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Search of1
P1 charm onium in B decay
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Thereisno doubtthatthe
1
P1 cham onium hc existsin the

m assrangebetween J= and  0.W hileexperim entproduced

a candidatein thepast,itstillrequiresa con�rm ation.G iven

the recentprogressin the exclusive B decay into charm onia,

wenow havean opportunity to detecthc by m easuring the�-

nalstate
�c ofthecascadedecayB ! hcK =K
�
! 
�cK =K

�
.

Con�rm ation ofhc m ay turn outto be m uch easierin the B

decay than atcharm factoriesalthough onem ay haveto work

a little harderto attain a high precision in them assdeterm i-

nation.

PACS num bers:14.40.G x,13.25.Hw,13.25.G v,13.40.Hq

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

A few m easurem ents suggested the 1P1 charm onium

around m ass 3526 M eV [1{3]. In particular,the E760

Collaboration[2]studied theresonantproduction ofhc in

pp annihilation1 and quoted thehc m assat3526.2 M eV.

Thisvalueisalm ostexactly equaltothecenterofgravity

(3525.17 M eV) ofthe 3PJ charm onia �cJ (J = 0;1;2).

However,theresulthasyetto becon� rm ed by theE835

Collaboration [5]. No evidence has so far been seen for

hc in e
+ e� annihilation.From thetheoreticalviewpoint,

there is no reason to expect that the hc m ass should

be so close to the center ofgravity ofthe 3PJ m asses,

since such a relation based on the L � S coupling and

thetensorforceofone-gluon exchangewould break down

when generalspin-dependent interactions are included.

Experim entally,the �cJ m asssplitting gives

R �
m �c2

� m �c1

m �1c
� m �c0

’ 0:476: (1)

The right-hand side would be equalto 2 for the L � S

coupling alone,0.8 with allspin-dependentforcesofone-

gluon exchange,and 0:8 � R � 1:4 after including the

m ore generalspin-spin interaction arising from the con-

� ning potential[6]. Since our knowledge of the spin-

dependent charm onium potential is incom plete, there

is no accurate theoreticalprediction ofm hc relative to

m �cJ
even within thepotentialm odel.Furtherm ore,the

1
Although itisan odd nam ing,Icallthe

1
P1 charm onium

ashc following the Particle D ata tabulation [4].

E1 transition m atrix elem ents for �cJ ! 
J= deviate

largely from thenonrelativisticvalues.W hen relativistic

correctionsarelargeforthem otion ofcand c,weshould

be cautious about accuracy ofthe potentialm odelap-

proach.

Review of Particle Physics [4]has not yet listed hc
am ong the con� rm ed particles. Undoubtedly,m uch ef-

fortwillbe devoted to pursuitofhc atupcom ing charm

factoriesovercom ingtheoddsagainstit.M eanwhile,the

recentprogressin B physicssuggestsa new opportunity

to search for hc. The purpose ofthis short note is to

pointoutthatwem ay beableto observehc m oreeasily

atthe B-factoriesthan atfuture charm factoriesand in

hadron reactions.

Recently the Belle Collaboration discovered that the

factorization-forbidden decay B ! �0K occursasvigor-

ously as the factorization-allowed decays to other char-

m onia[7].O n thebasisofthis� nding,weexpectthatan-

other factorization-forbidden decay B ! hcK m ay also

occurjustasabundantly asB ! �c0K .Since hc ! 
�c
is one of the two m ain decay m odes of hc, the decay

B ! hcK cascadesdown to the � nalstate 
�cK about

halfoftim e.Theonly background forthisprocessatthe

B -factorieswillbetheprocessB !  0K ! 
�cK .Since

the branching fraction for 0 ! 
�c is m inuscure,how-

ever,thisbackground istwo ordersofm agnitudesm aller

than the signal. Ifone can reconstruct �c from K K �

or by ��� with 50% e� ciency,for instance,10 m illion

B ’stranslateto roughly 100 eventsofthesignal.There-

fore we have a very good chance to observe hc through

B ! 
�cK .

II.B ! C H A R M O N IU M + K

The Belle Collaboration reported for the decay B !

�c0K [7]

B(B
+
! �c0K

+
)= (8:0

+ 2:7

� 2:4
� 1:0� 1:1)� 10

� 4
: (2)

This num ber should be com pared with the recentm ea-

surem ent by the BaBar Collaboration on the B decay

into othercharm onia [8]:

B(B
+
! J= K

+
)= (10:1� 0:3� 0:5)� 10

� 4
;

B(B
+
! �c1K

+
)= (7:5� 0:8� 0:8)� 10

� 4
;

B(B
+
!  

0
K

+
)= (6:4� 0:5� 0:8)� 10

� 4
: (3)

Added to theseisan earlierm easurem enton thebranch-

ing fraction forB ! �cK by CLEO [9]:
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B (B
+
! �cK

+
)= (6:9

+ 2:6

� 2:1
� 0:8� 2:0)� 10

� 4
: (4)

M ostrecently,however,BaBargavea prelim inary result

forthisdecay as[10]

B (B
+
! �cK

+
)= (15:0� 1:9� 1:5� 4:6)� 10

� 4
: (5)

W e should notice here that the decay B ! �c0K is

forbidden by the factorization while B ! J= ( 0)K ,

B ! �cK ,and B ! �c1K are allallowed. Nonetheless

thebranching fraction to �c0K
+ isjustaslargeasthose

into J= ( 0)K + ,�cK
+ ,and �c1K

+ . Since no e� ective

decay operators allows B ! �c0K in the factorization

lim it,itsdecay am plitude m ustarise from the loop cor-

rections ofthe energy scale below m b to the tree-decay

operatorsO 1;2. The relevantcc operatorforproduction

of�c0 isgenerated when thebilocaloperatorc(x)c(y)due

to the loop correction is expanded in the series oflocal

operators;c(x)c(y)! c(x)c(x)+ c(x)(y� x)�@
�c(x)+ � � � .

Iftherelevantpartoftheloop energy isbetween m b and

m c,then jy � xj’ 1=m b � 1=m c so thatone m ay keep

only the leading term ofthe expansion. In thiscase the

Q CD coupling �s=� would suppress the B ! �c0K
+

decay branching by (�s=�)
2 though thesuppression rela-

tiveto thefactorization-allowed processesm ay be som e-

what m oderated by the color structure. The experi-

m entalfact that B(B + ! �c0K
+ ) is com parable with

B(B + ! �c1K
+ ) indicates that the factorization,even

im proved with perturbative Q CD corrections,is in se-

rious doubt for the B decay into charm onia. In term s

ofthe localexpansion ofc(x)c(y),the m agnitude ofthe

relevantjy� xjisaslarge as1=�Q C D or,in the case of

charm onia,could be the charm onium radius1=�sm c. If

so,we m ust include not only allterm s ofthe localex-

pansion butalso allordersof�s in com putation ofdecay

am plitudes. Then a quantitative calculation based on

perturbativeQ CD isintractable.

The decay B ! hcK is also forbidden by the factor-

ization and hasthe sam e chiralstructure (cL cR � cR cL )

for charm onium as B ! �c0K . The localoperator of

the lowestdim ension leading to the decay B ! hcK is

c
5

$

@� c [11]. W hen the factorization and perturbative

Q CD failas proven by the B ! �c0K decay rate,it is

verylikelythatthedecayB ! hcK occursasabundantly

asB ! �c0K and thefactorization-allowedB decaysinto

charm onia.

A com m ent is in order for another factorization-

forbidden decay,B ! �c2K . The decay B ! �c2K oc-

curswith ic
�

$

@� c. The Belle Collaboration did notsee

a signalofB ! �c2K with a statisticalsigni� cance [7].

However,sincethey searched �c0;c2 by its�c0;c2 ! �+ ��

and K + K � decay m odes,theirfailureto seea clearsig-

nalfor B ! �c2K m ay be due to the sm aller branch-

ing fractionsfor�c2 ! �+ �� and K + K � as com pared

with �c0 ! �+ �� and K + K � . O n the otherhand the

CLEO Collaboration identi� ed �c2 by �c2 ! J= 
 and

concluded that B (B ! �c2X ) is signi� cantly less than

B (B ! �c1X ).Butthey focused on theinclusivedecays

and theuncertaintieswerelargefortheexclusivedecays:

0:04 < B (B ! �c2K =K
�)=B (B ! �c1K =K

�) < 0:58

with the95% con� dencelevel.(SeetheSam pleB ofRef.

[12].) Very recently,however,theBelleCollaboration re-

portedthebranchingfractionforinclusive�c2 production

[13],

B (B ! �c2X )= (15:3
+ 2:3

� 2:8
� 2:6)� 10

� 4
; (6)

where the �c2’sfed by  0 ! 
�c2 have been subtracted

out.Thisnum beristwice aslargeasthe corresponding

one ofCLEO [12]. In view ofthislatestBelle m easure-

m ent,it is possible that B (B ! �c2K ) willeventually

turn outto be com parablewith B (B ! �c0K ).

W ith theseobservationsin theory and experim ent,we

proceed forthe m om entwith the assum ption,

B (B ! hcK )� B (B ! �c0K ) (7)

to explore the opportunity to detect hc. O nce we as-

sum e Eq.(7),we are assum ing the sam erelation with K

replaced with K � ora higherstrangem eson.W eem pha-

size that Eq.(7) is an assum ption at present. However,

the m easurem ent we are duscussing willtest its valid-

ity,aswe discussbelow,and determ ine orsetan upper

bound on B (B ! hcK )with a good accuracy.

III.D EC A Y O F
1
P1

Num erouscalculationswereperform ed fortheproper-

tiesofcharm onia in potentialm odels[6,14]. The decay

property of�c1 and hc wasspeci� cally studied by Bod-

win etal[15]. Production ofhc through  0 ! hc�
0 in

e+ e� annihilation was also studied [16{18]. However,

allthat we need for our purpose here can be obtained

directly from the experim entalnum bers for other char-

m onia ifwe m ake the approxim ation to use a com m on

orbitalwave function for the spin singlet and triplet of

the sam e principalquantum num ber. This approxim a-

tion isjusti� ed forthe cand cin nonrelativisticm otion,

and the results are independent ofspeci� c bound-state

wave functions. Although the nonrelativistic treatm ent

ofcharm oniaisoften lim ited in precision,wedonotneed

m uch m orethan thatforourdiscussion below.

The m ain decay m odesofhc are hc ! ggg and hc !


�c. The form er is given by perturbative Q CD to the

leading logarithm ofthehc size[19].By equating thehc

bound-state wave function at the origin to that of�c1,

we obtain with the experim entalvalue � (�c1 ! ggg)=

� (�c1 ! hadrons)= 640� 100 keV,

� (hc ! ggg)=
5

6
� � (�c1 ! ggg);

= 530� 80keV: (8)

Thisnum ericalvaluedoesnotdepend on them agnitude

of the fuzzy cuto� variable in the leading logarithm ic

term noron speci� c binding potentials.
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The radiative decay hc ! 
�c is an allowed E1 tran-

sition sim ilarto �cJ ! 
J= . W e can elim inate the E1

transition m atrix elem enthfjrjiibetween the1P and the

1S stateby relating hc ! 
�c to �c1 ! 
J= :

� (hc ! 
�c)=

�
jpj

jp0j

� 3

� (�c1 ! 
J= );

= 520� 90keV: (9)

The centralvalue of Eq.(9) is about 15% higher than

thevaluecom puted by Bodwin etal[15],whilethevalue

530� 80keV ofEq.(8)coincideswith theirs.Theratesfor

otherm odessuch ashc ! J= �0 and 
�c0 are ofO (1)

keV.Therefore we obtain from the ggg and 
�c decay

m odesthe hc ! 
�c branching fraction;

B (hc ! 
�c)= 0:50� 0:11: (10)

In thisestim atetheuncertaintyisentirely duetothoseof

the m easured values for�tot(�c1)and B (�c1 ! 
J= ).

The value ofEq.(10)isa � rm num berup to relativistic

correctionsand higher-orderQ CD correctionsthough the

form er corrections m ay turn out to be larger than we

im agine.

Com bining B (hc ! 
�c)ofEq.(10)with Eqs.(2)and

(7),we obtain the cascade branching fraction for B !

hcK ! 
�cK ;

B (B
+
! hcK

+
! 
�cK

+
)

= (4:0
+ 1:6

� 1:5
� 0:5� 0:6)� 10

� 4
: (11)

It goes without saying that the num ber on the right-

hand side is subject to the uncertainty ofthe assum ed

equality in Eq.(7).If�c issearched by K K � or��� (the

branching fraction ’ 5% each),the cascade branching

fraction is

B (B
+
! hcK

+
! 
�cK

+
! 
(K K �)K

+
)

’ 2� 10
� 5
: (12)

W hen 10 m illions ofB m esons are accum ulated,there

willbe about100 eventsofthe 
�cK
+ signaljust from

K K � orfrom ��� alonein thecasethatthereconstruc-

tion e� ciency ofhc is50% forthese decay m odes. O ne

can increase statistics by including B � ! hcK
� � and

by com bining B 0=B
0

with B � . There willbe a su� -

cient num ber ofthe cascade B ! hcX ! 
�cX events

to search forhc.

Letuscom pare Eq.(12)with the corresponding num -

ber in the hc search through  0 ! 
hc atcharm facto-

ries. According to the calculation by Yan etal[16]and

m ore recently by K uang [20]who included S-D m ixing

of 0, the branching fraction for  0 ! hc�
0 is at the

levelof1� 10� 3 atm ost,form hc = 3526:2 M eV.Taking

account ofthe low reconstruction e� ciency ofthe soft

�0 ! 

,K uang estim atesthatdetection ofhc through

 0 ! hc�
0 requires 30 m illion  0’s at charm factories.

W hile hc can be produced only through  0 ! hc�
0 at

charm factories,thehc production occursin theB decay

in conjunction with K � ora higherstrangem eson aswell

aswith K . Furtherm ore,the production in conjunction

with K � tends to be stronger than that with K in the

B ! charm onium decay. By and large,the search of

hc willbe quite com petitive with the search at charm

factories,ifnotsuperiorto it.

IV .P O SSIB LE B A C K G R O U N D EV EN T S

The only decay m ode that feeds 
�cK with the 
�c

invariant m ass close to m hc is the cascade decay B !

 0K ! 
�cK . Since  0 ! 
�c isa hindered M 1 transi-

tion with the branching fraction (2:8� 0:6)� 10� 3,this

cascadebranching fraction istiny;

B (B !  
0
K

+
! 
�cK

+
)= (1:8� 0:4� 0:2)� 10

� 6
:

(13)

Itism orethan twoordersofm agnitudesm allerthan the

signalofEq.(11).W ecan thereforechoosea widebin for

(p
 + p�c)
2 in reconstruction ofhc withoutconcern about

the  0 contam ination in 
�c. Thisisfortunate from the

viewpointofraising theprecision in m assdeterm ination.

Since there is no com peting decay process,we m ay � x

the invariantm assofK K � or��� to m�c once we � nd

a clusterofcandidate events. Although we certainly do

notexpecttodeterm inethehc m asstotheaccuracyany-

where close to itswidth (�hc ’ 1 M eV),itwillbe easy

to notice ifthe hc m ass is located substantially o� the

centerofgravity of�cJ.

It will be challenging to identify hc directly by its

hadronic decay m odes. Since hc is G -parity odd, the

sim plest decay m ode is hc ! ���, then K K �. The

branching fractionsto ��� and K K � areno largerthan

at the levelof1% ifwe m ake a guess by rescaling the

corresponding decaysfor  0. Then the cascade branch-

ing fraction ism ostlikely ofthe order,

B (B ! hcK ! �
+
�
�
�
0
K )= O (1)� 10

� 5
: (14)

Afterm ultiplying itwith thereconstruction e� ciency of

�0 ! 

, it does not appear com petitive with B !

hcK ! 
�cK . Although one can distinguish hc from

�c1 by G -parity ofthe decay products,onecan separate

hc from  0only by them assresolution when onesearches

hc by it hadron decays. There are clear advantagesfor

studying the cascadedecay B ! hcK ! 
�cK .

V .SU M M A R Y

Nobody disputes the presence ofhc. O ur realinter-

est is in the values ofits param eters. For this purpose

the cascade decay process B ! hcK =K
� ! 
�cK =K

�

deserves a carefulstudy at the B-factories. The search

ofhc through the B decay isvery com petitive with the
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search atcharm factoriesand presum ably superiorto it.

Itwilleither con� rm the controversial1P1 charm onium

at the center ofm ass gravity of�cJ or discover it o�

the value suggested by pp annihilation. W e should keep

in m ind that theory does not require that the hc m ass

should be so closeto the centerofgravity of�cJ.

W eshallobtain theproductofthebranchingfractions,

B (B ! hcK )� B (hc ! 
�cK )from theproposed B de-

cay m easurem ent.Since the value ofB (hc ! 
�c)given

in Eq.(10) is a fairly � rm num ber,m easurem ent or nil

m easurem entoftheprocessB ! hcK ! 
�cK willpro-

videuswith am eaningfulnum beroratightupperbound

for B (B ! hcK ). If we end up with a nilresult for

B ! hcK ! 
�cK ,it would m ean that B (B ! hcK )

is for som e reason m uch sm aller than B (B ! �c0K ).

W hateverthe experim entaloutcom e willbe,such infor-

m ation willprovide us with an opportunity to exam ine

allofB ! charm onium decays together and willad-

vance our understanding ofhow or ifthe factorization

playsa rolein the B decay into charm onia.
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