0']‘770.0470.0470.04 _0'0270.0070.0070.01
U
BsD,, +0.014-0.024-0.02 +0.014-0.02+4-0.02 +0.014-0.014-0.00 +0.00+4-0.014-0.01
‘/1 ° 0'5870.0270.0370.03 0'5770.02700370.03 _0'05700170.0170‘00 0'0270400700070400

/
BsDg, +0.014+0.014+0.02 +0.0140.014+0.03 +0.064+0.124+0.18 +0.254+1.114+1.25
Vo =0.0570'00"0.00-0.01 —0-05 ¢00-0.01-0.02 9-56 0106 015-0.20 2-90"0720_0'85-0.08
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FIG. 2: The dependence of the form factors of the transitions By — Ds; and By — D’ on the

mixing angle 6.

In Figure Bl we plot the ¢*-dependence of the form factors of the transitions By —

o, D%, Dg1, D.y. There exists the similar ¢>-dependence of the form factors Fy 1 (¢*) between

the transitions B — D§ and By — D7,. It is consistent with our expectation. While it is very

different in magnitude between the corresponding form factors for the transitions B, — Dy
and B, — D7, .
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FIG. 3: The ¢*-dependence of the form factors of the transitions By — Dg, D}y, Ds1, DYy .

B. Branching ratios

In addition to the parameters listed in Table [ other inputs, such as the B meson
lifetime 75, the Wilson coefficients a1, as and the CabibboKobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)

matrix elements, are listed as [64, [75]

g+ = (1.519 £ 0.004) x 107'%s, 75, = (1.520 & 0.005) x 10~ '%s (38)
75, = (1.638 4+0.004) x 10~ "%s,a; = 1.018,a, = 0.17, (39)
Vg = 0.221 £0.004, V,, = (40.8 +1.4) x 1073, V., = 0.975 £ 0.006 (40)
Vs = 0.2243 £ 0.0008, V,,g = 0.97373 + 0.00031. (41)

Firstly, we consider the branching ratios of the decays By — DE*S)OM with M being a light
pseudoscalar (vector) meson P(V) or a charmed meson (D), Dg*)) , which can be calculated

through the formula

B s N
hf 'T(Bs) — DiyoM), (42)

B’/‘(B(S) — DEKS)OM) =
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where the decay width I'(B() — Dg(DZ,) M) for each channel is given as following

. BD;;
I (B - Di P(V)) = ’GF%quq@lfP(VWzBF 0 (Mpa) (1-73) (43)
0 n 327TmB bs )

‘ 2

2
* 2 BDg /2
‘GF‘/cbV;dalfD(*)mBFO (mDm)

I'(B® — Dy~ DWT) =

32mmy <1 Ty~ Tfﬂ”) , (44)

where P(V) refers to m, K (p, K*) and the subscript ¢ = d(s). T (BO — DS_Dg*H) can be
obtained by replacing V.q, D™ with V,,, Dg*) in Eq. (@4). There exists similar expressions
for the cases with B%, D}~ replaced by BY, D in the upper decays. While for the charged B
decays BT — DiPP(V) with P(V) being 7F, K*(p*, K*T), the corresponding decay widths

should be written as

(GrVaVam)® (1- 1)

32mmp

BD} Brn(K
|ay fraey By (2 ) + aafp; Iy ( )(m%;;)

(GrViaVagm3)® (1-7%;)
327rmB

BDj Bp(K*

I'(BY — Di’r*(KY)) =

’ (45)

I'(BY = Dpt(K*)) =

2. (46)

Secondly, the decay widths of the decays By — Dg/l)M are defined as

* 2 SD(\ll) 2 ’
) GrVaVia froymp, Vo <m7r(K))
F(Bs D K): (1—2,), A7
= Dan(K) 32rmp, "pY) (47)
2
0
GrVaVaai fp,mp, vy (mb,,,)
/
r (BS . Dng(s)) _ . (1 —r2 r%> . (48)
2
r(B,—Div) = Ll <\AL(BS = DQV)2+2 |4y (B, = DYV
8rmiy,
2
49 ‘AT (Bs N Dg?v)‘ ) , (49)

where V' represents a vector meson, such as p, K*, DE*S), and the summation of the three

polarizations for the decays B, — Dg/l)V are performed. The three-momentum p is defined

2 2
\/ (m%s = (g +mv) ) (m%s = (g —mv) )
7 =

2mBS

as

: (50)
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and the three polarization amplitudes Ay, Ay, and A are given as

iAL(Bs — DYV) = %%M‘lqzadvmés T
x| (= =201 = ) VP (m >—M11’i2vf~;§g) PP ) |
i
(B, = DY) = ELEEV: oy (1= g VP (),
iAr(Bs —» DUV = L\/G;mbvqj%al fym ry Ail’_ri’)?i?) ABD (2 (51)
G

with ¢ = u,c and ¢o = d,s, A(1,r}, ) = (1471 — r%51)2 — 4r%. As to the decay
widths of the decays B — Dg/l)D and B — Dg/l)D*, they can be obtained from Eqs. (48]) and
(@9) with some simple replacements, respectively. Using the upper listed input parameters
and the formulas given in Eq. ([#2)-Eq. (EIl), one can calculate the branching ratios for the
considered decays shown in Tables [VIHXITIl

TABLE VI: The CLFQM predictions for the branching ratios of the decays B — D{n(K). The
label LO, VC and HSSC mean the inclusions of the leading order, the vertex corrections and the
hard spectator-scattering corrections, respectively. NLO means the inclusions of these two kinds of
corrections at the same time. The upper (lower) line is corresponding to fp: = 0.078(0.103) GeV

for each decay. The first and second uncertainties are from the decay constants of B and Dj.

LO VC HSSC NLO Other predictions Refs.

1074 x Br(B* — Dy’ ™) | 298555 i | 46871657100 | 26075771 55 | 41871511 % 8.93 PQCD  [76]

7.3 CLFQM [51]

545150 55| 849 S| 4TI0TEG| TA T R (& ISGW2 [66]

4.2 ISGW [77]

1074 x Br(B — Dy™n*) | 36875517158 | 3.8310 85 | 3597530 1T 3755580 4.28 PQCD  [76]

6.697 1137556 | 6977135 56| 6547115 30| 6817150 56 2.6 ISGW2 [66]

41 ISGW [17]

1070 % Br(B* — DK )| 225 0@ 117 | 3745530010 | LoATRRTE (3200075187 6.96 PQCD  [76]
0.95+1.95 1.2442.50 0.88+1.81 1.1742.35
41270550187 | 6.785 1157505 | 357 0 6 16s| 6-087 105557

107% x Br(B° — Dy~ K+)| 291505193 | 3.030.031130 | 28270704137 | 2040954730 3.57 PQCD  [76]
529703 505 | 5527507 51| 513100 o] 5357503 3 05

From Table [V, one can find that the branching ratios of the decays B* — D%+ and
Bt — D{°K™ are sensitive to the vertex corrections. These two channels are contributed by
two kinds of Feynman diagrams, one is associated with the B — D transition accompanied
by the emission of a light pseudoscalar meson (m, K'), the other is associated with the B —

7(K) transition accompanied by the scalar meson D§ emission. We can find that the former
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gives the dominant contribution. The other two decay channels B® — D§~ 7" and B° —
D{~ K™ only receive one kind of Feynman diagram contribution to the their branching
ratios, which is associated with the B — Dy transition accompanied by a light pseudoscalar
meson (7, K') emission. In any case, the contributions from the vertex corrections and the
hard spectator-scatterings are destructive with each other. In view of the large uncertainty
from the decay constant fp: as mentioned before, two decay constant values are used in
our calculations, which are shown in Table VIl For each decay, the upper line is the result
corresponding to fp: = 0.078 GeV, and the lower is the result corresponding to fp; = 0.103
GeV. We can find that the branching ratios are sensitive to the decay constant fp;. Our

redictions are consistent with other theoretical calculations, such as the PQCD approach
EE], the ISGW quark model @, IE] Certainly, the branching ratio of the decay BT —
D" was also calculated using the CLFQM in previous [51], which is agreement with our

result.

TABLE VII: The CLFQM predictions for the branching ratios of the decays B — Dim(K) —
Drr(K), where the upper (lower) line is corresponding to fp: = 0.078(0.103) GeV for each decay.

The first and second uncertainties are from the decay constants of B and Dj.

| | This work |PQCD [76]] Data |
279706 1 6.1+ 0.6+ 0.9+ 1.6 Belle [3]
1074 x Br(Bt — D'zt — D=nt7t) 5.9575:13 6.8 & 0.3 £ 0.4 & 2.0 BaBar [32]
5.0670-9911-99 5.78 +0.08 4 0.06 + 0.09 LHCD [78]
2.501 0 Eo a2 0.60 + 0.13 + 0.15 + 0.22 Belle [79)]
1074 x Br(B® — D=7t — Dn—rt) 2.85114 0.77 +0.05 4 0.03 + 0.03 LHCb [80]
4.5470 8018 0.80 4 0.05 4 0.08 4 0.04 LHCD [80]

1075 x Br(B* — DPK+ — D=t K+)|2.137085 100 4.657288 10.61 +0.19 £ 0.05 + 0.14 + 0.04 LHCb [81]

+0.78+4-1.57
4'05707071‘51

1075 x Br(B® — Dy K+ — DO~ K+) |1.967055 7097 | 2.38F 088 |1.77 £ 0.26 + 0.19 + 0.67 £ 0.20 LHCb [82]

—+0.70+1.42
3'57—0‘63—1‘37

The branching ratio of the quasi-two-body decay B — DjP — D7 P can be obtained
from the corresponding two body decay B — D§P under the narrow width approxima-
tion Br(B — DiP — DnP) = Br(B — DiP)Br(D§ — D), where P refers to a light
pseudoscalar meson (7, ). Assuming the D{ state decays essentially into Dm, we have
Br(Dy® — D~n") = Br(D;~ — D7) = 2 from the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. The
branching ratios of these quasi-two-body decays are collected in Table [VII, where the PQCD
results and the data are also listed for comparison. One can find that if taken the bigger decay
constant fp: = 0.103 GeV, the branching fraction for the decay B* — Dzt — D=mtat
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can agree with the data from Belle E], BaBar B] and LHCDb B] within errors. While for
the decay B — D~ K+ — D%~ K™, if taken the smaller decay constant Jp; = 0.078 GeV,
our prediction can explain the LHCb measurement @] For the other two quasi-two-body
decays, the predictions for their branching ratios are much larger than the present data.
Similar situation exists for the comparison between the PQCD results and the measure-
ments. Another divergence is that our results for the charged (neutral) channels by using
the bigger (smaller) decay constant fp; = 0.103 (0.078) GeV can be consistent well with the
PQCD results. Further experimental and theoretical researches are needed to clarify these

divergences and puzzles.

TABLE VIII: The CLFQM predictions for the branching ratios (1073) of the decays B —

Dy Dy, DSDE*S), Dgp, DgK*. The labels LO, VC, HSSC, NLO and the error sources are the same

with those given in Table [VIl Other theoretical predictions are also listed for comparison.

LO Ve HSSC NLO ISGW?2 [66][1SGW [77]
Br(Bt — Di"D}) | 1.54%050H 000 | 152703008 | 15270508 | 1517050 0 0.80 2.7
2791050 1oy | 276105 100 | 276703 ee | 274705 10
Br(B" — Dy~ DF) | 14270357080 | 1417933080 | 1417035708 | 1.407035 060 0.73 2.6
259703 50s | 2567055 008 | 25300000y | 2517040 500
Br(B* — D"Dyt)| L7IGR05 | 17003305 | LstRite s | Lrtgiste s 0.35 -
3BTRS | 3.08%0 8 T | 34T | 318
Br(B® — Dy~ D) | L5970 00 | LA7THIR0E | 1.607050 080 | 1587050 0w 0.32 -
28970871 | 2867020 110 | 28670207110 | 2837030 1o
Br(B* — Dipt) | 08170357058 | 0.857037 040 | 08979337040 | 0.94703370%5 1.30 -
LATHOSH08Y | 2035037070 | 1.637035706s | 2217038705
Br(B® — Dy pt) | 0.9479334040 | 09770507005 | 0.957035 0T | 0.9970394040 0.64 -
L7005 008 | L77d hay | 1667035700 | 17305 06

+0.0184-0.037 +0.022+4-0.044 +0.019+0.038 +0.0224-0.045
0'082—0,016—01)34 0‘116—0020—0,043 0'090—0017—0‘036 0'126-%—0,020-%—0.044
0 *— gkt +0.017+0.026 +40.0174-0.028 +0.017+0.027 -+0.0174-0.028
BT(B - DO K ) 0'05470.013704023 0'056—001470,024 0'05470401370,023 0'05670,01470.024 - -
+0.019+0.039 +0.020+0.040 +0.019+0.038 +0.020+0.040
0'09770.01770.037 0'101—0.01870.039 0'09570.01770.036 0'09970.01870.038

+ H*0 N+ =o+0.016+0.026 +0.016+0.025 +0.016+0.026 =1+0.016+0.025 _

BT(B - DU D ) 0'0‘)2—0.01370.022 0'051—0.01370.022 0'05270.013700.22 0‘0‘)170.01370.022 0.114
+0.019+0.038 +0.018+4-0.037 +0.019+0.037 +0.018+4-0.037

0'09470.017—0.036 0'093—0.01670.036 0'094—0.01770.036 0'09270.01670.035
0 *— )+ +0.015+0.024 +0.015+0.023 +0.015+0.024 +0.015+0.023

BT(B - DO D ) 0.048 0.012—-0.021 0'04770401270.020 0.048 0.012—0.021 0‘04770.01270.020 - 0.111

+ *0 7%+ =+0.01640.025 +0.016+4-0.026 +0.016+0.026 =o+0.017+0.027
BT(B - DO K ) 0‘04‘)70.01270,021 0'04770,01370.022 0.049 0.013-0.022 0‘00270.01370,023 - -

+0.017+0.035 +0.0174-0.034 +0.017+0.034 +0.017+4-0.034
0‘08770.015704033 0'08670,01570.033 0'08670401570.033 0‘08570.01570.032
(Rt *0 1y*+ +0.023+0.037 +0.023+-0.036 =+0.0234-0.037 +0.023+-0.037 _ o
Br (B - DO D ) 0'074—0.018—0.032 0'073—0.01870.031 0'07‘)—0.01970.032 0'07470.01870.032
=+0.027+0.054 +0.026+-0.053 +0.0274-0.054 +0.027+-0.054
0'13‘)—0.024—0.052 0‘133—0023—0051 0‘137—0.024—()‘052 1'340—()‘024—0.052

0 *— y*+ +0.021+0.034 +0.021+0.033 +0.022+0.034 +0.021+0.034 _ o
BT(B - DO D ) 0‘06970.017704030 0'06870,01770.029 0'07070401770.030 0‘06970.01770.029

=+0.0244-0.050 +0.024+0.049 +0.025+0.050 +0.024+0.049
0‘12‘)70.02270,048 0'12370,02270.047 0'12470,02270.048 0‘12270.02270.047

If replaced the light pseudoscalar mesons 7, K in the final states with the vector meson

p, K* and the charmed meson D™ Dg*), the branching ratios for the conrresponding decay
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channels are listed in Table [VIIIl One can find that our predictions by using the bigger
decay constant fp. = 0.103 GeV are consistent with those given in the ISGW model, it is
because that the form factor of the transition B — Dj at maximum momentum transfer
obtained in the CLFQM with fp; = 0.103_GeV is about 0.30, which is almost equal to
the value calculated in the ISGW model [77], while much larger than 0.18 given in the
ISGW2 model @] The differences between the ISGW and ISGW2 models are mainly from
the ¢*>-dependence of the form factor. About twteen years ago, Chua [83] studied the decay
BT — Di%p" in the CLFQM approach and obtained its branching fraction about 1.7 x 1073,
which is consistent with our result by taking fp: = 0.103 GeV.

TABLE IX: The CLFQM predictions for the branching ratios (107%) of the decays Bs; —
Diyn(K), D p(K*). The labels LO, VC, HSSC, NLO and the error sources are the same with

S

those given in Table [VII Other theoretical predictions are also listed for comparison.

| Br(B,  Diyw*)|Br(B. — Dy K*)|Br(B, » Dz p*)|Br(B, + DIy K**)]

LO | 5065571 | 04025565005 | 12875 G | 0740 TG
VO | 2Tl | 04250565005 | 134010515 | 07T
HSSC | 496507 00 | 0.38%056ton | 125900505 | 0722000005
NLO | 575300 | 0405505 0ny | 13128055007 | 075500100
PQCD [84] 5495767057653 | 051565 001 o1 | 177255505500 | 1016 006 0.7
LSCR [67] 52133 04703 1319 0.87073
RQM [70] 9 0.7 22 1.2
NRQM [85] 10 0.9 27 16

ISGW2 [66] 3.3 - 8.3 -

Taking D7, as a ¢5 meson, we calclate the branching ratios of the decays B — DM
with M being a pseudoscalar meson (7, K, D, Dy) or a vector meson (p, K*, D*, D¥) in the
CLFQM, which are listed in Tables [X] [X] and XTI From Table [X] one can find that our
predictions for the decays By — Diw(K), D p(K*) are consistent well with those calculated
in the LCSR da] and the PQCD approach Elﬂ] within errors, while (much) smaller than
those given by the RQM [70] and the nonrelativistic quark model (NRQM) E
for the pure annihilation decay B, — D, K*T, its branching fraction reaches up to 1073
predicted by the NRQM @
These divergences can be clarified by the future LHCb and Super KEKB experiments. The
branching ratios of the decays By — Diynt(p™) were also calculated in the ISGW2 model

|. Especially,

|, which seems too large compared to other theoretical results.

|, which are smaller than our results. It is because of the difference from the form factor of

the transition B, — D7, and its ¢>-dependence. It is similar for the decays B® — Dy~ 7 (p™).
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TABLE X: The CLFQM predictions for the branching ratios (107%) of the decays B* — D D*)°
and BY — D:JD(*)_. The labels LO, VC, HSSC, NLO and the error sources are the same with

those given in Table [VII Other theoretical predictions and data are also listed for comparison.

| |Br(B* = Dif D)|Br(B* — Dif D*)|Br(B° — DYy D*)|Br(B" - D3y D)

LO 13815051 05 | 139970307065 | 12.8070%% 051 | 12.97H05570%
(¢ 13.667091 056 | 138370331050 | 12:667005T 051 | 12.83%05570%
HSSC | 13.62705,7058 | 13.950035%005 | 12.62%0057050 | 12967055708
NLO | 134710557055 | 138010307008 | 12487901055 | 12814057057
PQCD [86]| 11.2%53*057 04 | 183XLIFP70T | 105756705401 | 15.970673 1002
FH [8_7] 10.3+1.4 5.0+0.7 9.6 £1.3 4.7+ 0.6
TM [88] 6.77 £1.9 12.10 + 3.39 6.37 £ 1.78 8.89 4+ 2.49
Data [64] 8.011% 9.0779 10.6718 15.0789

In Table[X] all the predictions from the different theories, including the PQCD approach
|, the factorization hypothesis (FH) @D]

that the branching ratios of the charged decay B* — DI D®) are slightly larger than

— DI DW-,

|. Certainly, there still exist large errors in the experimental results,

| and the triangle mechanism (TM) , show

those of the corresponding neutral decays B° It is just contrary to the
case of the data @

especially for the branching ratios of the decays with the vector meson D* involved. We
expect more accurate measurements in the future LHCb and Super KEKB experiments.
Theoretically, the decays B* — DX D®% and B® — D*f D™~ have the same CKM matrix
elements and Wilson coefficients for the factorizable emission amplitudes, which provide the
dominant contributions to their branching ratios. Furthermore, there exist similar transition
form factors for isospin symmetry among these channels. So these four decays should have
similar branching ratios. From Table [XI, one can find that the branching ratios for the
decays Bs — D7 DY, D*,D™ are consistent with those given in the PQCD approach M]
and the RQM [70], while much smaller than those obtained within the LCSR ﬁ] Further
experimental and theoretical researches are needed to clarify these divergences. For the
decays B, — D’y D™ their branching ratios are much smaller than those of other four
channels mainly because of the smaller CKM matrix element V,.; compared with V_,, that
is to say there exists a suppressed factor |V.q/Ves|? & 0.05 for the decays By — Dy D&+

compared to other four channels.
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TABLE XI: The branching ratios (1073) of the decays Bs; — DZODg*),D*OD(*). The labels LO,

S

VC, HSSC, NLO and the error sources are the same with those given in Table[VIl Other theoretical

predictions are also listed for comparison.

LO \® HSSC NLO PQCD [86) RQM [70]|LSCR [67]
Br(B,— Do D7)| 1960 | LwRBER | LowGENR | LoBRAn [ 2 | 1 | 0
Br(B— Dy D1)| 21SBHEN | 20008000 | 210NN | 2R | st | 2a | ool
Br(B. = D3 D) 0086 587 0065 G 05T 0065 G T 006 ST 00ms GG — | 05033
Br(5, = Diy D) |0095 535 538 000 BTG 0004 SIS oose G S nosorees e — | o'y
Br(B - D D7) | 120t | Lot | LaatBR0 | o SR | gl | - | -
Br(5, - D3 0| L28TRRRE | Lo BingRt | oottt | Lol | astpmenms | - | -

In the quark model the axial-vector mesons exist in two types of spectroscopic states,
3P (JPC =17F) and P (JPC = 177). In some cases the physical particles are the mixture
of these two types of states. For example, K;(1270) and K;(1400) are considered as the
mixture of K74 and K;p for the mass difference of the strange and light quarks. Similarly,
the charm-strange mesons Dy and D), are usually written as the mixture of the states
D, and 3Dy, which are given in Eq. (3). The quark potential model determined the
mixing angle 0 ~ 7° [66]. So we use 05 = 7° to calculate the branching ratios of the decays
B, — Dgll)P(V) with P and V' being the pseudoscalar mesons (7, K, D, D;) and the vector
mesons (p, K*, D*, D¥), respectivley, which are listed in Table [XII| with the results given in
ISGW2 model @, @] for comparison. The following points can be found

e It is interesting that our predictions for the decays B, — D%, 7" (p™) are consistent well
with the results obtained in the ISGW2 model @], while those for the channels B, —
Dgm™(pT) are about 5 ~ 6 times smaller than the ISGW2 calculations. Recently, the
branching ratios for the decays By — D., P were updated by using the ISGW2 model in
Ref. [89], which strengthen the tension between these two approach predictions. Since
many of these decays have large branching ratios, which lie in the range O(107°) ~
O(1073), we expect that the LHCb and Super KEKB experiments can clarify the

differences between these two models in the future.

e The branching ratios of the CKM-favored decays By — Dgl)Dg*) and B, — Dgll)ﬂ(p),
which are associated with the CKM matrix elements V., and V,4(~ 1), respectively,
are much larger than those of the CKM-suppressed channels By, — DSI)D(*) and B, —
Dgl)K ) which are associated with the CKM matrix elements V,; and Vius(r= 0.22),

respectively. It shows a clear hierarchical relationship for the branching raitos of these
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color-favored decay modes,

Br(B, — D)D) > Br(B, — D} D), Br(B, - D x(p)) > Br(B, —» D)K™).  (52)

S

TABLE XII: The branching ratios (1073) of the decays Bs — Dé’l)P(V). The labels LO, VC,
HSSC, NLO and the error sources are the same with those given in Table [VIl The results given in

ISGW2 model are also listed for comparison.

| | LO | Ve | HSSC | NLO [1SGW2 [66]] ISGW2 [39] |
Br(B, — D DY) | 0275000000 | 0267067607050 | 0327005 0047001 | 0310006 005 05t - 12406
Br(B, — Dy Dy)| 042701700000 | 0435015700500 | 0467015700105 | 046781500105 - -
Br(B, = Dyp*) | 0203000500850 | 0207086700015 | 02370050000 | 02430500 e T | 130 -
Br(By — Dyyrt) |0.0684 555570000 0008 |0-07L 050 0 0076051 | 0-0811 6,035 0 001 0,050 [0-084 0 033 6.007 0057 | 0-52 | 1.40£06
Br(B, — D K™) |0.00610003* 6,605 0004 0-006 6055008 6:004 | 0-007* 3,085 6006 0:004 |0-007 10005 0,000 0.008|  — 0.11 +0.04
Br(B, — Dy K**)|0.012 0001 6,605 0067 | 0-0127 800510 00476007 | 00147 3 083 T6.005 1 0.008 |0-01478.003 0,005 0.008|  — -
Br(B, — D D*) [0.00950 003 500570.068 |0-009 0 004,005 70006 | 0-01 128005 0 0676 608 (001140 007600610067 —  [0.055 £0.025
Br(B, — D3 D**) |0.01870 0050060008 | 0-0197 8005 0:000-6:608 | 0-0215 00080000~ 0010 | 0-023 70 00600000010 — -
Br(B, — D{D¥) | 6555038 0110 | 648T03 S | 644NN | 6380 0N - 10.044
Br(B, » Dy DY) 8ASRTRNENE | sasRRRNEND | s20MEHRTE | ss2RiRE - -
Br(B, — Djip*) | 449TGRIGIVESR | 4685050 0150000 | 44000RI0IS0N | 45910391010108 3.8 -
Br(B, — Djyot) | L6TRGIFG0T0S | L74f0ist0at0s | Learfiiteitas | L70tgisto0rto L5 7227
Br(B, — DyK*) | 013*G0IH000T003 | 0.14%001 0007008 | 013706667008 | 0147051000 003 - 0.52+0.2
Br(B, —» D K**)| 02650000100 | 027 880000 | 026205 0000 | 027 0000 - -
Br(B, — DyD*Y) | 022568 0006 | 022738 000000 | 0227005 000 00; | 021586 R0 00 - 0.44 £0.16
Br(B, - DiD**)| 0375000007 | 037005001 007 | 036000000 | 0365008001007 - -

e Our predictions for the branching ratios of the decays By — D%, P(V') are at least one
order larger than those of the corresponding decays B, — Dg P(V'). This is because
that the related form factor VOBSD;1 is much larger than that of V,”P*'. While it is

"

just contrary for the decays B — D(*)Dgll), where D§1 is at the emission position in

the Feynman diagrams.

e In view of the mixing angle 6, uncertainty, we check the dependence of the branching
ratios of the decays B, — DSBW(K ) on the mixing angle 6, which are shown in
Figure [ One can find that the branching ratios of the decays B, — Dgm(K) are
very sensitive to the mixing angle, while those of the decays By — D.,7(K) show
an insensitive dependence on 5. Furthermore, the changing trends for the branching

ratios of these two kinds of decays are just opposite.
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FIG. 4: The dependence of the branching ratios of the decays B; — Dgll)ﬂ'(K ) on the mixing angle
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TABLE XIII: The branching ratios (10~%) of the decays B — D(*)Dgll). The labels LO, VC, HSSC,
NLO and the error sources are the same with those given in Table[VIl Other theoretical predictions

and data are also listed for comparison.

\ LO Ve HSSC NLO  |[ISGW2 [66][ISGW [91]| FH [87] | TM [88] |Data [64, 90]
Br(B® — D™Df) | 6.4113921009 | 7.080924009 1 6,337 0924008 1 6.997 092099 3.9 34 [2.36+0.36]1.158 £0.324| 35+1.1
Br(B — D* D})| 9.7810:550-22 110,521 009 70-87) 970095 10-22 110.44+0 95 10-2¢ 15 —  ]6.85+1.052.709 + 0.759| 9.3 +2.2
Br(B* — D'DY) | 6.9240921009 | 7.6409240-10 1 6.83 70924099 | 7,547 0925019 4.3 3.5 |2.54+0.39|1.255 £ 0.351|  3.1750
Br(B* — DD} 10551055028 111.3510:090-61110.46 10951050 111.26 10 991061 16 - 7.33 +1.12|3.065 + 0.858| 12.0 +3.0
Br(B® — DD} | 0.2973:95+0:99 | 0323004900 | 0.29+0:00+0.00 | 0,3270-00+0.00 | (.28 3.3 - - 0.39 +0.18°
Br(BY - D*=D1)| 0457385002 | 0.48 0054008 | 04459007002 | 048700000 | 11 - - - om=oas
Br(B* — D°D,f) [ 0324350700 [ 0.357 0057007 | 03175801000 | 03470501007 | 031 3.4 - - 0.35 +0.16"
Br(B* - DYD[])| 0487880008 |052:880°008 | 0.48 80400 | 05100008 | 12 - - - Josi=oss

Br(B—DDg1)

Br(B—DD/;)
Br(B—DD?)

BrBo DDy = 0.049 £0.010 fod;.

Br(B—D*D/,)
Br(B—>D*D%)

@ It is obtained from the ratios = 0.44 £ 0.11 and

Br(B—D*Dg1) _

b It is obtained from the ratios Br(B—>D"DI) — 0.58 + 0.12 and

= 0.044 + 0.010 [ad].
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In Table XIIIl we present our predictions for the branching ratios of the decays B —
D(*)Dgll), which are associated with the B — D®) transition, accompanied by the Dgl)
emission. When the emission meson is Dy, our results for the decays B° — D_Dj1 and
BT — DD, are larger than those given by the ISGW(2) @, @] and the FH @] by a factor
of 2 to 3. While for other two decays B® — D*~ D, and BT — D**D},, our predictions are
consistent well with the theoretical and experimental results within errors except for those
given in Ref. [8§], where the triangle mechanism was used by considering Dy, as a molecular
state. When the emission meson is D’;, the branching ratios of the decays B — D®)~D't
and BT — D™OD'T are at least one order smaller than those of the decays B — D®)~DJ,
and Bt — DWODH | It is because of the much smaller decay constant Jp, compared to

fp.,. Such character has been verified by the data shown in Table XTI

C. SUMMARY

Firstly, we studied the form factors of the transitions By — Dy, D%, Dy and Dy,
in the covariant light-front quark model (CLFQM). One can find that these form factors
are (much) smaller than those of the transitions By — Dy, D). Certainly, because of
the mixing between Dy and D!, the determination of the form factors for the transitions
Bs — Dy, D), are more difficult. Secondly, using the amplitudes combined via the form
factors, we calculated the branching ratios of the B, nonleptonic decays with these four
charmed mesons involved. Furthermore, the QCD radiative corrections to the hadronic ma-
trix elements within the framework of QCD factorization were included. From the numerical

results, we found the following points

1. The small form factors of the transitions B — Dg, D}, are related to the small
decay constants fps, fp . Unfortunately, there exits large uncertainties in these two
decay constants. Combined with the data, our predictions for the branching ratios
of the B, decays with Dg, D}, involved are helpful to probe the inner structures of
these two states. Most of the decays By — DgP(V'), D% P(V) with P(V) being a light
pseudoscalar (vector) meson or a charmed meson are not sensitive to the QCD radiative
corrections including the vertex corrections and the hard spectator-scattering, except
for the decays Bt — D7 *(K*), where two kinds of Feynman diagrams contribute
to the branching ratios. Our predictions for the branching ratios of the quasi-two-
body decays BT — Dzt — D ntr" and B® — D}" K+t — D%~ KT can explain
the data by taking appropriate decay constant value for Dg, while for the decays
Bt — DKt — D n*K* and B® — D} nt — D°r~n*, their branching ratios

are much larger than the LHCb measurements. There exist the similar cases for the
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PQCD calculations compared with the data.

2. We checked the dependence of the branching ratios of the decays By —
Dy P(V),D.,P(V) on the mixing angle 65 and found that the branching ratios of
the decays By — D4 P(V) are very sensitive to the mixing angle, while those of the
decays B; — D’ P(V) show an insensitive dependence on 5. The changing trends of
the branching ratios between these two kinds of decays are just opposite. Furthermore,
the branching ratios of the decays By — Dy P(V) are are at least one order smaller
than those of the decays By — D, P(V). It is because of the smaller form factor
VPsPst compared to VOBSD;F While it is just constrary for the decays B — D(*)Dg/l),
where the Dg'l) is at the emission position in the Feynman diagrams, that is to say the
branching ratios of the decays B — D™ D,; are at least one order larger than those of
the decays B — D™ D’,. Tt is because of the the larger decay constant fp_, compared

to fpr,. This character has been verified by the experimental measurements.

3. Our predictions are helpful to clarify the different assumptions about the inner struc-

tures of these four charmed hadrons by comparing with the future data.

Acknowledgment

This work is partly supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
under Grant No. 11347030, by the Program of Science and Technology Innovation Talents
in Universities of Henan Province 14HASTIT037.

Appendix A: Some specific rules under the p~ intergration

When preforming the integraion, we need to include the zero-mode contributions. It
amounts to performing the integration in a proper way in the CLFQM. Specificlly we use

the following rules given in Refs. , Iﬁ]

B, = PAY + gAY, (A1)
0 By = gAY + PPAY + (P p,) Ay AP A2
PP = guwAy + PuPAY + (Pugy + ¢.P0) A7 + quan Ay, (A2)
/ .

Zy = N{+m?—mi+ (1—2x) M?+ (¢ +q- P) piq;”, (A3)

1 T 1 1 PLqL 2 1) 4(1
AV = S A Al =AY = aay, (A4)

2 I 2 2

AP = AQ’) - q—A?’, AD = 2 (piqfi) , AP = (Aﬁ”) (A5)



Appendix B: EXPRESSIONS OF B — D§, ‘Ds; FORM FACTORS

! h//*
BD* / o N o 4 "B"'Dy 2 "2
F0 = —— [ d S M, M
1 (q ) 167T3 20°pPy QN{N{/ [ ( 0 + 0 )+I2q
2 2 2
—xp (my +my)” — 1 (m) —mz)” — 21 (MY 4 my) }7 (B1)
2 !/ 1
BD} BD} q B D*
) = B )+ g [ e (nan” = i
1

" / q-P 2 (pIJ_ : QL) (plj_ : QL)Q
— (MY +m2) (xam + z1m2) + 27 (P T2

/ .
by a1 [MH2 — 7 (q2 +q- P) — (;[;2 — ;[:1)Ml2 + 2$1M62

¢
=2 (my —ma) (my —my)l}, (B2)
i / . N, 2051 P qL
AB Dg: q2 — (M - M dx d2 _ ADsl {.I m’ + z1mo + m’ +m// 1
(@) = ( )16 3 7 (m} +mY) 7
’o 2
T PR AR S (83)
iDg1 q
i 1 N, RWgh,
VB Dsi(,2) — S — darod?n’ Dy — ) (M2 M2 4 "2
1 (a°) T — M 1658 | edpyL 2N1N{,{ 1 (ma —mi) (Mg? + Mg?) + dxzym Mg
+229m)q - P +2maq® — 2x1ma (M’2 + M"?) +2(m} —ma) (m] — m’l/)2 +8(m) —ma)
/ 2, /2 ’ 2
PLqL Py -qL i il VA
XPL‘F(J— ) +2( /11)(q2+qp) J_2 4 L (J_ )
q q? szsl

/ .
X |:2£L'1 (M?+MP)—¢*~q-P-2(¢*+q-P) qu;]J' —2(m'1+m’1')(m’1—m2)}},(]34)

i ’ n. Neg
Vel P(g?) = (M - M)

2h/ h//
*Dg1 / "
/dargd pli {(z1 — z2) (xam) + z1ma) — [2x1ma — MY

1673 2N{N
. T +
(w2 — ) mh] x BT 20 40,4 P - Pl + (z1ma + 22my)
q 952(1 sz N
x (x1mz + z2mf)]}, (B5)
; M -M 4 M+M' g ¢ N Wh'ip,
VB Dsr¢,2y - VB Ds1(, 2y _ 7//‘/3 D1 — d d2 [ ==L
0 (a7) oM 1 (¢°) oM 2 (Q) oM 1673 T2 pLng{N{/

x{2 (221 — 3) (xgm] + x1ma) — 8 (M} — m2)

2 ro. 2
’;—5+27(p¢qfﬁ 1 —[(14 — 1221) m

/
. 4
+2mfy — (8 — 12x) mg]% + — ([M'2 M — ¢? +2(m) —my) (—m] + mg)]

1
q sz .1

1
X (A?’ + AP - A;”) + Z (3A§1> —24® 1) +5lo (@ +q-P)—2M” =2 - qu

=2mf (—=m7 + m2) —2mgy (M} — mo)] (Agl) + Aél) - 1)
/2
(4Ag1> - 3)) } , (B6)
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with i = 1, 3.
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