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A bstract

W e study the exclusive decays of B ! K Y ' within the fram ework of the perturbative
QCD (PQCD).W e cbtaln the form factors forthe B ! K transition in the lJarge recoil
region, where the PQCD for heavy B m eson decays is reliable. W e nd that our resuls for
the form factorsat f = 0 are consistent w ith those from m ost ofthe otherQ CD m odels in the
literature. Via the decay chain of B ! K K )Y ' ,we obtain m any physical cbservables
related to the di erent helicity combinations of B ! K Y ' . In particular, we point out
that the T violating e ect suppressed in the standard m odel can be up to O (10% ) In som e
CP violating m odels w ith new physics.
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1 Introduction

T here has been an enom ous progress for avor physics since the CLEO cdbservation fIJ] of
the radiative b! s decay. Recently, thedecay modesofB ! K ¥ ' (‘= e; ) have been
observed [] at the Belle detector in the KEK B €' e storage ring w ith the branching ratio of
Br® ! K Y )= (07505 009 10 °, whik the standard m odel (SM ) expectation is
around 05 10 °© B1. W e rem ark that the decay hasnot yet been seen at the BaB ar detector
in the PEP-TIIB factory f]. Experin ental searches at the Bfactorles forB ! K Y ' are
also w ithin the theoretical predicted ranges f]. Tt is known that the study of avor change
neutral currents FCNCs) in these B decays provides us w ith Inform ation on not only the
CabiboK obayashiM askawa (CKM ) quark-m ixing m atrix elem ents ] in the SM but also
new physics such as supersymm etry (SUSY).

On the other hand, via B decays such asB ! J= K , we can test whether the unique
phase n the CKM m atrix is lndeed the origin ofCP violation (CPV).In general, CP asym —
metries (CPAs) n B decays are de ned by acp / andAcp © / (© (t), called
direct CPA or CP-odd cbservable and tim e dependent CPA , regoectively. T he form er needs
both weak CP violating and strong phases, whike the latter contains not only a non-zero
CP-odd phassbut also theB B m ixing. W e note that the present world average or a. 5
is 079 012 [}],[8] com paring with the SM prediction o£0:70 0:10 B]. In the decays of
B! K Y' ,CPAssuch as acp are snalleven with weak phases being O (1) due to the
am allness of strong phases [[Q].

Tostudy CPV mB ! K Y ' ,onecan also de ne som e T -odd observables by m om en—
tum correlations, such asthewellknown trjplem om entum correlations E]. T hese ocbservables
do not require strong phases in contrast to the CPA of acp . In the absence of nal state
Interactions, these T -odd observables are T violating and thus CP violating by virtue of
the CPT theorem . In the decaysof B ! K Y ' (= ¢; ,and ), the so;n s can be
the polarized Jpton, s.; orthe K meson, ( ). Forthe polarized Jepton, since the T -odd
polarization is nom ally associated w ith the Jlepton m ass, we expect that this type of T vio-
lating e ects is suppressed and Jess than 1% forthe light Jepton m odes [[J]]. A Ithough the
m ode can escape from the suppression, the corresponding branching ratio BR) of O (10 7)
is about one order an aller than those of e and modes. In this paper, we concentrate on

thedecay chaimofB ! K Y'Y ! K Y ' and give a systam atic study on various possble



physical cbservables, especially the T -odd ones.

Tt is known that one of the m ain theoretical uncertainties in studying exclusive hadron
decays arises from the calculations ofm atrix elam ents. At the Jargem om entum transfer ()
region, Lepage and B rodsky (LB) [[4] have developed an approach based on the perturbative
QCD (PQCD). I the LB fom alisn, the nonperturoative part is included in the hadron
wave functions and the transition am plitude is factorized into the convolution of hadron
wave functions and the hard am plitude of valence quarks. H owever, w ith the LB approach,
it hasbeen pointed out that the perturbative evaluation ofthe pion form factorsu ersa non-
perturbative enhancem ent in the end-point region with am om entum fraction x ! 0 [3]. If
0, the hard am plitude is characterized by a low scale and the expansion in tem s ofa large
coupling constant ¢ is not rliabl. Furthem ore, m ore serious end-point (logarithm ic)
singularities are cbserved in the B ! transition form factors [14, [13] from the twist-
2 (leading-tw ist) contrdbution. The singularities becom e linear whik ncliding the tw ist3
(next-to-Jeading tw ist) wave function [[q]. Because of these shgularities, it was clain ed that
even at the low ¢ form factors are dom inated by soft dynam ics and not calculable in the
PQCD ([C]1.

Follow ing the conocspt of the PQCD , if the spectator quark Inside the B meson wih a
momentum ofO (), where = Mz my and my is the b quark m ass, wants to catch up
the outgoing quark w ith an energy of O M 5z =2) to form a hadron, it should obtaln a large
energy from b or the daughter of it. That is, hard glions actually play an essential roke in
the B m eson w ith large energy released decays. T herefore, relevant decay am plitudes should
be calculablk perturbatively. It is clear that to dealw ith the problem of singularities is the
mah part of the PQCD . In order to handk these shgularities, the strategy of including
kr , the transverse m om entum of the valencequark E], and threshold resum m ation @, ]
have been proposed PJ]. I has been shown that the singularities do not exist in a self-

consistent PQ CD analysis P1]. In the literature, the applications ofthisPQ CD approach to

the processesof B | PP,suchasB ! K PJ3],B ! B3,B ! KK R4,B ! K ©
R9land B, ! KK R4l aswellasthat of B ! VP, such asB ! 21, B ! K
4], B ! (') B3 and B ! (!)K [BP], have been studied and fund that they are

consistent w ith the experin ental data. In this paper, to calculate the m atrix elem ents of



relevant current operators, we adopt the PQCD factorization form alism as

z z 2d2b3
WPeRi = dx] 44—5 v K2iB) T (Exg; fBg;M 5 ) 5 X1;%0)
S, (Fxg)e © TX9iTIiM s 1)

where |, ( ) isthe wave function of V. (B ) meson, Tk is the hard scattering am plitude
dictated by relevant current operators, the exponential factor is the Sudakov factor 31, B3],
and S ) B3,[33] expresses the threshold resumm ation factor.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. I, we study the form factorsoftheB ! K
transition in the fram ework ofthe PQ CD . In Sec. I1I, we w rite the angular distrioutions and
de ne the physical observables for the decays of B ! K Y ' .| In Sec. IV, we present the
num erical analysis. W e also com pare our resuls w ith those In other QCD m odels. W e give

our conclusions in Sec.V .

2 Form factorsin B ! K

Fordecayswih theB ! K transition,theB meson m om entum p; and the K meson m o—
mentum p, and polarization vector in theB m eson rest fram e and the light-cone coordinate

are taken as

Mg Mg 5
P = Pj(l;l;ﬁ?); P2=19§—( ik i02);
1 ) 1 ,
po= P=——(% 1 ;0); ()= 9=0;0;1; i @)
2rx 2
w ith 1 M2 andrg = Mg =M, whik those for the spectators of B and K sides
are expressd by
! !
Mg Mg
k; = O;Xl'p_z;kl? and k; = sz_i 70K, 5 3)

respectively. In our calculations, we w illneglect the am all contrdbutions from m 4;s and as
wellasM If due to the on-shell condition of the valencequark preserved. From the results
in Ref. B3], theK meson distrbution am plitude up to tw ist3 can be derived as ollow s:

21

. . 1 ix t
K (; 1)B(@@);d0),P1 = PW . dxe™ My [brly x &)+ br ®h x &)

+M k H]lj; x)g;




. . 1 ’ ! ixp v T
K @ 1)F@);d0nPi = p=— dxe™ ™M brly x &)+ br ®L ¢ &)

2N. o
F2E g [ L.pn 2w @)
p n 5 j T K ’
wheren = (0;1;0,) and i () and IT< (x) are the tw ist2 wave functions for the longi-

tudinaland transverse com ponents ofthe K polarization, regoectively, while the rem aining
wave fiinctions belong to the tw ist—3 ones w ith their explicit expressions given below .

2.1 Power counting

To show theB ! K fomm factors, we rst discuss the tw ist3 contrbutions in the PQCD
approach. A s an illustration, we take the ntegrand of tw ist=2, the hard glion exchange in
the B m eson side, to be
12 _ x &M 5)
BixoM § + Koo Kip FIRoM £ + Ko Tl
where the rsttem in the denom nator is the propagator of the exchanged hard glion whilke

the second one is that ofthe intemalb-quark. A s studied in Ref. RJ], introducing k, degrees
of freedom w illbring large doublk logarithm sof ¢ In® k, =M g ) through radiative corrections.
In order to in prove the perturbative expansion, these e ects should be resumm ed, called k

resumm ation B, B3]. Consequently, the Sudakov form factor introduced w ill suppress the
region ofk? O ( ?).Acoording to the analysis ofRef. B4], via the Sudakov suppression,
the average < k3, > iS0f0O (M 5) HrM 5GeV.Hence, with including k, resumm ation
e ects, Eq. () becomes

Imz _ IT< x2)M 1§ . ©6)
Rix,M 24+ 0 (M g)IEoM 2+ 0 (M )]

Since the fraction m om entum x; isofO (=M ) and IT< x2)/ %, (1 X), it iseasy to see

that at the end-point I™? behaves like

1
™2 :
v (7)
O n the other hand, the integrand of tw ist3 is expressed as
x g M 2
Im3= K K (XZ) B (8)

BixM 2+ O (M 5)]EeMEZ + 0 (M)l
From Ref. B3], we nd that the twist3 wave function 2 at the end-point is a constant so
that

©)



asx, ! =M . Hence, the power behavior of I¥> in M 5 is the sam e as that of I™?. W e
note that since the tw ist—3 one contains the m ost serious singularity (lnear divergence), the
contrbution from a highertw ist wave function, such asthat oftw ist4, should be the sam e as
that of tw ist—3 at m ost. H owever, by the de nition ofthe tw ist wave function, we know that
the tw ist4 one is associated w ith a factor of 2, and its contribution should be one power
suppressed by rx  than that of tw ist—3 so that it belongs to a higher power contribution in

our consideration. In our analysis, its e ect w illbe neglected.

2.2 Form Factors

W eparam etrizetheB ! K transition form factorsw ith varioustypes of interacting vertioces

as follow s:
E V (&)
K ; )V B = j—= " P ;
©2; )J ©1) lMB+MK q |
L B q q
K @; )JA B ) = 2Mg Ao<q2>?q + Mg+ Mg )AL () —Z ¢
A — 3 p P9,
. Mg + Mg ol
K (@; )3T g B @) = il )" P q;
E q2 !
K @; )JT°q BE) = T.&) P q ® + T3 dagq P—g £10)
whereP = pp+ o, d=p1 Py V = S bA = s s b, T = si Db and

T° = si s b. Acoording to the PQCD factorization form alisn shown in Eq. {I), the

com ponents of om factors de ned in Eq. (J) up to tw ist3 wave functions are given by
24 Z
V) = @45 )8 CeMg Ex]  bdobdy s aib)

nh i

2
r &) m & oy K) C+x) § (%))
E (&7)h (x1 %2500 50)
h

tr  op &)+ g <x2>lE <t§’>h(x2;xl;bz;bl>o; (11)
Z q Z q
Ag() = 8 CpM; L Bx] - bdbbdo s ki)
nh(1+ %)k @)+ m (L 2x) p (2)
0 2x;) ¢ (x2>>lE (t)h (x17%2 701 71)
+2ry  y ()E (té”)h(xz;xl;bz;bno; (12)



A () = ——2— @] ) bdobdb, 5tlxi;b)

1+ 0
nh i

2
P )+t (C+ %) ¥ &) X o (X))

E tM)h &1;%5;0 ;)

h i o
+trw  y &)+ & &) E EP)h&exiihib) g 3)
1+ z 1+
A, (f) = (i’zqu) " o5 Ao )
1+ 221 1
325 CeMy  dx]  babbd s kaib)

1) § &))E €)h & 5x05050) ; (14)

Z Z

1 1
T, () = 8 CeM{ Ex]  bdbbdy s Gaib)
nh
L+ x) g E)+m (1 2x) § &)

2 1
+ 1 2%x) 3 %) E €")h&;xibb)
h i o
+trw  y &)+ & &) E E)h&xiibib) ; (15)

Z zZ,

1
T, () = 8 CeM{ L Bx] - bdobde s Gaib)
nh
L+ %) p &)+ @ 1+ 2%)) ¢ &)

+rx (1 2%) 3 &) E €")h & ;x;bb)
h i o

+tr Y &)+ 3 &) E EP)hegixiihib) g 16)

Z Z 4

Ts(f) = 8 CpM S ,dade;  bdobdo s aib)
nh 2

T+ X2)1T< x2)+ & — 1+ 2x,) ¢ X2)

2rx

i (L 2x2) § (%2) (x ()
vne Ctox)  K2) I X g (x2>>iE (& )h (x17%27b7by)
bre et 2okt ) E bbb ¢ A7)
T he evolution factor is given by
E®= ®ep( S Sk @O); (18)
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where explicit expressions of the Sudakov exponents Sg ¢ ) can be found .n Ref. P3]. The

hard function ofh is written as

h G i) = Seo)Ko € 3z Mab)
[ b)Ko(x Mph)L € x5 Msby)
+ b b)Ko CX Mab)I €3 Mpb)] 19)

w here the threshold resum m ation e ect is described by [@]

2l+2c (%_l_ C)
Se®)= p=——"——K1L x)I:
1+ o

The hard scales t%%?) are chosen to be

q

o — m ax ( MB% %;1=b ;1) ;
q

t? = max( MZ x;1=b ;1) :

For the K meson distrbution am pliudes, we adopt the results given n Ref. B3] and

explicitly we have

3f
p%x(l X)L+ 0571 2x)+ 016 2x)* 1)

T

P ox) o= ?aff;T[osa 2x) 31 2x)’+ 100 2x) 1)

+006(L 2x)26G@ 2x)? 3)+ 0213 300 2x)*+ 350 2x)%)

k  (X)

+036(1 201 2x)A+ Wn@d x))I
3f7
S ) = EPST[(l 2x) 1+ 021 2x)+ 06(10x*> 10x+ 1))

Odx (1 x)+ 0120 o6%x 2I@d x)));

. 3 2
®) = pWX(l X)L+ 0601 2x)+ 0066561 2x) IDNF

v fK 3 2 3 2
Yox) = m[z(u 1 2x)%+ 0441 2x)°)+ 0203@Q 2x)? 1)
+0413 300 2x)%+ 350 2x)Y)+ 048Cx+ m(@ x))I;
3f
2 (x) = Zp;T[(l 2x)(1+ 0:49(1L 2x)+ 081(10x*> 10x+ 1))

114x (1 x)+ 0d6(l 6ex 2=h(@d x))]: (20)

From Egs. {[4)-{I§), at ¢ = 0 we cbtain the dentities

A, (0) L+ A 0) 2 (+ x )Ag0);

T10) = T2(0); @1)



which are consistent w ith the leading orderm odekindependent relation [14,[34,37,B9,B9,Eq]

I i <3 21k
A0 = ———A10) ———A)0): @2)
1 1

W e note that due to the param etrization of Eq. (Q), there are tem s proportional to r2
in Egs. {I1), {I3) and {[4). In order to guarantee that only rx  dependence appears in the
left-handed sides of Eq. (L0), those w ith 2 should not be dropped.

3 A ngular distributions and physical observab les

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

The e ective Ham itoniansofb! s Y ' are given by [1]

h i

_GF t 5
H=B=—"HiL +H,L ©3)
w ith
2m y, .
Hi = Co()s ()Prb ?CN)SJ- q Prb;
H, = Cis Prb;
L — \ \;
L° = Y 5y (24)

where (= VgV, and Cy( ), C19 and C;( ) are the W ilson coe cients W Cs) and their

expressions can be found in Ref. [@]] or the SM . Since the operator associated with Cyg is
not renom alized under QCD, it is the only one with the scal fire. Besides the short—
distance (SD ) contrlbutions, them ain e ect on the branching ratios com es from cc resonant
states such as ; C;etcy ie: the ong-distance (LD ) contrlutions. In the literature @,
3, B4, 43, Eq), it hasbeen suggested by combining the FA and the vector m eson dom inance
(VM D) approxin ation to estin ate LD e ects forthe B decays. W ith including the resonant

e ect RE) and absorbing it to the related W C, we obtain the e ective W C ofC 4 as
0 1
X s 1t .
3 K, (3.211I)MjA
2 Jo P M+ My oy

C5 ¥ =Co()+ BCL()+C2()8h xjs)+

; @3)

=
where h (x;s) describes the oneloop m atrix elem ents of operatorsO; = s Pprb ¢ Ppc

and O, = s Ppbc P;c @I],Mj ( 3) are them asses (W idths) of interm ediate states, and



the factors k; are phenom enological param eters for com pensating the approxim ations of
FA and VM D and reproducing the correct branching ratiosBr® ! J=X ! 171X) =
Br®B ! J=X) Br@d= ! 1%1). For sinplicity, we neglect the snallW Cs and take
kj= 1=@C; ( )+ C; ()). kisclkarthat theuncertainty related to thisassum ption can be
large [7]. M oreover, it is questionable w hether one can inclide both quark-level calculations
w ith ccdoop and resonances in Eq. @Y). However, since we are only interested in physics

behind the various cbservabls at the Jarge recoilw e shallnot discuss the uncertainties arising

from Eq. @).
Combining Egs. ([Q) and {23), the transition amplitudes orB ! K Y (Y= ; e)
can be w ritten as
() _ Gg () (.5 °
Myl=—p=— ML ML 26)
w ith
Ml()= ih, " ()P g +hy ()+ hs aP;
M, = g (P ag+q ()+g o; @7)
Vg(q2) 2mb 7
h, = + T ;
1 —— 7 ()T )
9 2mb
h, = (s +mg AT ) 2 " of );
AJ @) 2m y, 0
hy; = 2 + T, )+ —T, ;
3 —— 7 ;) s q3<qZ>
vV (@)
gl = Cloi;
R = Ciofmg +mg )AL ()]
A (@)
g3 = Clozi; 28)

where the form factors associated with superscripts denote the relevant W Cs convoluted
w ith hard am plitudes and wave functions, described by

7
F*@) = BxIdb] x &2;5)Cx ©T (Exg;fBgiM 5) 5 (X1;8)S, (Exgle ° &I =) (09)

Tt is worth to m ention that for the convenient In the PQCD fom alian, Eqg. @) can be
q

written asF* Cy () F wih F being the om factorandtyp= M 5.



32 Angular D istributions

In the literature, there are a Iot of discussionson B ! K Y ' decays. However, m ost
of them have been concentrated on the di erential decay rates and lpton polarization and
forward-backward asymm etries. It is known that the di erential decay rates have large
uncertainties from not only hadronic m atrix elem ents but also the param etrizations of LD
e ects, and the lpton polarization asym m etries are hard to be observed due to the di cul-
ties of m easuring lepton polarizations. T herefore, to test the SM and search fornew physics
nB ! K Y, i isnecessary to nd some other physical observables which have less
theoretical uncertainties but m easurable experin entally, sim ilar to the zero positions in the
forw ard-backward asymm etries 3§, 4g]. & is ound that if one considers the decay chain of
B! K Y'Y ! ® )Y, viathe study ofdi erent angular distributing com ponents, we
can analyze (a) contrbutions from both longiudinal and transverse parts ofthe K polar-
ization, o) T-even (CP oonserved) e ects from the m xings of longitudinal and transverse
polarizations of K , and (c) T-odd e ects from the m xings in (o). W e note that some
T-odd e ects are suppressed in the SM and thus, m easuring these e ects could ndicate CP
violation from new physics (1.

To understand dynam ical dependence In T-odd tem s of " q ( )p.P , it is In—
evitable to nvestigate the processess of B ! K Y'Y | (K )Y ' =0 that the polariza—
tion and i the di erential decay mtes, writken asd / H (; O M ' M Y wih
H(; 9 () ® (% p,can bedierent. From Eq. (f), we see that M 2( " only
dependson Cqp. Clarly, T violating e ects can not be generated from M 2( 'M 2( ?y, but in—
(

0 0
duced from M 1()M 1( .Y aswellasM 1()M 2 o¥. This can be understood as ollows: rstly, for
0
theM {'M | PTrL L ‘partwith TrL L' (0. pe +pP.Pe g P P),the mkvant

T -odd temm s can be roughly expressed by

() ( Oy 0 n
M,;M,,TrL L / Z;Imhh, O g" g ( )p.P
+Z;Imhih, O) " g ( )p«P
+Z3Imhh, () " g ( )p.P 30)

whereZ; (i= 1;2;3) are functions ofkinem atic variables. From EJd. @), onegetsIm h;h,
Imhsh, ImCS$™ ()C,() .W e note that, as shown in Eq. (0), the T-odd cbservables
could be non—zero if the processes involve strong phases or absorptive parts even w ithout CP

violating phases. By means ofEq. £23),C 9eff ( ) Includes the absorptive parts such that the

10



0
results ofEq. () do not vanish in the SM . Secondly, orM { 'M 2( JTrL L° 0, one gets

) )

( ( Oy ( ( Oy 50 "
™M, M, +M,M;)TrL L° / (Imhyg; Imhsg,) q ( )pwP (31)

where TrL L° °= 4i" ° gps; hasbeen used. From Eq. §§), we nd that Imh,g,
Im h3g, isonly related to Im C, ( )C,, and the dependence of ImCq ( )C,, is canceled In
Eqg. {3]). Forthe decays ofb ! s* ' , since the absorptive parts in C; ( ) and C, are not
expected, a non-vanishing value of Im C, ( )C,, indicates pure weak CP violating e ects.

In order to derive the whole di erential decay ratesw ith the K polarization, we choose

pP_

thatK helicitiesare (0) = (&% F0;0;Ex )™Mk and ( )= (0;1; 1i;0)= 2, thepositron

pP— P—

lepton momentum pv = = F(;sh +;0;c08 )=2 with Ex = M2 M/ F)=2 ¢
q___

and 3 j= EZf MZ? i the ¢ rest frame, and the K meson momentum pyx =

(1;sin x COs ;sn ¢ sn ;008 ¢ )My =2 In the K rest frame where  denotes the rela-
tive angle of the decaying plane between K and Y ' . From Eq. @4), the di erential

decay ratesofB ! K Y ! ® )Y ' asfunctionsofanglks ., x and are given by

dcos g doos «d dF 214 oM 2
n X
4doog x sin® - M 05

d 34CEI IRy o

X
+sin® y A+ ) M IF+ ML)
h X

=172 , =172

2sin® x cos « 2ReM IM 5 2ReM ;M ,
h

+2sin2 g sn + cos ReM M 5 M, )+ReM I M ;)M 35)

+sh mMOM 5 +M,) ImMi+M,)MJ)

w ih
q
Pj= E® Mg ;
Lo MEItmMZ G
2M !
1— E I— 9 j
M? = FEf+2thk J&F £5) ;
MK MK
q_— q_—
M, = F( 2 J FhH+ HY); (33)
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wherea = 1@2) whike f; = h; @) @ = 1, 2, 3). The polarzation com ponents M 0 and

a

M in Eq. (B3) clkarly represent the longitudinal and transverse polarizations, and can

a

be easily obtained from Eqg. {4), respectively. W e note that other distribbutions for the

K polarization and CP asymm etries are discussed in Refs. [5(] and [J]] and the photon

polarization mB ! K ! K )@ 1) isstudied in Ref. B31.
From Egs. Q) and @81), we know that Im ™M [ M ;)M ¢

1 1

and Im M M , ) are
0
from M M {TrL L °,whileImM 9M 5 +M , ) Im®™ I +M ;)M $ isinduced by
0
M 1()M Z(O)YTrL L° . Integrating the angular dependence in Eq. {37), we obtain

d | K won | AN Y 2 G 2 \V4 (]
® ® )Y V) Br& | K ) ngmfpj
def 3 2% °M g

X
[ M F+ M iF+ 4,
i=1;2

] ALY
- 46X )Br(K!K);

de?

which confom s the well known equality of
BrB! K YV 1 K ¥ =Br B! K Y'Y Br®K ! K ):

It is interesting to note that by integrating out . and in Eq. (82), we have that

d G2 thfjsjB n X
- = ZE - -py I K 2 o 0
X e}
+ sin? & s VO TR R (34)

i=1;2

which allow usto de ne nom alized Iongitudinal and transverse polarizations ofK by
2

10 M S
Pr ) = poE
- ST
o 2y )
Pr ) = “ﬁﬁfi_?lf; (35)

resoectively.

3.3 Physical O bservables

From Eq. 7), i is clear that there are 9 di erent helicity com binations in the am plitudes.
Aswe will show next, am ong them , 6 are T-even and 3 T-odd. If each com ponent can be
extracted from the angular distrioution, we should have 9 physical observables, which can

bemeasured ssparately n B ! K Y ' decays. To archive the purpose, we w ill propose

12



som e proper m om entum correlation operators, so that each com ponent ofEq. (33) can be
singled out and m easurable experin entally. In the follow ing discussions, we use the K rest

fram e. The coordinates of relevant m om enta are choosing as follow s:

ps = (Mgy;0;0; Mg);p+ =Ew« @l;sin ;0;p%);
P = @+ ? 2 oos V;pr = ‘(1+ *Hoos . 2 );
_ P _ 1
- ﬁl piﬁr
M g Pz
Ex = !k = 5 ;E\+=!\+=T,’ (36)

where and are the usualLorentz transfom ation factors. From Eq. ), we have

. B Bs
sm o~ = 7
PBJ!‘+
. B
sm g = 7
ik
= =) e )
cos = - » 7
Pz Bk IP+ BsJ
. . . & & pv)
sin = ™ J 37)

P B i ped
To relate the above anglks to those n Eq. (37), we usem am entum correlations denoted by

0O ; and de ne the physical cbservables by
z

d
I'Dii Oi!iuK'v‘— 38
W, ; )dq2 (38)
where !, (u, ;v .) are sign functions, ie:,
u, v,
i@, iv) = — 39)
AN

with u, being sin ; or cos ;. The asymm etries A ; and statistical signi cances "; 0of0 ; are
given by

<0;>
Ai) —R—g—
d?
<0;>

dof? ide?
W e can also de ne the Integrated asym m etries and statistical signi cances by

" (q2 )

R
Oi!iT(PK ;V‘)d
d
R
Oil;, ;v.)d
<

e : 41)
d 04d

Ai:

4
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The numbers of B m esons required to observe the e ects at then

1,.12

N.: = .
1 BR él

¥vel are given by

42)

where A ; represent the asym m etries or the statistical signi cances and BR the branching

ratiosofB ! K

To study the various parts of the angular distrbutions in Eq. 3), we use nine operators

0; (= 1;2;

Osg

;9) and sign functionsals follow s:

P mF B =T
s F12 P FlE
!'1(sh x ;sn )5

4

P =T P BT
= B P F12 ]
|

=17

2

= ) @ Ps)
B o IPe Ped
!3(cos x 7008 ) ;

s ) ® w®)F . & P o)

. . s F- .

B oxIPy o F B oxIPy = F
| .

=17

14

Os;

!6(cos x ;sin ) ;

. . & p+)
PBJ. R N4
™ I P+
!'7(cos x 7008 ) ;

. P ox)E ) @ )
s 3 . . ;
B IRy = F
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43)

(44)

45)

(46)

@7)

(48)

(49)



g = l1j (0)

!9 = !6: (51)

It is clear that the rst six operatorsO; (i= 1 6) hEgs. {¢3)-§9) are T -even cbservables,
whereas the last three Oy i= 7 9) T-odd ones. W e ram ark that the operators and sign

functions ;n Egs. @3)-E1) are the sin plest ones to discuss the m om entim  correlations.
From Egs. 2), ¢0), and §@3)-F1), we nd that

32
A) = 4 — 0t
9Ol=l;2
64 X
A, ) = — M5+ M
901=l;2
16 X
Asf) = 5 ReM [ +M ;)M ! ;
o1:1;2
16 X
A,f) = 2 =— ReM M, );
901=l;2
_ 8 + +
As) = 2 S @R IM L RM M, )
22 0 + + 0
A6(q2) = 23—@@4 1(Mz M2)+Re(M1 Ml)Mz)r
0
16 X
Asf) = =— ImMi M, ,MY?;
9Ol=l;2
8 X
Agf) = 2 — Im®™M M, );
9Ol=l;2
22 0 + + 0
Aylf) = 23—(Ili(MZ+M2) ImMT+M M J); (52)
0

P P . . .
where = 64 =9 ;M if. W e note that the asymmetry A ;) In Eq. 53) is related
to the longitudinal (transverse) polarization ofK i Eq. {3§). W e can also evaluate "; @)
R
sin ilar to those .n Eq. ({5J) except the denom inatorsdue to 0 ?d =dg”.

4 N um erical A nalysis

In our num erical analysis, we use f = 0:19, fx = 021, ff = 0417,M = 528, Mg =

0892, myp,=48Gev, .= 004, o = 1=129,and c= 04, and we take the B m eson wave

15



Tablk 1: Fom factors orB ! K atf = 0 in various QCD m odels.

M odel Vv () Ao (0) A1) A, (0) T1 (0) T5(0)
LEET B]] 036 0:04 027 0203 031 0202

oM B9 0:44 045 0:36 0:32 0:39 027
LCSR B§) 0:399 0412 0294 0246 0:334 0234
LFOM [4q] 035 032 026 023 0:32 021
POCD (D 0:355 0:407 0266 0202 0:315 0207

(ID 0:332 0381 0248 0:189 0294 0193

function as
12
; (53)

h l(xMB)2
2 g 2
where !5 is the shape param eter 53] and N is determ ined by the nom alization of the B

B ;D)= Ngx* (1 x)exp

m eson wave function, given by

Zldx ®:0) = pE_: (54)
0 B 2 2N,

Sihce the PQCD can be only applied to the outgoing particke of carrying a large energy,
where a an all coupling constant ¢ expansion is reliable, we only perform our num erical

analysisin ¢ 10 Gev?2.

41 formm factors

In Tabk [ll, we show the form factors param etrized n Eq. {@(J) with (D !z = 040 GeV
and (IT) 'y = 042 GeV at ¢ = 0. A s com parisons, in the table we also give resuls from
the light cone sum rule (LCSR) [B§], quark model @M ) BY], and light front quark m odel
LCFQM ) [EQ]. Since in the large energy e ective theory (LEET) seven independent fom
factors in Eq. () can be reduced to two in the snallf region [B4], n Tabk[l], we only
show T; (0), V (0), and A; (0) B1] extracted by combining the LEET and the experin ental
dataonB ! K

In our follow ng num erical analysis, we only take them inin al results In the LC SR, which
are consistent w ith those from the extraction of the LEET, as the representation of the
LCSR.From Tablk [, we nd that our results from the PQCD agree wih those from all
otherm odels except the QM .

It is interesting to point out that the decay branching ratio BR) of B ! K is ound

tobel7 15) 10 ° or!'y = 040 (042) 541, com paring w ith the recent BELLE ’s result
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of1:3732, 021 10 ° B3l. Here, the overwheln ing contrbutionsto BRsofB ! K are
from the longiudialparts, where the form factorA  playsan essentialrole. W e ram ark that
A, doesnot appear In our present analysis due to the light lepton m ass neglected. H owever,
one can obtain the value of A, ifm ore accurate m easurem ents on the m odes ofB ! K
are available in the near future. A fter getting Ao (0) and A; (0) , we can nd A, (0) from
the dentity in Eq. @1)). Furthem ore, by using the relations am ong the form factors in
the HQET @], one can easily get T3 (0) aswell. In sum , In tem s of the m easuram ents of
B! K andB ! K together with the HQET and LEET, allom factorsat o = 0 or
B ! K can be extracted m odekHindependently.

In Figures[If], we display the form factors V (), Aoap @), and Ti,5 (F) as functions
ofs= =M ?, n the LCSR, QM , LFQM ,PQCD (), and PQCD (II), representing by the
s0lid, dash-dotted, dotted, square and circle curves, resoectively.

42 D i erential decay rates

W e now present the dilpton nvariant m ass distrbutions forB ! K Y ' by integrating
all angular dependence in the phase space. The distrbution for the decay mode with a
m uon pair in variousQ CD approaches is shown in Figure[§, where (@) and (o) represent the
results with and w ithout resonant e ects, regoectively. From the gures, we nd that the

PQCD resuls are consistent w ith the m inim al ones in the LC SR approach due to sim ilar
form factors In the lower q2 region In both m odels. Here, we have st that allW Cs are
Involved at them, scale forallQCD approaches except the PQCD one. A s em phasized in
Sec. III, In the PQCD fom alisn W Cs should be convoluted w ith hard parts and m eson
wave functionsof B and K . D ue to the hard gluon exchange, w ith them om entum squared,
*- ¥, being o —shellness in m agnitude of O ( M 5 ), dom inated in the fast recoil region, the
PQCD approach Ivolves a lower scale P4, P3]. A s a consequence, even using the concept of
the naive factorization, where the decay am plitude is expressed by the product ofthe W C

and the corresponding form factor, the typical scale typ in the PQCD should be mudch less
than M 5 orM 5 =2. To illustrate the scale dependent on the W Cs, we display the C; ( ) and
Co( ), renom alized by them selves at my,, as functions of -scale in Figure[§. In F igure [T,
we show the decay rateof B ! K * with the relevant W Cs xed atty = 13,15, 1:7
and 50 G&V, respectively. From the gure, we nd that the result wih ty = 13 G&V is
com patible w ith that from the form alPQCD approach. Sim ilar conclusion is also expected
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for the electron m ode.

4.3 Physical observables

Because the num erical values of A ; (f) are sinilar to "; (@), In the Hllow ing num erical
calculations, without loss of generality we concentrate on "; (@?). M oreover, we will not
discuss the contributions from O 5,4;7,s shce they are very am all.

In Figures[l] and [I3, we show the statistical signi cances of O ; and O ,, related to the
longitudinal and transverse polarizations of K , In various Q CD approaches, resoectively.
From these gures, we see that the di erences am ong di erent QCD approaches are in-—
signi cant, ie: they are not sensitive to hadronic e ects so that they can be used as good
candidates to test the SM aswell as search for new physics.

In Figures 13 and 14, we diplay "5 (s) and "s (s) as functions of s = =M 2, which
correspond to the angular distrbutions of cos + and sin2 ¢ i Eq. (83) and depend both

£
onReCg

C,, and ReC,C,,, respectively. From the gures, we see that the zero pointsof"s
and "¢ In thePQCD are quite di erent from others. H ence, by m easuring these distridbutions,
especially those zero points, we can distinguish the PQCD results from other QCD m odels.

To show T violating e ects, we concentrate on the T -odd operator ofO ¢ and consider new
CP violating sourcesbeyond the CKM . In the SM , the contribution to "y islessthan O (1% ).
A s illustrations, in Figures [[§ and [[§, we present our results by taking G ImC; = 025
and ({) ImC,; = 025 and ImCg = 020 wih the others being the sam e as those in
the SM , respectively. One possble origin of having these im aginary parts is from SUSY
where there are m any CP violating sources. It is interesting to see that the CP violating
e ect in Figure [L§ can be as large as 30% i these m odels w ith new physics. W e em phasize
that a m easurem ent of such e ect is a clear indication of new physics as contrast w ith the
decay rates for which one could not distinguish the non-standard e ect due to the large
uncertainties in various Q CD m odels as shown In Figure|d. F inally, we note that unlke "o,

eff

"1.5 receive contributions from the absomptive parts in C4 () In the SM and they conserve

CP.On the other hand, they are much sn aller than "y in new physics m odels such as the

eff

ones In (i) and (ii). D ue to the uncertainty in the form ofCy5 ~ ( ) n Eq. @Y), we shallnot

discuss them fuirther.
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5 Conclusions

W e have studied the exclusive decays of B ! K Y ' wihin the framework ofthe PQCD .
W e have obtained the form factors orthe B ! K transition in the large recoil region,
where the PQCD forheavy B m eson decays is reliable. W e have found that the form factors
at ¢ = 0 are consistent w ith those from m ost of the other Q CD m odels, in particular, the
LEET combined with the HQET and the experimnentaldataon B ! K . W e have related
the angle distributions in the decay chainsofB ! K K )Y ' wih 9 physical observabls
due to the di erent helicitty combinations n B ! K Y ' . In particular, we have shown
that the T -odd cbservable can be used to test the SM and search for new physics, which is
< 0 (1% ) and up to O (10% ), respectively. F inally, we ram ark that to m easure such an 10%
CP viclating e ect experinentally at the 1l Jlevel, orexample, N B ! K ° one need
at least 797 10’ BB, which is accessble in the current B factories at KEK and SLAC .
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Figure 8: Dierentialdecay rate of B ! K *  asa function of s = =M 2. The solid,
dotted, and dashed curves stand for the results of the LCSR, QM , and LFQM ; the upper
and lower dash-dotted ones are those from thePQCD (I) and (I), and (@) and (o) represent
the results w ith and w ithout resonant e ects, respectively.
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