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T here is no doubt that the lPl cham onium h. exists In the
m ass range between J= and °. W hile experin ent produced
a candidate in the past, it still requiresa con m ation. G iven
the recent progress in the exclisive B decay into cham onia,
wenow have an opportunity to detect he by m easuring the -
nalstate . ofthecascadedecayB ! hc,K=K ! K=K
Con m ation ofh. m ay tum out to be m uch easier n the B
decay than at cham factories although onem ay have to work
a little harder to attain a high precision in them ass detem i-
nation.

PACS numbers: 1440Gx, 1325Hw, 1325Gv, 1340HQg

I. NTRODUCTION

A fow m easurem ents suggested the 'P; cham onium
around mass 3526 M eV [i{d]. In particular, the E760
C ollaboration rﬂ] studied the resonant production ofh. in
joS) annilj]atjonE: and quoted the h, massat 35262 M &V .
T hisvalue is aln ost exactly equalto the center ofgravity
(352517 M €V ) of the 3PJ chamonia .y J = 0;1;2).
H owever, the result hasyet to be con m ed by the E 835
C ollaboration E]. No evidence has so far been seen for
h. n €' e annihilation. From the theoreticalview point,
there is no reason to expect that the h. mass should
be so close to the center of gravity of the 3P; m asses,
since such a relation based on the L S coupling and
the tensor force of onegluon exchange would break dow n
when general spin-dependent interactions are inclided.

E xperim entally, the .5 m ass spolitting gives
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The right-hand side would be equalto 2 forthe L. S
coupling alone, 0.8 w ith all spin-dependent forces of one—
gluon exchange, and 08 R 14 after ncluding the
m ore general spin-spin Interaction arising from the con-
ning potential :_fﬁ] Since our know ledge of the spin-—
dependent cham onium potential is Incom plete, there
is no accurate theoretical prediction of m,, relative to
m even w ithin the potentialm odel. Furthem ore, the

cJ

! A though it is an odd nam ing, I call the 'p, chamm onim
1
as h. follow ing the Particle D ata tabulation @].

E 1l transition m atrix elem ents for .5 ! J deviate
largely from the nonrelativistic values. W hen relativistic
corrections are large for the m otion ofcand ¢, we should
be cautious about accuracy of the potential m odel ap—
proach.

Review of Particke Physics #] has not yet listed h.
am ong the con m ed particles. Undoubtedly, much ef-
fort w illbe devoted to pursui ofh. at upcom ing cham
factories overcom ing the odds against it. M eanw hile, the
recent progress In B physics suggests a new opportunity
to search for h.. The purmose of this short note is to
point out that wem ay be able to cbserve h. m ore easily
at the B -factories than at future cham factories and In
hadron reactions.

Recently the Bellke Collaboration discovered that the
factorization—-forbidden decay B ! oK occurs as vigor—
ously as the factorization-allowed decays to other char-
m onia Ej]. On thebasisofthis nding, weexpect that an—
other factorization—forbidden decay B ! h.K may also
occur just as abundantly asB ! <K . Since h. ! c
is one of the two m ain decay m odes of h., the decay
B ! hK cascadesdown to the nalstate K about
halfoftim e. The only background for this process at the
B —factories w illbe the processB ! K ! K . Shce
the branching fraction for ©! ¢ is m uscure, how —
ever, this background is tw o orders ofm agnitude sn aller
than the signal. If one can reconstruct . from K K
or by wih 50% e clency, for Instance, 10 m illion
B ’s translate to roughly 100 events of the signal. T here—
fore we have a very good chance to observe h. through
B! K .

II.B! CHARMONIUM + K

T he Belke Collaboration reported for the decay B !
coK Ejl]

BB" ! K')= @035 10 1) 10 *: @)

T his num ber should be com pared w ith the recent m ea—
surem ent by the BaBar Collaboration on the B decay
into other cham onia [g]:

BE" ! Jg= K')= (102 03 05) 10 %
BBY! 4K*')= (75 08 08) 10 %
BBY! ‘*')= 64 05 08) 10 ?: @)

A dded to these is an earlierm easurenrenton the branch—
ing fraction orB ! K by CLEO HI:
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BB ! K')= (69732 08 20) 10 ‘: @
M ost recently, however, B aB ar gave a prelin nary result
fr this decay as [10]

B@B"! K')= (150 19 15 4:%) 10 *: (5)
W e should notice here that the decay B ! K is
orbidden by the factorization whike B ! J= ( 9K,
B! (K,andB ! 1K are all allowed. N onetheless
the branching fraction to K * is jast as Jarge as those
ntod= ( 9K ', K*',and 4K'. Shoenoe ective
decay operators allows B ! «K 1n the factorization
lim it, its decay am plitude m ust arise from the loop cor—
rections of the energy scale below my to the treedecay
operators O 12 . T he relevant ¢c operator for production
of o isgenerated when the bilbcaloperatorc x)c(y) due
to the loop correction is expanded In the serdes of local
operators;c®)cly) ! eI+ TX)y x) @ c®)+
TIfthe relevant part of the loop energy isbetween m , and
me,then ¥ x3’ 1=myp 1=m . so that onemay keep
only the leading temm of the expansion. In this case the
QCD coupling <= would suppressthe B ! K*
decay branchingby ( s= )? though the suppression rela—
tive to the factorization-allow ed processesm ay be som e~
what m oderated by the color structure. The experi-
mental fact that BB * ! 0K *) is com parable w ith
BB* ! 4K7) indicates that the factorization, even
In proved with perturbative Q CD corrections, is In se—
rious doubt for the B decay into chamm onia. In tem s
of the lIocal expansion of ¢ (x)c(y), the m agnitude of the
relevant ¥ xjisaslarge asl= gcp or, In the case of
cham onia, could be the cham oniuim radiis 1= sm .. If
s0, we must inclide not only all term s of the local ex—
pansion but also allordersof ¢ In com putation of decay
am plitudes. Then a quantitative calculation based on
perturbative Q CD is intractable.

Thedecay B ! hcK is also forbidden by the factor-
ization and has the sam e chiral structure (G ¢ &R Q)
for cham oniim as B ! «K . The local operator of
the ]ow est din ension leading to thedecay B ! h.K is

Ts @ c ﬂl];] W hen the factorization and perturbative
QCD fail as proven by the B ! oK decay rate, it is
very likely thatthedecay B ! h.K occursasabundantly
asB ! K and the factorization-allowed B decays into
cham onia.

A comment is In order for another factorization-
forbidden deca§$/, B ! <K . Thedecay B ! <K oc-

curswih ic @ c. The Belle Collaboration did not see
asignalofB ! K with a statistical signi cance i[V].
However, since they searched 0,02 by £S5 coje2 !+

and K "K decay m odes, their failure to see a clear sig—

nal forB ! <K may be due to the sn aller branch—
ing fractions or o ! and K*K as com pared
with o ! ° and K *K . On the other hand the

CLEO Collaboration identi ed o, by o ! J= and
concluded that B B8 ! <X ) is signi cantly less than
B@® ! «1X ). But they focused on the Inclusive decays

to explore the opportunity to detect he.

and the uncertainties were large for the exclusive decays:
004< BB ! K=K )=BB ! K=K )< 058

w ith the 95% con dence level. (Seethe SampleB ofRef.
flj ].) Very recently, however, the B elle C ollaboration re—
ported thebranching fraction for nclusive ., production

k3],

BB ! oX)= 15332 26) 10 % ®6)
where the o 'sfedby O -2 have been subtracted
out. This num ber is tw ice as large as the corresponding
one of CLEO QZ] Tn view of this latest Belle m easure—
ment, it is possbl that B B ! <K ) will eventually
tum out to be com parablewih B B ! oK ).
W ith these observations in theory and experim ent, we
proceed for the m om ent w ith the assum ption,
BB ! hkK)

BB ! oK) 7

Once we as—
sumeEq.('j),we are assum ing the sam e relation w ith K
replaced with K or a higher strangem eson. W e em pha—
size that Eq.(::/.) is an assum ption at present. H owever,
the m easurem ent we are duscussing w ill test its valid—
iy, as we discuss below , and determ ine or set an upper
bound on B B ! hc.K ) wih a good accuracy.

III.DECAY OF 'P;

N um erous calculations were perform ed for the proper—
ties of cham onia in potentialm odels [§,:_l-é_L'] T he decay
property of . and h. was speci cally studied by Bod-
win et al [15:] P roduction of h. through 1 h. i
e' e annihilation was also studied il6{:18 H ow ever,
all that we need for our purpose here can be obtained
directly from the experin ental num bers for other char-
monia if we m ake the approxin ation to use a com m on
orbial wave function for the soin singlet and triplet of
the sam e principal quantum number. This approxin a—
tion is justi ed for the c and ¢ in nonrelativistic m otion,
and the results are Independent of speci ¢ bound-state
wave functions. A though the nonrelativistic treatm ent
ofcham onia is often lim ited in precision, we do not need
much m ore than that for our djscussjon below .

Them ain decay m odes of h. are h, ggg and h¢

c. The fom er is given by pertufoat:ye QCD to the
leading logarithm ofthe h, size [19]. By equating the h,
bound-state wave finction at the origin to that of 1,

we obtain with the experimentalvalie (. ! ggg) =
(o1 ! hadrons) = 640 100 keV,
5
! ggg) = P (1! 999);
= 530 80kev: 8)

T his num erical value does not depend on the m agniude
of the fuzzy cuto varable in the lading logarithm ic
term nor on speci cbinding potentials.



T he radiative decay h¢ ¢ isan allowed E1 tran—
sition sin flarto ;5 ! J= . W e can elin nate the E1
transition m atrix elem ent hf ¥jii between the 1P and the

1S state by relating h¢ cto ! J=
Pj
! c) = o= (c1! J=);
PJ
= 520 90kev: 9)

The central value of Eq.{J) is about 15% higher than
the value com puted by Bodw n etal fl5], w hile the value
530 80keV ofEqg. {c‘i ) coincidesw ith theirs. T he rates for
othermodes such ash. ! J= © and 0 are of O (1)

keV . Therefore we obtain from the ggg and . decay
m odes the h. ¢ branching fraction;
B ! c)= 050 0:11: (10)

In this estin ate the uncertainty isentirely due to those of
the m easured values or ot ( 1) and B ( ¢ ! J= ).
The value oqu.{_l(_i) isa mm number up to relativistic
correctionsand higherorderQ CD correctionsthough the
form er corrections m ay tum out to be larger than we
In agine. _ _

Combining B e ! ) of Eq.{l0) with Egs.{) and
(.':/:), we obtain the cascade branching fraction or B !
h,K ! K ;

= @0 g 05 0%) 10 *: (1)
Tt goes w ithout saying that the number on the right-
hand side is sub ct to the uncertainty of the assum ed

equa]jtyanq.(:j.).If stseardqedbyKK_ or (the

branching fraction ’ 5% each), the cascade branching
fraction is
BEY! hk*! K"! ®K )X')
72 10 °: 12)

W hen 10 m illions of B m esons are accum ulated, there
willbe about 100 events ofthe K * signal just from
KK or from alone In the case that the reconstruc—
tion e clency ofh. is 50% for these decay m odes. O ne

can Increase statistics by including B ! heK and
by oombjrljngBO:g0 wih B There willbe a su -
cient num ber of the cascade B ! h.X ! X events

to search forh.. _

Let us com pare Eq.{_lgi) w ith the corresponding num —
ber in the h, search through °! h. at cham facto—
ries. A ccording to the calculation by Yan et al flé] and
m ore recently by Kuang R0] who inclided S-D m ixing
of 9, the branching fraction or %! h. © is at the
]evelofl 10 3 atmost, orm h, = 35262 M &V . Taking
acoount of the low reconstruction e ciency of the soft

01 , K uang estin ates that detection ofh. through
©1 he 0 requires 30 milion ¥s at chamm factories.
W hile h. can be produced only through °! h. ? at

cham factordies, the h. production occurs in the B decay
in conjinction with K ora higher strangem eson aswell
aswih K . Furthem ore, the production in conjunction
wih K tends to be stronger than that wih K in the
B ! cham onium decay. By and large, the search of
h. will be quite com petitive w ith the search at cham

factordes, if not superior to i.

IV.POSSIBLE BACKGROUND EVENTS

The only decay m ode that feeds K wih the .
Invariant m ass close to my,_ is the cascade decay B !

% !  K.Shee °! . isahindered M 1 transi-
tion w ith the branching fraction 28 0:6) 10 3, this
cascade branching fraction is tiny;

g * 1 10 ©:

13)

B@® ! K*)y=@a8 04 02)

Tt ism ore than two orders ofm agnitude an aller than the
sjgnaloqu.C_l-]_J') . W e can therefore choose a wide bin for
o + p .)? in reconstruction ofh, w ithout concem about
the © contam ination in .. This is Hrtunate from the
view point of raising the precision in m ass determm ination.
Since there is no com peting decay process, we may X
the invariant m ass of K K or tom ,  oncewe nd
a cluster of candidate events. A though we certainly do
not expect to determ ine the h. m ass to the accuracy any—
where close to tswidth (., * 1 M€&V), it willbe easy
to notice if the h. m ass is located substantially o the
center of graviy of 5.

& will be challenging to identify h. directly by its
hadronic decay m odes. Since h. is G parity odd, the
sim plest decay m ode is h. ! , then KK The
branching fractions to and K K are no larger than
at the kevel of 1% if we m ake a guess by rescaling the
corresponding decays Hr °. Then the cascade branch-
ing fraction ism ost lkely of the order,

BB ! hk ! * %K)=0@ 10 °:  (14)
A fterm ultiplying it with the reconstruction e ciency of
0 , i does not appear com petitive with B !
hK ! <K . Alhough one can distinguish h. from
c1 by G -parity of the decay products, one can separate
he from  %only by them ass resolution when one searches
h. by i hadron decays. There are clear advantages for
studying the cascade decay B ! h.K ! K .

V.SUMMARY

N obody disputes the presence of h,. Our real inter—
est is in the values of its param eters. For this purpose
the cascade decay processB ! h K=K ! K =K
deserves a carefiil study at the B -factories. The search
of h. through the B decay is very com petitive w ith the



search at cham factories and presum ably superior to it.
Tt willeither con m the controversial'P; chamm onium
at the center of m ass gravity of .5 or discover i o
the value suggested by pp annihilation. W e should keep
In m ind that theory does not require that the h, m ass
should be so close to the center of gravity of 7.

W e shallobtain the product ofthe branching fractions,
BB ! hiK) B h:! K ) from the proposed B de-
cay m easurem ent. Since the value ofB (e ! ¢) given
n Eqg. {_10) isa fairly m number, m easurem ent or nil
m easurem ent of the processB ! hcK ! K willpro—
vide usw ith a m eaningfiilnum ber or a tight upperbound

forBB ! hK). Ifwe end up wih a nil result for
B ! hiK ! K,twouldmean that B B ! hcK)
is for som e reason much snaller than B B ! «wK).

W hatever the experin ental outcom e w illbe, such infor-
m ation w ill provide us w ith an opportuniy to exam ine
allof B ! charm onium decays together and will ad-
vance our understanding of how or if the factorization
plys a role in the B decay into cham onia.
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