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A bstract

W e study the exclusive decays ofB ! K �‘+ ‘� within the fram ework ofthe perturbative

QCD (PQCD).W e obtain the form factors forthe B ! K � transition in the large recoil

region,where thePQCD forheavy B m eson decaysisreliable.W e�nd thatourresultsfor

theform factorsatq2 = 0areconsistentwiththosefrom m ostoftheotherQCD m odelsinthe

literature.Via the decay chain ofB ! K �(K �)‘+ ‘� ,we obtain m any physicalobservables

related to the di�erenthelicity com binationsofB ! K �‘+ ‘� . In particular,we pointout

thattheT violating e�ectsuppressed in the standard m odelcan beup to O (10% )in som e

CP violating m odelswith new physics.
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1 Introduction

There hasbeen an enorm ousprogressfor
avorphysicssince the CLEO observation [1]of

theradiativeb! s
 decay.Recently,thedecay m odesofB ! K ‘+ ‘� (‘= e;�)have been

observed [2]attheBelledetectorin theKEKB e+ e� storageringwith thebranchingratioof

B r(B ! K ‘+ ‘� )= (0:75+ 0:25� 0:21 � 0:09)� 10� 6,whilethestandard m odel(SM )expectation is

around 0:5� 10� 6 [3].W erem ark thatthedecay hasnotyetbeen seen attheBaBardetector

in the PEP-IIB factory [4].Experim entalsearchesatthe B-factoriesforB ! K �‘+ ‘� are

also within thetheoreticalpredicted ranges[5].Itisknown thatthestudy of
avorchange

neutralcurrents(FCNCs)in these B decaysprovidesuswith inform ation on notonly the

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )quark-m ixing m atrix elem ents[6]in the SM butalso

new physicssuch assupersym m etry (SUSY).

On the otherhand,via B decayssuch asB ! J=	K ,we can testwhetherthe unique

phasein theCKM m atrix isindeed theorigin ofCP violation (CPV).In general,CP asym -

m etries(CPAs)in B decaysare de�ned by aC P / �� �� and A C P (t)/ �(t)� ��(t),called

directCPA orCP-odd observableand tim edependentCPA,respectively.Theform erneeds

both weak CP violating and strong phases,while the latter contains not only a non-zero

CP-odd phasebutalso theB � �B m ixing.W enotethatthepresentworld averagefora	 KC P

is0:79� 0:12 [7,8]com paring with the SM prediction of0:70� 0:10 [8]. In the decaysof

B ! K �‘+ ‘� ,CPAs such asaC P are sm alleven with weak phases being O (1)due to the

sm allnessofstrong phases[10].

To study CPV in B ! K �‘+ ‘� ,onecan also de�nesom eT-odd observablesby m om en-

tum correlations,such asthewellknown triplem om entum correlations[9].Theseobservables

do notrequire strong phases in contrastto the CPA ofaC P . In the absence of�nalstate

interactions,these T-odd observables are T violating and thus CP violating by virtue of

the CPT theorem . In the decays ofB ! K �‘+ ‘� (‘ = e;�,and �),the spin s can be

the polarized lepton,s‘;orthe K
� m eson,��(�).Forthe polarized lepton,since the T-odd

polarization isnorm ally associated with thelepton m ass,weexpectthatthistypeofT vio-

lating e�ectsissuppressed and lessthan 1% forthelightlepton m odes[11].Although the�

m odecan escape from thesuppression,the corresponding branching ratio (BR)ofO (10� 7)

isaboutone ordersm allerthan those ofe and � m odes. In thispaper,we concentrate on

thedecay chain ofB ! K �‘+ ‘� ! K �‘+ ‘� and givea system aticstudy on variouspossible
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physicalobservables,especially theT-odd ones.

Itisknown thatone ofthe m ain theoreticaluncertaintiesin studying exclusive hadron

decaysarisesfrom thecalculationsofm atrix elem ents.Atthelargem om entum transfer(q2)

region,Lepageand Brodsky(LB)[12]havedeveloped an approach based on theperturbative

QCD (PQCD).In the LB form alism ,the nonperturbative part is included in the hadron

wave functions and the transition am plitude is factorized into the convolution ofhadron

wave functionsand thehard am plitudeofvalencequarks.However,with theLB approach,

ithasbeen pointed outthattheperturbativeevaluation ofthepion form factorsu�ersanon-

perturbativeenhancem entin theend-pointregion with a m om entum fraction x ! 0 [13].If

so,thehard am plitudeischaracterized by a low scaleand theexpansion in term sofa large

coupling constant �s is not reliable. Furtherm ore, m ore serious end-point (logarithm ic)

singularities are observed in the B ! � transition form factors [14,15]from the twist-

2 (leading-twist)contribution. The singularities becom e linearwhile including the twist-3

(next-to-leadingtwist)wavefunction [16].Becauseofthesesingularities,itwasclaim ed that

even atthe low q2 form factorsare dom inated by softdynam icsand notcalculable in the

PQCD [17].

Following the conceptofthe PQCD,ifthe spectatorquark inside the B m eson with a

m om entum ofO (��),where �� = M B � m b and m b isthe b quark m ass,wantsto catch up

the outgoing quark with an energy ofO (M B =2)to form a hadron,itshould obtain a large

energy from borthe daughterofit. Thatis,hard gluonsactually play an essentialrole in

theB m eson with largeenergy released decays.Therefore,relevantdecay am plitudesshould

becalculableperturbatively.Itisclearthatto dealwith theproblem ofsingularitiesisthe

m ain part ofthe PQCD.In order to handle these singularities,the strategy ofincluding

kT,thetransversem om entum ofthevalence-quark [18],and threshold resum m ation [19,20]

have been proposed [21]. It has been shown that the singularities do not exist in a self-

consistentPQCD analysis[21].In theliterature,theapplicationsofthisPQCD approach to

the processesofB ! PP,such asB ! K � [22],B ! �� [23],B ! K K [24],B ! K �(0)

[25]and B s ! K K [26],as wellas that ofB ! V P,such as B ! �� [27],B ! �K

[28],B ! �(!)� [29]and B ! �(!)K [30],have been studied and found that they are

consistent with the experim entaldata. In this paper,to calculate the m atrix elem ents of
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relevantcurrentoperators,weadoptthePQCD factorization form alism as

hV jO kjB i =

Z

[dx]

Z
2

4
d2~b

4�

3

5 ��
V (x2;

~b2)Tk(fxg;f~bg;M B )�B (x1;~b1)

� St(fxg)e
�S

�

fxg;f~bg;M B

�

(1)

where ��
V (�B )isthe wave function ofV (B )m eson,Tk isthe hard scattering am plitude

dictated by relevantcurrentoperators,theexponentialfactoristheSudakov factor[31,32],

and St(x)[33,34]expressesthethreshold resum m ation factor.

The paperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,we study the form factorsoftheB ! K �

transition in thefram ework ofthePQCD.In Sec.III,wewritetheangulardistributionsand

de�ne the physicalobservablesforthe decaysofB ! K �‘+ ‘� . In Sec.IV,we presentthe

num ericalanalysis.W ealso com pareourresultswith thosein otherQCD m odels.W egive

ourconclusionsin Sec.V.

2 Form factors in B ! K �

Fordecayswith theB ! K � transition,theB m eson m om entum p1 and theK
� m eson m o-

m entum p2 and polarization vector� in theB m eson restfram eand thelight-conecoordinate

aretaken as

p1 =
M B
p
2
(1;1;~0?); p2 =

M B
p
2�
(�2;r2K �;~0? );

�L =
1

p
2rK ��

(�2;�r2K �;~0? ); �T(�)=
1
p
2
(0;0;1;�i) (2)

with � � 1� q2=M 2
B and rK � = M K �=M B ,whilethoseforthespectatorsofB and K � sides

areexpressed by

k1 =

 

0;x1
M B
p
2
;~k1?

!

and k2 =

 

x2
M B
p
2
�;0;~k2?

!

; (3)

respectively.In ourcalculations,wewillneglectthesm allcontributionsfrom m u;d;s and ��as

wellasM 2
K � due to theon-shellcondition ofthevalence-quark preserved.From theresults

in Ref.[35],theK � m eson distribution am plitudeup to twist-3 can bederived asfollows:

hK �(p;�L)j�s(z)jd(0)lj0i =
1

p
2N c

Z
1

0

dxe
ixp� zfM K �[6�L]lj�K �(x)+ [6�L 6p]lj�

t
K �(x)

+M K �[I]lj�
s
K �(x)g;
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hK �(p;�T)j�s(z)jd(0)lj0i =
1

p
2N c

Z
1

0

dxe
ixp� zfM K �[6�T]lj�

v
K �(x)+ [6�T 6p]lj�

T
K �(x)

+
M K �

p� n�
i"����[
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�]lj�
�
Tp

�
n
�
� �

a
K �(x)g; (4)

where n� = (0;1;~0? )and �K �(x)and �TK �(x)are the twist-2 wave functionsforthe longi-

tudinaland transversecom ponentsoftheK � polarization,respectively,whiletherem aining

wavefunctionsbelong to thetwist-3 oneswith theirexplicitexpressionsgiven below.

2.1 Power counting

To show the B ! K � form factors,we �rstdiscussthe twist-3 contributionsin the PQCD

approach. Asan illustration,we take the integrand oftwist-2,the hard gluon exchange in

theB m eson side,to be

I
tw 2 =

�TK �(x2)M
2
B

[x1x2M
2
B + j~k2? � ~k1? j

2][x2M
2
B + j~k2? j

2]
(5)

wherethe�rstterm in thedenom inatoristhepropagatoroftheexchanged hard gluon while

thesecond oneisthatoftheinternalb-quark.Asstudied in Ref.[21],introducingk? degrees

offreedom willbringlargedoublelogarithm sof�sln
2
(k? =M B )through radiativecorrections.

In orderto im provetheperturbativeexpansion,thesee�ectsshould beresum m ed,called k?

resum m ation [31,32]. Consequently,the Sudakov form factorintroduced willsuppressthe

region ofk2? � O (��2).According to the analysisofRef.[34],via theSudakov suppression,

theaverage< k22? > isofO (��M B )forM B � 5GeV.Hence,with including k? resum m ation

e�ects,Eq.(5)becom es

I
tw 2 =

�TK �(x2)M
2
B

[x1x2M
2
B + O (��M B )][x2M

2
B + O (��M B )]

: (6)

Sincethefraction m om entum x1 isofO (��=M B )and �
T
K �(x2)/ x2(1� x2),itiseasy to see

thatattheend-pointItw 2 behaveslike

I
tw 2 �

1

��M B

: (7)

On theotherhand,theintegrand oftwist-3 isexpressed as

I
tw 3 =

rK ��aK �(x2)M
2
B

[x1x2M
2
B + O (��M B )][x2M

2
B + O (��M B )]

: (8)

From Ref.[35],we�nd thatthetwist-3 wavefunction �aK � attheend-pointisa constantso

that

I
tw 3 �!

rK �

��2
=
M K �

��

1

��M B

(9)
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asx2 ! ��=M B . Hence,the powerbehaviorofI
tw 3 in M B isthe sam e asthatofItw 2. W e

notethatsincethetwist-3 onecontainsthem ostserioussingularity (lineardivergence),the

contribution from ahighertwistwavefunction,such asthatoftwist-4,should bethesam eas

thatoftwist-3 atm ost.However,by thede�nition ofthetwistwavefunction,weknow that

thetwist-4 oneisassociated with a factorofr2K �,and itscontribution should beonepower

suppressed by rK � than thatoftwist-3 so thatitbelongsto a higherpowercontribution in

ourconsideration.In ouranalysis,itse�ectwillbeneglected.

2.2 Form Factors

W eparam etrizetheB ! K � transition form factorswith varioustypesofinteractingvertices

asfollows:

hK �(p2;�)jV�

�
�
��B (p1)

E

= i
V (q2)

M B + M K �

"�����
� �
P
�
q
�
;

hK �(p2;�)jA�

�
�
��B (p1)

E

= 2M K �A 0(q
2)
�� � q

q2
q� + (M B + M K �)A 1(q

2)

 

�
�
� �

�� � q

q2
q�

!

�A 2(q
2)

�� � q

M B + M K �

 

P� �
P � q

q2
q�

!

;

hK �(p2;�)jT��q
�
�
�
��B (p1)

E

= �iT1(q
2)"�����

� �
P
�
q
�
;

hK �(p2;�)jT
5

��q
�
�
�
��B (p1)

E

= T2(q
2)
�

�
�
�P � q� �

� � qP�

�

+ T3(q
2)�� � q

 

q� �
q2

P � q
P�

!

;(10)

where P = p1 + p2, q = p1 � p2, V� = �s 
� b, A � = �s 
�
5 b, T�� = �s i���b, and

T5
�� = �s i���
5 b. According to the PQCD factorization form alism shown in Eq. (1),the

com ponentsofform factorsde�ned in Eq.(10)up to twist-3 wave functionsaregiven by

V (q2) = (1+ rK �)8�CF M
2

B

Z
1

0

[dx]

Z
1

0

b1db1b2db2 �B (x1;b1)

�
nh

�
T
K �(x2)� rK �(x2�

v
K �(x2)� (

2

�
+ x2)�

a
K �(x2))

i

�E (t(1)e )h(x1;x2;b1;b2)

+rK �

h

�
v
K �(x2)+ �

a
K �(x2)

i

E (t(2)e )h(x2;x1;b2;b1)
o

; (11)

A 0(q
2) = 8�CF M

2

B

Z
1

0

[dx]

Z
1

0

b1db1b2db2 �B (x1;b1)

�
nh

(1+ �x2)�K �(x2)+ rK �((1� 2x2)�
t
K �(x2)

+(
2

�
� 1� 2x2)�

s
K �(x2))

i

E (t(1)e )h(x1;x2;b1;b2)

+2rK ��
s
K �(x2)E (t

(2)

e )h(x2;x1;b2;b1)
o

; (12)
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A 1(q
2) =

8�CF M
2
B �

1+ rK �

Z
1

0

[dx]

Z 1

0

b1db1b2db2 �B t(x1;b1)

�
nh

�
T
K �(x2)+ rK �((

2

�
+ x2)�

v
K �(x2)� x2�

a
K �(x2))

i

�E (t(1)e )h(x1;x2;b1;b2)

+rK �

h

�
v
K �(x2)+ �

a
K �(x2)

i

E (t(2)e )h(x2;x1;b2;b1)
o

; (13)

A 2(q
2) =

(1+ rK �)2

�
A 1(q

2)�
1+ rK �

�
2rK �A 0(q

2)

�
1+ rK �

�
32rK ��CF M

2

B

Z
1

0

[dx]

Z 1

0

b1db1b2db2 �B (x1;b1)

�((
1

�
� 1)�tK �(x2)� (

1

�
� 1)�sK �(x2))E (t

(1)

e )h(x1;x2;b1;b2); (14)

T1(q
2) = 8�CF M

2

B

Z
1

0

[dx]

Z
1

0

b1db1b2db2 �B (x1;b1)

�
nh

(1+ �x2)�
T
K �(x2)+ rK �((1� 2x2)�

v
K �(x2)

+(
2

�
� 1� 2x2)�

a
K �(x2))

i

E (t(1)e )h(x1;x2;b1;b2)

+rK �

h

�
v
K �(x2)+ ��

a
K �(x2)

i

E (t(2)e )h(x2;x1;b2;b1)
o

; (15)

T2(q
2) = 8�CF M

2

B

Z
1

0

[dx]

Z 1

0

b1db1b2db2�B (x1;b1)

�
nh

(1+ �x2)�
T
K �(x2)+ rK �(2� �(1+ 2x2))�

v
K �(x2)

+rK ��(1� 2x2)�
a
K �(x2)

i

E (t(1)e )h(x1;x2;b1;b2)

+rK ��
h

�
v
K �(x2)+ �

a
K �(x2)

i

E (t(2)e )h(x2;x1;b2;b1)
o

; (16)

T3(q
2) = 8�CF M

2

B

Z
1

0

dx1dx2

Z 1

0

b1db1b2db2 �B (x1;b1)

�
nh

(1+ �x2)�
T
K �(x2)+ rK �

�2

�
� (1+ 2x2)

�

�
v
K �(x2)

+rK �((1� 2x2))�
a
K �(x2)�

2rK �

�
(�K �(x2)

+rK �(
2

�
+ x2)�

t
K �(x2)� rK �x2�

s
K �(x2))

i

E (t(1)e )h(x1;x2;b1;b2)

+rK �

h

�
v
K �(x2)+ �

a
K �(x2)�

2rK �

�
�
s
K �(x2)

i

E (t(2)e )h(x2;x1;b2;b1)
o

: (17)

Theevolution factorisgiven by

E (t)= �s(t)exp(�SB (t)� SK � (t)); (18)
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where explicitexpressionsofthe Sudakov exponentsSB (K �) can befound in Ref.[24].The

hard function ofh iswritten as

h(x1;x2;b1;b2) = St(x2)K 0(
p
x1x2�M B b1)

� [�(b1 � b2)K 0(
p
x2�M B b1)I0(

p
x2�M B b3)

+�(b2 � b1)K 0(
p
x2�M B b2)I0(

p
x2�M B b1)] (19)

wherethethreshold resum m ation e�ectisdescribed by [34]

St(x)=
21+ 2c�(3

2
+ c)

p
��(1+ c)

[x(1� x)]c:

Thehard scalest(1;2) arechosen to be

t
(1) = m ax(

q

M 2
B �x2;1=b1;1=b2);

t
(2) = m ax(

q

M 2
B �x1;1=b1;1=b2):

For the K � m eson distribution am plitudes,we adopt the results given in Ref. [35]and

explicitly wehave

�K �(x) =
3fK �

p
2N c

x(1� x)[1+ 0:57(1� 2x)+ 0:1(5(1� 2x)2 � 1)];

�
t
K �(x) =

fTK �

2
p
2N c

[0:3(1� 2x)(3(1� 2x)2 + 10(1� 2x)� 1)

+0:06(1� 2x)2(5(1� 2x)2 � 3)+ 0:21(3� 30(1� 2x)2 + 35(1� 2x)4)

+0:36(1� 2(1� 2x)(1+ ln(1� x)))];

�
s
K �(x) =

3fTK �

2
p
2N c

[(1� 2x)(1+ 0:2(1� 2x)+ 0:6(10x2 � 10x+ 1))

�0:4x(1� x)+ 0:12(1� 6x� 2ln(1� x))];

�
T
K �(x) =

3fTK �

p
2N c

x(1� x)[1+ 0:60(1� 2x)+ 0:06(5(1� 2x)2 � 1)];

�
v
K �(x) =

fK �

2
p
2N c

[
3

4
(1+ (1� 2x)2 + 0:44(1� 2x)3)+ 0:20(3(1� 2x)2 � 1)

+0:11(3� 30(1� 2x)2 + 35(1� 2x)4)+ 0:48(2x+ ln(1� x))];

�
a
K �(x) =

3fK �

4
p
2N c

[(1� 2x)(1+ 0:19(1� 2x)+ 0:81(10x2 � 10x+ 1))

�1:14x(1� x)+ 0:16(1� 6x� 2ln(1� x))]: (20)

From Eqs.(14)-(16),atq2 = 0 weobtain theidentities

A 2(0) = (1+ rK �)2A 1(0)� 2rK �(1+ rK �)A 0(0);

T1(0) = T2(0); (21)
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which areconsistentwith theleadingorderm odel-independentrelation [16,36,37,38,39,40]

A 2(0) =
1+ rK �

1� rK �

A 1(0)�
2rK �

1� rK �

A 0(0): (22)

W e note thatdue to the param etrization ofEq. (10),there are term sproportionalto r2K �

in Eqs.(11),(13)and (14).In orderto guaranteethatonly rK � dependence appearsin the

left-handed sidesofEq.(10),thosewith r2K � should notbedropped.

3 A ngular distributions and physicalobservables

3.1 E�ective H am iltonians and D ecay A m plitudes

Thee�ectiveHam iltoniansofb! s ‘+ ‘� aregiven by [41]

H =
G F ��t
p
2�

h

H 1�L
� + H 2�L

5�
i

(23)

with

H 1� = C9(�)�s
�(�)PLb �
2m b

q2
C7(�)�si���q

�
PR b;

H 2� = C10�s
�PLb;

L
� = �‘
�‘;

L
5� = �‘
�
5‘; (24)

where �t = VtbV
�
ts and C9(�),C10 and C7(�) are the W ilson coe�cients (W Cs) and their

expressionscan befound in Ref.[41]forthe SM .Since the operatorassociated with C10 is

notrenorm alized under QCD,it is the only one with the � scale free. Besides the short-

distance(SD)contributions,them ain e�ecton thebranching ratioscom esfrom c�cresonant

states such as	;	 0;etc:;i:e:,the long-distance (LD)contributions. In the literature [42,

43,44,45,46],ithasbeen suggested by com bining theFA and thevectorm eson dom inance

(VM D)approxim ation toestim ateLD e�ectsfortheB decays.W ith including theresonant

e�ect(RE)and absorbing itto therelated W C,weobtain thee�ective W C ofC 9 as

C
eff

9 = C9(�)+ (3C1(�)+ C2(�))

0

@ h(x;s)+
3

�2

X

j= 	 ;	 0

kj
��(j! l+ l� )M j

q2 � M 2
j + iM j�j

1

A ; (25)

whereh(x;s)describestheone-loop m atrix elem entsofoperatorsO 1 = �s�

�PLb� �c�
�PLc�

and O 2 = �s
�PLb �c
�PLc[41],M j (�j)are the m asses(widths)ofinterm ediate states,and

8



the factors kj are phenom enologicalparam eters for com pensating the approxim ations of

FA and VM D and reproducing the correct branching ratios B r(B ! J=	X ! l+ l� X ) =

B r(B ! J=	X )� B r(J=	! l + l� ). Forsim plicity,we neglectthe sm allW Cs and take

kj = �1=(3C1(�)+ C2(�)).Itisclearthattheuncertaintyrelated tothisassum ption canbe

large[47].M oreover,itisquestionablewhetheronecan includeboth quark-levelcalculations

with c�c-loop and resonancesin Eq. (25). However,since we are only interested in physics

behind thevariousobservablesatthelargerecoilweshallnotdiscusstheuncertaintiesarising

from Eq.(25).

Com bining Eqs. (10)and (23),the transition am plitudes forB ! K �‘+ ‘� (‘ = �; e)

can bewritten as

M
(�)

K � =
G F ��t

2
p
2�

n

M
(�)

1� L
� + M

(�)

2� L
5�
o

(26)

with

M
(�)

1� = ih1"�����
� �(�)P �

q
� + h2�

�
�(�)+ h3�

� � qP�;

M
(�)

2� = ig1"�����
� �(�)P �

q
� + g2�

�
�(�)+ g3�

� � qP�; (27)

h1 =
V 9(q2)

m B + m K �

+
2m b

q2
(�)T 7

1(q
2);

h2 = �(m B + m K �)A 9

1
(q2)�

2m b

q2
P � qT

7

2
(q2);

h3 =
A 9
2
(q2)

m B + m K �

+
2m b

q2

�

T
7

2
(q2)+

q2

P � q
T
7

3
(q2)

�

;

g1 = C10

V (q2)

m B + m K �

;

g2 = �C10(m B + m K �)A 1(q
2);

g3 = C10

A 2(q
2)

m B + m K �

; (28)

where the form factors associated with superscripts denote the relevant W Cs convoluted

with hard am plitudesand wavefunctions,described by

F
k(q2)=

Z

[dx][db]��
K �(x2;~b2)Ck(t)T�(fxg;f~bg;M B )�B (x1;~b1)St(fxg)e

� S(fxg;f~bg;M B ): (29)

It is worth to m ention that for the convenient in the PQCD form alism ,Eq. (29) can be

written asF k � Ck(t0)F with F being theform factorand t0 =

q
��M B .
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3.2 A ngular D istributions

In the literature,there are a lot ofdiscussions on B ! K �‘+ ‘� decays. However,m ost

ofthem have been concentrated on the di�erentialdecay ratesand lepton polarization and

forward-backward asym m etries. It is known that the di�erentialdecay rates have large

uncertaintiesfrom notonly hadronic m atrix elem entsbutalso the param etrizationsofLD

e�ects,and thelepton polarization asym m etriesarehard to beobserved dueto thedi�cul-

tiesofm easuring lepton polarizations.Therefore,to testtheSM and search fornew physics

in B ! K �‘+ ‘� ,it is necessary to �nd som e other physicalobservables which have less

theoreticaluncertaintiesbutm easurableexperim entally,sim ilarto thezero positionsin the

forward-backward asym m etries[38,48].Itisfound thatifoneconsidersthedecay chain of

B ! K �‘+ ‘� ! (K �)‘+ ‘� ,via the study ofdi�erentangulardistributing com ponents,we

can analyze (a)contributionsfrom both longitudinaland transverse partsofthe K � polar-

ization,(b)T-even (CP conserved)e�ectsfrom the m ixingsoflongitudinaland transverse

polarizations ofK �,and (c) T-odd e�ects from the m ixings in (b). W e note that som e

T-odd e�ectsaresuppressed in theSM and thus,m easuring thesee�ectscould indicateCP

violation from new physics[49].

To understand dynam icaldependence in T-odd term s of"����q
��� �(�)p�‘P

�,it is in-

evitable to investigate the processes ofB ! K �‘+ ‘� ! (K �)‘+ ‘� so that the polariza-

tion � and �0 in the di�erentialdecay rates,written as d� / H (�;� 0) M
(�)

K � M
(�0)y

K � with

H (�;�0) � �(�)� pK ��(�0)� pK ,can be di�erent. From Eq. (26),we see that M
(�)

2� only

dependson C10.Clearly,T violating e�ectscan notbegenerated from M
(�)

2� M
(�0)y

2�0 ,butin-

duced from M
(�)

1� M
(�0)y

1�0 aswellasM
(�)

1� M
(�0)y

2�0 .Thiscan beunderstood asfollows:�rstly,for

theM
(�)

1� M
(�0)y

1�0 TrL
�L�0 partwith TrL�L�0 � (p

�

‘�
p
�0

‘+
+ p

�0

‘�
p
�

‘+
� g��

0

p‘� � p‘+ ),therelevant

T-odd term scan beroughly expressed by

M
(�)

1� M
(�0)y

1�0 TrL
�
L
�0 / Z1Im h1h

�
3
�(0)� q"����q

�
�
� �(�)p�‘+ P

�

+Z2Im h1h
�
2
�(0)� p‘+ "����q

�
�
� �(�)p�‘+ P

�

+Z3Im h1h
�
2
�(�)� p‘+ "����q

�
�
� �(�)p�‘+ P

� (30)

whereZi(i= 1;2;3)arefunctionsofkinem aticvariables.From Eq.(28),onegetsIm h1h
�
2 �

Im h1h
�
3
� Im C

eff

9 (�)C7(�). W e note that,asshown in Eq. (30),the T-odd observables

could benon-zeroiftheprocessesinvolvestrongphasesorabsorptivepartseven withoutCP

violating phases.By m eansofEq.(25),C
eff

9 (�)includestheabsorptivepartssuch thatthe
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resultsofEq.(30)do notvanish in theSM .Secondly,forM
(�)

1� M
(�0)y

2�0 TrL
�L5�0,onegets

(M
(�)

1� M
(�0)y

2�0 + M
(�)

2� M
(�0)y

1�0 )TrL
�
L
5�0 / (Im h2g

�
3 � Im h3g

�
2)"����q

�
�
� �(�)p�‘+ P

� (31)

where TrL�L5�0 = �4i"��
0��q�pl+ � hasbeen used. From Eq. (28),we �nd thatIm h2g

�
3 �

Im h3g
�
2 is only related to Im C7(�)C

�
10 and the dependence ofIm C9(�)C

�
10 is canceled in

Eq.(31).Forthedecaysofb! s‘+ ‘� ,since theabsorptive partsin C7(�)and C10 arenot

expected,a non-vanishing valueofIm C7(�)C
�
10
indicatespureweak CP violating e�ects.

In orderto derivethewholedi�erentialdecay rateswith theK � polarization,wechoose

thatK � helicitiesare�(0)= (j~pK �j;0;0;E K �)=M K � and �(�)= (0;1;�i;0)=
p
2,thepositron

lepton m om entum p‘+ =
p
q2(1;sin�‘;0;cos�‘)=2 with E K � = (M 2

B � M 2
K � � q2)=2

p
q2

and j~pK �j =
q

E 2
K � � M 2

K � in the q2 rest fram e, and the K m eson m om entum pK =

(1;sin�K cos�;sin�K sin�;cos�K )M K �=2 in the K � rest fram e where � denotes the rela-

tive angle ofthe decaying plane between K � and ‘+ ‘� . From Eq. (26),the di�erential

decay ratesofB ! K �‘+ ‘� ! (K �)‘+ ‘� asfunctionsofangles�‘,�K and � aregiven by

d�

dcos�K dcos�‘d�dq
2

=
3�2em G

2
F j�tj

2j~pj

214�6M 2
B

B r(K � ! K �)

�
n

4cos2�K sin2�‘
X

i= 1;2

jM 0

ij
2

+ sin2�K (1+ cos2�‘)
X

i= 1;2

(jM +

i j
2 + jM �

i j
2)

� sin2�K sin2�‘

h

cos�
X

i= 1;2

Re(M +

i + M �
i )M

0�
i

+ sin�
X

i= 1;2

Im (M +

i � M �
i )M

0�
i

i

�2sin2�K sin2�‘

h

cos2�
X

i= 1;2

Re(M +

i M
� �
i )+ sin2�

X

i= 1;2

Im (M +

i M
� �
i )

i

�2sin2�K cos�‘

h

2ReM +

1 M
+ �
2 � 2ReM �

1 M
� �
2

i

+2sin2�K sin�‘

h

cos�(ReM 0

1(M
+ �
2 � M � �

2 )+ Re(M +

1 � M �
1 )M

0�
2 )

+ sin�(Im M 0

1(M
+ �
2 + M � �

2 )� Im (M +

1 + M �
1 )M

0�
2 )

io

(32)

with

j~pj =
q

E 02 � M 2
K � ;

E
0 =

M 2
B + M 2

K � � q2

2M B

;

M 0

a =
q

q2(
E K �

M K �

f2 + 2tjpK �j
q

q2
jpK �j

M K �

f3);

M �
a =

q

q2(�2jpK �j

q

q2f1 + f2t); (33)
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where a = 1(2) while fi = hi (gi) (i = 1,2,3). The polarization com ponents M 0
a and

M �
a in Eq. (33) clearly represent the longitudinaland transverse polarizations,and can

be easily obtained from Eq. (28),respectively. W e note that other distributions for the

K � polarization and CP asym m etries are discussed in Refs. [50]and [51]and the photon

polarization in B ! K �
 ! (K �)(l+ l� )isstudied in Ref.[52].

From Eqs. (30) and (31),we know that Im (M +

i � M �
i )M

0�
i and Im (M +

i M
� �
i ) are

from M
(�)

1� M
(�0)y

1�0 TrL
�L�0,whileIm M 0

1(M
+ �
2 + M � �

2 )� Im (M +

1 + M �
1 )M

0�
2 isinduced by

M
(�)

1� M
(�0)y

2�0 TrL
�L5�0.Integrating theangulardependence in Eq.(32),weobtain

d�(B ! K �‘+ ‘� ! (K �)‘+ ‘� )

dq2
= B r(K � ! K �)

�2em G
2
F jVtbV

�
tsj

2j~pj

3� 28�5M 2
B

�[
X

i= 1;2

(jM 0

ij
2 + jM +

i j
2 + jM �

i j
2)]

=
d�(B ! K �‘+ ‘� )

dq2
B r(K � ! K �);

which conform sthewellknown equality of

B r
�

B ! K
�
‘
+
‘
� ! K �‘

+
‘
�
�

= B r
�

B ! K
�
‘
+
‘
�
�

B r(K � ! K �):

Itisinteresting to notethatby integrating out�‘ and � in Eq.(32),wehavethat

d�

dq2dcos�K
=

G 2
F �

2j�tj
2j~pj

210�5m 2
B

B r(K � ! K �)
n

2cos2�K
X

i= 1;2

jM 0

ij
2

+ sin2�K
X

i= 1;2

�

jM +

i j
2 + jM �

i j
2
�o

; (34)

which allow usto de�nenorm alized longitudinaland transversepolarizationsofK � by

PL(q
2) =

P

i= 1;2jM
0
ij
2

P

�

P

ijM
�
ij
2
;

PT(q
2) =

P

i= 1;2jM
+

i j
2 + jM �

i j
2

P

�

P

ijM
�
ij
2

; (35)

respectively.

3.3 PhysicalO bservables

From Eq.(32),itisclearthatthereare9 di�erenthelicity com binationsin theam plitudes.

Aswe willshow next,am ong them ,6 are T-even and 3 T-odd. Ifeach com ponentcan be

extracted from the angulardistribution,we should have 9 physicalobservables,which can

be m easured separately in B ! K �‘+ ‘� decays. To archive the purpose,we willpropose
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som e properm om entum correlation operators,so thateach com ponentofEq. (32)can be

singled outand m easurableexperim entally.In thefollowing discussions,weusetheK � rest

fram e.Thecoordinatesofrelevantm om enta arechoosing asfollows:

pB = (
M B ;0;0;�
�M B );p‘+ = E ‘+ (p
0

‘+ ;sin�‘;0;p
3

‘+ );

p
0

‘+ = 

2(1+ �

2 � 2� cos�‘);p
3

‘+ = 

2((1+ �

2)cos�‘� 2�);

� =
j~pj

E 0
;
 =

1
p
1� �2

;

E K = !K =
M K �

2
;E ‘+ = !‘+ =

p
q2

2
; (36)

where� and 
 aretheusualLorentztransform ation factors.From Eq.(36),wehave

sin�‘ =
~p‘+ � ~pB

j~pB j!‘+
;

sin�K =
~pB � ~pK

j~pB j!K
;

cos� =
(~pB � ~pK )� (~p‘+ � ~pB )

j~pB � ~pK jj~p‘+ � ~pB j
;

sin� = j~pB j
~pK � (~pB � ~p‘+ )

j~pB � ~pK jj~pB � ~p‘+ j
: (37)

To relatetheaboveanglesto thosein Eq.(37),weusem om entum correlationsdenoted by

O i and de�nethephysicalobservablesby

hO ii �

Z

O i!i(u�K ;v�‘)
d�

dq2
(38)

where!i(u�K ;v�‘)aresign functions,i:e:,

!i(u�K ;v�‘) =
u�K v�‘

ju�K v�‘j
(39)

with u�i being sin�i orcos�i.The asym m etriesA i and statisticalsigni�cances"i ofO i are

given by

A i(q
2) =

< O i>
R

d�

dq2

;

"i(q
2) =

< O i>
q R

d�

dq2
�
R
O 2
i
d�

dq2

: (40)

W ecan also de�netheintegrated asym m etriesand statisticalsigni�cancesby

�A i =

R
O i!i(u�K ;v�‘)d�

R
d�

;

�"i =

R
O i!i(u�K ;v�‘)d�q R

d��
R
O 2
id�

: (41)
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Thenum bersofB m esonsrequired to observethee�ectsatthen� levelaregiven by

N i =
n2

B R � A2i
; (42)

where A i represent the asym m etries orthe statisticalsigni�cances and B R the branching

ratiosofB ! K �‘+ ‘� .

Tostudy thevariouspartsoftheangulardistributionsin Eq.(32),weusenineoperators

O i (i= 1;2;� � � ;9)and sign functions!i asfollows:

O 1 = 4
j~p‘+ � ~pB j

2

j~pB j
2!2

‘+

� 3
j~pB � ~pK j

2

j~pB j
2!2

K

;

!1 = !1(sin�K ;sin�‘); (43)

O 2 = 2
j~pB � ~pK j

2

j~pB j
2!2

K

�
j~p‘+ � ~pB j

2

j~pB j
2!2

‘+

;

!2 = !1; (44)

O 3 =
(~pB � ~pK )� (~p‘+ � ~pB )

j~pB � ~pK jj~p‘+ � ~pB j
;

!3 = !3(cos�K ;cos�‘); (45)

O 4 =
[(~pB � ~pK )� (~p‘+ � ~pB )]

2

j~pB � ~pK j
2j~p‘+ � ~pB j

2
� j~pB j

2
(~pB � ~p‘+ � ~pK )

2

j~pB � ~pK j
2j~p‘+ � ~pB j

2
;

!4 = !1; (46)

O 5 = 1;

!5 = !5(sin�K ;cos�‘); (47)

O 6 = O 3;

!6 = !6(cos�K ;sin�‘); (48)

O 7 = j~pB j
~pK � (~pB � ~p‘+ )

j~pB � ~pK jj~pB � ~p‘+ j
;

!7 = !7(cos�K ;cos�‘); (49)

O 8 = j~pB j
(~pB � ~p‘+ � ~pK )(~pB � ~pK )� (~p‘+ � ~pB )

j~pB � ~pK j
2j~p‘+ � ~pB j

2
;
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!8 = !1; (50)

O 9 = O 7;

!9 = !6: (51)

Itisclearthatthe�rstsix operatorsO i(i= 1� 6)in Eqs.(43)-(48)areT-even observables,

whereasthe lastthree O j (i= 7� 9)T-odd ones. W e rem ark thatthe operatorsand sign

functionsin Eqs.(43)-(51)arethesim plestonesto discussthem om entum correlations.

From Eqs.(32),(40),and (43)-(51),we�nd that

A 1(q
2) = 4�

32�

9�0

X

i= 1;2

jM 0

ij
2
;

A 2(q
2) =

64�

9�0

X

i= 1;2

(jM +

i j
2 + jM �

i j
2);

A 3(q
2) = �

16�

9�0

X

i= 1;2

Re(M +

i + M �
i )M

0�
i ;

A 4(q
2) = �2�

16�

9�0

X

i= 1;2

Re(M +

i M
� �
i );

A 5(q
2) = �2�

8�

9�0
(2ReM +

1
M + �

2
� 2ReM �

1
M � �

2
);

A 6(q
2) = 2�

2�2

3�0
(ReM 0

1
(M + �

2
� M � �

2
)+ Re(M +

1
� M �

1
)M 0�

2
);

A 7(q
2) = �

16�

9�0

X

i= 1;2

Im (M +

i � M �
i )M

0�
i ;

A 8(q
2) = �2�

8�

9�0

X

i= 1;2

Im (M +

i M
� �
i );

A 9(q
2) = 2�

2�2

3�0
(Im M 0

1
(M + �

2
+ M � �

2
)� Im (M +

1
+ M �

1
)M 0�

2
); (52)

where �0 = 64�=9
P

�

P

ijM
�
ij
2. W e note thatthe asym m etry A 1(2) in Eq. (52)isrelated

to thelongitudinal(transverse)polarization ofK � in Eq.(35).W ecan also evaluate"i(q
2)

sim ilarto thosein Eq.(52)exceptthedenom inatorsdueto
R
O 2
id�=dq

2.

4 N um ericalA nalysis

In ournum ericalanalysis,we use fB = 0:19,fK � = 0:21,fTK � = 0:17,M B = 5:28,M K � =

0:892,m b = 4:8 GeV ,�t = 0:04,�em = 1=129,and c= 0:4,and we taketheB m eson wave
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Table1:Form factorsforB ! K � atq2 = 0 in variousQCD m odels.

M odel V (0) A 0(0) A 1(0) A 2(0) T1(0) T3(0)

LEET [37] 0:36� 0:04 0:27� 0:03 0:31� 0:02

QM [39] 0:44 0:45 0:36 0:32 0:39 0:27

LCSR [38] 0:399 0:412 0:294 0:246 0:334 0:234

LFQM [40] 0:35 0:32 0:26 0:23 0:32 0:21

PQCD (I) 0:355 0:407 0:266 0:202 0:315 0:207

(II) 0:332 0:381 0:248 0:189 0:294 0:193

function as

�B (x;b)= N B x
2(1� x)2exp

h

�
1

2
(
xM B

!B
)2 �

!2
B b

2

2

i

; (53)

where !B isthe shapeparam eter[53]and N B isdeterm ined by thenorm alization ofthe B

m eson wavefunction,given by

Z
1

0

dx�B (x;0) =
fB

2
p
2N c

: (54)

Since the PQCD can be only applied to the outgoing particle ofcarrying a large energy,

where a sm allcoupling constant �s expansion is reliable,we only perform our num erical

analysisin q2 � 10 GeV 2.

4.1 form factors

In Table 1,we show the form factors param etrized in Eq. (10) with (I) !B = 0:40 GeV

and (II)!B = 0:42 GeV atq2 = 0. Ascom parisons,in the table we also give resultsfrom

the lightcone sum rule (LCSR)[38],quark m odel(QM )[39],and lightfrontquark m odel

(LFQM ) [40]. Since in the large energy e�ective theory (LEET) seven independent form

factorsin Eq. (10)can be reduced to two in the sm allq2 region [36],in Table 1,we only

show T1(0),V (0),and A 1(0)[37]extracted by com bining the LEET and the experim ental

data on B ! K �
.

In ourfollowingnum ericalanalysis,weonly takethem inim alresultsin theLCSR,which

are consistent with those from the extraction ofthe LEET,as the representation ofthe

LCSR.From Table 1,we �nd that our results from the PQCD agree with those from all

otherm odelsexcepttheQM .

Itisinteresting to pointoutthatthedecay branching ratio (BR)ofB ! �K 0� isfound

to be1:7 (1:5)� 10� 5 for!B = 0:40 (0:42)[54],com paring with therecentBELLE’sresult

16



of1:3+ 0:64� 0:52� 0:21� 10� 5 [55].Here,theoverwhelm ing contributionsto BRsofB ! �K � are

from thelongitudinalparts,wheretheform factorA 0 playsan essentialrole.W erem arkthat

A 0 doesnotappearin ourpresentanalysisdueto thelightlepton m assneglected.However,

one can obtain the value ofA 0 ifm ore accurate m easurem entson the m odesofB ! �K �

are available in the near future. After getting A 0(0) and A 1(0) ,we can �nd A 2(0) from

the identity in Eq. (21). Furtherm ore,by using the relations am ong the form factors in

the HQET [37],one can easily getT3(0)aswell. In sum ,in term softhe m easurem entsof

B ! �K � and B ! K �
 togetherwith theHQET and LEET,allform factorsatq2 = 0 for

B ! K � can beextracted m odel-independently.

In Figures1-7,we display the form factorsV (q2),A 0;1;2(q
2),and T1;2;3(q

2)asfunctions

ofs = q2=M 2
B ,in the LCSR,QM ,LFQM ,PQCD (I),and PQCD (II),representing by the

solid,dash-dotted,dotted,squareand circlecurves,respectively.

4.2 D i�erentialdecay rates

W e now presentthe dilepton invariantm assdistributionsforB ! K �‘+ ‘� by integrating

allangular dependence in the phase space. The distribution for the decay m ode with a

m uon pairin variousQCD approachesisshown in Figure8,where(a)and (b)representthe

results with and withoutresonante�ects,respectively. From the �gures,we �nd thatthe

PQCD resultsare consistent with the m inim alones in the LCSR approach due to sim ilar

form factors in the lower q2 region in both m odels. Here,we have set that allW Cs are

involved atthe m b scale forallQCD approachesexceptthe PQCD one. Asem phasized in

Sec. III,in the PQCD form alism W Cs should be convoluted with hard parts and m eson

wavefunctionsofB and K �.Duetothehard gluon exchange,with them om entum squared,

jk? j
2,being o�-shellnessin m agnitude ofO (��M B ),dom inated in the fastrecoilregion,the

PQCD approach involvesa lowerscale[26,22].Asa consequence,even using theconceptof

the naive factorization,where the decay am plitude isexpressed by the productofthe W C

and the corresponding form factor,the typicalscale t0 in the PQCD should be m uch less

than M B orM B =2.To illustratethescaledependenton theW Cs,wedisplay theC7(�)and

C9(�),renorm alized by them selvesatm b,asfunctionsof�-scalein Figure9.In Figure10,

we show the decay rate ofB ! K ��+ �� with the relevantW Cs�xed att0 = 1:3,1:5,1:7

and 5:0 GeV,respectively. From the �gure,we �nd thatthe result with t0 = 1:3 GeV is

com patiblewith thatfrom theform alPQCD approach.Sim ilarconclusion isalso expected
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fortheelectron m ode.

4.3 Physicalobservables

Because the num ericalvalues ofA i(q
2) are sim ilar to "i(q

2), in the following num erical

calculations, without loss ofgenerality we concentrate on "i(q
2). M oreover, we willnot

discussthecontributionsfrom O 3;4;7;8 sincethey arevery sm all.

In Figures11 and 12,we show the statisticalsigni�cancesofO 1 and O 2,related to the

longitudinaland transverse polarizations ofK �,in various QCD approaches,respectively.

From these �gures,we see that the di�erences am ong di�erent QCD approaches are in-

signi�cant,i:e:,they are notsensitive to hadronic e�ectsso thatthey can be used asgood

candidatesto testtheSM aswellassearch fornew physics.

In Figures 13 and 14,we display "5(s) and "6(s) as functions ofs = q2=M 2
B ,which

correspond to the angulardistributionsofcos�‘ and sin2�K in Eq. (32)and depend both

on ReC
eff

9 C �
10 and ReC7C

�
10,respectively.From the�gures,weseethatthezero pointsof"5

and "6 in thePQCD arequitedi�erentfrom others.Hence,bym easuringthesedistributions,

especially thosezero points,wecan distinguish thePQCD resultsfrom otherQCD m odels.

Toshow T violatinge�ects,weconcentrateon theT-odd operatorofO 9 and considernew

CP violatingsourcesbeyond theCKM .In theSM ,thecontribution to"9 islessthan O (1% ).

As illustrations,in Figures 15 and 16,we present our results by taking (i) Im C7 = 0:25

and (ii) Im C7 = 0:25 and Im C10 = �0:20 with the others being the sam e as those in

the SM ,respectively. One possible origin ofhaving these im aginary parts is from SUSY

where there are m any CP violating sources. Itis interesting to see thatthe CP violating

e�ectin Figure16 can beaslargeas30% in thesem odelswith new physics.W eem phasize

thata m easurem entofsuch e�ectisa clearindication ofnew physicsascontrastwith the

decay rates for which one could not distinguish the non-standard e�ect due to the large

uncertaintiesin variousQCD m odelsasshown in Figure8.Finally,wenotethatunlike"9,

"7;8 receivecontributionsfrom theabsorptivepartsin C
eff

9 (�)in theSM and they conserve

CP.On the otherhand,they are m uch sm allerthan "9 in new physicsm odelssuch asthe

onesin (i)and (ii).Dueto theuncertainty in theform ofC
eff

9 (�)in Eq.(25),weshallnot

discussthem further.
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5 C onclusions

W ehave studied the exclusive decaysofB ! K �‘+ ‘� within thefram ework ofthePQCD.

W e have obtained the form factors for the B ! K � transition in the large recoilregion,

wherethePQCD forheavy B m eson decaysisreliable.W ehavefound thattheform factors

atq2 = 0 are consistentwith those from m ostofthe otherQCD m odels,in particular,the

LEET com bined with theHQET and theexperim entaldata on B ! K �
.W ehaverelated

theangledistributionsin thedecay chainsofB ! K �(K �)‘+ ‘� with 9 physicalobservables

due to the di�erent helicity com binations in B ! K �‘+ ‘� . In particular,we have shown

thattheT-odd observablecan beused to testtheSM and search fornew physics,which is

< O (1% )and up to O (10% ),respectively.Finally,werem ark thatto m easuresuch an 10%

CP violating e�ectexperim entally atthe1� level,forexam ple,in B ! K ��+ �� oneneed

atleast7:7� 107 B �B ,which isaccessible in thecurrentB factoriesatKEK and SLAC.
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Figure1:Form factorforV (q2)asafuctionofq2=M 2
B .Thecurvewithsquares(circles)stands

forthe PQCD calculation with !B = 0:40 (0:42)and the solid curve denotesthe m inim al

valuesin theLCSR [38],whilethedash-dotted and dotted onesrepresenttheresultsofthe

QM and LFQM ,respectively.
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Figure 8: Di�erentialdecay rate ofB ! K ��+ �� asa function ofs = q2=M 2
B . The solid,

dotted,and dashed curves stand forthe results ofthe LCSR,QM ,and LFQM ;the upper

and lowerdash-dotted onesarethosefrom thePQCD (I)and (II),and (a)and (b)represent

theresultswith and withoutresonante�ects,respectively.
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