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1Sorbonne Universités, Université Pierre et Marie Curie,
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Abstract

The B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay amplitude is derived within a quasi-two-body QCD factorization framework in

terms of kaon form factors and B0 to two-kaon-transition functions. The final state kaon-kaon interactions in

the S, P , and D waves are taken into account. The unitarity constraints are satisfied for the two kaons in scalar

states. It is shown that with few terms of the full decay amplitude one may reach a fair agreement with the

total branching fraction and Dalitz-plot projections published in 2010 by the Belle Collaboration and in 2012

by the BABAR Collaboration. With 13 free parameters, our model fits the corresponding 422 data with a χ2

of 583.6 which leads to a χ2 per degree of freedom equal to 1.43. The dominant branching fraction arises from

the f0(K
+K−)K0

S mode with 83.0 % of the total branching. The next important mode is dominated by ϕK0
S

plus small ωK0
S and ρ0K0

S modes with 18.3 % of the total. Then follows the a±0 K
∓ mode with 6.2 %. Adding

the other smaller modes, the total percentage sum is 107.7 % which indicates a small interference contribution.

In most regions of the Dalitz plot, our model gives rather small CP asymmetry, but in some parts its values

can be large and positive or negative. Its predicted total value is equal to −0.11 %. The calculated time

dependent CP-asymmetry parameters agree, within errors, with those obtained by the BABAR analysis. Our

model amplitude can be the basis for a parametrization in experimental Dalitz plot analyses of LHCb and Belle

II Collaborations.

PACS numbers: 13.25.Hw, 13.75.Lb
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I. INTRODUCTION

The charmless hadronic time dependent B0 → K0
SK

+K− decays have been studied a decade ago

by the Belle [1] and BABAR [2] Collaborations with the aim of extracting CP violation parameters.

These decays, currently analyzed by the LHCb Collaboration [3], were used, together with other

charmless three-body decays of B mesons, to extract, through Dalitz-plot amplitude analyses, the

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) phase γ [4]. In the experimental analyses the final state meson

interactions are often described by relativistic Breit-Wigner functions (isobar model) which do not

satisfy the unitarity condition1. The scalar-isovector a0 resonances, present in the K0K± final states,

are not introduced in the Belle and BABAR analyses. This is also the case for the ω (mainly K+K−

channel) and ρ (mainly K0K± channel) resonances. Belle II Collaboration [5] has recently measured

the variation in time of the rate asymmetries in B0 → ϕK0
S decays. This process, part of the B0 →

K0
SK

+K−, could reveal some new physics in the b → qq̄s transitions. In these charmless three-body

decays, the contribution of diagrams with virtual particle loops is important and consequently their

study could exhibit some physics beyond the Standard Model.

In the method, used by Ref. [4], for extracting γ from B → Kππ and B → KKK̄ reactions, the

amplitudes are written as combinations of momentum dependent tree and penguin diagrams with

some of them related via the assumed SU(3) flavor symmetry. There, the model amplitudes, obtained

in the different BABAR analyses for every studied decay, are taken as experimental inputs. Among

the six possible solutions found for γ in Ref. [4], one is compatible with the world-average value [6] of(
65.9+3.3

−3.5

)◦
. The effect of SU(3) symmetry breaking averaged over the Dalitz plot is calculated to be

small.

In Ref. [7] charmless three-body decays of B mesons have been thoroughly studied within a quasi-

two-body model based on factorization approach. There, the description of the non-resonant (NR)

background, consisting of a point-like weak transition and pole diagrams, is achieved using heavy-

meson chiral-perturbation theory. The momentum dependence of the corresponding amplitudes is

assumed to be in the exponential form to insure that the predicted decay rates, in general unexpectedly

large, agree reasonably well with experimental results. The final state resonance signals are described

in terms of typical relativistic Breit-Wigner expressions. For the B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay, the branching

ratios and the K+K− mass spectra are compared with the available BABAR analysis in their Table III

and Figs. 2 (a) and(b), respectively. The quantum chromodynamic (QCD) factorized expression for

the B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay amplitude given by their Eq. (A4) will be the starting point of our work.

Taking into account of the Belle [1, 8] and BABAR [2] data, the first two authors of Ref. [7] have

revisited their 2007 model in Ref. [9] to compare their results with experimental branching fractions

1 However, the S-wave f0(980)-resonance contribution is fitted though the K-matrix formalism where the two-body
unitarity is preserved.
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and direct CP-violation in charmless three-body decays of B mesons. However, their B0 → K0
SK

+K−

branching ratio compared to that of BABAR is too small. These Belle [8] and BABAR branching

values have been recently confirmed by the updated branching fraction measurements of the LHCb

Collaboration [10].

Let us describe succinctly some recent studies related to charmless three-body B decays. A sub-

stantial extension of the approach of Refs. [7] and [9] has been analyzed in Ref. [11]. A perturbative

QCD approach to describe the resonant contributions to the B decays into three kaons has been ap-

plied in Ref. [12]. As in our case their B0 → K0K+K− branching ratio is first dominated by the

f0(980) and then by the ϕ(1020) contributions. In their Fig. 3 they show the different f0 and f
(′)
2

resonance contributions to the K+K− invariant mass distributions but the full spectrum is not calcu-

lated and not compared to the existing data. Quasi-two-body charmless B decays have been recently

extensively analyzed in Ref. [13] under the factorization-assisted topological-amplitude approach.

In a quasi-two-body QCD factorization (QCDF) framework, the B± → K+K−K± decays have

been studied in Ref. [14]. The kaon-scalar and vector-form factors describe the strong K+K− final

state interactions. A unitary model, which incorporates the scalar f0 resonances, is built for the

scalar strange and non-strange kaon form factors. The vector form factors originate from an existing

study on electromagnetic kaon-form factors. The four parameter fit of this model leads to an overall

reasonable agreement with the available Belle and BABAR data as can be seen in their fit to some

K+K− mass distributions shown in their figures 2 and 3. In the K+K−-mass spectrum dominated

by the S wave, a large CP asymmetry has been predicted. These predictions have been confirmed

by BABAR [2] and LHCb [15]. With the addition of the K+K−-D wave, f2(1270) resonance, an

extension of the just described model [14] is developed by two of the authors in Ref. [16]. There, the

K+K− invariant mass squared dependence of the CP asymmetry is reproduced in a satisfactory way

in the region below 1.9 (GeV)2.

In view of further amplitude analyses, we derive here, also within a quasi-two-body QCDF frame-

work, the B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay amplitude in terms of kaon form factors and B0 to two-kaon-

transition functions. These include the resonant and NR parts of the two kaon interactions. It

has been shown, in quantum field theory and using dispersion relations [17], that strong-interaction

meson-meson form factors can be calculated exactly provided one knows the meson-meson scattering

amplitudes at all energies. The charmless three-body B-meson decays data can also be useful for a

better knowledge of the meson-meson strong interactions. In the kaon-kaon final state interactions we

take into account the S, P , and D waves. Unitarity is satisfied when the two kaons are in a scalar

state. Here, the final states are the same as in the D0 → K0
SK

+K− process which has been recently

studied in Ref. [18].

A detailed QCDF calculation of the full amplitude, following the derivation of the B± → π+π−π±
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decay amplitudes performed in Ref. [19], can be done. This amplitude includes, besides important

parts, Okubo-Zweig-Iizuka (OZI) [20] suppressed terms where an explicit or an implicit dd̄ quark pair

appears. In the present work, neglecting the OZI terms, we show that the dominant contributions of

our amplitude can reproduce, in a reasonable way, the total branching fraction and the Belle [1] and

BABAR [2] Dalitz-plot projections. Our model can then be used to build a parametrization which,

in a Dalitz-plot analysis, could be an alternative to the commonly applied sum of Breit-Wigner type

amplitudes [21].

In Sec. II we describe how, starting from the effective weak decay Hamiltonian, the decay amplitude

can be obtained within a quasi-two-body QCDF formulation. We argue for the choice of the probably

important parts which we illustrate by tree and penguin quark Feynman diagrams. Sec. III gives the

explicit expressions of these dominant terms. Results and discussion of our simultaneous fit of Belle [1]

and BABAR [2] Collaboration data are presented in Sec. IV. A summary of our model, together with

some concluding remarks can be found in Sec. V. A reminder on formulae for B0-B̄0 mixing and for

the time-dependent asymmetry ACP (t) is given in Appendix A.

II. THE B0 → K0
SK

+K− DECAY AMPLITUDE IN QCDF FRAMEWORK

The amplitude for this charmless-three-body hadronic B meson decay is obtained from the effective

weak Hamiltonian [22, 23]

Heff =
GF√
2

∑
p=u,c

λ(s)
p

[
C1O

p
1 + C2O

p
2 +

10∑
i=3

CiOi + C7γO7γ + C8gO8g

]
+ h.c., (1)

where

λ(s)
p = VpbV

∗
ps. (2)

The Vpp′ (p
′ = b, s) are the CKM quark-mixing matrix elements. For the Fermi coupling constant GF

we take the value 1.166379×10−5 GeV−2 [6]. We use the Wolfenstein parameters given in Eq. (12.26) of

Ref. [24] which lead to λ
(s)
u = (0.2659−i 0.7738)×10−3 and λ

(s)
c = 0.04105+i 0.6872×10−6. The Ci(µ)

are the Wilson coefficients for the four-quark operators O
(p)
i (µ) at a renormalization scale µ. The Op

1,2

terms are left-handed current-current operators arising from W -boson exchange. The Oi=3−10 terms

are QCD and electroweak penguin operators involving a W boson loop with a u or c quark while O7γ

and O8g are the electromagnetic and chromomagnetic dipole operators [23].

The amplitude depends on the Mandelstam invariants

s± = m2
± = (p0 + p±)

2, s0 = m2
0 = (p+ + p−)

2, (3)

where p0, p+ and p− are the four-momenta of the K0
S , K

+ and K− mesons, respectively. Energy-

momentum conservation implies

pB0 = p0 + p+ + p−, s0 + s+ + s− = m2
B0 +m2

K0 + 2m2
K , (4)

4



where pB0 is the B0 four-momentum and mB0 , mK0 and mK denote the B0, the neutral and charged

kaon masses, respectively. In the following we derive, for the B̄0 → K̄0K+K− decay, the contributions

of the quasi two-body processes,

B̄0 → [K+K−]L K̄0, and B̄0 → [K̄0K±]L K∓. (5)

The final interacting-kaon pairs, [K+K−]L and [K̄0K±]L can be in a scalar, L = S, vector, L = P

or tensor, L = D states. The isospin I of the [K+K−]L pair can be either 0 or 1, while that of

the [K̄0K±]L pair is 1. Then, the possible final quasi-two-body M1M2 pairs can be:

M I=1
1 (p0 + p+) ≡ [K̄0(p0)K

+(p+)]
I=1
L , M2(p−) ≡ K−(p−), (6)

and

M1(p0) ≡ K̄0(p0), M I=0,1
2 (p+ + p−) ≡ [K+(p+)K

−(p−)]
I=0,1
L . (7)

The different isospin 1, [K̄0 K+]
I=1
S,P,D, and isospin 0 and 1, [K+K−]

I=0,1
S,P,D, resonances R

I
L contributing

to the meson-meson final state strong interactions are listed2 in Table I.

TABLE I: Two-body resonances RI
L contributing, in the B̄0 → K̄0K+K− decays, to the isospin 1 [K̄0 K+]

I=1
S,P,D,

and to the isospin 0 and 1 [K+K−]I=0,1
S,P,D final state meson-meson strong interactions. Our model amplitude

does not include the contribution of the f ′
2(1525). The resonances a0(980)

0, a0(1450)
0, f2(1270) and a2(1320)

0

contribute only to the OZI suppressed parts which we will neglect.

Final state L = S L = P L = D

[K̄0K+]I=1
L a0(980)

+, a0(1450)
+ ρ(770)+, ρ(1450)+, ρ(1700)+ a2(1320)

+

[K+ K−]I=0
L f0(980), f0(1370), f0(1500) ω(782), ω(1420), ω(1650), ϕ(1020), ϕ(1680) f2(1270)

[K+ K−]I=1
L a0(980)

0, a0(1450)
0 ρ(770)0, ρ(1450)0, ρ(1700)0 a2(1320)

0

Applying the quasi-two-body QCDF [23] formalism for the B̄0 → K0
SK

+K− decay and neglecting

small CP violation effects in K0
S decays by using

|K0
S⟩ ≈

1√
2

(
|K0⟩+ |K̄0⟩

)
, (8)

the matrix elements of the effective weak Hamiltonian (1) can be written as (see Eqs. (2.1) and (A1)

of Ref. [7])

Ā(s0, s−, s+) ≡ 1√
2

〈
K̄0(p0)K

+(p+) K
−(p−)|Heff |B̄0(pB0)

〉
=

GF

2

{
λ(s)
u

〈
K̄0K+K−|Tu|B̄0

〉
+ λ(s)

c

〈
K̄0K+K−|Tc|B̄0

〉}
, (9)

2 Beyond this table, the isospin 1 of the K̄0K+ states will not be specified unless necessary.
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with

〈
K̄0K+K−|Tp|B̄0

〉
= ⟨K̄0K+K−|

{
a1 δpu (ūb)V−A ⊗ (s̄u)V−A

+ a2 δpu (s̄b)V−A ⊗ (ūu)V−A + a3 (s̄b)V−A ⊗
∑
q

(q̄q)V−A

+ ap4
∑
q

(q̄b)V−A ⊗ (s̄q)V−A + a5 (s̄b)V−A ⊗
∑
q

(q̄q)V+A

− 2 ap6
∑
q

(q̄b)sc−ps ⊗ (s̄q)sc+ps + a7 (s̄b)V−A ⊗
∑
q

3

2
eq(q̄q)V+A

− 2 ap8
∑
q

(q̄b)sc−ps ⊗
3

2
eq(s̄q)sc+ps + a9 (s̄b)V−A ⊗

∑
q

3

2
eq(q̄q)V−A

+ a10
∑
q

(q̄b)V−A ⊗ 3

2
eq(s̄q)V−A

}
|B̄0⟩, (10)

where p = u or c and a
(p)
j are effective QCDF coefficients. For simplicity, in Eq. (10) we have not

specified their argument (M1M2). These a
(p)
j (M1M2) coefficients3 are asymmetric in M1 ↔ M2 with

M2 relevant for short distance dynamics as the final meson M2 denotes the meson which does not

include the spectator d̄ quark of the B̄0. This implies that the meson M1 is either the K̄0 itself or

contains it [see Eqs. (6) and (7)]. In Eq. (10), (q̄1q2)V∓A = q̄1γµ(1∓ γ5)q2, (q̄1q2)sc±ps = q̄1(1± γ5)q2

and eq denotes the electric charge of the quark q in units of the elementary charge e. The sum on the

index q runs over u, d, s and the summation over the color degree of freedom has been performed.

The notations sc and ps stand for scalar and pseudoscalar, respectively. The symbol ⊗ indicates that

the different components of the matrix elements are to be calculated in the factorized form. The

[K+K−]L states are assumed to originate from a uū or ss̄ or dd̄ pair and the [K̄0K+]L states from a

d̄u one.

The apj quantities, at next-to-leading order (NLO) in the strong coupling constant αs, can be

written in terms of the Wilson coefficients as [25]

a
(p)
j (M1M2) =

(
Cj +

Cj±1

NC

)
Nj(M2) +

Cj±1

NC

CF αs

4π

[
Vj(M2) +

4π2

NC
Hj(M1M2)

]
+ P p

j (M2), (11)

where the upper (lower) signs apply when the index j is odd (even), NC = 3 is the number of

colors and CF = (N2
C − 1)/2NC . Note that in the leading-order (LO) contribution Nj(M2) = 0 for

M2 = [K+K−]P and j = 6, 8, otherwise Nj(M2) = 1. The NLO quantities Vj(M2) come from one-loop

vertex corrections, Hj(M1M2) from hard spectator scattering interactions and P p
j (M2) from penguin

contractions. For j = 1, 2, 3, 5, 7 and 9, the superscript p in a
(p)
j (M1M2) is to be omitted since the

penguin corrections are equal to zero in these cases. The NLO hard scattering corrections require

the introduction of four phenomenological parameters to regularize end point divergences related to

asymptotic wave functions [25].

3 In the following, as done in Eq. (10), these arguments M1M2 will not be specified, unless necessary.
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From Eqs. (9) and (10) one can write the full factorized B̄0 → K0
SK

+K− amplitude, Ā(s0, s−, s+),

as (see4 Eq. (A4) of Ref. [7])

Ā(s0, s−, s+) =
9∑

i=1

∑
L=S,P,D

∑
I=0,1

ĀiL,I(s0, s−, s+) =
GF

2

9∑
i=1

∑
p=u,c

λ(s)
p H(p)

i (12)

with

H(p)
1 = ⟨K̄0K+|(ūb)V−A|B̄0⟩ · ⟨K−|(s̄u)V−A|0⟩

[
a1δpu + ap4 + ap10 − (ap6 + ap8)r

K
χ

]
H(p)

2 = ⟨K+K−|(d̄b)V−A|B̄0⟩ · ⟨K̄0|(s̄d)V−A|0⟩(ap4 −
1

2
ap10)

H(p)
3 = ⟨K̄0|(s̄b)V−A|B̄0⟩ · ⟨K+K−|(ūu)V−A|0⟩(a2δpu + a3 + a5 + a7 + a9)

H(p)
4 = ⟨K̄0|(s̄b)V−A|B̄0⟩ · ⟨K+K−|(d̄d)V−A|0⟩

[
a3 + a5 −

1

2
(a7 + a9)

]
H(p)

5 = ⟨K̄0|(s̄b)V−A|B̄0⟩ · ⟨K+K−|(s̄s)V−A|0⟩
[
a3 + ap4 + a5 −

1

2
(a7 + a9 + ap10)

]
H(p)

6 = ⟨K̄0|(s̄b)sc|B̄0⟩⟨K+K−|(s̄s)sc|0⟩(−2ap6 + ap8)

H(p)
7 = ⟨K+K−|(d̄b)sc−ps|B̄0⟩⟨K̄0|(s̄d)sc+ps|0⟩(−2ap6 + ap8)

H(p)
8 = ⟨K̄0K+K−|(s̄d)V−A|0⟩ · ⟨0|(d̄b)V−A|B̄0⟩

(
ap4 −

1

2
ap10

)
H(p)

9 = ⟨K̄0K+K−|(s̄d)ps|0⟩⟨0|(d̄b)ps|B̄0⟩(−2ap6 + ap8). (13)

The chiral factor rKχ is given by rKχ = 2m2
K/[(mb +md)(mu +ms)], mb, md, mu and ms being the b-,

d-, u- and s-quark masses, respectively and p = u or c. Because the isospin of the s quark is 0, the s̄s

pair in H(p)
5 and H(p)

6 generates only isospin 0 states.

FIG. 1: Quark Feynman tree diagrams for the decay B̄0 → K̄0K+K−: (a) for the color favored H(p)
1 term

proportional to a1 and (b) for the color suppressed H(p)
3 term proportional to a2.

Inspection of the H(p)
i in Eqs. (13) tells us that some of them are expected to make a fairly small

contribution to the B̄0 → K̄0K+K− amplitude. In H(p)
4 the formation of the final state K+K− goes

4 Following Ref. [7], we keep terms with intermediate d and d̄ quarks in the factorized amplitude.
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through an explicit dd̄ pair. In the i = 2 and i = 7 to 9 terms, this creation results from an implicit

dd̄ pair due to the presence of a d and d̄ quarks in their matrix elements. These terms lead naturally

to K0K̄0 production and they require a supplementary final state interaction to produce a K+K−

pair. At the microscopic level a dd̄ quark annihilation followed by ss̄ and uū pair creation can only

be depicted by non-planar quark diagrams which give small contributions to the decay amplitude.

Furthermore, as can be seen in Table 1 of Ref. [14], the NLO effective Wilson coefficients a
(p)
j for j > 2

are small and those for j > 6 smaller. For j > 1 their real part is only few percent of that of a1.

Accordingly, we do not calculate the parts corresponding to these OZI suppressed matrix elements,

H(p)
2 , H(p)

4 , H(p)
7 and H(p)

8,9 (B̄0 annihilation terms).

FIG. 2: Quark Feynman penguin diagrams for the decay B̄0 → K̄0K+K−: (a) for the H(p)
3 term and (b) for

the H(p)
5 and H(p)

6 terms. The effective gluon exchange is represented by a spring like line.

One expects large contributions to the amplitude from i) H(p)
1 , the Wilson coefficient a1 being the

dominant one (see Table 1 of Ref. [14]) and from ii) H(p)
3,5,6 because these terms are proportional to the

kaon form factors. The quark processes involved in these terms can be represented by the Feynman

diagrams depicted in Figs. 1 to 3. The wavy lines stand for W± exchanges, the spring-like lines, if any,

for a gluon and the straight lines with an arrow pointing to the right (left) for a quark (antiquark).

The short distance a1 contribution of H(p)
1 corresponds to the color favored tree diagram shown in

Fig. 1(a). The color suppressed a2 term of H(p)
3 arises from the tree diagram drawn in Fig. 1(b). The

a
(p)
j , j > 2 contributions of H(p)

3 , H(p)
5 and H(p)

6 can be represented by the penguin diagrams of Fig. 2

and that of H(p)
1 by the penguin diagram of Fig. 3. The factorized forms given in Eqs. (13) can be

understood if, in the diagrams of Figs. 1 to 3 one replaces the very heavy W meson exchange by a

vacuum state creation.

In a way similar to that developed in Ref. [19] for the B± → π+π−π± decays, the detailed expres-

sions for the different ĀiL,I(s0, s−, s+) amplitudes which build up the H(p)
i contributions can be given

as product of short distance terms [sum of a
(p)
j (M1M2)] by long distance ones which can be expressed

8



FIG. 3: As in Fig. 2 but for the H(p)
1 term.

or are given in terms of meson-meson form factors. As mentioned in the previous paragraph, the

amplitudes coming from the terms H(p)
3 , H(p)

5 and H(p)
6 are directly proportional to the kaon form

factors. For H(p)
1 one has to evaluate the matrix elements of B̄0 transitions to two-kaon states. As

in the previous studies [21], assuming this transition to proceed through the dominant intermediate

resonances, it can be approximated, either by a phenomenological function calculated via a unitary

equation, or as being proportional to the isovector kaon form factors. In the calculation of the scalar

product of two matrix elements in Eqs. (13) one makes use of Eqs. (B1) and (B6) of Ref. [7]. As

argued above, only the important parts of the amplitude, needed to reasonably reproduce the cur-

rently available experimental total branching fraction and the Belle [1] and BABAR [2] Dalitz plot

projections, are given in next Section.

TABLE II: Values of the different decay constants (in GeV) and of the fixed form factors used in our model.

Parameter Value Reference

fK+ = fK− ≡ fK 0.1561 [6]

fρ+ = fρ− ≡ fρ 0.209 [25]

F
B̄0a+

0
0 (m2

K) =
√
2F

B̄0a0
0

0 (m2
K) =

√
2F B̄0f0

0 (m2
K) 0.18 [26]

AB0ρ+

0 (m2
K) =

√
2AB0ρ0

0 (m2
K) 0.52 [25]

F B̄0a+
2 (m2

K ,m2
a2
) =

√
2F B̄0a0

2(m2
K ,m2

a2
) 0.14 [27]

III. DOMINANT CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE AMPLITUDE

We will give the dominant parts of the B̄0 → K̄0K+K− decay amplitude and, applying charge

conjugation transformation, the corresponding B0 → K0K−K+ ones. Within this transfomation,

the final K± mesons will be exchanged with the K∓ ones and the s± Mandelstam invariants with

9



the s∓ ones. The decay constants and the fixed form-factor values entering our model are given in

Table II. The values for the quark and meson masses are listed in Table III. For the parts of the

amplitude arising from the H(p)
1 term [see Eqs. (13)] which involve the calculation of the B̄0 transition

to two kaons, viz. ⟨K̄0K+|(ūb)V−A|B̄0⟩ our derivation will follow partly that reported in appendix A

of Ref. [19] for the ⟨π+π−|(ūb)V−A|B̄−⟩ matrix element completed by the use of an equation similar

to Eq. (20) of Ref. [18].

As seen in the previous Section the different contributions to the amplitude are proportional to

the sums of the effective Wilson coefficients5 a
(p)
j (M1M2) (11). We show below that these sums are

given by the functions ν̄, ȳ, w̄u, and w̄s [see Eqs. (15), (23), (30) and (39)]. Following Ref. [14], for the

calculation of the Wilson coefficients, we take into account one-loop vertex and penguin corrections but

neglect hard scatering ones. Then one has a
(p)
j (K̄0RP ) ≡ a

(p)
jw , a

(p)
j (K̄0RS) ≡ a

(p)
jν and a

(p)
j (RSM2) =

a
(p)
j (RPM2) = a

(p)
j (RDM2) ≡ a

(p)
jy . We use the corresponding NLO values calculated and given in

Ref. [14]. These are evaluated at the renormalization scale µ = mb/2 [25].

TABLE III: Values of the different quark and meson masses (in GeV) [6] entering our model amplitude.

mu md ms mb

0.0022 0.0047 0.095 4.18

mπ± mK0 mK± mB0

0.139570 0.497611 0.493677 5.27963

A. Contributions to the amplitude with two kaons in S wave

1. The K+K− contribution

We retain the part coming from the H(p)
6 term in Eqs. (13) where the final K+K− forms a scalar

and isoscalar state [see Fig. 2(b)]. We have for this B̄0 → K0
SK

+K− term

Ā1(s0, s−, s+) ≡ Ā6S,0(s0, s−, s+) = GF ν̄(K̄0f0)⟨K̄0|(s̄b)sc|B̄0⟩⟨K+K−|(s̄s)sc|0⟩, (14)

with [see Eqs. (12), (13) and also Eq. (11) in Ref. [14]]

ν̄ = λ(s)
u

(
−au6ν +

1

2
au8ν

)
+ λ(s)

c

(
−ac6ν +

1

2
ac8ν

)
. (15)

The intermediate scalar-isoscalarK+K− resonances for invariantm0 masses≲ 1.6 GeV [18] correspond

to the f0 family, mainly f0(980), f0(1370) and f0(1500) which we denote as f0. Using the s and b

5 As pointed out in the paragraph below Eq. (10) the meson position in the M1M2 pair matters.
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FIG. 4: Modulus, |Γs
2|, of the strange scalar-isoscalar kaon form factor Γs

2(s0) (E =
√
s0) calculated [30, 31] in

the dispersion-relation framework using the updated [18] T matrix of the ππ (channel 1), KK̄ (channel 2) and

effective (2π)(2π) (channel 3) coupled-channel model of Ref. [33]. Solid (red) line: calculation done with the

asymptotic phase shift δ11(s0 → ∞) = 2π, δ22(s0 → ∞) = 0 and δ33(s0 → ∞) = π. For the dot (blue) line:

δ11(s0 → ∞) = 2π, δ22(s0 → ∞) = π and δ33(s0 → ∞) = 0.

quark equations of motion and Eq. (B6) of Ref. [7] one gets

⟨K̄0|(s̄b)sc|B̄0⟩ =
m2

B0 −m2
K

mb −ms
F B̄0K̄0

0 (s0). (16)

For the B̄0 to K̄0 transition form factor, we take [28]

F B̄0K̄0

0 (s) =
r0

1− s
st

, (17)

where r0 = 0.33 and st = 37.46 GeV2. One introduces (Eq. (10) of Ref. [29]) the strange form factor

Γs
2(s0) with

⟨K+(p+)K
−(p−)|s̄s|0⟩ = B0 Γs∗

2 (s0). (18)
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The quantity B0 is related to the vacuum quark condensate, as in Ref. [29] we use

B0 =
m2

π

mu +md
, (19)

where mπ is the charged pion mass. Then we obtain the following contribution for the B̄0 case,

Ā1(s0, s−, s+) = GF ν̄(K̄0f0)
m2

B0 −m2
K0

mb −ms
B0 Γs∗

2 (s0) F
B̄0K̄0

0 (s0). (20)

For the B0 we have

A1(s0, s+, s−) = GF ν(K0f0)
m2

B0 −m2
K0

mb −ms
B0 Γs∗

2 (s0) F
B0K0

0 (s0), (21)

with, from charge conjugation symmetry, FB0K0

0 (s0) = F B̄0K̄0

0 (s0) and ν(K0f0) = ν̄(K̄0f0;λ
(s)
p →

λ
(s)∗
p |p=u,c).

The form factor Γs
2(s0) has been caculated by B. Moussallam [30, 31] in the Muskhelishvili-Omnès

(MO) dispersion-relation framework [17, 32]. B. Moussallam has used the updated S matrix of the ππ

(channel 1), KK̄ (channel 2) and effective (2π)(2π) (channel 3) coupled-channel model of Ref. [33].

Details on this scattering S matrix can be found in Appendix A of Ref. [18]. As can be seen in Fig. 4

the modulus of Γs∗
2 (s0) (E =

√
s0) has a K+K− threshold peak which is due to the f0(980) resonance.

The bump near 1.5 GeV arises from the opening of the third effective 4π channel close to 2mρ where

mρ is the ρ(770) mass [18, 33]. Here, the S matrix has several poles located nearby and these have an

important influence on the energy behavior of Γs
2(s0) in this region. These poles could be related to

the f0(1370) and f0(1500) resonances. In our model, we use the form factor corresponding to the red

solid line of Fig. 4 where δ11(s0 → ∞), δ22(s0 → ∞), δ33(s0 → ∞) equal 2π, 0 and π, respectively.

2. The K0
SK

+ contribution

As seen from Eqs. (12) and (13), the H(p)
1 contribution gives rise to the part Ā1S,1 with the K̄0K+

pair in a scalar-isovector state (see Figs. 1(a) and 3). One has,

Ā2(s0, s−, s+) ≡ Ā1S,1(s0, s−, s+) =
GF

2
ȳ(RSK

−)
〈
[K̄0K+]S |(ūb)V−A|B̄0

〉
·
〈
K−|(s̄u)V−A|0

〉
, (22)

where the short distance part, similar to Eq. (6) of Ref. [14], is

ȳ = λ(s)
u

{
a1y + au4y + au10y −

[
au6y + au8y

]
rKχ
}
+ λ(s)

c

{
ac4y + ac10y −

[
ac6y + ac8y

]
rKχ
}
. (23)

In the evaluation of the long distance matrix element
〈
[K̄0K+]S |(ūb)V−A|B̄0

〉
, we assume that the

transitions of B̄0 to the [K̄0K+]S states go first through intermediate meson resonances RS which

then decay into a K̄0K+ pair. This decay is described by a vertex function GRS [K̄0K+](s+). For the

intermediate resonances, as can be seen in Table I, we have RS ≡ a0(980)
+ and a0(1450)

+. Then

12



using Eqs. (B1) and (B6) of Ref. [7] Eq. (22) leads to

Ā2(s0, s−, s+) = −GF

2
fK (m2

B0 − s+)
∑
RS

F
B̄0RS [K̄

0K+]
0 (m2

K) ȳ(RSK
−)

× GRS [K̄0K+](s+) ⟨RS [K̄
0K+]|ud̄ ⟩, (24)

fK being the charged kaon decay constant (Table II). Assuming that the variation of the B̄0 to RS

transition form factor from one resonance to the other is small, we choose RS to be a0(980)
+ which

we denote as a+0 . We can then parametrize the sum over the RS resonances by6

∑
RS

F
B̄0RS [K̄

0K+]
0 (m2

K) ȳ(RSK
−) GRS [K̄0K+](s+) ⟨RS [K̄

0K+]|ud̄⟩

≃ F
B̄0a+0
0 (m2

K) ȳ(a+0 K
−) G1(s+) (25)

where we use

⟨RS [K̄
0K+]|ud̄ ⟩ = ⟨a+0 |ud̄ ⟩ = 1. (26)

The function G1(s) describes the transition from a ud̄ pair into a K̄0K+ state. It is calculated

from a unitary model with relativistic equations for the two-coupled channels πη and KK̄. It is based

on the two-channel model of the a0(980) and a0(1450) resonances built in Refs. [34, 35]. Details on

its calculation are given in chapter IV of Ref. [18], in particular, see Eqs. (104) to (111). The G1(s)

function depends on two parameters r1 and r2 which represent the coupling constants to the π+η and

K̄0K+ states, respectively. In our model, r2 is taken as a free parameter with r1/r2 = 0.88 as in

Ref. [18], keeping however the third-degree polynomial W (s) fixed to 1. The modulus of the G1(s)

function used in the present model is plotted in Fig. 5. From Eqs. (24) and (25) we get the following

contribution to the B̄0 → K0
SK

+K− amplitude7

Ā2(s0, s−, s+) = −GF

2
fK ȳ(a+0 K

−) (m2
B0 − s+) F

B̄0a+0
0 (m2

K) G1(s+), (27)

Charge conjugation transformation applied to Eq. (27) gives the following contribution for the B0

case,

A2(s0, s+, s−) = −GF

2
fK y(a−0 K

+) (m2
B0 − s−) F

B0a−0
0 (m2

K) G1(s−), (28)

where y = ȳ with λ
(s)
p → λ

(s)∗
p |p=u,c and F

B0a−0
0 (m2

K) = F
B̄0a+0
0 (m2

K).

6 This parametrization is quite similar to that of Eq. (20) introduced in Ref. [18] for the D0 case.
7 An alternative [21] could be to parametrize the B̄0 transition to K̄0K+ as being proportional to the scalar-isovector
form factor. This form factor has been calculated in Ref. [36] using MO dispersion relation approach [17, 32].
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FIG. 5: Modulus of the |G1(s+)| (m+ =
√
s+) function which describes the B̄0 transition to the scalar-isovector

K̄0K+ state. The threshold enhancement is due to the a0(980)
+ resonance and the peak around 1.5 GeV to

the a0(1450)
+ one.

B. Contributions to the amplitude with two kaons in P wave

1. The K+K− contributions

Retaining the part coming from H(p)
3 [see Figs. 1(b) and 2(a)] one has for this term of the

B̄0 → K0
S K+K− amplitude [Eqs. (12) and (13)],

Ā3L,I(s0, s−, s+) =
GF

2
w̄u(K̄

0RI
L) ⟨K̄0|(s̄b)V−A|B̄0⟩ · ⟨[K+K−]IL|(ūu)V−A|0⟩, (29)

with (see also Eq. (8) in Ref. [14])

w̄u = λ(s)
u a2w +

(
λ(s)
u + λ(s)

u

)
(a3w + a5w + a7w + a9w) . (30)

and (Eq. (5) in Ref. [14])

⟨[K+(p+)K
−(p−)]

I
L|(ūu)V−A|0⟩ = (p+ − p−) F

[K+K−]IL
u . (31)
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In the above term only P -waves contribute. Following Eq. (B6) in Ref. [7] for the evaluation of the

matrix element ⟨K̄0|(s̄b)V−A|B̄0⟩, we obtain

Ā3P,I(s0, s−, s+) =
GF

2
(s+ − s−) w̄u(K̄

0RI
P ) F

B̄0K̄0

1 (s0) F
[K+K−]I

u (s0) (32)

with I = 0 or 1. For the vector B̄0K̄0 transition form factor, one can use, as in Ref. [14], the

parametrization given by Eq. (30) of Ref. [28],

F B̄0K̄0

1 (s0) =
r1

1− s0
m2

1

+
r2

(1− s0
m2

1
)2

(33)

with r1 = 0.162, r2 = 0.173 and m1 = 5.41 GeV.

Reference [37] provides an evaluation of the form factor F
[K+K−]I

u (s0) using vector dominance,

quark model assumptions and isospin symmetry. It receives contributions from the I = 0,

ω(782), ω(1420) and ω(1650) resonances as well as those from the I = 1, ρ(770), ρ(1450) and ρ(1700)

resonances8. Following Eq. (23) of Ref. [14],

FK+K−
u (s0) = F [K+K−]I=0

u (s0) + F [K+K−]I=1

u (s0), (34)

with

F [K+K−]I=0

u (s0) =
1

2

[
cKω BWω(s0) + cKω′BWω′(s0) + cKω′′BWω′′(s0)

]
, (35)

and

F [K+K−]I=1

u (s0) =
1

2

[
cKρ BWρ(s0) + cKρ′BWρ′(s0) + cKρ′′BWρ′′(s0)

]
. (36)

Here the BWRI
L
(s0) are the energy-dependent Breit-Wigner functions defined for each resonance RI

L

of mass mRI
L
and width ΓRI

L
as

BWRI
L
(s0) =

m2
RI

L

m2
RI

L

− s0 − i
√
s0 ΓRI

L

. (37)

The cK
RI

L
parameters have been determined in Ref. [37] through a constrained fit to the electromagnetic

kaon form factors and we use the values given in their Table 2.

The fifth term, H(p)
5 [see Fig. 2(b)], in Eqs. (13) yields also only a P -wave contribution,

Ā5P,0(s0, s−, s+) =
GF

2
(s+ − s−) w̄s(K̄

0R0
P ) F

B̄0K̄0

1 (s0) F
K+K−
s (s0), (38)

with (see also Eqs.( 10) in Ref [14])

w̄s =
(
λ(s)
u + λ(c)

u

)[
a3w + a5w − 1

2
(a7w + a9w)

]
+ λ(s)

u

(
au4w − 1

2
au10w

)
+ λ(s)

c

(
ac4w − 1

2
ac10w

)
. (39)

8 In the following the several ω and ρ resonances wiil be denoted as ω, ω′, ω′′ and ρ, ρ′, ρ′′, respectively.

15



The form factor FK+K−
s (s0), described in terms of the ϕ(1020) and ϕ(1680) resonances denoted as ϕ

and ϕ′, is given by (see Ref. [37] and also Eq. (25) of Ref.[14])

FK+K−
s (s0) = −cϕ BWϕ(s0)− cϕ′ BWϕ′(s0). (40)

As above for the contributions of the ω and ρ resonances, the ϕ Breit-Wigner functions are given by

Eq. (37) and the cϕ(ϕ′) coefficients by the constrained fit results of Table 2 of Ref. [37].

Adding the contributions of Eqs. (32) and (38) gives for the B̄0 case,

Ā3(s0, s−, s+) ≡
∑
I=0,1

Ā3P,I(s0, s−, s+) + Ā5P,0(s0, s−, s+)

= −GF

2
(s− − s+)F

B̄0K̄0

1 (s0)
(
w̄uF

K+K−
u (s0) + w̄sF

K+K−
s (s0)

)
. (41)

The corresponding B0 part is

A3(s0, s+, s−) = −GF

2
(s− − s+)F

B0K0

1 (s0)
(
wuF

K−K+

u (s0) + wsF
K−K+

s (s0)
)
, (42)

with FB0K0

1 (s0) = −F B̄0K̄0

1 (s0), wu,s = w̄u,s(λ
(s)
p → λ

(s)∗
p |p=u,c), F

K−K+

u(s) (s0) = FK+K−

u(s) (s0).

2. The K0
SK

± contributions

From the H(p)
1 term, using Eq. (B6) of Ref. [7] together with relations similar to those of the

Eqs. (A.15) to (A.19) of Ref. [19], one obtains, for the vector-isovector [K̄0K+]P K− mode, the

following contribution to the B̄0 amplitude (see Figs. 1(a) and 3)

Ā4(s0, s−, s+) ≡ Ā1P,1(s0, s−, s+) = −GF

2
fK

(
s0 − s− + (m2

B0 −m2
K)

m2
K0 −m2

K

s+

)
×
∑
RP

A
B̄0RP [K̄0K+]
0 (m2

K) mRP [K̄0K+] ȳ(RPK
−)

× GRP [K̄0K+](s+) ⟨RP [K̄
0K+]|ud̄⟩ (43)

where ⟨RP [K̄
0K+]|ud̄⟩ = 1 since it is associated to the ρ(770)+, ρ(1450)+ and ρ(1700)+ resonances.

The sum over the vertex functions GRP [K̄0K+](s+) can be parametrized using the vector-isovector form

factor [21] F K̄0K+

1 (s+) and,∑
RP

AB̄0K−
0 (s+) mRP [K̄0K+] ȳ(RPK

−) GRP [K̄0K+](s+) ⟨RP [K̄
0K+]|ud̄⟩

=
ȳ(ρK−)

fρ
AB̄0ρ+

0 (m2
K) F K̄0K+

1 (s+), (44)

with the choice ρ ≡ ρ(770) and fρ being the charged ρ decay constant (Table II). From Eqs. (43) and

(44) one gets for the B̄0

Ā4(s0, s−, s+) = −GF

2

fK
fρ

(
s0 − s− + (m2

B0 −m2
K)

m2
K0 −m2

K

s+

)
× ȳ(ρ+K−) AB̄0ρ+

0 (m2
K)F K̄0K+

1 (s+), (45)
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The Wilson coefficient combination ȳ(ρ+K−) is given by Eq. (23). The value used for the AB̄0ρ+

0 (m2
K)

transition form factor, determined in Ref. [25], is given in Table II. As shown in Ref. [37] the form

factor, F K̄0K+

1 (s+) = 2 F
[K+K−]I=1

u (s+) gets contributions from the three ρ resonances [see Eq. (36)].

The B0 part reads

A4(s0, s+, s−) = −GF

2

fK
fρ

[
s0 − s+ + (m2

B0 −m2
K)

m2
K0 −m2

K

s−

]
× y(ρ−K+) AB0ρ−

0 (m2
K)FK0K−

1 (s−), (46)

with y(ρ−K+) = ȳ(ρ+K−);λ
(s)
p |p=u,c → λ

(s)∗
p |p=u,c, A

B0ρ−

0 (m2
K) = −AB̄0ρ+

0 (m2
K) and FK0K−

1 (s) =

−F K̄0K+

1 (s).

C. Contributions to the amplitude with K0
SK

± states in D wave

One cannot form a two-kaon D-wave state from the vacuum state through the (q̄q)V−A operator,

consequently there is no such part arising from the H(p)
i terms for i = 3, 5 and 6. Here the contribution

coming from the H(p)
1 term (see Figs. 1(a) and 3) with a two-kaon D-wave state, saturated by the

a2(1320)
+ resonance, reads (see e.g. Eq. (A.23) of Ref. [19]),

Ā5(s0, s−, s+) ≡ Ā1D,1(s0, s−, s+) = −GF

2
fK D̄(p0,p−)

∑
RD≡a+2

F B̄0RD[K̄0K+](m2
K , s+)

× ȳ(RDK
−) GRD[K̄0K+](s+) ⟨RD[K̄

0K+]|ud̄⟩. (47)

With ⟨a+2 [B̄0K+]|ud̄⟩ = 1 one obtains for the B̄0 case

Ā5(s0, s−, s+) = −GF

2
fK ȳ(a+2 K

−) ga+2 K̄0K+

D̄(p0,p−)

m2
a2 − s+ − i ma2 Γa2(s+)

F B̄0a+2 (m2
K , s+), (48)

where the Wilson coefficient combination ȳ(a+2 K
−) is given by Eq. (23). The coupling constant

ga+2 K̄0K+ characterizes the strength of the a+2 → K̄0K+ transition. The function D̄(p0,p−) is defined

by

D̄(p0,p−) =
1

3
(|p0||p−|)2 − (p0 · p−)

2. (49)

In the K̄0K+ center-of-mass system the moduli of the K̄0 and K− momenta are given by

|p0| =
1

2

√
[s+ − (mK +mK0)2] [s+ − (mK −mK0)2]

s+
,

|p−| =
1

2

√
[m2

B0 − (
√
s+ +mK)2] [m2

B0 − (
√
s+ −mK)2]

s+
, (50)

and

4 p0 · p− = s0 − s− +
(m2

B0 −m2
K) (m2

K0 −m2
K)

s+
. (51)
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The transition form factor F B̄0a+2 (m2
K , s) follows from Ref. [27] and reads

F B̄0a+2 (m2
K , s) = kB̄

0a+2 (m2
K) + b

B̄0a+2
+ (m2

K) (m2
B0 − s) + b

B̄0a+2
− (m2

K) m2
K . (52)

The form factors, kB̄
0a+2 (m2

K) and b
B̄0a+2
± (m2

K) are not known. In our model we will fix s in Eq. (52)

to the a2 resonance mass squared and the value we use is given in Table II. For the B0 case, we have

A5(s0, s+, s−) = −GF

2
fK y(a−2 K

+) ga−2 K0K−
D(p0,p+)

m2
a2 − s− − i ma2 Γa2(s−)

FB0a−2 (m2
K ,m2

a2), (53)

with y(a−2 K
+) = ȳ(a+2 K

−;λ
(s)
p → λ

(s)∗
p |p=u,c), ga−2 K0K− = ga+2 K̄0K+ and FB0a−2 (m2

K ,m2
a2) =

F B̄0a+2 (m2
K ,m2

a2). The function D(p0,p+) of the K0 and K+ momenta in K0K+ center-of-mass

system is defined in a similar way to that of the function D̄(p0,p−) in Eq. (49) but the variables s+

and s− have to be interchanged.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The Belle [1] and BABAR [2] Collaboration analyses of the B0 → K0
SK

+K− data have been

performed within a time-dependent-Dalitz approach. As shown in Appendix A [see Eq. (A13)] the

double differential branching fraction or the Dalitz plot density distribution for the B̄0 → K0
SK

+K−

decay can be written as

d2Br(B̄0)

ds+ds0
=

1

32(2π)3m3
B0ΓB0

[(1− x)|Ā(s0, s−, s+)|2 + x|A(s0, s+, s−)|2], (54)

where Ā(s0, s−, s+) =
∑5

i=1 Āi(s0, s−, s+) is our decay amplitude for the B̄0 → K0
SK

+K− process,

A(s0, s+, s−) =
∑5

i=1Ai(s0, s+, s−) is that for the B0 decay and ΓB0 is the B0 width. The different

parts, Āi(s0, s−, s+) and Ai(s0, s+, s−), of our decay amplitudes have been given in Sec. III. The

parameter x gives the strength of the contribution of the B0-B̄0 transition process. It is equal to

x =
1

2

[
1− 1− 2w

(∆md/ΓB0)2 + 1

]
, (55)

where ∆md is the difference of the heavy and light B0 mass eigenvalues and w is the fraction of events

in which the other B0 meson is tagged with the incorrect flavor [2]. The double differential branching

fraction or the Dalitz plot density distribution for the B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay reads

d2Br(B0)

ds+ds0
=

1

32(2π)3m3
B0ΓB0

[ (1− x)|A(s0, s+, s−)|2 + x|Ā(s0, s−, s+)|2 ]. (56)

Here, compared to the B̄0 case, the amplitude arguments s− and s+ are interchanged.

As in the Belle [1] and BABAR [2] analyses the sum over both charge-conjugate-decay modes is

implied, we compare the experimental effective K0
SK

+, K0
SK

− and K+K− mass projections with the

corresponding theoretical distributions dBr/dsi obtained by a suitable integration over s0 or s+ of

the sum of the differential branching fractions given by Eqs. (54) and (56). Here si, i = 1, 2, 3 denote
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the squares of the three different K0
SK

+, K0
SK

− and K+K− effective masses of the final kaon pairs,

respectively.

We have made a simultaneous fit of the model parameters to the Belle data presented in Fig. 3 of

Ref. [1] and the BABAR data shown in Fig. 17 of Ref. [2]. The background components have been

subtracted to obtain the signal Belle distributions. We have also omitted the first data bins in the

effective mass projections corresponding to the s values smaller than their kinematical limits given by

the masses of the KK̄ pairs. Among the Belle data, one has 76 points for the K0
SK

+ mass distribution,

76 points for the K0
SK

− mass distribution, 149 points for the K+K− mass distribution and 24 points

concentrated in the narrow region of the K+K− mass around the ϕ(1020) resonance. Each set of the

three BABAR distributions consists of 32 points. Altogether we have taken into account 325 Belle

data points and 96 BABAR data values. As we fit also the branching fraction of the B0 → K0K+K−

decay, the total number of the data points is equal to 422.

The theoretical values of the K0
SK

+, K0
SK

− and K+K− mass distributions dN th/dEi have been

related to the branching fraction distributions dBr/dsi using the relation

dN th

dEi
= 2EiFi

dBr

dsi
, (57)

where Ei =
√
si and

Fi =
N ev

i di
Brexp

. (58)

In this expression N ev
i is the total number of experimental events of a given distribution with the bin

width di and Brexp is the experimental branching fraction of the B0 → K0K+K− decay. For the

description of the Belle data we use N ev
i = 1125 for every i while for the BABAR data sets we have

N ev
1 = 1419, N ev

2 = 1415 and N ev
3 = 1449 events.

In our fit we use the χ2 function defined as

χ2 =

421∑
j=1

[
dNth

dE (Ej)− dNexp

dE (Ej)

∆dNexp

dE (Ej)

]2
+ χ2

Br, (59)

where

χ2
Br = wBr

[
Brth −Brexp

∆Brexp

]2
, (60)

dNexp

dE (Ej) is the experimental value of the mass distribution taken at Ej and ∆dNexp

dE (Ej) is its un-

certainty while dNth

dE (Ej) is the corresponding theoretical value calculated at the same Ej . We put

wBr = 20 to get a good fit for the theoretical CP -averaged branching fraction Brth.

It turns out that to obtain a reasonable fit to the data one needs to modify the five components of

the model amplitude. The amplitudes Ā1 and A1 are multiplied by a sixth order polynomial P1(z) of

the variable z =
√
s0 − 2mK with

P1(z) = eiϕ1C

(
1 +

6∑
i=1

ci z
i

)
. (61)
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TABLE IV: Fitted strong interaction parameters of our model amplitude. The parameters C,Pi, i = 3 to 5

are dimensionless, ϕi, i = 1, 2 are in radians, r2 in GeV3/2 and the ci, i = 1 to 6 in GeV−i. The component Ā1

is multiplied by the complex sixth order polynomial P1(z) = eiϕ1C
(
1 +

∑6
i=1 ci z

i
)
with z =

√
s0− 2mK . The

contribution Ā2, proportional to the function G1(s+) where the parameter r2 represents the coupling constant

to the K̄0K+ state, is multiplied by the phase factor eiϕ2 . For j = 3, 4, 5 the real parameters Pj renormalize

the corresponding Āj . The same parameters are also introduced for the Aj , j = 1 to 5, in the same way.

Parameters Values

C 0.84005

ϕ1 −3.4691 rad

c1 −1.7509

c2 1.2298

c3 0.23169

c4 −0.24359

c5 0.064156

c6 −0.0061211

r2 8.6409 GeV3/2

ϕ2 4.4632 rad

P3 1.1752

P4 0.38593

P5 0.29155

This introduces 8 real free parameters, ϕ1, C and the ci, i = 1 to 6. The scalar-isovector K0K± terms

Ā2 and A2 terms [Eqs. (27) and (28)] are proportional to the G1(s) function in which the coupling

constant r2 [see the paragraph below Eq. (26)] has been adjusted. Both terms have been multiplied by

the phase factor eiϕ2 , where ϕ2 is a real free parameter. The K+K− and K0
SK

± P - wave components

Ā3, A3, Ā4, A4 and the K0
SK

± D-wave Ā5 and A5 ones need to be renormalized by the free real

coefficients P3, P4 and P5, respectively.

In our fit, we use the measured ratio ∆md/ΓB0 = 0.769± 0.004 [6] and we put the experimental

parameter w = 0, to get from Eq. (55) the value x = 0.186. The values of the 13 fitted parameters

are given in Table IV. We obtain χ2 = 583.6 which divided by the number of degrees of freedom,

ndf = 409, leads to χ2/ndf = 1.43. The total B0 → K0K+K− experimental branching fraction,

(2.68± 0.11)× 10−5 [6], is very well reproduced as one gets the corresponding theoretical value equal

to Brth = 2.65× 10−5.
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FIG. 6: The Dalitz-plot-projection fit (solid line) to the Belle [1] experimental data extracted from their Fig. 3:

(a) the m(K+K−) distribution, (b) the m(K+K−) projection near the ϕ(1020) resonance, (c) the m(K0
SK

−)

distribution and (d) that of the m(K0
SK

+). The resonance χc0(1P ) visible in the plot (a) at around 3.4 GeV

has not been introduced in our amplitude. The two bumps in (a) correspond to the ϕ(1020) and f0(1500),

respectively; the bump in (b) close to the threshold comes from the f0(980); the first bump in (c) and (d) is

due to the a0(1450); the two other ones in (c) and (d) are reflections of the ϕ(1020). Data are represented by

tiny horizontal lines with error bars.

Our fit (solid line) to the mass projection distributions of the Belle [1] and BABAR [2] experimental

data is displayed in Figs. 6 and 7, respectively. The near threshold peak in the m(K+K−) distribution

of the Belle Collaboration, Fig. 6 (a), is due to the ϕ(1020) and the next one to the f0(1500) denoted

as fX in Ref. [1]. The bump near 1.5 GeV in the plot (Fig. 4) of the modulus of the strange scalar

form factor Γs
2(s0) contributes to this fX peak. Furthermore, in our model, it corresponds to the

opening, close to 2mρ, of the third effective 4π channel [18, 33]. There are also some contributions

from the a0(1450), ρ(1450) and ω(1420). The resonance χc0(1P ) visible at around 3.4 GeV in this

Fig. 6 (a) has not been introduced in our amplitude. In Fig. 6 (b) the threshold bump arises from the

f0(980) and the ϕ(1020 peak is well reproduced. In Figs. 6 (c) and (d) the first bump comes from the

a0(1450) and the two other ones are reflections of the ϕ(1020). Besides the fact that the projection
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FIG. 7: As in Fig. 6 but for the BABAR [2] data extracted from their Fig. 17: (a) the m(K+K−) distribution,

(b) the m(K0
SK

−) one and (c) that of the m(K0
SK

+). The χc0(1P ) signal is not visible in Fig. 17 of BABAR.

distribution in the ϕ region has not been plotted and that the χc0(1P ) signal has not been kept, the

BABAR distributions, in Fig. 7, have characteristics similar to those of Belle.

For the total branching fraction we obtain Brth(B̄0 → K0
SK

+K−) = 1.325 × 10−5 which can be

compared with Brth(B0 → K0
SK

+K−) = 1.328×10−5. The corresponding sum of these two branching

fractions is equal to Br = 2.653× 10−5. Then the total CP asymmetry,

ACP =
Br(B̄0)−Br(B0)

Br(B̄0) +Br(B0)
, (62)

equals −0.11 %. If one neglects the B0−B̄0 transitions then this asymmetry becomes ACP = −0.17 %.

The sum Brj of the integrated branching fractions for the B̄0 and B0 decays into the K0
SK

+K−

system are calculated for the particular contributions of the modified Āj and Aj terms. The Brj

values and the ratios Rj = Brj/Br are given in Table V together with their sums for j = 1 to 5.

We see that the j = 1 term, with an S-wave-K+K− state, dominates with a contribution of 83.0 %

of the total branching fraction. It arises mainly from the f0(K
+K−)K0

S mode. The second sizable

contribution to Br, with 18.3 % of the total, is the j = 3 term with the K+K− pair in P -wave. It

is dominated by ϕK0
S plus small ωK0

S and ρ0K0
S modes. Then follows the a±0 K

∓ mode with 6.2 %,
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TABLE V: Sum Brj of the integrated branching fractions for B̄0 and B0 decays into the K0
SK

+K− for the

different modified Āj and Aj , their ratios Rj (in %) to the total branching fraction Br = 2.6516 × 10−5 and

their sums for j = 1 to 5.

j Final state modes Contributing Brj Rj(%)
B̄0 B0 resonances

1 [K+K−]0SK̄
0 [K−K+]0SK

0 f0 2.20× 10−5 83.0

2 [K̄0K+]1SK
− [K0K−]1SK

+ a±0 1.64× 10−6 6.2

3 [K+K−]0,1P K̄0 [K−K+]0,IP K0 ϕ+ ω + ρ0 4.84× 10−6 18.3

4 [K̄0K+]1PK
− [K0K−]1PK

+ ρ± 3.85× 10−8 0.15

5 [K̄0K+]1DK− [K0K−]1DK+ a±2 2.87× 10−8 0.11∑5
j=1 2.86× 10−5 107.7

the ρ±K∓ with 0.15 % and the a±2 K
∓ with 0.11 %. The total percentage sum is 107.7 % which

indicates a small interference contribution.

FIG. 8: (a) Comparison between
∣∣Ā1(s0)

∣∣ (Eq. (20), solid blue line) and
∣∣ĀF

1

∣∣ ≡ ∣∣P1(z)Ā1(s0)
∣∣ (dashed red

line) with z = E − 2 mK and E =
√
s0; (b) plot of |P1(z)| (Eq. (61), solid line).

The Rj results shown in Table V tell us that the contribution to the amplitude with two kaons

in isoscalar S wave is very important. It is instructive to plot the modulus of the modified Ā1(s0)

contribution,
∣∣ĀF

1

∣∣ ≡
∣∣P1(z)Ā1(s0)

∣∣ and to compare it to the modulus of Ā1(s0), this is done in

Fig. 8(a). The fit to the data requires a reduction of |Ā1| below 2.5 GeV and to an increase above

which is done by |P1(z)| as seen in Fig. 8 (b). Our strange kaon form factor is too large in the energy

range below 2.5 GeV and too small above. Besides this strange form factor Γs∗
2 (s0) the B̄0 to K0

transition form factor F B̄0K̄0

0 (s0) enters the expression of Ā1 [Eq. (20)] and the product of these two
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form factors is constrained by the data. The F B̄0K̄0

0 (s0) given by Eq. (17) and evaluated in Ref. [28]

from light cone sum rules is in good agreement with that recently calculated in a fully relativistic

lattice QCD approach [38]. This can be seen comparing the values given by the parametrization (17)

to those of the curve of Fig. 16 and Table VI of Ref. [38].

FIG. 9: Asymmetry ACP (s0, s+) [Eq. (63)] as a function of m+ for: (a) m0 = 3.5 GeV, (b) m0 = 2 GeV.

In plot (a), the a2(1320)
+, present in the modified A5 contribution, could be responsible for the bump

around 1.3 GeV. The maximum at ∼ 1.7 GeV can be related to an interplay between the modified A1 and

A2 terms where the two-kaon states are in S wave.

The Dalitz-plot dependence of CP asymmetry in the framework of a QCDF model for the

B± → K± K+K− has been compared to LHCb [15] and BABAR [2] data in Ref. [16]. In a recent

publication [39] the LHCb Collaboration has reported measurement of CP asymmetries in charm-

less three-body decays of B±. They have shown their distributions as a function of the three-body

phase space and have interpreted them as possibly arising from rescattering and resonance interference

effects.

For the B0 → K0
SK

+K− decays the CP asymmetry in the Dalitz plot can be defined using Eqs. (54)

and (56) as follows:

ACP (s0, s+) =

d2Br(B̄0)
ds+ds0

− d2Br(B0)
ds−ds0

d2Br(B̄0)
ds+ds0

+ d2Br(B0)
ds−ds0

. (63)

In a large part of the Dalitz plot the ACP (s0, s+) values are rather small but there are some regions with

m0 ≳ 1.7 GeV where they can be sizable. For instance, in Fig. 9 (a) we show a plot of ACP (s0, s+)

as a function of m+ for m0=3.5 GeV. Here we encounter large positive asymmetry values. A small

maximum at m+ ≃ 1.3 GeV can be attributed to an influence of the resonance a2(1320) present

in the two-kaon-D-wave contribution of the modified A5 term. The second higher maximum has no

direct resonant character. It can be related to an interplay of the two-kaon-S-wave contributions of
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the modified A1 and A2 terms. For other values of m0 and m+, for example, as seen in Fig. 9 (b), at

m0 = 2 GeV and for 1.55 GeV≲ m+ ≲ 2.15 GeV a significant negative asymmetry is found while for

1.4 GeV< m+ < 1.55 GeV the asymmetry is large and positive. Also for m0=4 GeV and in the whole

range of the kinematically allowed m+ values from 1 GeV to 3.4 GeV the CP asymmetry is large and

positive for m+ below 1.55 GeV and negative above. After integrations on s0, s+ in the Dalitz plot

and as noted below Eq. (62), the total CP asymmetry, equal to −0.11%, is small.

The time dependent asymmetry ACP (∆t) is usually written as

ACP (∆t) = − C cos(∆md∆t) + S sin(∆md∆t), (64)

where ∆t is defined as the time interval between the decays of the B0 mesons coming from the Υ(4S)

state, while C and S are coefficients which can depend on the Dalitz plot variables like s0 and s+.

These coefficients can be calculated as ratios of integrals over some parts of the Dalitz plot, namely9

C = −IC/D and S = IS/D, where

IC =

∫
ds0 ds+( |Ā(s0, s−, s+)|2 − |A(s0, s+, s−)|2 ), (65)

D =

∫
ds0 ds+( |Ā(s0, s−, s+)|2 + |A(s0, s+, s−)|2 ), (66)

and

IS = 2

∫
ds0 ds+ Im [ e−2iβĀ(s0, s−, s+)A

∗(s0, s+, s−) ]. (67)

In Eq. (67) the angle β is that of the unitarity triangle [6]. One can see that, when the s0, s+ integration

is performed over the full Dalitz plot, the coefficient C is equal to the CP asymmetry with a minus

sign, C = −ACP .

Using sin(2β) = 0.699 [6] and integrating over s+ and for three specific ranges of s0, we obtain the

C and S values given in Table VI. One notices a sign flip of the coefficient S when going from the s0

range dominated by the ϕ(1020) meson contribution to the s0 range outside of ϕ(1020). The change of

the S sign is related to the presence of an additional minus sign in the amplitude A3 with respect to the

corresponding Ā3 amplitude. The charge symmetry of the P -waveK+K− amplitudes is responsible for

that effect. The numerical values of the time dependent CP-asymmetry parameters are in qualitative

agreement with the experimental results of the BABAR Collaboration presented in Fig. 18 of Ref. [2].

The S value in the ϕ region, 0.53, is compatible with that of BABAR, 0.66 ± 0.17 ± 0.07, given in

Table XIII of Ref [2].

9 See Eqs. (A14) to (A19).
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TABLE VI: CP-asymmetry parameters C and S defined in Eq. (64) and calculated from Eqs. (65), (66) and

(67) integrated over the full s+ range and over the specific s0 range.

√
s0 range (GeV) C = −ACP (%) S

1.01 <
√
s0 < 1.03 −1.13 +0.53

√
s0 < 1.01 and

√
s0 > 1.03 0.43 −0.61

full s0 range 0.17 −0.42

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

In view of further amplitude analyses, in particular by LHCb and Belle II Collaborations, we have

derived a B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay amplitude in a quasi-two-body QCDF framework. Our derivation

follows that developed for the study of CP violation in the B± → π+π−π± decays [19]. The dominant

parts of the decay amplitude are calculated in terms of kaon form factors or B0 to two kaons transi-

tion functions which describe the final state two-body resonances and their interferences. Unitarity

constraints are satisfied when two of the three kaons are in a scalar state. The kaon form factors and

transition functions entering this amplitude are similar to those introduced in the Dalitz plot studies

of the D0 → K0
SK

+K− decays in a factorization approach [18], the final kaon states being identical.

However, here, the larger phase space tests our model over a wider energy range. The kaon-kaon

interactions in the S, P , and D waves are taken into account.

Starting from the effective weak decay Hamiltonian [22, 23], a QCDF derivation of the full amplitude

within a quasi-two-body framework can be performed. The different terms [see Eqs. (13)] appear as

products of short distance contributions, sums which depend on effective Wilson coefficients [see

Eq. (11)], times long distance ones given by kaon form factors or parametrized with B̄0 to K̄0K+

transition functions. Some parts of the amplitude, where the formation of the final K+K− takes

place via an implicit or explicit dd̄ quark pair, are expected to lead to small contributions. We have

neglected these OZI [20] suppressed terms.

The dominant part of the full amplitude has five components and our model reproduces well the

Belle [1] and BABAR [2] Collaborations data. With 13 strong interaction free parameters modifying

the five terms of our amplitude, we fit the 422 observables consisting of the total branching fraction

together with the Dalitz-plot projections of Belle and BABAR with a χ2 of 583.6 which leads to a

χ2/ndf of 1.43.

The largest contribution to the branching fraction, 83.0 % of the total as seen in Table V, comes from

the modified Ā1(s0, s−, s+) and A1(s0, s+, s−) terms where the K+K− pairs are in a scalar-isoscalar

state (see the penguin diagrams of Fig. 2 (b)). These terms are proportional to the strange scalar-
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isoscalar form factor Γs
2(s0) receiving a large contribution from the f0(980), f0(1370) and f0(1500)

resonances (see Fig. 4). The dominance of the f0-resonance contributions was also found in the data

analyses of the Belle [1] and BABAR [2] Collaborations.

The best fit is obtained if the Ā1(s0, s−, s+) and A1(s0, s+, s−) terms [Eqs. (20), (21)] are multiplied

by the phenomenological complex polynomial P1(z) with z =
√
s0 − 2mK (see Eq. (61), Fig. 8 (b)

and Table IV). It leads to a reduction of |Ā1| and |A1| below 2.5 GeV and to an increase above [see

Fig. 8 (a)]. Within our approach, and for a given B̄0 to K0 transition form factor F B̄0K̄0

0 (s0), the fit

to the B0 → K0
SK

+K− Belle [1] and BABAR [2] data would require for the modulus of our strange

kaon form factor Γs
2(s0), a smaller (larger) value for

√
s0 below (above) 2.5 GeV.

The next important mode, with a branching fraction equal to 18.3% of the total is mainly the

ϕ K0
S one plus some small ω K0

S and ρ K0
S arising from the modified Ā3(s0, s−, s+) and A3(s0, s+, s−)

amplitudes. The dominant part with the ϕ(1020) contribution comes from the term proportional to

ws [Eq. (39)]. The parameters, for the P -wave form factors FK+K−
s (s0) and FK+K−

u (s0) [Eqs. (34)

and (40)] have been determined in Ref. [37] using vector dominance, quark model assumptions and

isospin symmetry. The best fit requires these Ā3 and A3 [Eqs. (41) and (42)] contributions to be

renormalized by a real parameter P3 which is, however, close to 1 (see Table IV).

The modified terms Ā2(s0, s−, s+) and A2(s0, s+, s−) with two kaons in a S wave of isospin 1, have

a branching faction of 6.2 % of the total. Their long distance part depends upon the function G1(s±)

whose calculation, given by Eqs. (104) to (111) of Ref. [18], is based on the πη- and KK̄-channel

model of the a0(980) and a0(1450) resonances built in Refs. [34, 35]. To obtain a good fit, we found

necessary to adjust for the G1(s) function the r2 coupling to the K̄0K+ state and to multiply the Ā2

and A2 terms, [Eqs. (27) and (28)] by the phase factor eiϕ2 (see Table IV). The contributions of the

a0 resonances were not introduced in the Belle [1] and BABAR [2] Collaboration analyses.

The remaining amplitudes Ā4(s0, s−, s+) and A4(s0, s+, s−) (contributions of the ρ(770), ρ(1450),

and ρ(1700) resonances and renormalized by the real parameter P4), Ā5(s0, s−, s+) and A5(s0, s−, s+)

(D-wave saturated by the a2(1320)
+ resonance and multiplied by the real parameter P5) give small

branching fractions of the order of 0.1%.

For K+K− effective masses above 1.7 GeV our model predicts large CP asymmetries in the Dalitz

plot, as can be seen in Figs. 9 (a) and (b). We have also calculated the values of the time dependent

CP-asymmetry parameters and in the ϕ(1020) region, the value of the S parameter, 0.53, agrees,

within errors, with that obtained by BABAR analysis [2].

The charmless three-body B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay data provides information on the weak interac-

tions and can also be useful for better knowledge of the kaon-kaon strong interactions. Based on our

model one can build a parametrization that can be implemented in experimental Dalitz plot analyses.

Dalitz-plot amplitude analysis of several charmless three-body B-meson decays can lead to a better
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understanding on the origin of CP asymmetry.
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Appendix A: B0-B̄0 mixing and time-dependent decay rate

The quantum mechanical formalism for neutral particle-antiparticle oscillations and CP violation

has been studied and presented in the book of I. I. Bigi and A. I. Sanda [40] (herafter cited as BS).

Recent developments on the B0-B̄0 mixing can be found in the review by O. Schneider [41] in the 2022

Review of Particle Physics [6]. In this appendix, following BS we show how one can derive Eq. (3) of

the BABAR study of CP violation in Dalitz-plot analyses of the charmless hadronic B0 → K0
SK

+K−

decay [2]. We also give the derivation of Eqs. (54), (56) and (64).

1. B0-B̄0 mixing

The expressions for the time evolution of B0 and B̄0 states are given by (see Eqs. (6.47) and (6.48)

of BS)

|B0(t)⟩ = f+(t)||B0(t)⟩+ q

p
f−(t)||B̄0(t)⟩,

|B̄0(t)⟩ = f+(t)||B̄0(t)⟩+ p

q
f−(t)||B0(t)⟩ (A1)

with10

f±(t) =
1

2
e−iMSte−

1
2
ΓSt
(
1± e−i∆MB0 te−

1
2
∆ΓB0 t

)
. (A2)

In Eq. (A2) ∆MB0 ≡ ML −MS and ∆ΓB0 ≡ ΓS − ΓL ≪ ΓS + ΓL, i. e. ΓS ≃ ΓL (see Eq. (11.2) of

BS). Here ML,ΓL and MS ,ΓS correspond to the masses and widths of the long-life and short-life B0

states, respectively. The time-dependent differential decay rate can be written as

dΓ

ds+ds0dt
=

e−ΓB0 t

32(2π)3m3
B0

G(t)

4τB0

, (A3)

10 ∆MB0 is denoted as ∆md and t as ∆t in Sec. IV.
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where τB0 equal to 1/ΓB0 is the neutral B meson lifetime. Applying the BS master equations (11.15)

to (11.22) one obtains for the B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay (Eq. (11.58) of BS):

G(t) = |A|2
[
1 + |ρ̄|2 +

(
1− |ρ̄|2

)
cos(∆MB0t)− 2Im

(
q

p
ĀA∗

)
sin(∆MB0t)

]
, (A4)

where A =
∑5

i=1Ai is the B0 → K0
SK

+K− decay amplitude and (see Eq. (6.49) of BS)

ρ̄ =
Ā

A
=

1

ρ
, (A5)

Ā being the B̄0 → K0
SK

−K+ decay amplitude. For the definition of p and q see e.g. Eqs. (6.22) to

(6.25) of BS. In the B0 case one has (Eq. (11.45) of BS and Ref. [6]),

q

p
=

V ∗
tbVtd

VtbV
∗
td

≃ e−2iβ, (A6)

where β is one of the angles of the CKM triangle. From Eqs. (A4) and (A5) one gets

G(t) = |A|2 + |Ā|2 +
(
|A|2 − |Ā|2

)
cos(∆MB0t)− 2Im

(
e−2iβĀA∗

)
sin(∆MB0t). (A7)

Following Eqs. (A3) and (A7) the time dependent double differential branching fraction of the B0

decay, with Br = Γ/ΓB0 and NBr ≡ [32(2π)3m3
B0ΓB0)]−1, reads (with the replacement of t by ∆t)

d2Br(B0)

ds+ ds0 d∆t
= NBr

e−ΓB0 |∆t|

4τB0

×
[
|A|2 + |Ā|2 +

(
|A|2 − |Ā|2

)
cos(∆MB0∆t)− 2Im

(
e−2iβĀA∗

)
sin(∆MB0∆t)

]
(A8)

and that of the B̄0

d2Br(B0)

ds+ ds0 d∆t
= NBr

e−ΓB0 |∆t|

4τB0

×
[
|Ā|2 + |A|2 +

(
|Ā|2 − |A|2

)
cos(∆MB0∆t) + 2Im

(
e−2iβĀA∗

)
sin(∆MB0∆t)

]
(A9)

This shows the agreement of Eqs. (A8) and A9) with Eq. (3) of Ref. [2] for w = 0. Integrating over

the time from minus to plus infinity and with,∫ +∞

−∞
d∆t

e−ΓB0 |∆t|

4τB0

cos(∆MB0∆t) =
1

2

1(
∆MB0

ΓB0

)2
+ 1

, (A10)

and ∫ +∞

−∞
d∆t

e−ΓB0 |∆t|

4τB0

sin(∆MB0∆t) = 0, (A11)

one obtains from Eqs. (A8) and (A9)

d2Br(B0)

ds+ds0
= NBr[ (1− x)|A(s0, s+, s−)|2 + x|Ā(s0, s+, s−)|2 ], (A12)

and

d2Br(B̄0)

ds+ds0
= NBr[(1− x)|Ā(s0, s−, s+)|2 + x|A(s0, s−, s+)|2], (A13)

where (introducing here the w dependence) x = 1
2

[
1 − 1−2w

(∆MB0/ΓB0 )2+1

]
. Eqs. (A12) and (A13)

correspond to Eqs. (56) and (54).
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2. Time dependent asymmetry ACP (t)

Integrating over s+ and s0 and denoting by B̃r the total branching fraction without B0-B̄0 mixing,

one obtains from Eqs. (A8) and (A9) for the B0 decay

BrB0(∆t) =
e−ΓB0 |∆t|

2τB0

[
B̃rB0 + B̃rB̄0 +

(
B̃rB0 − B̃rB̄0

)
cos(∆MB0 |∆t|)

− 2NBr

∫ ∫
Im
(
e−2iβĀA∗

)
sin(∆MB0 |∆t|) ds+ds0

]
, (A14)

and for the B̄0 decay

BrB̄0(∆t) =
e−ΓB0 |∆t|

2τB0

[
B̃rB̄0 + B̃rB0 +

(
B̃rB̄0 − B̃rB0

)
cos(∆MB0∆t)

+ 2NBr

∫ ∫
Im
(
e−2iβĀA∗

)
sin(∆MB0∆t) ds+ds0

]
. (A15)

The time dependent asymmetry ACP (∆t) defined as

ACP (∆t) =
BrB̄0(∆t)−BrB0(∆t)

BrB̄0(∆t) +BrB0(∆t)
(A16)

is usually written as

ACP (∆t) = − C cos(∆MB0∆t) + S sin(∆MB0∆t). (A17)

From Eqs. (A14), (A15) one obtains11

C = −BrB̄0 −BrB0

BrB̄0 +BrB0

= −ACP , (A18)

and

S =
2
∫ ∫

Im
(
e−2iβĀA∗) ds+ds0

BrB̄0 +BrB0

. (A19)

Equations (A14) to (A19) are equivalent to Eqs. (64) to (67).
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