arXiv:hep-ph/0210028v3 8 Nov 2002

B — f3(980)K*) decays and final state interactions

Chuan-Hung Chen
Institute of Physics, Academia Sinica,
Taipei, Taiwan 115, Republic of China

(Dated: March 25, 2022)

Abstract
We study the exclusive decays of B — f(980)K () in the framework of the perturbative QCD
by identifying the fo(980) as the composition of 5s and an = (@u + dd)/+v/2. We find that the
influence of the nn content on the predicted branching ratios is crucial. We discuss the possible
rescattering and gluonium states which could enhance the branching ratios of considered decays.

We point out that the CP asymmetry in B — f,(980) K, 1, could be a new explorer of sin 2¢;.
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Recently, Belle [[] and BaBar [P have opened new channels in three-body nonlep-
tonic B decays, such as B — KKK, KKn and K7 decays. In particular, BELLE
has observed the decay of BT — f3(980)K™* with the branching ratio (BR) product of
Br(B* — f5(980)K*) x Br(fo(980) — 7nrn~) = (9.6755712733) x 1076 [M]. Since £5(980) is
a neutral scalar meson, the measured B — f,(980)K decays not only show that in the first
time B decays to scalar-pseudoscalar final states but also provide the chance to understand
the content of f;(980) and its production.

The essential inner structure of the scalar meson f;(980) is still obscure since it was
established first by Ref. [B] with phase shift analysis. In the literature, f,(980) could be
four-quark states denoted by qqqq [f] or K K molecular states [[{] or gq states [{]. However,
one objection against the possibility of K K states is that the binding energy of 10 — 20 MeV
for KK is much smaller than measured width in the range 40 — 100 MeV [[]. It is suggested
that in terms of the measured ¢ — fo(980)y and f,(980) — ~v [, B, B, [d) decays and
Df — f5(980)7* decay [[0, [1]], the flavor contents of f;(980) are $s mostly and a small
portion of ain = (@u + dd)/+/2. In this paper, we take f;(980) to be composed of Gq states
and use | fy(980) >= cos ¢s|5s > + sin ¢s|nn > to denote its flavor wave function.

Before presenting our perturbative QCD (PQCD) calculation to the decays, we would
like to give a brief model-independent analysis on B — f3(980)K. For simplicity, our
analysis will only concentrate on dominant factorizable parts and regard the f,(980) as the
composition of §s so that at the quark level the process corresponds to b — sss decay. Since
at the quark level, the physics for B — ¢K decays is the same as B — f,(980)K ™), we
first examine the ¢/ X mode. We start by writing the effective Hamiltonian for the b — s
transition as

G ) , 10
Ha =75 3 Vy |GiOL + Ca() O + 3 )0

q'=u,c

where Vi = V7 Vi, are the products of the CKM matrix elements, C;(u1) are the Wilson
coefficients (WCs) and O; correspond to the four-quark operators. The explicit expressions
of C;(p) and O; can be found in Ref. [[Z]. It is known that the vector meson ¢ has the

current matrix elements

(Ol578l¢0) = mofoen,  (0[5s|¢) = 0. (1)



Therefore, the decay amplitude of By — ¢K° can be simply described by [[J]
A (Bd = ¢K°) = £,V (a5 + af + af”) FPX 4 25Vl FG* + . (2)

where a are defined by

Cy C
ap = C1 + — N =0y + ﬁl
3eq C 3e
aéﬁ = O34+ —09 10 + a;f‘ff, afo,(‘i) = —]3’3 2]\? Cho.,
36 C, 3e
aff} = Cao+ S0ns+ayf, aif = =02+ Gk (3)

Note that as is larger than a; and aff% are much larger than aé‘f%, FBK is the B — K decay

form factor and F%* denotes (¢K|5y5d|0) annihilation effect. We neglect (K |57,75d|0)
due to the chirality suppression. According to the results of Ref. [[4], the predicted BR of
By — ¢KY is around ~ 9.6 x 1075 which is consistent with Belle’s and BaBar’s results given
by (10.051:2199) x 107¢ [[§ and (8.71}% £ 0.9) x 107 [Ig], respectively. However, in the

B — f0(980) K" decay the relevant current matrix elements are given by

(0157,5/ fo(980)) = 0;  (0[55fo(980)) = my, f (4)

where my,(f) are the mass ( decay constant) of f3(980). From Eqs. () and (f), it is
clear that the situation in the f;(980)K° mode is just opposite to the case of ¢K?, i.e., the
role in vector and scalar vertex is exchanged each other. Hence, the decay amplitude for

B — f0(980) K" can be simply written as

A(By = fo(980)K®) = 2, fVi'ag” SPX + 2f5Viag FRS + . (5)

where r; = my, /Mg, SBX =

(K |bs|B) /Mg and the factor of 2 comes from Fierz transforma-
tion in the (V —A) x (V 4+ A) operator. By taking Mp ~ my, with m; being the b-quark mass,
one can expect SPX ~ FPK by equation of motion. Comparing Eq. (J) with Eq. (B), it is
obvious that there is a suppression factor r; = 0.186 in B — fo(980)K°. Including the fac-
tor of 2, taking a (\/M) / a; (\/M) ~ 1.5 and f ~ f, and neglecting the annihilation
contributions, we estimate the ratio of Br(B — f4(980)K°)/Br(B — ¢K") being around
0.31. With the average value of Belle and BarBar, the predicted Br(B — f,(980)K°) is

around 2.8 x 107%. Will the value change while we include the nin content and annihilation

contributions? In the following we display the results in a more serious theoretical approach.
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It is known that large uncertainities are always involved in the calculations of transition
matrix elements while studying exclusive hadron decays. Nevertheless, the problem will
become mildly in the heavy B meson decays because of the enormous B samples produced
by B factories. That is, more precise measurements will help the theory to pin down
the unknown parameters to make some predictions. In this paper, we adopt the PQCD
approach in which the applications to exclusive heavy B meson decays, such as B — K [[9],
B — nr(KK) [0, 1, B7, B — ¢n(K) [[4, B3], B — n"K 4] and B — pK [[3] decays,
have been studied and found that all of them are consistent with the current experimental
data [23, ). In the PQCD, in order to solve the various divergences encountered at end-
point, we will include not only k7 resummation, for removing end-point singularities, but
also threshold resummation, for smearing the double logarithmic divergence arisen from
weak corrections [[[7].

In order to satisfy the local current matrix elements with Eq. (), the f;(980) meson

distribution amplitude is given by

(014(0);9(2)ul fo) =

o /01 dre™ " m[1],;®;, (v) (6)

with the normalization

/ dxp, (v 2«/2N

For B and K*) mesons, the corresponding distribution amplitudes [[4, [ are written as

(0b(2);q(0)|B) = % I doe P (Pl + MalL)vs65() (7)
(K1a(2)5(000) = i [ dae =" {rs Pyt
+ml s 1@ (@) + m s (e g — D@5 (@)}, (8)
(K 0[a(550010) = == [ due™ = Myc £elyone- (0
AL Plijdhe- () + M [yjdic- () } (9)
withn_ = (0,1,0,), ny = (1,0,0,) and mY being the chiral symmetry breaking parameter,

P o+ () stand for twist-2 wave functions and the remains belong to twist-3 with their explicit
expressions being given in Ref. [[4, [§]. Although K* meson has three polarizations, only
the longitudinal part is involved in the decays of B — f,(980)K*. We note that as the K

meson, the distribution amplitude of f,(980) can have more complicated spin structures.

4



However, since our purpose is just for the properties of B — f,(980)K ™), we consider only
the simplest case. Moreover, if f3(980) consists of s mostly, the choice of Eq. (f) is clearly
dominant .

The decay rates of B — f,(980) K are expressed by

R (10)

where A includes all possible components of f,(980) and topologies. As mentioned before,
f0(980) has the components of §s and nn, for different contents, the amplitudes of By —

fo(980)K° and BT — f;(980)K™* are written as

Ass = fV7S, SE + fBV;SL, P+ .

Ann = fVINGE + va*N Dy

AL = fUrSEE 4o vestW _payes, 4

A = frVENEY + fVENGS — fVEN, — faViNg + oy (11)

respectively, where Se(a (N, e?fz?) denote the emission (annihilation) contributions of the
5s (nn) content from penguin diagrams while Se(q)(Ne()) are from tree contributions. The
total decay amplitude for the neutral (charged) mode is described by A = cos qﬁAg{:) +
sin QSAS—:{L) /v/2. Due to the smallness of nonfactorizable effects, we neglect to show them in
the Eq. (1)) and just display the factorizable contributions with emission and annihilation
topologies. But we will include their effects in our final numerical results. According to Eqgs.

(B—B), the hard amplitudes for ss content are derived as

SPO = 1671 10,Cr M3 /0 "y ds /0  bidbibadbs® (1, br)
x{[@xc(ws) + 2rie Wl (w3) + ricas (P (w5) — O (3))]
xESég) (tM)he(zy, 223, by, bs)
+2r i P (w3) ESE) (12 he (w3, 21, bs, by) }, (12)

1 )
shla) — —167rrf7’KC'FM§;/ d$2d553/ bydbabsdbs® g, (v2)
0 0

a

x{ (14 23) @ (1 — ) + (1 — 23) 0% (1 — ) | B (8 ha (2, 3, b, bs)

=1 ) (1 = )| B (D Y, 2, b, ) (13)



1 [e'¢)
Sfﬁ(q) = 167TT’fCFME2;/ dl’gdl’g/ bgdbgbgdbg@fo (ZL’Q)CI)K(l — 1'3)
0 0
{2E<q> (40 (2, T3, bay bs) + 22EG (42 a3, 22, bs, b2)} (14)
and the results for the content of nn are given by

1 00
Neljl(q) = 87TT’fOéSCFM%/ dl’ldl’gf bldblbgdl)g@B(l’l,bl)q)fo(l’g)
0
x{(1 = 22) EN (¢ he(w1, w2, by, bs) + 2END (1P he (w2, 31, b3, by) b (15)

N@I;(q) —167TT’fT’KOéSCFM%/ dl’ldl’g /Oo bldblbgdbgq)g(l’l, b1)®f0 (1'2),
0 0
x<{(2 + 22) EN (1) he(w1, w2, by, bo) + 2ENS (#2) he(wa, 1, b, br) }. - (16)

Here, the hard part functions h.(q), mainly arising from the propagators of hard gluon and
valence quark, have included the threshold resummation factor [[4], and the evolution factors

are given by

ESE(t) = ay(t)al” (t) exp[~Sp(t, 21) — Sk (t, x3)],
END(t) = a,(t)a® (t) exp[—Sp(t, 1) — Sy, (t, 22)],
EY(t) = ay(t)a® (t) exp[— Sy, (t, 22) — Sk (t, x3)]

where the exponential effects denote Sudakov factors generated by the kr resummation.
Since the annihilation topologies in both contents are associated with the matrix elements
< fo(980) K |57, v5d(u)|0 > and < fo(980)K|5y5d(u)|0 >, the difference in the different
content is only from the spectator, which is s (d or u) in §s (nn) component. Hence, N2 4(6
could be obtained from S, (q by replacing xo with 1 — 25 in @y (x9) and 1 — 23 with 23 in
{®x(1—z3)}. In Eq. (), we define that S5 = 559 4 589 and NLW = NA@ 4 NE@.
The S, and N, can be obtained from Sa4 and Ne4 by replacing W.C. a4 ) with as. We note
that unlike the cases of B — PP and B — PV decays in which the chirality suppression in
the (V — A) x (V — A) annihilation topology is conspicuous, the contribution of Eq. ([3)
may not be small because one twist-3 effect, such as ®%, is not cancelled. And also, differing
from B — PP decays, Eq. ([[) is opposite to Eq. ([[§) in sign.

Similar to B — fo(980)K decays, the amplitudes for B — f3(980)K*° and BT —
f0(980) K*t can be expressed as

= fVPELRY + fV KL +...,
fK V* P(d +fBV* a46 +,
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A+S = VKRS 4+ vk — ViR, +
= freVEXEW Lo v X P o VX, — VX (17)

where K49, K29 and K5 can be obtained from S5, S5 and S5 respectively, by

replacing ¢r, ¢h and ¢% with ¢x«, @3« and ¢%.. With the similar analysis, we find that

X. = —N,4 and XZ((%)) are related to KZ((%)) if we change x5 and 1 — 23 to 1 — 25 and 3,

respectively. The K, and X, are the same as K, ﬂq) and X Q(q) but the associated WC is as.
In our numerical calculations, the B meson wave function is taken as [2]]

1 M 2 2b2
dp(z,b) = Npz*(l —x)exp |—= (:c B> _ Y
2 wp 2

where wg is the shape parameter and Np is the normalization, determined by

IB
22N,

Since f,(980) is a light meson, its wave function can be defined in the frame of the light-cone

1
/ dr®p(z,b = 0) =
0

and the concept of the twist expansion can be used. And because the relevant scalar meson

wave function has not been derived in the literature yet, we choose the following form

with Cy/%(y) = (35y* — 30y2 + 3)/8, C3*(y) = 3/2(5y2 — 1) and € = 0.3 ~ 0.5 in our
estimations. In order to fix the values of wp and m%, we take wp = 0.4 and m% = 1.7
GeV as those in the studies of the B — K and B — K* form factors 1], P7]. Explicitly,
with the values above and f = 0.2 [, the B — £,(980) form factor is found to be 0.270
(0.286) for £ = 0.3 (0.5). Using Egs. ([I—[7), the values of hard amplitudes are shown in
Table [l. In addition, the decay BRs and CP asymmetries (Acp) for B — f5(980)K and
B — f(980) K* are shown in Table [[] with ¢, = 0 and in Table [T] with ¢, = 40° and 140°,

(I)fo (SL’) =

{3(1 — 20 1 €(1— 20)2(CE(1 — 22) — 3) + 1.8C2(1 — 2@}

where

with I' (I') being the particle (antiparticle) partial decay rate. In both tables, the CP
violating phase of V,; is taken to be ¢3 = 72°. From Table [], we see clearly that the sign
of annihilation contribution Sa46 is opposite to SEPG(S) so that the BRs of B — f,(980)K

are reduced significantly. Because the corresponding value of Séz(ﬁd) in B — fo(980)K™* is
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TABLE I: The parameters in the amplitudes with wp = 0.4, m% = 1.7 and f =02 GeV for

£€=0.3.
Amp. | S5P@a072) sE@Da0-2) 5,102 NEW(102)  N.(1072)
fo(980)K | —1.02  0.45+i0.39 —7.41—i040  1.75 31.44
Amp. | kX902 KPP0y K,(1072) x5™1072)  Xx.(1072)
fo(980)K*|  —1.37  0.06+i0.40 0.83 —i1.98 1.31 —31.44

too small as shown in Table [, we can understand that the influence of the annihilation
is insignificant. Also we see that if f,(980) is ss mostly, BRs of B — f,(980)K are only
around 107%. On the contrary, they could be over 5.0 x 107% at a large angle of ¢,; whereas
BRs for B — f,(980)K* are similar to those at ¢s = 0. To further understand the effect of
nn, we display the BRs as a function of ¢, in Figure [. Obviously, the predictions are very
sensitive to the contributions of the nn component. The essential question is what the rang
of ¢, is allowed. Unfortunately, the preferable ¢, is still unknown, i.e., both small 2§ and
large [f] angle solutions exist simultaneously in the literature. The former prefers the value
of ¢5 = 42.1473% but the latter 138° + 6°.

It is also interesting to look for a decay which is directly related to the nn content only
such that it can tell us how the impact of the content would be. We point out that one
of the possible decays is BT — f5(980)7". In this decay, from the identity of Eq. (M)
the contribution from the s content vanishes since it corresponds to the vector current
vertex. As the m meson is similar to K except SU(3) breaking effects as well as the relevant
wave functions and CKM matrix elements, the BR is estimated to be 0.25 (0.45) x 107° for
b5 = 35° (1329).

It seems that in spite of the uncertain allowed value of ¢,, the predicted BR of BT —
fo(980) K" is smaller than the central (minimal) value of 21.17 (11.03) x 1075 reported by
Belle in which Br(fo(980) — n*n~) = 2/3R with R = I'(wm)/I'(nm) + I'(KK) ~ 0.68 [£9
is used. It is clear that unless there exists some other mechanism in the decay processes, it
is difficult to explain the large measured BR by just considering short-distant interactions.
Actually, the case is similar to the charmed decay of BT — x, oK' with its BR being
(6.0775£1.1)x107* [B0] and (2.440.7) x 10~* [BI] measured by Belle and BaBar, respectively.
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FIG. 1: BRs of (a) B — f3(980)K and (b) B — f3(980)K ™) as a function of ¢,. The bold (thin)

solid lines stand for neutral modes with £ = 0.3(0.5) while the dashed lines are for charged modes.

TABLE II: BRs of B — f3(980)K™) without and with annihilation contributions by taking the

same values of parameters as Table [ The CPAs with annihilation effects are also shown.

BR(x1079)
Mode BR(x107%) CPA (%)
no anni.
B — fo(980)K° 2.95 1.39 0
BT — fo(980)K+ 3.13 1.57 6.50
B — fo(980)K*9 5.16 5.40 0
BT — fo(980)K** 5.49 5.76 1.48

In order to to agree with the experimental data, the authors of Ref. [BJ] suggest that the
possible rescattering effects, such as B — D:!D, B — D;D* and B — D:D* decays via
triangle diagrams with the strong couplings of gppy.os 90*D*xeos ID* D*xe €tC., could enhance
the BR and reach (1.1 ~ 3.2) x 107*. We find that the mechanism could also apply to
B — £3(980) K™ decays by replacing x.o with f,(980) and taking the proper couplings such
as gpsp,fo(9s0) etc.. The illustrated diagrams are displayed in Figure f]. Since the differences
between fo(980) K™ and y.K* modes are only related to the strong coupling constants, by
following the procedure of Ref. [B3] and taking proper values of strong coupling constants,
one expects that the rescattering effects in Figure fJ can reach O(107°) easily. In addition,

we note that, as the possibility of gluonium state in 7" [24, was proposed to explain the



TABLE IIL: BRs and CPAs of B — f5(980)K ™) decays with the same parameters as Table Ml but
by taking ¢, = 40° and 140° .

Mode ¢, BR(x10%) CPA (%)
B — fo(980)K° 400 1.14 0
1400 4.70 0
BT — fo(980)K* 400 1.25 —16.94
140° 5.94 1.58
B — fo(980)K*9 400 0.85 0
140° 6.70 0
BT — fo(980)K** 400 1.51 11.31
140° 6.30 —12.19

Ksc)

FIG. 2: Possible rescattering diagrams contributing to B — fo(980)K ).

tendency of large BR for 1’ production [B4], it is also possible to understand B — f,(980) K
decays by considering g — g — f5(980) coupling.

Finally, it is worth to mention that like the decays of B — J/VKg, and B — ¢Ks 1,
B — fo(980)Kg 1 can be another outstanding candidate for the observation of the time-

dependent CP asymmetry, defined by

m = —AdCP(Bd — f) COS(AMdt) — Agp (Bd — f) sm(AMd) (18)
with
- 1— A
dir —
ACp(Ba— f) = B
i 2ImA
CP(Bd_>f): 1_'_‘)\|27
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—2idy A(Bd — f)

A= B )

(19)

where f expresses the CP final state classified by n = +1, A%", (A7) denotes the direct
(mixing-induced) CP violation and A(B(By) — f) are the B(B) meson decay amplitudes
and ¢ = Arg(V V). From Eq. ([¥), we know that if no CP violating phase is involved
in the decay amplitude, the direct CP violating observable will vanish and A = ne=2¢1,
Consequently, the mixing-induced CP asymmetry is only related to sin2¢;. Fortunately,
since there is no tree contribution, B — f,(980)K  decays satisfy the criterion so that
the mixing-induced CP asymmetry of B — f;(980) K 1, is expected to be the same as that
measured in B — J/U Kg ;, decays, except a small derivation from higher order contributions
Bal.

We have studied f,(980) scalar meson production in B meson decays by assuming
that its flavor contents are Ss and nn states. We have found the role of nn on the
BRs of B — f3(980)K is crucial. We have also pointed out that nonvanishing BR of
Bt — f,(980)7" could test the existence of the fin content although the expected BR is
less than 107%. If the BRs of B — £;(980)K ™ are measured to be 107 in experiments,
the results could be the evidence of existing rescattering effects in heavy B meson decays.
On the other hand, although we concentrate on the ggq states of f,(980), we do not
exclude the possibilities of four-quark ¢ggg and gluonium states. The possibilities could
be clarified by other experiments, such as ¢ — nm(KK)y [Bq], DI — ntntn~ [B7 decays
and BT — f(980)7" with the measured BR of O(107%). Furthermore, the more general
approach to deal with the decays of B — f5(980)K can refer to Ref. [B§]. We have also
suggested that time-dependent CP asymmetry in B — f,(980) K 1, could be a new explorer
of sin2¢;. We note that our study of B decays with f3(980) in the final state can be
applied to other modes with scalar or isoscalar final states such as ¢(600), ay(980) etc..
Remarkably, B factories have opened a new opportunity to understand the contents of

scalars and their productions.
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