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Abstract

§ The B — K2K+K~ decay amplitude is derived within a quasi-two-body QCD factorization framework in
aerms of kaon form factors and B 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
cxfotal 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 x?2
gf 583.6 which leads to a x? per degree of freedom equal to 1.43. The dominant branching fraction arises from
C'ihe fo(KTK~)K? mode with 83.0 % of the total branching. The next important mode is dominated by ¢K32
g)lus small K9 and p° K9 modes with 18.3 % of the total. Then follows the af KF mode with 6.2 %. Adding
—the other smaller modes, the total percentage sum is 107.7 % which indicates a small interference contribution.
=={n most regions of the Dalitz plot, our model gives rather small C'P asymmetry, but in some parts its values
OCkan be large and positive or negative. Its predicted total value is equal to —0.11 %. The calculated time
OClependent CP-asymmetry parameters agree, within errors, with those obtained by the BABAR analysis. Our
gmodel amplitude can be the basis for a parametrization in experimental Dalitz plot analyses of LHCb and Belle
LCII Collaborations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The charmless hadronic time dependent B — KgK TK~ 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 v [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 condition'. The scalar-isovector ag resonances, present in the KOK* final states,
are not introduced in the Belle and BABAR analyses. This is also the case for the w (mainly KK~
channel) and p (mainly K°K®* channel) resonances. Belle II Collaboration [5] has recently measured
the variation in time of the rate asymmetries in BY — qﬁKg decays. This process, part of the B® —
KgK TK~, could reveal some new physics in the b — ¢gs 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 v from B — Knm and B — KKK 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 v in Ref. [4], one is compatible with the world-average value [6] of
(65.9f§:§)0. 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 BY — K gK TK~ decay, the branching
ratios and the K™K~ mass spectra are compared with the available BABAR analysis in their Table 111
and Figs. 2 (a) and(b), respectively. The quantum chromodynamic (QCD) factorized expression for
the BO — KgK+K_ decay amplitude given by their Eq. (A4) will be the starting point of our work.

Taking into account of the Belle [I, 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

! However, the S-wave fo(980)-resonance contribution is fitted though the K-matrix formalism where the two-body
unitarity is preserved.



and direct CP-violation in charmless three-body decays of B mesons. However, their B — K gK TKT
branching ratio compared to that of BABAR is too small. These Belle [§] 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. [II]. A perturbative
QCD approach to describe the resonant contributions to the B decays into three kaons has been ap-
plied in Ref. [I2]. As in our case their B® — K°KTK~ branching ratio is first dominated by the
f0(980) and then by the ¢(1020) contributions. In their Fig. 3 they show the different fy and f2(/)
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. [I3] under the factorization-assisted topological-amplitude approach.

In a quasi-two-body QCD factorization (QCDF) framework, the B* —» KTK~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 fy 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
KT 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 BY — KgK +K~ decay amplitude in terms of kaon form factors and B° 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 D — KYK+ K~ process which has been recently
studied in Ref. [I8§].

A detailed QCDF calculation of the full amplitude, following the derivation of the B* — ntn—n*



decay amplitudes performed in Ref. [I9], can be done. This amplitude includes, besides important
parts, Okubo-Zweig-lizuka (OZI) [20] suppressed terms where an explicit or an implicit dd 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 [I] 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. [ 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. [[T]] gives the
explicit expressions of these dominant terms. Results and discussion of our simultaneous fit of Belle [I]
and BABAR [2] Collaboration data are presented in Sec. A summary of our model, together with
some concluding remarks can be found in Sec. A reminder on formulae for B%-B? mixing and for

the time-dependent asymmetry Acp(t) is given in Appendix

II. THE B° - K3KTK~- 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]

10
G s
Heff = 71; Z )\é ) |:010117 + 0205 + Z C;0; + 077077 + ngOggi| + h.c., (1)
p=u,c =3
where
AN = VoV (2)

The V,y (p' = b, s) are the CKM quark-mixing matrix elements. For the Fermi coupling constant G
we take the value 1.166379x 1075 GeV~2 [6]. We use the Wolfenstein parameters given in Eq. (12.26) of

Ref. [24] which lead to A = (0.2659—i 0.7738) x 10~3 and A% = 0.04105+4 0.6872x 10~5. The C;(p)
(p)

are the Wilson coefficients for the four-quark operators O;"’ (1) at a renormalization scale p. The Of’2
terms are left-handed current-current operators arising from W-boson exchange. The O;—3_1¢ terms
are QCD and electroweak penguin operators involving a W boson loop with a u or ¢ quark while Oz,
and Og, are the electromagnetic and chromomagnetic dipole operators [23].

The amplitude depends on the Mandelstam invariants
st =m3 = (po+px)? so=mg=(py +p-)° (3)

where pg, p+ and p_ are the four-momenta of the Kg, KT and K~ mesons, respectively. Energy-

momentum conservation implies
Ppo = Do+ Dy +D-, S0+ sy + 5 =mpo + mio + 2mi, (4)
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where ppgo is the B four-momentum and mpgo, myo and mx denote the B?, the neutral and charged
kaon masses, respectively. In the following we derive, for the B — K°K* K~ decay, the contributions

of the quasi two-body processes,
B — [KTK™|p K° and B® — [K°K®*|, K. (5)

The final interacting-kaon pairs, [K+ K ~]; and [K°K*]}, can be in a scalar, L = S, vector, L = P
or tensor, L = D states. The isospin I of the [KTK~]; pair can be either 0 or 1, while that of
the [KOK ™|, pair is 1. Then, the possible final quasi-two-body MjMs pairs can be:

M= (po +py) = [K(po) KT (p)]17", Ma(p-) = K~ (p-), (6)
and
Mi(po) = K (po), My "'(py +p-) = [K () K~ (p)]7 . (7)

The different isospin 1, [K? K +]§:Pl p» and isospin 0 and 1, [KTK _]gjg ’Il), resonances R! contributing
to the meson-meson final state strong interactions are listed? in Table

TABLE I: Two-body resonances Ri contributing, in the B® — KK+ K~ decays, to the isospin 1 [[_(0 Kﬂé’:Pl’D,
and to the isospin 0 and 1 [K+TK ’]fgjg » final state meson-meson strong interactions. Our model amplitude
does not include the contribution of the f5(1525). The resonances ag(980)°, ag(1450)°, f2(1270) and a3(1320)°

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

Final state L=S5S L=P L=D
[KOKT)=1 ao(980)T, ap(1450)* p(770)*, p(1450)*, p(1700)* as(1320)*
(Kt K7)170 £5(980), fo(1370), fo(1500) w(782), w(1420), w(1650), ¢(1020), #(1680) f2(1270)
(Kt K=t a0(980)°, ag(1450)° p(770)°, p(1450)°, p(1700)° a2(1320)°

Applying the quasi-two-body QCDF [23] formalism for the B® - K2K ™K~ decay and neglecting

small CP violation effects in Kg decays by using

K9) ~ ¢1§ (1K) + |K9)), (8)

the matrix elements of the effective weak Hamiltonian can be written as (see Egs. (2.1) and (A1)
of Ref. [7])

A(507 S—, S+)

ol RS-

(K°(po) K" (p+) K~ (p=)|Hess| B (ppo))

g S

u

2 Beyond this table, the isospin 1 of the K°K T states will not be specified unless necessary.



with

(R°KTK~|T,|B%) = <K0K+K—|{a1 Spu (@b)y—4 @ (5u)y_a

+ ag Spu (Sb)y—a @ (Wu)y_a + a3 (Sb)y_a @ > (7q)v-a
q

+ a} > (@)v-a® (5q)v-a+as (3)v-a® D> (G0)via

_ _ _ 3
2 ale) § (qb)sc—ps 0y (Sq)SC+pS + ay (Sb)V—A & § §€Q(QQ)V+A
q

q
_ 3 _ _ 3
- 2 ag g(qb)sc—ps & ieq(SQ)sc—l—ps + ag (Sb)V—A & ; §eq<QQ)V—A

+ i Y (@)v-a ® Seqlsava HB), (10)

where p = u or ¢ and a§p ) are effective QCDF coefficients. For simplicity, in Eq. we have not
specified their argument (MjMs). These ag.p ) (M1 M,) coefficients® are asymmetric in M; <> My with
M> relevant for short distance dynamics as the final meson My denotes the meson which does not
include the spectator d quark of the B?. This implies that the meson M; is either the KO itself or
contains it [see Eqs. @ and ] In Eq. , (192)vra = (I F¥5)q2, (0162)sctps = q1(1 £7v5)q2
and e, denotes the electric charge of the quark ¢ in units of the elementary charge e. The sum on the
index ¢ 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] states are assumed to originate from a u@ or s3 or dd pair and the [K°K*];, states from a
du, one.

The a? quantities, at next-to-leading order (NLO) in the strong coupling constant «g, can be

written in terms of the Wilson coefficients as [25]

Cit1 Cj+1 CF as 4
P (M1 M) = <C]~+ N >Nj(Mz)+ N ar | ViOR) o Hi(MM) |+ PY(My), (1)

where the upper (lower) signs apply when the index j is odd (even), No = 3 is the number of
colors and Cp = (N& — 1)/2N¢. Note that in the leading-order (LO) contribution N;(M) = 0 for
My = [KTK~]p and j = 6,8, otherwise N;(M;) = 1. The NLO quantities V;(M3) come from one-loop
vertex corrections, H;(M;Ms) from hard spectator scattering interactions and Pjp (Ms) from penguin
contractions. For j =1, 2, 3, 5, 7 and 9, the superscript p in agp)(MlMg) 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. , these arguments M; M2 will not be specified, unless necessary.



From Egs. @ and (10) one can write the full factorized B — KKK~ amplitude, A(sg,s_,s),
as (see* Eq. (A4) of Ref. [7])

Asors r54) =3 Aipr(so,5-,50) = S5 3 AP (12)
i=1 L=S,P,D I=0,1 i=1 p=u,c
with
HY = (KOK*|(@b)y—a| BY) - (K~ |(5u)y—al0) [alépu+ai+a€o—<a§+a§>r§]
HY = (KK~ |(db)y—alB) - (K°|(5d)y—a]0) (af} — fam>
HP) = (KO|(5b)y_4|B) - (KT K| (wu)y—a|0)(az6, + a3 + as + a7 + ag)
HP) = (KO)(5b)y_a|B) - (KTK~|(dd)y—|0) [a3+a5—;(a7+a9)]

_ _ 1
HP) = (KO|(sb)y_4|B%) - (KT K~ |(55)y—a0) [a3 +af + a5 — glar +ag+ azfo)}

H = (KO|(5b)ac| BY) (I K (55)cl0) (~20f + f)
HY = (KT K|(db) s ps| BO) (K| (5d) acps|0) (—2aF + a)

) 1
HY = (KOKTK|(5d)y—Al0) - (0](db)y—a| B) (“4_2‘”0)

H = (KKK |(5d)ps]0)(01(db)ps| B (—2a§ + af). (13)

The chiral factor r&

K is given by X = 2m% /[(my + ma) (my + ms)], mp, ma, my and my being the b-,

d-, u- and s-quark masses, respectively and p = u or ¢. Because the isospin of the s quark is 0, the s5s

(p)

pair in Hz’ and ’Hép ) generates only isospin 0 states.

b u
b LLL 5 K+
R
0 i 5 K-
B B w _
u
S
— - K° S~ KO
d d d d
(a) (b)

FIG. 1: Quark Feynman tree diagrams for the decay B® — KYK*TK~: (a) for the color favored ng ) term

proportional to a; and (b) for the color suppressed ’H3 P) term proportional to as.

Inspection of the Hl(p ) in Eqgs. tells us that some of them are expected to make a fairly small
contribution to the B® - KKK~ amplitude. In ’Hé(lp) the formation of the final state K™K~ goes

4 Following Ref. [7], we keep terms with intermediate d and d quarks in the factorized amplitude.



through an explicit dd pair. In the i = 2 and i = 7 to 9 terms, this creation results from an implicit
dd pair due to the presence of a d and d quarks in their matrix elements. These terms lead naturally
to K°K° production and they require a supplementary final state interaction to produce a KK~
pair. At the microscopic level a dd quark annihilation followed by s5 and wi 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 ag-p ) for j>2
are small and those for j > 6 smaller. For j > 1 their real part is only few percent of that of ay.

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

ng), Hip), ’ng) and ’Hé’g (B° annihilation terms).

u Kt
S
4:2_;(— W-
u
b u,c,t s
> — K-
b s > ( .
u,c,t 30 U e
BY o KO S
_ d _ _ s~ KO
d d d

(a) (b)

FIG. 2: Quark Feynman penguin diagrams for the decay B® — K'K+*K~: (a) for the ng) term and (b) for

the Hép ) and ’Hép ) terms. The effective gluon exchange is represented by a spring like line.

One expects large contributions to the amplitude from i) ”ng ), the Wilson coefficient a1 being the

dominant one (see Table 1 of Ref. [14]) and from ii) Hép 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. to 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).
(p)

The short distance a; contribution of H;"’ corresponds to the color favored tree diagram shown in

Fig. (a). The color suppressed ao term of ’Hép ) arises from the tree diagram drawn in Fig. (b) The
()

j 9

and that of ng ) by the penguin diagram of Fig. . The factorized forms given in Eqgs. can be

ay’,j > 2 contributions of Hép ), ’Hép ) and ’Hép ) can be represented by the penguin diagrams of Fig.

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* — ntn~ 7t decays, the detailed expres-
()

sions for the different A; ,1(50, 5—, s4+) amplitudes which build up the H,” contributions can be given

(p)

as product of short distance terms [sum of a; (M M>)] by long distance ones which can be expressed



b u,c,t s
: thm}b;;*@’K_
_ u
— -« S XO
d d

FIG. 3: As in Fig. [2[but for the ng) term.

or are given in terms of meson-meson form factors. As mentioned in the previous paragraph, the
amplitudes coming from the terms ’Hép ), ng ) and ’ng ) are directly proportional to the kaon form
factors. For ng ) one has to evaluate the matrix elements of B° transitions to two-kaon states. As
in the previous studies [2I], 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 Egs. one makes use of Egs. (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 [I] 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
fr+ = k- = [k 0.1561  [6]
for =Ffm =1 0.209  [25]
E0 (m) = VEE S (m) = VEFS P (md) 018 [26]
AP (m2) = V2AB P (m2) 052  [25]
FB°3 (m2,m2.) = V2F B3 (m3%, m2,) 014  [7

III. DOMINANT CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE AMPLITUDE

We will give the dominant parts of the B - K°K+K~ decay amplitude and, applying charge
conjugation transformation, the corresponding B — K°K~K™T ones. Within this transfomation,

the final K* mesons will be exchanged with the KF ones and the s+ Mandelstam invariants with



the s+ ones. The decay constants and the fixed form-factor values entering our model are given in
Table [[Il The values for the quark and meson masses are listed in Table [[TI} For the parts of the
amplitude arising from the ’ng ) term [see Eqs. ] which involve the calculation of the B° transition
to two kaons, viz. (KK ™T|(ub)y_a|B®) our derivation will follow partly that reported in appendix A
of Ref. [19] for the (777~ |(ub)y_4|B~) matrix element completed by the use of an equation similar
to Eq. (20) of Ref. [1§].

As seen in the previous Section the different contributions to the amplitude are proportional to
the sums of the effective Wilson coefficients® ag.p )(MlMQ) 1) We show below that these sums are
given by the functions v, , w,,, and wy [see Eqs. , , and ] 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 agp)(f(ORp) = a%), ag-p)(R'ORS) = agﬁ) and a§p)(R5M2) =
ag.p )(Rng) = ag.p ) (RpM3) = ag-z). We use the corresponding NLO values calculated and given in

Ref. [I4]. These are evaluated at the renormalization scale u = my,/2 [25].

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

My, mq ms my

0.0022 0.0047  0.095 4.18

Myt mgo mig+ mpo

0.139570 0.497611 0.493677 5.27963

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

1. The KtK~ contribution

We retain the part coming from the ’Hép ) term in Egs. where the final K™K~ forms a scalar
and isoscalar state [see Fig. 2(b)]. We have for this B® — K2K*+ K~ term

Ai(s0,5-,51) = Asso(s0, 8-, 51) = Gp D(K° fo) (K°|(8b)se| B®) (KT K| (55)5c]0), (14)
with [see Egs. (12), and also Eq. (11) in Ref. [14]]

1 1
V= )\S) (—ag,, + 3 aé‘,,) + )\g‘s) (—ag,, + 3 ag,,) . (15)

The intermediate scalar-isoscalar K+ K~ resonances for invariant mg masses < 1.6 GeV [18] correspond

to the fop family, mainly fp(980), fo(1370) and fy(1500) which we denote as fy. Using the s and b

5 As pointed out in the paragraph below Eq. the meson position in the M; M2 pair matters.
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25 ' | ' | ' | ' | '

0 1 2 3 4 5
E (GeV)

FIG. 4: Modulus, |I'5|, of the strange scalar-isoscalar kaon form factor I'5(sg) (E = /50) calculated [30, 31] in
the dispersion-relation framework using the updated [I8] 7' matrix of the 77 (channel 1), KK (channel 2) and
effective (27)(27) (channel 3) coupled-channel model of Ref. [33]. Solid (red) line: calculation done with the
asymptotic phase shift d11(sp — 00) = 27, d22(sg — 00) = 0 and d33(sg — o00) = 7. For the dot (blue) line:

911(s0 = 00) = 27, d22(sp — 00) = 7 and d33(s9 — o0) = 0.

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

2 2
o _ Mpo — M 50 g0
(K°|(3b) 4| B®) = 7;; — mK FBE (s0). (16)
S

For the B to KV transition form factor, we take [2§]

FPE(s) = 7 (17)

where rg = 0.33 and s; = 37.46 GeV2. One introduces (Eq. (10) of Ref. [29]) the strange form factor
I'5(sp) with

(K*(py) K~ (p-)|55]0) = Bo T'5*(s0)- (18)

11



The quantity By is related to the vacuum quark condensate, as in Ref. [29] we use

m2

By= —"— (19)

My +myg’

where m is the charged pion mass. Then we obtain the following contribution for the B case,

_ _ >0 mQBO — m%(() S BORO
Al(SO,S_,S+) = GF Z/(K f[)) — BO F2 (80) FO (30)- (20)
mpy — Mg
For the BY we have
05 B0 = M0 1 00
Ai(s0,8+,5-) = Gr V(K" fo) pe—— By I'5*(s0) Fy” ™ (0)s (21)
S

with, from charge conjugation symmetry, FDBOKO(SO) = F&éoko (so) and v(K%fy) = E(R'Ofo;)\](f) —
A p=uwe)-

The form factor I'§(sp) has been caculated by B. Moussallam [30), 31] in the Muskhelishvili-Omnes
(MO) dispersion-relation framework [I7,[32]. B. Moussallam has used the updated S matrix of the 77
(channel 1), KK (channel 2) and effective (27)(27) (channel 3) coupled-channel model of Ref. [33].
Details on this scattering S matrix can be found in Appendix A of Ref. [I8]. As can be seen in Fig.
the modulus of T'§*(sg) (E = /s0) has a K™K~ threshold peak which is due to the fy(980) resonance.
The bump near 1.5 GeV arises from the opening of the third effective 47 channel close to 2m, where
my, is the p(770) mass [I8, 33]. Here, the S matrix has several poles located nearby and these have an
important influence on the energy behavior of I'(sg) in this region. These poles could be related to
the fp(1370) and f((1500) resonances. In our model, we use the form factor corresponding to the red

solid line of Fig. [4f where d11(sg — 00), d22(s9 — 00), d33(sp — o0) equal 27,0 and 7, respectively.

2. The K3K™ contribution

As seen from Eqgs. and , the ’ng ) contribution gives rise to the part A1S,1 with the KOK

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

_ G _ _ _ _ L
As(s0,5-,54) = A151(50,5-,54) = TF J(RsK ™) ([K°K™]s|(ab)y—_a|B") - (K~|(3u)v_al0), (22)
where the short distance part, similar to Eq. (6) of Ref. [14], is
g = {ay + aff, +aio, — [ag, +ag,] r } + A {agy + afo, — [af, +ag,] 7 }- (23)

In the evaluation of the long distance matrix element ([K°K*]g|(ab)y—4|B), we assume that the
transitions of BY to the [KYKT]g states go first through intermediate meson resonances Rg which
then decay into a KK ™ pair. This decay is described by a vertex function G Rg[RO Kﬂ(s+). For the

intermediate resonances, as can be seen in Table [I, we have Rg = a0(980)" and ag(1450)". Then
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using Egs. (B1) and (B6) of Ref. [7] Eq. leads to

_ G R0 70 1o+
Ay(so.s-y51) = =50 fc (mpo —s1) D Fy o m) g(RsK)
Rg
X Gryror+(s+) (Rs[K'KH|ud ), (24)

fKx being the charged kaon decay constant (Table . Assuming that the variation of the BY to Rg
transition form factor from one resonance to the other is small, we choose Rg to be ao(980)" which

we denote as aar . We can then parametrize the sum over the Rg resonances by®

R0 0+ — —
SRy IR 3 G(RsK ™) Gryorcs)(s+) (Rs[KCK ) [ud)
Rg

BOa _ _
~ FE" (m3) glag K=) Ga(sy) (25)
where we use

(Rg[K°K™]|ud ) = (agud ) = 1. (26)

The function G1(s) describes the transition from a ud pair into a K°K™T state. It is calculated
from a unitary model with relativistic equations for the two-coupled channels 77 and K K. It is based
on the two-channel model of the a¢(980) and ap(1450) resonances built in Refs. [34, 35]. Details on
its calculation are given in chapter IV of Ref. [18], in particular, see Egs. (104) to (111). The G1(s)
function depends on two parameters 71 and ro which represent the coupling constants to the 7 and
KOK™ states, respectively. In our model, ro is taken as a free parameter with ry/ro = 0.88 as in
Ref. [18], keeping however the third-degree polynomial W (s) fixed to 1. The modulus of the G(s)
function used in the present model is plotted in Fig. [5 From Egs. and we get the following
contribution to the B0 — K9K* K~ amplitude’

_ G _ 504t
Ay(s0,5-,54) =~ fic Glag K7) (mio —54) Fy ™ (mi) G(ss), (27)

Charge conjugation transformation applied to Eq. gives the following contribution for the B

case,

Aa(s0,84,5-) = _% S ylag K1) (mpo —s_) Ffoaa (m¥k) Gi(s-), (28)

Boaa 2 B

s A e and By (m%) = Fy % (m%).

where y = y with )\IS,S

6 This parametrization is quite similar to that of Eq. (20) introduced in Ref. [I8] for the D case.
7 An alternative [21] could be to parametrize the B° transition to K°K ™ 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(s4)| (ms = ,/55) function which describes the B transition to the scalar-isovector
KK+ state. The threshold enhancement is due to the ag(980)% resonance and the peak around 1.5 GeV to
the ag(1450)" one.

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

1. The KTK~ contributions

Retaining the part coming from ng ) [see Figs. 1(b) and 2(a)] one has for this term of the
BY — K9 K*K~ amplitude [Eqgs. and ],
Asp1(s0,5-,54+) = % @, (K°RL) (K°|(8b)v—a|B®) - ([K* K ]L |(@u)y—al0), (29)
with (see also Eq. (8) in Ref. [14])
Wy, = A agy + (/\gf) - /\§f)> (a3w + asw + 70w + Agw) - (30)
and (Eq. (5) in Ref. [14])

(KT (p2) K~ (p)]4 @)y —al0) = (py —p) BTN (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 (K°|(5b)y_4|B°), we obtain

Asp,1(8073—78+) = % (3+ - 3—) TDu(ROR{D) FFORO(SO) FJLK+K7]I(30) (32)

with I = 0 or 1. For the vector B°K" transition form factor, one can use, as in Ref. [I4], the

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

RO 0 T1 2
mi mi

with r1 = 0.162, 79 = 0.173 and m; = 5.41 GeV.

Reference [37] provides an evaluation of the form factor F£K+K7]I(so) using vector dominance,
quark model assumptions and isospin symmetry. It receives contributions from the I = 0,
w(782), w(1420) and w(1650) resonances as well as those from the I = 1, p(770), p(1450) and p(1700)

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

FET (s0) = FICET (59) 4+ FIETRT (), (34)

with
FITET0 g0y = % (5 BW,,(s0) + & BW, (s0) + & BW,n(s0)] (35)

and
FUCET () - % (K BW, (s0) + K BW s (s0) + ¢ BW,pr(50)] (36)

Here the BWRi (sop) are the energy-dependent Breit-Wigner functions defined for each resonance Ri

of mass mpr and width 'y as
L L

2
m,;
RL

. 37
mRi_So_i\/%FRi (37)

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

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

The fifth term, ’Hép) [see Fig. 2(b)], in Egs. yields also only a P-wave contribution,
_ G o o -
Aspo(so,s—51) = - (54 = s2) we(KORD) FP (s0) FH (s0), (38)
with (see also Eqs.( 10) in Ref [14])

1 1 1
W = (Ag) + A5f>) [agw +asw — 5 (arw + agw)] +AQ <a§;w - 2a§ﬂ0w) +AW <a3w - 2a§0w> . (39)

8 In the following the several w and p resonances wiil be denoted as w,w’,w” and p, p’, p”, respectively.
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The form factor FX K (), described in terms of the ¢(1020) and ¢(1680) resonances denoted as ¢
and ¢, is given by (see Ref. [37] and also Eq. (25) of Ref.[14])

FETE (s9) = —cg BWy(s0) — cor BWy(s0). (40)

As above for the contributions of the w and p resonances, the ¢ Breit-Wigner functions are given by
Eq. and the cy(g coefficients by the constrained fit results of Table 2 of Ref. [37].
Adding the contributions of Eqgs. and gives for the B case,

As(s0,5-,51) = Z Aspr(s0,5-,5+) + Aspo(s0, 5, 5+4)
1=0,1
Gr

= — (s = s PP (s0) (0u K (s0) + w0, FETE (50)). (41)

The corresponding B? part is

G -
Aglso,545-) = == (5= — s )PP (s0) (quK K (s0) 4w, FE K (s0)), (42)
with FE'R (s) = —=FB"E (s0), wn s = wus(A = A |pmue), FE K" (s0) = FEIK (s0).

2. The KgKi contributions

From the ng ) term, using Eq. (B6) of Ref. [7] together with relations similar to those of the
Egs. (A.15) to (A.19) of Ref. [19], one obtains, for the vector-isovector [K°K*]p K~ mode, the

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

_ - F 2 2 m%(() —mi;
Ay(s0,5-,54) = Aipi(s0,5—,54) = —5 I | 80— s— + (mpo —mi) —
+
BYRp[KOK+ _ _
xS AT T 3y mp o 5(RPET)
Rp
X Grpror+(s1) (RPIK K] |ud) (43)

where (Rp[K°K™*]|ud) = 1 since it is associated to the p(770)", p(1450)* and p(1700)* resonances.
The sum over the vertex functions G 1o g+ (s4+) can be parametrized using the vector-isovector form

factor [21] F{(OK+(5+) and,
Z AT (s4) mppgors) GRPK ) Grygores) () (Rp[KOK ) |ud)

VRT) 480 (12 ) FROE (s)), (44)
7,

with the choice p = p(770) and f, being the charged p decay constant (Table . From Egs. and
one gets for the B°

- G m2., —m?2
A4(505 S—, s-‘r) = _7}7 !ff}( (So —S8_ + (mQBO — m%() K'OSK')
P +
_ _ B0 ,+ 0 1o+
Bt E) AR () R (5, )
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The Wilson coefficient combination (p™ K ™) is given by Eq. . The value used for the AUB °rt (m%)

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

factor, FlkoKJr (s4)=2 F&K+K7]I:l(s+) gets contributions from the three p resonances [see Eq. ]
The B° part reads

G m2., —m2
A4(5073+73—) = _TF ]}K [30 -S4+ <m230 - m%{) KOSK:|
p _
_ By~ 07—
x ylp”KT) Ay 7 (mi) FER (s0), (46)

. _ _ _ s s)x 0, ,— R0+ _
with y(p K1) = (0T K ) M |pmue = A lpmues AY 7 (m%) = —Ag ? (m%) and FEK7(s) =

—F1KOK+ (s).

C. Contributions to the amplitude with KgKi states in D wave

One cannot form a two-kaon D-wave state from the vacuum state through the (gq)y_a operator,
(p)

consequently there is no such part arising from the H;"” terms for i = 3,5 and 6. Here the contribution

coming from the ’ng ) 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]),

B ) e _ o
As(s0,5-,5+) = Aipa(so,5—,5¢) = —TF fx D(po,p-) > FE RO K ) (3 s,
RDEG;
x §(RpK™) Gy rox+)(s+) (Rp[K°K*][ud). (47)

With (ag [B°K*]|ud) = 1 one obtains for the BY case

D(po,p-)
m1212 — 54— May Fa2 (34—)

_ Gr

As(s0,8-,84) = -5 fr yla3 K7) 9aF ROK+

FB (m% s,), (48

where the Wilson coefficient combination y(a;K ~) is given by Eq. 1| The coupling constant
YaF ROK+ characterizes the strength of the a; — KC°K™ transition. The function D(pg, p—) is defined

by

D(po,p-) = 5 (Ipollp-)?* — (po - p-)*. (49)

Wl =

In the KYK* center-of-mass system the moduli of the K° and K~ momenta are given by

_ 1[5y — (mk +mgo)?] [s4 — (MK — mgo)?]
IPo| = 9 - 7
pl= \/ [m — (55 + mz«)?i +[m2Bo (Y5 —m)?] 0

and
(Mo —mi) (Mio —mi)

S+
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The transition form factor FBas (m3%, s) follows from Ref. [27] and reads

B 2 B3, 9

FP3 (i, 5) = K52 (mi) + b7 " (mk) (mi — ) + 2 " (m) mi. (52)

5 50+
The form factors, kB’ (m?.) and bi 2 (m2%.) are not known. In our model we will fix s in Eq. 1}

to the ap resonance mass squared and the value we use is given in Table [IIL For the B case, we have

_ Gp - D(po, p+) By (, 2 2
As(o0: 31 9) = =5 vl KO) o weon o g T+ M) (59)
with y(az K¥) = §af KA = A howe) oo = o gores and FE'% (m3 m?2,) =

Boad (m%,m2,). The function D(pg,p4+) of the K* and K+ momenta in K°K™ center-of-mass

system is defined in a similar way to that of the function D(pg,p_) in Eq. but the variables s

and s_ have to be interchanged.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The Belle [I] and BABAR [2] Collaboration analyses of the B® — K2K ™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 B0 — KgK TKT

decay can be written as

d*Br(BO) 1 - ) )
= 1—-x2)|A _ A _ 54
d8+d80 32(27T)3m%0FBO [( .CC)| (SO,S 18-0—)‘ +$| (8018—0—78 )‘ ]7 ( )

where A(sg,s_,s1) = Z?Zl A;i(s0,5_,54) is our decay amplitude for the B0 — KJKTK~ process,
A(s0, 84,5-) = Z?:l A;(s0,54,5_) is that for the B® decay and I'go is the B? width. The different
parts, A;(sg,s_,sy) and A;(sg,s4,5_), of our decay amplitudes have been given in Sec. The

parameter z gives the strength of the contribution of the B%-BO transition process. It is equal to

:L’—l [1_ 1—2w
o 2 (Amd/FBo)2+1

(55)

where Amy is the difference of the heavy and light B° mass eigenvalues and w is the fraction of events
in which the other B® meson is tagged with the incorrect flavor [2]. The double differential branching

fraction or the Dalitz plot density distribution for the B® — KgK TK~ decay reads

d?Br(BY) 1 _
= 1-x)|A P+ a|A(so, s, 51) 7], 56
d8+d80 32(27r)3m3B0FB0 [( .CE)| (3075—0—13 )‘ +$| (8013 78+)‘ ] ( )

Here, compared to the B case, the amplitude arguments s_ and s, are interchanged.

As in the Belle [I] and BABAR [2] analyses the sum over both charge-conjugate-decay modes is
implied, we compare the experimental effective KgK +, KgK ~ and K™K~ mass projections with the
corresponding theoretical distributions dBr/ds; obtained by a suitable integration over sy or sy of

the sum of the differential branching fractions given by Egs. and . Here s;,7 = 1,2,3 denote
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the squares of the three different KgK +, KgK ~ 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 K K pairs. Among the Belle data, one has 76 points for the K gK T mass distribution,
76 points for the KgK ~ mass distribution, 149 points for the K™K~ mass distribution and 24 points
concentrated in the narrow region of the KK~ mass around the ¢(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 B® — KK+ K~
decay, the total number of the data points is equal to 422.

The theoretical values of the K§K+, K2K~ and K™K~ mass distributions dN th /dE; have been

related to the branching fraction distributions dBr/ds; using the relation

dN'h dBr
=2EFi——,
where E; = /s, and
Nevd,
Fy= 22—,
Breap (58)

In this expression N/ is the total number of experimental events of a given distribution with the bin
width d; and Br¢P is the experimental branching fraction of the B — K°K* K~ decay. For the
description of the Belle data we use V¥ = 1125 for every i while for the BABAR data sets we have
N7 = 1419, N5V = 1415 and N3" = 1449 events.

In our fit we use the y? function defined as
2

421 dANth (E) _ dANErp (E)
ey [HEE B s )
j=1 dE ( i)
where
Brth — Brezp 2
XQBT = wWpByr |:ABT€IP :| y (60)
dNezP

Ji— (Fj) is the experimental value of the mass distribution taken at E; and Adjg;p (E;) is its un-

certainty while an‘h

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

wpr = 20 to get a good fit for the theoretical C' P-averaged branching fraction Brt.

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 A; and A; are multiplied by a sixth order polynomial P;(z) of
the variable z = \/sg — 2m with

6
Py(z) = e1C (1 + Zci zl> . (61)

=1
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TABLE IV: Fitted strong interaction parameters of our model amplitude. The parameters C, P;, i = 3 to 5
are dimensionless, ¢;, i = 1,2 are in radians, 5 in GeV®/2 and the ¢;, i = 1 to 6 in GeV~*. The component A;
is multiplied by the complex sixth order polynomial P;(z) = e':1C (1 + Z?:l C; zi> with z = \/sg — 2mg. The
contribution A, proportional to the function G (s ) where the parameter ro represents the coupling constant
to the K°K™ state, is multiplied by the phase factor e’?2. For j = 3,4,5 the real parameters P; renormalize

the corresponding flj. The same parameters are also introduced for the A;, j =1 to 5, in the same way.

Parameters Values
C 0.84005
01 —3.4691 rad
1 —1.7509
co 1.2298
c3 0.23169
4 —0.24359
cs 0.064156
Ce —0.0061211

o 8.6409 GeV?3/2

02 4.4632 rad
Py 1.1752
Py 0.38593
Ps 0.29155

This introduces 8 real free parameters, ¢, C' and the ¢;,i = 1 to 6. The scalar-isovector KK terms
Ay and Ay terms [Egs. and ] are proportional to the G1(s) function in which the coupling
constant 79 [see the paragraph below Eq. ] has been adjusted. Both terms have been multiplied by
the phase factor e??, where ¢y is a real free parameter. The KT K~ and KgK + P- wave components
As, As, Ay, Ay and the KgK + D-wave As and As ones need to be renormalized by the free real
coefficients P3, Py and Ps, respectively.

In our fit, we use the measured ratio Amg/T'go = 0.769 £ 0.004 [6] and we put the experimental
parameter w = 0, to get from KEq. the value x = 0.186. The values of the 13 fitted parameters
are given in Table We obtain x? = 583.6 which divided by the number of degrees of freedom,
ndf = 409, leads to x?/ndf = 1.43. The total B — KKK~ experimental branching fraction,
(2.68 4 0.11) x 107° [6], is very well reproduced as one gets the corresponding theoretical value equal

to Brth = 2.65 x 107°.
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FIG. 6: The Dalitz-plot-projection fit (solid line) to the Belle [I] experimental data extracted from their Fig. 3:
(a) the m(K+TK™) distribution, (b) the m(KTK~) projection near the ¢(1020) resonance, (c) the m(K3K ™)
distribution and (d) that of the m(K%K ™). The resonance x.o(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 ¢(1020) and f;(1500),
respectively; the bump in (b) close to the threshold comes from the f,(980); the first bump in (c¢) and (d) is
due to the ag(1450); the two other ones in (c¢) and (d) are reflections of the ¢(1020). Data are represented by

tiny horizontal lines with error bars.

Our fit (solid line) to the mass projection distributions of the Belle [I] and BABAR [2] experimental
data is displayed in Figs. |§| and [7} respectively. The near threshold peak in the m(K ™ K™) distribution
of the Belle Collaboration, Fig. [f] (a), is due to the ¢(1020) and the next one to the fo(1500) denoted
as fx in Ref. [I]. The bump near 1.5 GeV in the plot (Fig. |4]) of the modulus of the strange scalar
form factor I'§(sp) contributes to this fx peak. Furthermore, in our model, it corresponds to the
opening, close to 2m,, of the third effective 47 channel [I8, 33]. There are also some contributions
from the ap(1450), p(1450) and w(1420). The resonance x.o(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 ¢(1020 peak is well reproduced. In Figs.[6] (c) and (d) the first bump comes from the
ap(1450) and the two other ones are reflections of the ¢(1020). Besides the fact that the projection
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FIG. 7: Asin Fig.[6]|but for the BABAR [2] data extracted from their Fig. 17: (a) the m(K*K~) distribution,
(b) the m(K3K ™) one and (c) that of the m(K2K ™). The x.0(1P) signal is not visible in Fig. 17 of BABAR.

distribution in the ¢ region has not been plotted and that the x.o(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 Brt"(B% — KQK+K~) = 1.325 x 107> which can be
compared with Bri*(B° — KJKTK™) =1.328x107°. The corresponding sum of these two branching
fractions is equal to Br = 2.653 x 107°. Then the total CP asymmetry,

Br(B°) — Br(BY)
Br(B%) + Br(B%)’

Acp = (62)

equals —0.11 %. If one neglects the BY— BO transitions then this asymmetry becomes Acp = —0.17 %.

The sum Br; of the integrated branching fractions for the B9 and B decays into the K gK TKT
system are calculated for the particular contributions of the modified A; and Aj terms. The Br;
values and the ratios R; = Br;/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 fo(K K ~)K2 mode. The second sizable
contribution to Br, with 18.3 % of the total, is the j = 3 term with the KT K~ pair in P-wave. It
is dominated by ngKg plus small ng and pOKg modes. Then follows the agK T mode with 6.2 %,
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TABLE V: Sum Br; of the integrated branching fractions for BO and B° decays into the KgK*K* for the
different modified A; and A;, their ratios R; (in %) to the total branching fraction Br = 2.6516 x 10~ and

their sums for j =1 to 5.

Jj Final state modes Contributing Br; R;(%)
B B resonances

1 [KTK7)3K° [K-KT|2K° fo 2.20 x 107°  83.0

2 [KOKHLK~  [KOK-)LK+ at 1.64x107% 6.2

3[KTKTIN' K K- K43 K ¢g+w+p° 484x107¢ 183
4 [KOKT)LK-  [KK)LKT ot 3.85 x 1078 0.15

5 [K°KH)LK- [K'K- LK+ ay 2.87 x 1078 0.11

S, 2.86x107° 107.7

Jj=1

the p*K¥ with 0.15 % and the aQquE with 0.11 %. The total percentage sum is 107.7 % which

indicates a small interference contribution.

1.25

0.75

1061A®)

0.5

0.25

FIG. 8: (a) Comparison between |A;(so)| (Eq. (20), solid blue line) and |AY| = |Pi(2)A1(so)| (dashed red
line) with 2 = E — 2 mg and E = /50; (b) plot of |P(2)| (Eq. , solid line).

The R; 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 A;(sq)
contribution, }flﬂ = ‘Pl(z)fll(so)’ and to compare it to the modulus of Aj(sg), this is done in
Fig. a). The fit to the data requires a reduction of |A;| below 2.5 GeV and to an increase above
which is done by |Pi(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 I'§*(sq) the B® to K°

transition form factor Ffok ®(s0) enters the expression of A; [Eq. ] and the product of these two
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form factors is constrained by the data. The FOBOI_( *(s0) given by Eq. and evaluated in Ref. [2§]
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
to those of the curve of Fig. 16 and Table VI of Ref. [3§].

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
o6k i 0.6 .
0.5 . 041
0.4 - 02F
&t 1 8
O ) L
< 03 i 4 < ok
02 . |
i 02F
0.1 - I
! 04F
0 1 | | | 1 | | | | L | L | L 1 L 1 s 1 L 1 L
1 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 2 14 15 16 17 18 19 2 21
mK’ K" GeV m(K’K") GeV

FIG. 9: Asymmetry Acp(so,s4) [Eq. (63)] as a function of my for: (a) mg = 3.5 GeV, (b) mg = 2 GeV.
In plot (a), the a2(1320)™, present in the modified As 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 A; and

As 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. [I6]. 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 B —+ K gK T K~ decays the CP asymmetry in the Dalitz plot can be defined using Eqs.
and as follows:

d’Br(B%)  d?Br(B°)

_ dsidso ds_dsg
ACP(SO7 S+) - ngr(E;()) d2BI‘(B0) . (63)
dstdsg ds_dsg

In a large part of the Dalitz plot the Acp(so, s+) values are rather small but there are some regions with
mgy 2 1.7 GeV where they can be sizable. For instance, in Fig. |§| (a) we show a plot of Acp(so,sy)
as a function of my for my=3.5 GeV. Here we encounter large positive asymmetry values. A small
maximum at my =~ 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 A; and Ay terms. For other values of my and m., for example, as seen in Fig. 9 (b), at
mgy = 2 GeV and for 1.55 GeVS my < 2.15 GeV a significant negative asymmetry is found while for
1.4 GeV< m4 < 1.55 GeV the asymmetry is large and positive. Also for my=4 GeV and in the whole
range of the kinematically allowed m4 values from 1 GeV to 3.4 GeV the C'P asymmetry is large and
positive for m, below 1.55 GeV and negative above. After integrations on sg, sy in the Dalitz plot

and as noted below Eq. , the total CP asymmetry, equal to —0.11%, is small.

The time dependent asymmetry Acp(At) is usually written as
Acp(At) = — C cos(AmgAt) + Ssin(AmgAt), (64)

where At is defined as the time interval between the decays of the B® mesons coming from the Y (4.5)
state, while C' and S are coefficients which can depend on the Dalitz plot variables like sg and s;..
These coefficients can be calculated as ratios of integrals over some parts of the Dalitz plot, namely®

C =—I¢/D and S = Ig/D, where

Io = /dso dsy (|A(s0,5—,51)* —|A(s0,54,5-)%), (65)
D = [ dsods (| AGsn, 550 + [ Also, 5205, (66)

and
Ig = 2/d50 dsy Im [e 2P A(sq, s, 54) A*(s0, 54,5_)]. (67)

In Eq. the angle § is that of the unitarity triangle [6]. One can see that, when the sg, 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(25) = 0.699 [6] and integrating over sy and for three specific ranges of sg, we obtain the
C and S values given in Table [Vl One notices a sign flip of the coefficient S when going from the s
range dominated by the ¢(1020) meson contribution to the sy range outside of ¢(1020). The change of
the S sign is related to the presence of an additional minus sign in the amplitude As with respect to the
corresponding A3 amplitude. The charge symmetry of the P-wave K+ 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 ¢ region, 0.53, is compatible with that of BABAR, 0.66 + 0.17 4+ 0.07, given in
Table XIII of Ref [2].

9 See Egs. to .
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TABLE VI: CP-asymmetry parameters C' and S defined in Eq. and calculated from Egs. , and
integrated over the full s; range and over the specific sg range.

/50 range (GeV) C=—-Acp (%) S
1.01 < /50 < 1.03 —1.13 +0.53
/50 < 1.01 and /5o > 1.03 0.43 —0.61
full sg 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 B? — KgK TK~ decay amplitude in a quasi-two-body QCDF framework. Our derivation
follows that developed for the study of CP violation in the B* — 77~ 7+ decays [19]. The dominant
parts of the decay amplitude are calculated in terms of kaon form factors or B? 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 D° — KgK TK~ 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 Egs. ] appear as
products of short distance contributions, sums which depend on effective Wilson coefficients [see
Eq. ], times long distance ones given by kaon form factors or parametrized with BY to KK+
transition functions. Some parts of the amplitude, where the formation of the final K™K~ takes
place via an implicit or explicit dd 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 x? of 583.6 which leads to a
2 /ndf of 1.43.

The largest contribution to the branching fraction, 83.0 % of the total as seen in Table comes from
the modified A;(sg,s_,s;) and Ai(sg, 54,5 ) 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 I'j(sp) receiving a large contribution from the fy(980), fo(1370) and fp(1500)
resonances (see Fig. [4). The dominance of the fy-resonance contributions was also found in the data
analyses of the Belle [I] and BABAR [2] Collaborations.

The best fit is obtained if the A (so, s_, 54+ ) and A1 (so, 54, 5—) terms [Egs. (20), (21))] are multiplied
by the phenomenological complex polynomial Pi(z) with z = /59 — 2mg (see Eq. , Fig. |8 (b)
and Table . It leads to a reduction of |A;| and |A;| below 2.5 GeV and to an increase above [see
Fig. |§[ (a)]. Within our approach, and for a given B° to K transition form factor Ffoko(so), the fit
to the B — K2K K~ Belle [1] and BABAR [2] data would require for the modulus of our strange
kaon form factor I'5(sg), a smaller (larger) value for /so below (above) 2.5 GeV.

The next important mode, with a branching fraction equal to 18.3% of the total is mainly the
¢ K2 one plus some small w K9 and p K2 arising from the modified A3(so, s—,s+) and As(so, s4,5-)
amplitudes. The dominant part with the ¢(1020) contribution comes from the term proportional to
ws [Eq. (39)]. The parameters, for the P-wave form factors FX K™ (50) and FE K™ (50) [Egs.
and ] have been determined in Ref. [37] using vector dominance, quark model assumptions and
isospin symmetry. The best fit requires these A3 and A3 [Egs. and ] contributions to be
renormalized by a real parameter P3 which is, however, close to 1 (see Table .

The modified terms As (s, s, s+ ) and As(so, 54,5 ) 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 G (s )
whose calculation, given by Eqgs. (104) to (111) of Ref. [I8], is based on the 77- and K K-channel
model of the a(980) and ag(1450) resonances built in Refs. [34, B5]. To obtain a good fit, we found
necessary to adjust for the G1(s) function the 75 coupling to the KK ¥ state and to multiply the Ay
and Ag terms, [Egs. and ] by the phase factor ¢? (see Table . The contributions of the
ap resonances were not introduced in the Belle [I] and BABAR [2] Collaboration analyses.

The remaining amplitudes A4(so, s_, sy ) and A4(sg, s+, 5_) (contributions of the p(770), p(1450),
and p(1700) resonances and renormalized by the real parameter Py), As(so,s—,s+) and As(sg,5_, s4)
(D-wave saturated by the a3(1320)" resonance and multiplied by the real parameter Ps) 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. |§| (a) and (b). We have also calculated the values of the time dependent
CP-asymmetry parameters and in the ¢(1020) region, the value of the S parameter, 0.53, agrees,
within errors, with that obtained by BABAR analysis [2].

The charmless three-body B? — KgK T 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: B°-B° 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 BY-B 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 BY — K gK TK™

decay [2]. We also give the derivation of Egs. (54), and (64).
1. B°-B° mixing

The expressions for the time evolution of B® and BY states are given by (see Eqgs. (6.47) and (6.48)
of BS)

[B%(t)) = f+)I|IB (1)) + %f—(t)HBO(t)%
1B°(t)) = f+(OIB (1) + gf—(t)HBO(t» (A1)
with!®
Fo(t) = %e—iMste—%th (1 + e—z’AMBote—%AFBot> ‘ (A2)

In Eq. (A2) AMpgo = My — Mg and ATgo =Tg —TI'y < s+ T, i e. I's ~ T (see Eq. (11.2) of
BS). Here My, T';, and Mg, T's correspond to the masses and widths of the long-life and short-life B°

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

ar e fsot G(t) (A3)
dsydsodt — 32(2m)3m, 4750

10 AMpo is denoted as Amg and t as At in Sec.
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where 7go equal to 1/T' go is the neutral B meson lifetime. Applying the BS master equations (11.15)
to (11.22) one obtains for the B — K9K K~ decay (Eq. (11.58) of BS):

G(t) = |A? |1+ [p]* + (1 — |p|*) cos(AMpot) — 2Im <Z[1A*> sin(AMBot)} , (A4)
where A = Z?:l A; is the B® - KYKTK~ decay amplitude and (see Eq. (6.49) of BS)
A 1
p= Z = ;7 (A5)

A being the B — KK~ K™ decay amplitude. For the definition of p and ¢ see e.g. Eqgs. (6.22) to
(6.25) of BS. In the B case one has (Eq. (11.45) of BS and Ref. [f]),

ViV, -
4_ Zw'td tf ~ e72’/37 (A6)
p th‘/;d

where [ is one of the angles of the CKM triangle. From Egs. (A4]) and (A5)) one gets
G(t) = |A” + |AP” + ( |A]* — |A]*) cos(AMpot) — 2Im (e*%ﬁflA*) sin(AMpot). (A7)

Following Eqs. (A3) and (A7) the time dependent double differential branching fraction of the B°
decay, with Br =T'/T'go and Np, = [32(21)*m%,I'go)] ™!, reads (with the replacement of ¢ by At)

dQBT(BO) e*FBO|At|
dsy dsg dAt O P"

X [|Ay2 + A2+ (A2 — |A]?) cos(AMgoAt) — 2Im (e’ziﬁflA*> sm(AMBUAt)} (A8)

4TBO

and that of the B°

d*Br(B°) e~ Tpolal
dsy dso dAt O P"

x [|;1|2 + AP + (JA] = |AP2) cos(AMpoAt) + 2Im (e—%ﬁAA*) sin(AMBoAt)] (A9)

47'30

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

the time from minus to plus infinity and with,

+00 e—FBo\At\ 1 1
/ dAt ————cos(AMpoAt) = - ——5—, (A10)
—00 4TBO 2 (AMBo) + 1
T Lo
and
+oo efr‘Bo‘At‘
/ dAt ——— sin(AMpoAt) =0, (A11)
— 00 4TBO
one obtains from Eqs. (A8) and (A9
d*Br(B° _
EBUBY) N [(1 = ) Also, 51,5 + | Alsor 54,5 ], (A12)
dsydsg
and
d*Br(B° .
d() = NBT[(I - J))’A(SQ, S—, 3+)|2 + :C’A<307 S—, 8+)|2]7 (A13)
S4+dsg
where (introducing here the w dependence) = = % [ 1- W ] Egs. (A12) and (A13
B B

correspond to Eqgs. and .
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2. Time dependent asymmetry Acp(t)

Integrating over s; and sg and denoting by B, the total branching fraction without BY-B° mixing,

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

eiFBO|At| N

Brpgo(At) = T [BrBo + Brpo + (BTBO - ETBO) cos(AMpo|At|)

— 2N, / / Im <e*2iﬁAA*) sin(AMpo| At|) ds+dso],

and for the B decay

efrBo |At|

Brgo(At) = [Brgo + Brgo + <B~T'Bo - BrBo) cos(AMpoAt)

QTBO

+ 2NB7~//Im (e_%B/IA*) sin(AMpoAt) ds+dso]

The time dependent asymmetry Acp(At) defined as

Brgo(At) — Bryo(At)

Acp(At) = Brgo(At) + Brgo(At)

is usually written as
Acp(At) = — C cos(AMpoAt) + Ssin(AMpoAt).

From Egs. (A14)), (A15) one obtains!!

Brgo — Brpo
C=—— B =-A )
Brgo 4+ Brpo “p

and

~2[[Im (e 2P AA*) dsydso
B Brpo + Brpo '

Equations (A14]) to (A19)) are equivalent to Egs. (64) to (67).
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