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A bstract

W e provide a m odekindependent fram ew ork for the analysis of the radiative
B-meson decaysB ! K and B ! . In particular, we give a system atic
discussion of the various contributions to these exclusive processes based on the
heavy-quark lim i ofQCD .W e propose a novel factorization form ula for the con-
sistent treatment of B ! V matrix elem ents nvolving cham (or up-quark)
Ioops, which contribute at lrading power In  gcp =mp to the decay am pliude.
A nnihilation topologies are shown to be power suppressed. In som e cases they are
nevertheless calculable. The approach is sim ilar to the framework ofQCD fac—
torization that has recently been form ulated for twobody non-leptonic B decays.
These results allow us, rthe rsttine, to compute exclusive b! s(d) decays
system atically beyond the leading logarithm ic approxin ation. W e present resuls
for these decays com plete to next-toJeading order n QCD and to leading order
In the heavy-quark Iim it. Phenom enological in plications for various cbservables
of interest are discussed, Including direct CP violation, and isospin and U-spin
breaking e ects.
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1 Introduction

The radiative transitionsb ! s ,b ! d are among the m ost valuable probes
of avour physics. Proceeding at rates of order G§ , they are system atically
enhanced over other loop-induced, non—radiative rare decays, which are propor-
tionalto G2 #. In fact, the Cabibbofavouredb! s m odesbelong to the anall
num ber of rare decays that are experin entally accessble already at present. The
Inclusive branching fraction has been m easured to be

BB ! X )= (296 035 1H @)

com bining the results of {Il, 2,'3]. The branching ratios for the exclisive channels
have been determ ined by CLEO 4], and m ore recently also by BABAR [{] and
BELLE Rl
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On the theoretical side, the avourchanging neutral current FCNC) reactions
b! sd) are characterized by their high sensitivity to New Physics and by the
particularly large inpact of short-distance QCD corrections {4, 1, €, 9]. Con-—
siderable e orts have therefore been devoted to achieve a full calculation of the
Inclusive decay b! s at nextto-Jleading order (NLO ) In renom alization group
RG) in proved perturbation theory {14,11,12] (see [[3] for recent reviews).

W hereas the inclusive m ode can be com puted perturbatively, using the fact
that the bquark m ass is lJarge and em ploying the heavy-quark expansion, the
treatm ent of the exclusive channelB ! K is In generalm ore com plicated. In
this case bound state e ects are essential and need to be described by nonper-
turbative hadronic quantities (form factors). The basic m echanian s at next-to—
leading order were already discussed previously ortheB !| V  amplitudes f14].
H ow ever, hadronicm odels w ere used to evaluate the various contributions, which
did not allow a clear ssparation of short—and long-distance dynam ics and a clkean
distinction ofm odeldependent and m odekindependent features.

In thispaperwe present a system atic analysis of the exclusive radiative decays
B!V (=K, )nhQCD,basd on the heavy quark Iim it m ocp -We
shall establish factorization form ulas for the evaluation of the relkevant hadronic
m atrix elem ents of local operators In the weak Ham iltonian. Factorization holds
In QCD to kading power in the heavy quark 1im it. T his result relies on argum ents
sim ilar to those used previously to dem onstrate Q CD factorization for hadronic
twodbody m odes of the type B ! 5,14].

This fram ework will allow us to ssparate perturbatively calculable contribu-
tions from the nonperturbative form factors and universalm eson light-cone dis-
tribbution am plitudes (LCDA ) In a systam atic way. T his Includes the treatm ent of



Joop e ects from light quarks, In particular up and cham . Such loop e ects are
straightforw ardly lncluded for the inclusive decaysb ! s(d) . For the exclusive
m odes, however, the e ects from virtual cham and up quarks have so far been
oconsidered to be uncalculable \long-distance” contrbutions and have never been
treated In a m odel independent fashion.

Finally, power counting In  ¢cp =M Inplies a hierarchy am ong the possble
mechanisms for B ! V transitions. This allows us to dentify leading and
sublading contrdbutions. For exam ple, weak annihilation contrlbutes only at
subleading power In the heavy quark I it.

W ithin thisapproach, higher orderQ CD corrections can be consistently taken
Into account. We give the B | V  decay am plitudes at next-to-Jeading order
NLO).A fter including NLO ocorrections the largest uncertainties still com e from
theB ! V fom factors, which are at present known only w ith lin ited precision
( 15% ), mostly from QCD sum rul caloulations' [Ij7]. The situation should
improve in the future with the help of both Jattice QCD 18] and analytical
m ethods based on the heavy-quark and large-energy lim its {9, 20, 211.

D espite them ore com plicated theoretical situation ofthe exclusive channels in
com parison to the inclisive decays, the goal of obtaining a better understanding
ofthe exclusive m odes is very wellm otivated. T his isbecause the exclisive decays
are easier to Investigate experim entally, especially in the di cult environm ent of
hadron m achines as the Fermm ilab Tevatron orthe LHC at CERN . In any case the
system atic uncertainties, both experin entaland theoretical, are very di erent for
B! V andb! sd) .A carcful smudy of the exclusive m odes can therefore
yield valuable com plem entary nform ation in testing the Standard M odel.

The rem ainder of this paper is organized as ollows. Th section 2 we collect
basic expressions and present the structure of the QCD factorization fommulas
forB ! V matrix elm ents .n general tem s. Sections'3 and'4 give a detailed
discussionofB ! K andB ! , respectively. P henom enologicalapplications
are studied In section §. Finally, section i§ contains our conclusions.

2 Basic Form ulas

The e ective Ham iltonian forb! s transitions reads

2 3
_ Gr (s) 4 p p X 0.5
Here = P= p €107+ C205+ CiQy @)
2 p=u;c i= 3;::58
where
5 = Voo 5)
T he operators are given by
Qf = (sPv a ©Ov a (6)
Qé’ = (sPjlv a sbv a (7)
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Q7 = —Smus 0+ SbiF 12)

Qs = hmes 0+ )TEDGT 13)

T he m ost in portant operators are Q 1;}2 and the m agnetic penguin operator Q ;.

N ote that in our notation the num bering ofQ 1;}2 is reversed w ith respect to the

convention of 2], ie. C,” My )= land ¢, My ) = 0. The sign conventions

for the electrom agnetic and strong couplings correspond to the covarant deriva-—
tireD = @ + ieQ¢A + IgT°A®. W ith these de nitons the coe clents C ;4
are negative n the Standard M odel, which is the choice generally adopted in the
literature. The e ective Ham iltonian forb ! d is obtained from ({13) by the
replacement s | d. TheW ilson coe cientsC ; in @) are know n at next-to-leading
order {12].

Them ost di cul step in com puting the decay am plitudes is the evaluation of
the hadronicm atrix elem ents of the operators in {4). A system atic treatm ent can
be given In the heavy-quark lm it. W e will argue that in this case the follow ing
factorization formula is valid

Z
WoORBi= PO d T (V) s () v ©) (14)

where is the photon polarization 4-ector. Here FB'V isa B ! V transition
form factor, and y, v are kading twist light-cone distrioution am plitudes of
theB m eson and the vectorm eson V , respectively. T hese quantities are universal,
nonperturbative ob gcts. T hey describe the long-distance dynam ics of the m atrix
elem ents, which is factorized from the perturbative, short-distance interactions
expressed In the hard-scattering kemels T and T/'. The QCD factorization
formula @4) holds up to corrections of relative order ocp =M p-

ForQ - the factorization ormula (14) is trivial. The m atrix elm ent is sin ply
expressed In tem s ofthe standard form factor, T4 isa purely kinem atical function
and the spectator term T}' is absent. An illustration is given :n Fig. 4. The
m atrix elem ent reads

e h i
Wk ) @ )Ri= pmvaFv " k g+ i( k g k
o @s5)
whereg, = 1 orv =K , andg = 1= 2frv = ° TheB ! V fom
factor Fy is evaluated at m om entum transfer ¢ = 0. Our phase conventions



Figure 1: C ontrbution ofthem agnetic penguin operatorQ ; describedby B ! V
form factors. A llpossble gluon exchanges between the quark lines are inclided
In the form factors and have not been drawn explicitly.

Figure 2: O ( ) contrbution to the hard-scattering kemels T from fourquark
operators Q ;. The crosses indicate the places where the em itted photon can be
attached.

coincide w ith those of [, 23]. I particularwe have Fy, > 0, "*** = 1, and
the phases of V. with avour content o) and B are such that

Wk )3 Pi = ik k)£ 16)

i sbB P11 = +ifsp a7

with positive 5, £/ . In the lading logarithm ic approxin ation (LO) and to
kading power in the heavy-quark Iim i, Q ; gives the only contrbution to the
amplitude ofB ! V

The m atrix elam ents of the fourquark operators Q; (@nd of Qg) start con—
tributingat O ( ). In this case the factorization form ula becom esnontrivial. T he

and in Fig.3 ©rQg. The non+vanishing contrbutions to T;'* are shown in F ig.4.

The diagram s in Figs. 2 { 4 represent the com plete set of contributions from
Q1 and Q g to leading order In the heavy-quark lin fand atO ( 5). The rsttem
in the factorization formula (I4) is given by the form factor from (I5) and the
hard-scattering kemels T;'. The latter are caloulable functions ofm g=m ,, whhere
m 4 is the m ass of the intemal quarks in the loop diagram . For the second term
in (14), where the spectator quark is involved, we need light-cone distribution
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Figure 3: O ( ) contribution to the hard-scattering kemels Ty from chrom om ag-
netic penguin operatorQg.

b a s, d

Figure 4: O ( ) contrbution to the hard-scattering kemels T,"' from furquark
operatorsQ; (leff) and from Qg.

am plitudes wave functions) for B m esons and light vector m esons. In the case
ofthe B m eson we have to leading power [16, 20]
iy 21 .

NPOu@E)B P1i= T(©+ my) s , de™™” [g1( )+ 6 52()] 18)

wih n = (1;0;0; 1), chosen to be parallel to the 4-m om entum of the vector
meson. The finctions ;, ( ) descrbe the distribution of light-cone m om entum

fraction = 1=p, ofthe spectator quark with m om entum 1inside the B meson.
H ere light-cone com ponents of fourwectors v are de ned by

A v
v o= —PE— 19)
The wave functions are highly asymmetric with = O ( gcp=my). They are
nom alized as z . z
d s:1()=1 d s2()=0 20)

0 0
The st negative moment of 51 ( ), which willbe needed below, can be para-
m etrized by a quantity 5 = O ( gcp ), Le.
Zq
d

0 B

B1( )= mg

@1)

InB ! V decays the vector m eson is transverssly polarized. The leading-
tw ist and leading-pow er distrioution am plitude for light vectorm esonsw ith trans-
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Figure 5: Anniilation contrbution toB ! V  decay. The dom inant m echanian
is the radiation of the photon from the light quark in the B meson, as shown.
T his am plitude is suppressed by one power of ocp =My, but i is still calculable
In QCD factorization. R adiation of the photon from the rem aining three quark
lines is suppressed by ( gcp =m)? oroperators Q.

verse polarization, -, isde ned by

o2 zZ

Wk )P@a0Pi= —L kave™ o @) 22)
0

Here and In the ollow ing we use the short-hand notation
v 1 v (23)

for light-cone variables.
The Iight-cone wave function -, has an expansion in tem s of G egenbauer
polynom ialsC 2 2v 1)
A\l #
0, 3=2
> W)=6vl wv) 1+ )R 1) (24)

n=1

where C; () = 3%, C, ~() = 2(6x? 1), etc. The Gegenbauer m om ents
? () arem ultiplicatively renom alized. T hey vanish logarithm ically as the scale

! 1 . Inthislini , reducesto its asymptotic orm , (v) = 6vv, which
often isa reasonable rst approxin ation. The rem aining leading-tw ist light-cone
wave functions for light vectorm esons, , g?(v) and g?(a) [17,24], do not contribute
at leading pow er if the m esons are transversely polarized.

The form factor Fy, fz = 5, and the light-cone wave function f; - () are
the nonperturbative quantities required to describbe B ! 'V at nextto—Jleading
order n QCD . ( g2 ( ) doesnot contribute.)

There are further m echanisn s that can in principple contrbute toB ! V
decays. O ne possibility is weak anniilation, depicted in Fig. §. In this case the
lading-power projction onto themeson V. in €2) vanishes, because the trace
over an odd num ber ofD iracm atrices is zero. A non-vanishing result arises from
the progctor

W ki )l gPi= frmy (25)
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F igure 6: O ther contributions that are pow ersuppressed in the heavy—quark lim it.

which, however, is suppressed by one power of ocp=m} compared to {§), €2)
for transverse polarization E, £, my ocpsk  my). Thisresulkts i a
corresponding pow er suppression of weak annihilation. The dom nant contribu-—
tion com es from the diagram shown in Fig.'§. Here the photon is em itted from
the light-quark constituent in the B m eson, which leads to a quark propagator
scaling as 1= gc¢p . This is In contrast to the ram aining three possible diagram s
with a quark propagator 1=m,,. The latter contrbutions are therefore even
stronger suppressed, (ocp=m)? relative to the kading B ! V  am plitude.

D espite is power suppression, the dom inant anniilation am plitude can be
com puted within QCD factorization. This is because the colourtransparency
argum ent applies to the am itted, highly energetic vector m eson In the heavy-—
quark lin it [[§]. A sin ilar observation was already made in R3]. On the other
hand, we disagree w ith the clain m ade in this paper that the O ( ) correction
to Fig. '§ would vanish identically in the chiral Iim it and to leading-tw ist order.
This clain isbased on the observation that the profctor n £2) gives zero when
applied to a current with an odd number of D irac m atrices. However, by the
sam e argum ent, the diagram In Fig. § would vanish even at ading order in

sy Which is not the case. T he proper treatm ent of the O ( ) correction should

em ploy the sublading-power profctions related to the wave functions , g?(V) ’
g [i7, 241, corresponding to the use of @F) at 0 ( 2). This correction has not
yet been com puted, but we see no a-priori reason to expect a vanishing resul.

Since weak annihilation is a power correction, we w ill content ourselves w ith
the Jowest order resul © ( 2)) for our estin ates below . In particular, we shall
Include the annihilation e ects from operators Q ;, to estin ate isospin-breaking
corrections in B ! decays. The reason for including this class of power
corrections isthat they com e w ith a num ericalenhancem ent from the largeW ilson
coe cients C 1, (€ 3179 and are not CKM suppressed. Instead, a CKM
suppression of annihilation e ects occurs orB ! K and these contributions
are thus very an all in this case.

Finally, Fig. § displays the rem aining diagram s with a power suppression.
T he penguin-annihilation diagram s (left) are power suppressed In a way sim ilar
to the ordinary annihilation topologies. T he spectator diagram s from Qg (rght)



Jad to am plitudes that are either m anifestly powersuppressed (ohoton em itted
from the quark line In the upper right), or that are super cially of leading power,
but vanish when the lading-order proctions are perform ed (ohoton em itted
from either of the quarks form ng the B m eson). Recall, however, that photon
em ission from the light-quark line from Qg is a lkadingpower e ect (seeFig. 4).

3 B! K

In thecasseofB ! K the com ponent of the Ham iltonian {4) proportional to
u Is strongly CKM suppressed (j w= .j 0:02) and hasonly a m inor im pact on

the decay rate. It is essentially negligble, but w illbe Included later on for com —

plteness. T hroughout thiswork we shall neglkct the contrlbution from theQCD

by very anallW ilson coe cients. W e note that to O ( ) the m atrix elem ent of
Q, is zero because of its colour structure. The amplitude forB ! K then
reads (D;i MK P;BI)

AB ! K )= BL & Coait C1%iH ColDsi) (26)

. E c 7 7 1 1 8 8

The ladihg-order m atrix element ) ;1 is given . (15) with v K . At sub-
lading order In 5 the m atrix elem ents 1D ;31 need to be com puted from the
diagram s in Figs. 2 { 4. T he resul forthe diagram s in F igs. 2 and 3, which enter
the hard-scattering kemels T;', T4, can be nfered from [I1]. In these papers the
diagram s were com puted to obtain the m atrix elem ents for the inclusive m ode
b! s atnexttoJleading order. In this context F igs. 2 and '3 represented the
virtual corrections to the inclisive m atrix elem ents of Q; and Qg. In our case
they determ ine the kemels T and Tg. As required for the consistency of the
factorization form ula these corrections m ust be dom nated by hard scales  my
and hence must be infrared nite. This is Indeed the case. Re-interpreted as the
perturbative hard-scattering kemels for the exclusive process, the resuls from
[1]imply
sCF
4
whereCr = N? 1)=@N ), wih N = 3 the number of colours, and

i = M)+ Gy 27)

104
Gi(s) = Ehm_'i'gl (Sc) (@8)
b
8
Gg = —Ih—+ g (29)
3 my

833 20i . 82
— —S
162 27 9
2
+ 5 48 + 30i 52 2i%® 36 (3)+ 36+ 61 92 Is
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1
+E 9+ 1121 142+ (182 48i )lns 126%s s (30)

11 27 L, 2t 1)
% 39 3
Here we denote

2

m ¢}
Sc= — (32)

my
W e now tum to the m echanian where the spectator participates In the hard

scattering.
To nd the correction forh) ;i we compute the rst diagram in Fi. 4, using
the light-cone profctors in {18) and @2). W e obtain

s( h)CF

i = 0 gi———H (o) (33)
w ith
q () 22f}3f\; Zl Bl()Zld h(V ) (V) (34)
s)= @ —— \s ;S) -
! 3N Fym2 o 0 T
T he hard-scattering fiunction h (u;s) is given by
2 0 1 0 13
4s 2 2 2
hjs)= — 4L, —aq——"A + 1,0 —g— A5 = 35)
u 1 114% 1+ 114% u
L, is the dilogarithm ic fiinction
x (@ b
Ly )= dt——— (36)

0 t

T he function h (u;s) isralforu 4s and develops an In aghary part foru > 4s.
At an allvalues ofu it has the expansion

hs) = — + +o0 2 (37)
u;s) = — u —
6s 457 s3
Lk isalso regularfors! O
2
h@;0)= — (38)
u

The function h (v;s.) is displayed in Fig. 7.
T he correction to I gi from the hard spectator interaction com es from the
second diagram in Fig.4. One nds

C
HQ o1 = mﬂ%ﬂ . 39)
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Figure 7: T he hard-scattering kemel h (v;s.) as a function ofv.

where . 2 v
4 % fy il . g1( )71 > (V)

= — d av

3N Fymi o 0 v

8 (40)

TheghonsjnFjg.:'é!transferamomen’wm oforder 4 B ocpMyp. There-
rewe st o= (n) in @3) and @9). For our num erical analysis we shalluse
h= n with ,=05GeVand =0 fmy).

Finall, we can combine these results and w rite, Including also the up-quark
contrbution,

n #
! = Gr (s) 4P .
AB K =8 ©OER ) K PBi @1)
p
where, at NLO
L()C
adv )=0C; + %(Cl()(;l(sp)-l-CB()GB)
s(h)CF
+ T(Cl(h)Hl(Sp)+ Cg( n)Hg) 42)

Here the NLO expression for C; has to be used, whik the lading order values
are su cient forC | and Cg. The explicit form ulas forthe W ilson coe cients can
be ound in [2].

10



T he scale dependence of the m atrix elem ent 0ofQ 5 is re ected In the running
of the product ofbquark m ass and form factor which is explicitely given as

8Cr In— 43)
my

s()

My, ¥[]= @y ¥yl 1

T his dependence on the scale has to be taken into account when the residual
scale dependence of physical quantities is investigated.
From the am pliude in {41) the branching ratio is obtained as

3

G2 mim? m 2 X
BEB! K )= s——7%— 1 = 3 Jd& HrF @
B P
4 B!
For the decay B ! both sectors of the e ective Ham iltonian have the sam e

order ofm agnitude and have to be ncluded. It is straightforward to transhte the
expressions from the previous section to this case. T he am plitude can be w ritten
as n #

X
AB! ) DaEC )yh PBi 45)

[
ol

p
where & (V ) isgiven .n {42). T he branching fraction becom es

G2 32 2!3X
BB ! )= p-r el D5 @ )32y § 0 ue

32 4 m2 o

T he rate ©r the CP-conjigated mode B ! is obtained by replacing @ !

@D W emay then consider the CP asymm etry

®! ) B! )
Aoy )S T T @7)

A non-vanishing CP asymm etry appears at O ( ¢) only. Expanding Acp In
s and using the im proved W olfenstein param etrization for the CKM elem ents
we obtain
2 @ 9 ma¥ as

Acp () = 48)
°F jt(d):f T.F
2 sCr C1

T4 3+ 2 4 C—7M(G1(Sc)+H1<sc) G, (0) H, ()

A swehave discussed above, weak annihilation from the leading operatorsQ
contributes to the B ! am plilude only at O ( gcp =M ), but is enhanced by
large W ilson coe cients. These e ects can be calculated In QCD factorization.

11



To lowest orderin ¢ we obtaln from the diagram in Fig.§, using the projction
n @5)

| — GF @) .
A,,n@B ! ) = P—E . aikhh DB i 49)
0 0 Gr (@ 0 0.
A,nn B! ) = p_é u akyh PBRi (50)
Here 1
ajp= Cipt N_CZ;ZL (61)

(evaluated In leading logarithm ic approxin ation) and

poo 2 Qufefm 1 52)
 Fm2 g S 2

Recalling that F m, R m, " i the heavy-quark lim i, we note that

o} ocp =M. This show s explicitly the pow er suppression ofweak annihilation.
The ratio of by to Iy, is  Qy=0, = 1=2, where the m inus sign com es from the
relative sign between the up-quark and down-quark com ponents of the ° wave
finction (only the up-quarks produce the ° in the anniilation process, whik
only the down-quarks are relevant In hQ ;1i).

T he annihilation com ponents are included In the decay am plitudes by substi-

tutmg

a; ! ayt+hay HOr B ! (53)
al ! a'+hya, fr BY! ° (54)
T he annihilation contrbution forB ! K is sim ilar to the one forB !

,Wih ocbvious replacaments ! K inb,. Isinpact isvery snallforB !
K because of the strong CKM suppression of the up-quark sector. It willbe
Included in our num erical analysis for de niteness. W ithin our approxin ations
weak annihilation gives no contrioution toB% ! K ©° .

W e conclude this section with a few general ram arks on the rok of power
corrections n B ! 'V  decays. Let us st repeat that the annihilation e ect
from operator Q1 gives a num erically inm portant power correction, because it
com es w ith a relative enhanocem ent factor of £,=C-;3 3. This leads to a 30%
correction in the am plitude of the charged mode B ! . Note that the
param eterk, in (7), describing the generic e ect ofthe annihilation tem , isonly
about 10% , which is consistent with a cp =m ;, correction of canonical sizeh. Tn

1A fter the preprint version of the present article had appeared, firther isospih-breaking
pow er corrections were investigated in P6]. A sizeablk e ect of11% from penguin annhilation
related to Q ¢ was identi ed. T his is larger than naively expected, but still substantially sm aller
than the e ect ofb, (rthe channel), which ispresum ably the largest pow er correction. T he
Q ¢ annihilation contribution is still calculable, while other term s of the sam e order are m uch
am aller num erically.

12



contrast to nonlptonic m odes w ith pssudoscalar m esons in the nal state, no
chirally enhanced pow er corrections from the light-cone expansion ofm eson wave
functions arise in our case. Finally, power corrections can also com e from the
loop e ects w ith up—and cham quarks, whose leading-pow er contributions were
com puted in 33) . T hese pow er corrections correspond to the region of integration
where the gluon becom es soft, that is v = O ( gcp = ). Their contrbution
is nonperturbative and cannot be calculated In the hard-scattering fom alisn .
N evertheless, the expression In (33) can be used to read o  the scaling behaviour
of these power corrections in the heavy-quark lm it. For the cham Iloop the
kemel approaches a constant  m?=m 2 in the endpoint region as shown in 37).
Taking into acoount the linear endpoint suppression of the wave function -,
the integral in (33) over the region v ocp =M, therefore contributes a term
of order ( gcp=my)? ,=m .)> = ( gcp=m)?. It is interesting that we thus
recover the pow erbehaviour of soft contrbutions n the cham sector rst pointed
out in P7]. This was discussed for the inclusive decay b ! s i £7,28] and
for the exclusive mode B ! K in P9]. Num erically this correction is very
anall ( 3% In the decay rate). A s ilar consideration applies to the up-quark
sector. In this case the endpoint behaviour of the kemel is singular B8), which
now Jleads to a linear power suppression of the form ocp=m. This coincides
w ith the scaling behaviour derived in 8] in the context of the nclusive process.

In view of these ram arks, we see no indication for Jarge uncalculable power
corrections. Further studies on this issue are desireable, but would go beyond the
soope of the present analysis.

5 Phenom enology

In this section we present num erical results for various observables of interest
for the phenom enology of B ! V  decays, based on the NLO QCD expressions
derived in this paper. O ur choice of nput param eters is summ arized in Table .
Ourdefaul choice forthe CKM anglk is 58 deg.

W e begin w ith the num erdical result for the NLO QCD coe cienta 5K ) as
a typicalexam pl. Forcentralvalues ofallparam eters, at = m, and displaying
sparately the size of the various correction temm s, we nd

asK ) = 03221 +0:0113 0:0820 0:0147i 0:0144 0:0109i
clo C 7'*° T[g-contrbution T;j-controution
= 04072  0:02561: (55)

W e note a sizable enhancem ent of the leading order value, dom inated by the T '-
type correction. T his feature was already observed in the context ofthe inclusive
case .n [11]. A com plex phase is generated at NLO , where the T *-corrections and
the hard-spectator interactions (I ') yield com parabk e ects.

The net enhancem ent of a; at NLO lads to a corresponding enhancem ent
of the branching ratios, or xed value of the form factor. This is illustrated
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Tabl 1: Summ ary of nput param eters.

CKM param eters and coupling constants
Vs | Vo Va3 2 Gr
022| 0.041| 0:085 0025 225M eV 1/137| 1466 10°Gev 2
P aram eters related to the B m esons
mg s B B+ BO
528 Gev 180 M &V (350 150)M ev 1.65 ps 156 ps
P aram eters related to the K meson {17]

Fx £ m g T 5 fx
038 006 185 M eV 894 M &V 02 0.04 230 M v
P aram eters related to the meson f17]

F £? m 1 5 f
029 004 160 M ev 770 M eV 0 02 200 M ev
Quark and W -boson m asses

my, (M) mmy) M vok My
42 Gev 13 02)Gev 174 Gev 804 Gev

Tabl 2: P redictions for branching ratios and CP asymm etries w ith the errors
from the individual input uncertainties.

| |BE°! K °)L0°]|B@® ! )00 °1[Ace (B
| central | 7.09 | 158 IS
Fy +232/ 1.99 { {
F { +042/ 037 +012/ 013
+0.67/ 1.00 +0.07/ 049 +525/ 24Q
B +038/ 045 +026/ 009 +035/ 024
m. +038/ 043 +012/ 042 +1.40/ 157
V=V +005/ 0.05 +015/ 013 +348/ 33(Q
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Figure 8: D ependence of the branching fractionsB 8° ! K % )andB B !
) on the renom alization scale at lading and next-to—Jeading order.

n Fig. S, where we show the residual scale dependence orB B ! K %) and
BB ! ) at leading and next-to-Jleading order.

The sensitivity oftheB ! K ° and B ! branching ratios, and of
the CP asymmetry Acp ( ) to variations In the relevant input param eters are
summ arized n Tabl 2. The uncertainty of the branching fractions is currently
dom Inated by the form factorsFyx ,F .ThevallesforB B ! K ) are very
coetothose orB ® ! K ° ) wih themain shift com ng from the di erent
lifstin es. For central nput parameterswe nd B ® ! K )= 745 10
compared toB B ! K %)= 709 10. TheCP asymmetry Acp K ) is
typically 05%.

Taking the sizable uncertainties into account, the results forB ! K n
Tablk 2 are com patble w ith the experim entalm easurem ents in @) and @), even
though the central theoretical values appear to be som ew hat high.

T he direct CP asymm etry, which is substantial for the m odes, ismuch less
dependent on the form factors. Here the largest theoretical uncertainty com es
from the scale dependence. This is to be expected because the direct CP asym —
m etry is proportional to the perturbative strong phase di erence, which arises
at O ( ). Unknown power corrections could have som e In pact on the predic-
tion. B ! also depends sensitively on fundam ental CKM param eters, such
as Vuw=Vgjand , and can thus In principle serve to constrain the latter quan-—
tities once m easurem ents becom e avaibbk. This is further illistrated in Figs. 9
and Elg,where the dependence on  is shown orB B ! ) and Acp (),
respectively.
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Figure 9: The branching fraction B 8 ! ) as a function ofthe CKM anglk

at leading and next-to—Jeading order.

Further Interesting observables are the isospin breaking quantities

et T
o= ygirey L 56)
B ! )
° = 3 @0 o, ! &7)
_ +ot 0
()= (58)

W ithin our approxin ations, isospin breaking is generated by weak annihilation.
Tsospin breaking was already discussed .n (], partially including NLO correc—
tions. O ur results, ncluding the powersuppressed annihilation e ects at leading
order n QCD , together w ith the com plkte NLO expressions at leading power,
are displayed in Fig.11. W e rem ark that our sign of ( ) di ers from the one
found in Q1.

A nother application of our results concems an estin ate of U-spin breaking
eectsinB ! V decays. U-goin symm etry, the sym m etry of strong Interactions
under exchange ofd and s quarks, hasbeen advocated asa toolto controlhadronic

uncertainties in tests of the Standard M odel 31, 32, 33]. De ning

BB'!' K )= BB ! K ") BB ! K ) (59)
B@® ! )y = B! * ) B® ! ) (60)
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Figure 10: The CP asymmetry Acp ( ) asa function ofthe CKM angke for
three values of the renom alization scale = my=2,my and 2m .

the quantity
BB ! K )+ B@®B ! ) 0 (61)

In the Iim it of U -spin symm etry and w ithin the Standard M odel. T his has been
discussed In 31] and was considered In m ore detail.n [3Z]. U sing our expressions
and centralvalues for allparam eterswe nd

BB'! K ) = 7 16 62)
B@® ! ) = 4 10’ (63)
where we have chosen the CKM angke = =2, which m axin ises the e ects.

T he two quantities Indeed have opposite signs, but their sum only partly cancels,
leaving a U-spin breaking rem ainder of 3  10. This e ect is aln ost entirely
due to the di erence Fx F ). For fom —factor values di erent from those in
Tabk 1, the U-spin breaking e ect would approxin ately be rescaled proportional
to Fx F ). For our choice the sum of the two asymm etries in {61) is of the
sam e order ofm agnitude as the Individual asym m etries. T his exam ple quanti es
the lin itations of the relation (61)) as a Standard M odel test.
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Figure 11: The isogpin-breaking asymmetry ( ) as a function of the CKM
angk at kading and next-to—Jeading order.

6 Conclusions

In this paper we have discussed a system atic and m odelindependent fram ew ork
for the exclusive radiative decays B ! V  based on the heavy—quark 1m it. This
allow ed us to com pute the decay am plitudes for these m odes consistently at next-
toJeading order in QCD .

An i portant conceptual aspect of this analysis is the interpretation of loop
contribbutions w ith cham and up quarks, which com e from lading operators in
the e ective weak Ham iltonian. W e have argued that these e ects are calculable
In temm s of perturbative hard-scattering fiinctions and universalm eson light-cone
distrlboution am plitudes. They are O ( ) corrections, but are leading pow er con—
tributions in the fram ework of Q CD factorization. T his picture is in contrast to
the com m on notion that considers cham and up-quark lIoop e ects asgeneric, un—
calculable long-distance contributions. N on-factorizable Jong-distance corrections
m ay still exist, but they are power-suppressed.

A nother im portant feature ofthe NLO calculation are the strong interaction
phases, which are calculabk at leading power. They play a crucial roke for CP
violating observables.

W e have seen that weak-anniilation am plitudes are power-suppressed, but
can be num erically in portant for B ! because they enter w ith large coef-

clents. These e ects also tum out to be calculable and were lncluded In our
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phenom enological discussion at keading order in QCD .

Finall, we have presented a num erical analysis of im portant ocbservables,
Ihcluding the branching ratiosofB ! K ,B ! , and CP asymm etries and
isospinbreakingin B ! decays (see sec.'}) . Currently, the large uncertainties
IntheB ! V fom factorsare stillan in portant lin itation, but the situation can
be system atically in proved. In particular, our approach allow s for a consistent
perturbative m atching of the nonperturbative form factor to the short-distance
part of the am plitude. O ur form alisn can also be applied to other radiative rare
B decays,suchasB, ! V ,V = ,K ,orBy! ! (seeeg. Rj]foradiscussion
of these m odes) .

T he in proved theoreticalunderstanding ofB ! V  decay cbservables streng—
thensthem otivation for stillm ore detailed experin ental investigations, which will
contribute signi cantly to our know ledge of the avour sector.
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W e disagree, however, w ith several of the m ain results given in [B§]. First, the
expressions corresponding to our functions H ; (0) and H g are m issing a factor of

4 and 1, respectively, in' 35]. Furthem ore, the cham contrbution H (s.) is
approxin ated by H; (0). As can be ssen from our resuls, this approxin ation is
not suitable. It gives a realpart w ith the w rong sign and m isses a com plx phase,
which is Inportant forAc.p ( ) (hanging the asymm etry In Tablk 2 from 9:9%
to 132% ). Finally, we nd H ; (s.) to be free of infrared divergences, also for non—
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