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Abstract

In this paper, we draw constraints on the Cabibbo-K obayashi-M askawa

(CK M ) angle � and the strong phase � from the experim ental m easure-

m ents of sin(2�), the CP-violating asym m etries and branching ratios of

B ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and K 0�+ decays.In theSM ,them easured sin(2�)leadsto

an upperlim iton �:�� 180 �� �.Taking theweighted-averageofthenewest

BaBarand Belle m easurem entsofS�� and A �� in B 0 ! �+ �� decay asthe

experim entalinput,we �nd the allowed range ofangle �,76 � � � � 135�

for r = jP=Tj = 0:3 � 0:1. From the m easured CP-averaged branch-

ing ratios ofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and K 0�+ decays,we found an inequality,

cos�cos�� 0:45.Theregion of70� � �� 110� isthusexcluded by applying

this inequality. The com bined constraints on � and � are 117� � � � 135�

and � 160� � �� � 132� ifwetakeS�� = 0:49� 0:27 and A �� = 0:51� 0:19 as

theexperim entalinput.Thenew lowerlim iton theangle � isdom inated by

them easured branching ratiosconsidered in thispaper,and ism uch stronger

than those obtained before.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

To m easure the Cabbibo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM ) angles �,� and 
 is one ofthe

m ain goalsoftheB factory experim ents. In the standard m odel(SM ),the CP violation is

induced by the nonzero phase angle appeared in the CKM m ixing m atrix VC K M ,and the

unitarity ofthem atrix VC K M leadsto theconstraint

� + � + 
 = 180�: (1)

Recentm easurem entsofsin2� in neutralB m eson decay B 0
d ! J= K 0

S;L by BaBar[1,2]

and Belle[3,4]Collaborationsestablished thethird typeCP violation (interferencebetween

the decay and m ixing )ofB d m eson system . The world average ofsin(2�)dom inated by

thenewestBaBarand Bellem easurem ents[2,4]is[5]

sin(2�)= 0:734� 0:054; (2)

which leadsto a twofold solution oftheangle�:

� =
�

23:6+ 2:4�2:2

�� _ �

66:4+ 2:2�2:4

��
: (3)

The�rstsolution isin perfectagreem entwith theglobal�tresultsasgiven forexam ple in

Refs.[6{8],whilethesecond onecannotbeexplained in theSM and requirestheexistenceof

new physics[9].Severalstrategiestodistinguish thesetwosolutionsthrough am easurem ent

ofthe sign ofcos2� have been proposed [10]recently. In thispaper,we willuse the �rst

solution oftheangle� astheexperim entalinput.

Aftertheexperim entalm easurem entoftheangle�,m oreattention hasturned towaysof

learningtheangle� and 
.Forthedeterm ination oftheangle
,them easured CP-averaged

branching ratiosofB ! �K ;�� decaysplay a key role,and have been studied intensively

in theliterature[11{14].Butthedirectconstraintfrom experim entson 
 isstillweak.

The CKM angle � ( or �2 in Belle’s word) can be determ ined by the experim ental

m easurem entsfortheCP violating asym m etriesofB 0
d ! �+ �� decays[9,15{17].From the

experim entalm easurem ents ofthe branching ratios ofB ! �� and K � decays,one can

also extractoutthe CKM angle � [15,18,19]. Very recently,based on the data sam ple of

about85 and 88 m illion �(4S)! B �B decays,BaBarand Bellecollaboration reported their

m easurem entsoftheCP violation oftheB 0
d ! �+ �� decay [20,21],respectively.

BaBarresult[20]:

S�� = 0:02� 0:34(stat:)� 0:05(syst:);

C�� = �0:30� 0:25(stat:)� 0:04(syst:); (4)

and Belle[21]:

S�� = �1:23� 0:41(stat:)+ 0:08�0:07 (syst:);

A �� = +0:77� 0:27(stat:)� 0:08(syst): (5)

Itiseasytoseethattheexperim entalm easurem entsoftheBaBarand Bellecollaboration

are notfully consistent with each other: BaBar’sresultisstillconsistent with zero,while
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theBells’sresultstrongly indicatenonzero S�� and A ��.Butwedobelievethatthecurrent

discrepancy between two collaborationswilldisappearwhen m oredata becom eavailable.If

wem akea weighted average 1 ofthetwo experim ents,and �nd that

S�� = �0:49� 0:27(0:61); (6)

A �� = +0:51� 0:19(0:23); (7)

wheretheerrorsin bracketsarethoseincreased by thePDG scaling-factorprocedure[23].

In apreviouspaper[17],based on thedataasreported byBaBarand BelleCollaboration

[20,22],we presented the generaldescription ofCP asym m etries ofthe B ! �+ �� decay

and found theconstrainton theCKM angle� and thestrong phase�.

In thispaper,in orderto re�netheconstraintson both � and �,wewillfocuson thefol-

lowingexperim entalinform ation:(a)thenew m easurem entsofCP-violatingasym m etriesof

B ! �+ �� [20,21];(b)thewellm easured CP-averaged branchingratiosofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0

and K 0�+ decays[24{26];and (c)the world average ofsin(2�)asgiven in Eq.(2)[5]. For

thesakeofcom pletenessand com parison,wealso quotetheconstraintson theCKM angles

from global�t[6{8].

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,wegivea briefreview aboutthede�nition

oftheCKM angles,draw directconstrainton theCKM angle� from them easured sin(2�).

In Sec.IIIwe presentthe generaldescription ofCP asym m etriesofthe B ! �+ �� decay,

considernew BaBarand Belle’sm easurem ents ofS�� and A �� to draw the constraintson

theCKM angle� and thestrong phase �.In Sec.IV we takethewellm easured branching

ratiosofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and K 0�+ decay m odesinto account,estim ate the ratio oftree

topenguin am plitudejT=Pj,and �nally draw theconstraintson both theCKM angle� and

thestrong phase�.Theconclusionsareincluded in the�nalsection.

II.T H E C K M A N G LES �,� A N D 
 IN T H E SM

In theSM with SU(2)�U(1)asthegaugegroup,thequark m asseigenstatesarenotthe

sam e asthe weak eigenstates. The m ixing between the down type quark m asseigenstates

was described by a 3 � 3 unitary m atrix VC K M [27]. The elem ents ofthe CKM m atrix

VC K M are�xed by fourparam eters,oneofwhich isan irreduciblecom plex phase.Using the

generalized W olfenstein param etrization [28],VC K M can bewritten as

VC K M =

0

B
@

1� �2

2
� A�3(�� � i��)

�� 1� �2

2
A�2

A�3(1� �� � i��) �A�2 1

1

C
A (8)

where �� = �(1 � �2=2), �� = �(1 � �2=2),and A,�, �� and �� are the four independent

W olfenstein param eters.Theparam eterA and � havebeen m easured with good precision,

� = jVusj= 0:2196� 0:0026 (9)

1Forthe param eterA �� and C��,there isa sign di�erence between the conventionsofBelle and

BaBarCollaboration:A �� = � C��.W e hereuseBelle’sconvention [22].
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from analysisofK e3 decays[23],and

A =
jVcbj

�2
= 0:854� 0:042 (10)

determ ined from them easured jVcbj= (41:2� 2:0)� 10�3 and � = 0:2196� 0:0026 [23].

The unitarity ofthe CKM m atrix im pliessix \unitarity triangle". One ofthem corre-

sponding to theb! d transition yields

VudV
�
ub+ VcdV

�
cb+ VtdV

�
tb = 0: (11)

Thisunitaritytriangle(UT)isjustageom etricalpresentation ofthisequation inthecom plex

�� � �� plane,asillustrated in Fig.1.ThethreeCKM anglesin Fig.1 arede�ned as

� = arg

 

�
V �
tbVtd

V �
ubVud

!

; (12)

� = arg

 

�
V �
cbVcd

V �
tbVtd

!

; (13)


 = arg

 

�
V �
ubVud

V �
cbVcd

!

: (14)

These de�nitionsare independent ofany kind ofparam etrization ofthe CKM m atrix ele-

m ents,and thereforeuniversal.In therescaled UT,R b and R t denotethelengthsofthetwo

sidesasshown in Fig.1,and havebeen de�ned as

R b �
jVudV

�
ubj

jVcdV
�
cbj

=
q

��2 + ��2 = (1�
�2

2
)
1

�

�
�
�
�

Vub

Vcb

�
�
�
�; (15)

R t �
jVtdV

�
tbj

jVcdV
�
cbj

=
q

(1� ��)2 + ��2 =
1

�

�
�
�
�

Vtd

Vcb

�
�
�
�: (16)

In term sof(��;��),sin(2�i)(�i= �;�;
)can bewritten as

sin(2�)=
2��(��2 + ��2 � ��)

(��2 + ��2)((1� ��)2 + ��2)
; (17)

sin(2�)=
2��(1� ��)

(1� �%)2 + ��2
; (18)

sin(2
)=
2����

��2 + ��2
: (19)

W ithin thefram ework oftheSM ,intensive studieshavebeen doneto constrain theUT

by a global�tusing the currently available data on neutralK,B m ixing,sem i-leptonic B

and K m eson decays[6{8],such asjVusj;jVcbj;jVubj,�K ,�M d ,�M d=�M s,and sin(2�).The

constraintin the ��� �� planeresulting from Eq.(15),forexam ple,isrepresented by a circle

ofradiusR b thatiscentered at(��;��)= (0;0),while the m easured �k m ay �x a hyperbola

in the �� � �� plane. The com m only allowed region forthe apex ofthe UT in the ��;�� plane

correspondsto the so-called global�tresult. The rangesforthe CKM angles�;�,and 


obtained by a recent\CKM �t" are[6]
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80� <� � <
� 126�; 14� <� � <

� 27�; 34� <� 
 <� 82�: (20)

And the new global�t results can be found in Ref.[8],the typicalranges for the CKM

anglesare[29]

70� <� � <
� 130�; 20� <� � <

� 30�; 50� <� 
 <� 70�: (21)

Itiseasy to see thatthe indirectconstrainton the angle � agreesvery wellwith the �rst

solution � = (23:6+ 2:4�2:2 )
� in Eq.(3)from the BaBarand Belle’sm easurem ents,butstrongly

disfavorthe second solution � � 66�.W e therefore take � � 23:6� asthe physicalsolution

in ouranalysisand treatthelim it

� � 180� � � = 156:4� (22)

asthedirectphysicalupperlim iton theangle�.

Itisworth to m ention thattheconstraintson theCKM anglesfrom globalanalysisalso

depend on the speci�c statisticalm ethod used in the analysis(forexam ple,the Bayesian,

R�t,orScanning m ethod,etc. ),but the resulted di�erence is not signi�cant. Form ore

details aboutthe global�tofthe UT param eters,one can see the new CERN Report[8]

and referencestherein.

III.C P A SY M M ET R IES O F B ! �+ �� D EC AY

The B ! �+ �� decay m ode plays an im portant rule in m easuring the angle �. As

shown in Fig.2,both the tree and penguin diagram s contribute to the B ! �+ �� decay

sim ultaneously.The tree(T)contribution com esfrom b! u�ud transition by exchanging a

W boson,whilethereareQCD penguin (P)and color-suppressed electroweakpenguin (P C
E W )

contributionswith internalquarksq= (u;c;t).Thesuppressed annihilation diagram shave

been neglected.

A .Param etrization ofB ! �+ �� decay

From Fig.2,thedecay am plitudeA(B 0
d ! �+ �� )and itsconjugate �A(�B 0

d ! �+ �� )can

bewritten as[31]

A � A(B 0
! �

+
�
� )= � [V �

ubVudT + V
�
tbVtdPt+ V

�
cbVcdPc+ V

�
ubVudPu]; (23)

�A � �A(�B 0
! �

+
�
� )= � [VubV

�
udT + VtbV

�
tdPt+ VcbV

�
cdPc+ VubV

�
udPu]; (24)

whereT isthetreeam plitude,and Pi (i= u;c;t)arepenguin am plitudes.Using theCKM

unitarity relation as given in Eq.(11),the decay am plitude A can be rewritten in three

di�erentways 2 [36]

2Thisisthe so-called CK M am biguity [30].
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Convention A : A = � [V �
ubVudTuc+ V

�
tbVtdPtc]; (25)

Convention B : A = � [V �
ubVudTut� V

�
cbVcdPtc]; (26)

Convention C : A = � [�V �
tbVtdTut� V

�
cbVcdTuc]; (27)

with

Tut � T + Pu � Pt; Tuc � T + Pu � Pc; (28)

Ptc � Pt� Pc: (29)

The�rsttwo conventionsarefrequently used in previousstudies[15{17,19],thethird oneis

also considered in Ref.[36].

In ouranalysis,weuseConvention A and writetheam plitudesA and �A in thefollowing

way

A = � [V �
ubVudTuc+ V

�
tbVtdPtc]= �

h

e
i

e
i�T jTj+ e

�i�
e
i�P jPj

i

; (30)

�A = � [VubV
�
udTuc+ VtbV

�
tdPtc]= �

h

e
�i


e
i�T jTj+ e

i�
e
i�P jPj

i

: (31)

The SM predicts the CP-violating asym m etries in the tim e-dependent rates forinitial

B 0 and �B 0 decays to a com m on CP eigenstate fC P . In the case offC P = �+ �� , the

tim e-dependentrateisgiven by

f��(�t)=
e�j� tj=� B 0

4�B 0

f1+ q� [S�� sin(�m d�t)+ A �� cos(�m d�t)]g; (32)

where�B 0 istheB 0
d lifetim e,�m d isthem assdi�erencebetween thetwoB

0
d m asseigenstates,

�t= tC P � ttag isthe tim e di�erence between the tagged-B 0 (�B 0)and the accom panying
�B 0 ( B 0) with opposite b�
avor decaying to �+ �� at the tim e tC P ,q = +1 (�1) when

the tagging B m eson isa B 0 (�B 0).The CP-violating asym m etriesS�� and A �� have been

de�ned as

S�� =
2Im (���)

j���j
2 + 1

; A �� =
j���j

2 � 1

j���j
2 + 1

; (33)

wheretheparam eter��� isoftheform

��� =
q

p

�A

A
= e

2i� 1� rei(���)

1� rei(�+ �)
; (34)

where� = �P � �T isthedi�erenceofCP conservingstrongphases,whiletheratioofpenguin

to treeam plitudesoftheB ! �+ �� decay takestheform

r=

�
�
�
�

P

T

�
�
�
�=

jV �
tbVtdj

jV �
ubVudj

jPtcj

jTucj
; (35)

based on thede�nition ofdecay am plitudesin Eqs.(25,30).By explicitcalculations,we�nd

that3

3By a transform ation of� ! �+ �,the expressions ofS �� and A �� here willbecom e identical

with those in Ref.[17].
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S�� =
sin2� � 2rcos� sin�

1+ r2 � 2rcos� cos�
; (36)

A �� =
�2rsin� sin�

1+ r2 � 2rcos� cos�
: (37)

By setting r= 0,onewould �nd

A �� = 0;S�� = sin(2�); (38)

which clearly m eansthatone can m easure the sin(2�)directly from B 0
d ! �+ �� decay in

caseofneglectingthepenguin contribution tothisdecay.Thisisthereason whyB 0
d ! �+ ��

decay was assum ed to be the best channelto m easure CKM angle � previously. Butthe

m easurem ents ofB ! �� and K � decays show that the penguin contribution should be

ratherlarge.W ith penguin contributions,wehaveA �� 6= 0 and S�� 6= sin(2�).Besidesthe

Eq.(36),S�� can also bede�ned as[18]

S�� =
1

q

1� A 2
��

sin(2�eff); (39)

or

S�� = sin(2��eff): (40)

Here the allowed range of�eff can be determ ined by the m easurem ents ofS�� and A ��

directly.Thekey problem ishow to determ ine thedi�erences

�� = � � � eff; ��� = � � �� eff; (41)

which dependson them agnitudeand strong phasesofthetreeand penguin am plitudes.In

thiscase,theCP asym m etriescan nottellthesizeofangle� directly.A m ethod hasbeen

proposed to extractCKM angle� using B + ! �+ �0 and B 0 ! �0�0 decaystogetherwith

B 0
d ! �+ �� decay by the isospin relation [33]. However,itwilltake quite som e tim e for

the experim ents to m easure the three channelstogether. In Ref.[18],Charlesstudied the

waysto estim ate�� from them easured branching ratiosofB ! �� and B ! K � decays.

In nextsection,wewillextracttheconstraintson both � and � directly by considering the

latestexperim entalm easurem entsaboutthe relevantbranching ratiosofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0

and K 0�+ decays.

B .Estim ation ofthe ratio r= jP��=T��j

From Eqs.(36,37),one can see that the asym m etry param eter S�� and A �� generally

depend on only three\free"param eters:theCKM angle�,thestrongphase� and theratio

r.W ecan notsolveoutthesetwoequationswith threeunknown variablesdirectly.However,

wecan �nd de�niteconstrainton theangle� and strong phase� iftheratio r= jP=Tjcan

bedeterm ined experim entally,oratleastestim ated theoretically with good precision.

Up to now,m any attem pts have been m ade to estim ate the ratio r in various ways

[15,18,19,33,32,34,35].Threetypicalestim ationsofr arethefollowing.
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In Ref.[35],Beneke et al. m ade a theoreticalestim ation ofthe ratio r. Em ploying

theQCD factorization approach and neglecting theannihilation am plitude,theB ! �+ ��

decay am plitudecan bewritten as[35]

A (B 0
! �

+
�
� )= V

�
ubVud

h

a1 + a
u
4
+ a

u
10
+ r

�
� (a

u
6
+ a

u
8
)
i

A ��

+V �
cbVcd

h

a
c
4
+ a

c
10
+ r

�
� (a

c
6
+ a

c
8
)
i

A ��

+

�

V
�
ubVudb1 + (V �

ubVud + V
�
cbVcd)

�

b3 + 2b4 �
1

2
b
E W
3 +

1

2
b
E W
4

��

B �� (42)

with

A �� = �i
G F
p
2
(m 2

B � m
2

�)F
B ! �
0 (m 2

�)f�; (43)

B �� = �i
G F
p
2
fB f

2

�; (44)

where the coe�cientsa 1 and a2 describe thetree diagram contribution,aui and a
c
i describe

theQCD penguin (fori= 4;6)and electroweak penguin (fori= 8;10)contributionsinduced

by the penguin diagram s with internalup orcharm quark respectively,the coe�cients b i

describe the weak annihilation contributions [35],and fB and f� are the B and � m eson

decay constants,F B ! �
0 isthe form factorofB ! � transition,and the factorr�� describes

the so-called chiral-enhancem ent [35]to B ! �+ �� decay. The explicit expressions ofai
can befound in Ref.[35].

In Ref.[35],the\tree" and \penguin" partofdecay am plitude(42)werede�ned asthe

am plitude proportionalto the CKM factor V �
ubVud and V �

cbVcd respectively (i.e. using the

convention B),and theratio took theform [35]

�
�
�
�

P��

T��

�
�
�
�= �

jV �
cbVcdj

jV �
ubVudj

�
�
�
�
�
�

ac
4
+ ac

10
+ r�� (a

c
6
+ ac

8
)+ rA

h

b3 + 2b4 �
1

2

�

bE W
3

� bE W
4

�i

a1 + au4 + au10 + r�� (a
u
6 + au8)+ rA

h

b1 + b3 + 2b4 �
1

2
(bE W3 � bE W4 )

i

�
�
�
�
�
�
(45)

whererA = B ��=A �� � 0:003.Thecorresponding num ericalresultwas[35]

r=

�
�
�
�

P��

T��

�
�
�
�= 0:285� 0:076 (0:259� 0:068); (46)

when theweak annihilation contributionsareincluded ornot.

Them agnitudeoftheratiorcan alsobeestim ated by considering them easured branch-

ingratiosforthetreedom inated B ! �+ �0 decayand thepurepenguin channelB ! K 0�+ .

Butbecause oftheunitarity relation oftheCKM m atrix,onecan de�ne thetreeand pen-

guin am plitude in di�erentways,i.e. choose di�erentconvention in one’scalculation. For

B ! �+ �� decay, three are three di�erent conventions, as de�ned in Eqs.(25-27). For

B ! �+ �0 and K 0�+ decay m odes,wem eetthesim ilarsituation.

The �rst convention considered here is the Luo and Rosner (LR) convention. In Ref.

[19],Luo and Rosnerde�ned the strangeness-preserving �b ! �d penguin am plitude P�� in

the B ! �+ �� decay asthe am plitudesproportionalto the CKM com bination VtdV
�
tb (i.e.

the convention A asgiven in Eq.(25)),while setthe�b! �s penguin am plitude PK � in the
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pure penguin B + ! K 0�+ decay asthe am plitudesproportionalto VtsV
�
tb. By quoting all

decay ratesin unitsof(B branching ratio �106)and using the world average available at

thattim e[19],they found that

B(B +
! K

0
�
+ )=

�0

�+
jPK �j

2 = 17:2� 2:4; (47)

which leadsto

jPK �j= 4:02� 0:28; (48)

and

jP��j’

�
�
�
�

Vtd

Vts

�
�
�
�jPK �j= 0:71� 0:14: (49)

By using the theoreticalestim ation ofthe form factorshapes and the m easurem ent of

the spectrum ofB ! �l� near q2 = 0 where q2 is the squared e�ective m ass ofthe l�

system ,Luo and Rosner[19]estim ated the \tree" partofthe B ! �+ �� decay rate and

then obtained thevalueoftheparam eterT��

jT��j= 2:7� 0:6; (50)

which leadsto

r=

�
�
�
�

P��

T��

�
�
�
�= 0:26� 0:08: (51)

The second convention considered here isthe Gronau and Rosner(GR)convention. In

Ref.[15],Gronau and Rosnerde�ned the penguin am plitude P�� ofB ! �+ �� decay as

theam plitudeproportionalto theCKM com bination VcdV
�
cb (i.e.theconvention B asgiven

in Eq.(26)),and setthe �b ! �s penguin am plitude PK � in the pure penguin B + ! K 0�+

decay astheam plitudeproportionalto VcsV
�
cb,they then found num erically that

jP��j=
jVcdj

jVcsj

f�

fK
jPK �j= �

f�

fK
jPK �j’ 0:74� 0:05; (52)

wheref�=fK � 0:84 istheSU(3)breaking factor.Com bining thisresultwith

jT��j= 2:7� 0:6; (53)

estim ated from the m easured branching ratio B(B + ! �+ �0)= (4:6� 2:0)� 10�6 and the

assum ed Re(C��=T��)= 0:1 [37],they found thevalueoftheratio r [15]

r=

�
�
�
�

P��

T��

�
�
�
�= 0:276� 0:064: (54)

From the values as given in Eqs.(46,51,54),one can see that the ratio r obtained by

threedi�erentestim ationsarein good agreem entwithin 1� error.From theanalysisin this

section and the estim ations in next section where the newest data willbe considered,we

believe that it is reasonable to set r = 0:3� 0:1 in our calculations. In next section,we

�nd thatthem easurem entsofrelevantbranching ratiosprefera ratio rlargerthan 0:16.In

Belle’spaper,they assum ed thatr = 0:3� 0:15 to draw the constrainton the CKM angle

� from theirlatestm easurem entsofS�� and A �� [21].

9



C .C onstraints on � and �

Now we are ready to extractout� by com paring the theoreticalprediction ofS�� and

A �� with them easured results.Asdiscussed previously [16],therem ay existsom ediscrete

am biguitiesbetween � and � � � forthem apping ofS�� and A �� onto the� � � plane.W e

willconsiderthee�ectsofsuch discreteam biguity.

At �rst,the positiveness ofthe m easured A �� at2� leveland the fact that sin� > 0

for 0 < � < 180� im plies that sin� should be negative, the range of0 � � � 180� is

thereforeexcluded undertheparam etrization ofdecay am plitudeofB ! �+ �� asgiven in

Eqs.(30,31).Consequently,only therangeof�180� < � < 0� need to beconsidered here.

Forthespecialcaseof� = �90�,thediscreteam biguity between � and � � � disappears

and theexpressionsofS�� and A �� can berewritten as

S�� =
sin2�

1+ r2
; (55)

A �� =
2rsin�

1+ r2
; (56)

which leadsto thecom m on allowed rangeofangle�

98� � � � 118� (57)

forS�� = �0:49� 0:27,A �� = 0:51� 0:19 and r= 0:30� 0:10.

Foran arbitrary valueof� in theregion of�180� < � < 0�,theconstrainton theangle

� willchange. In Fig.3,we show the � dependence ofA �� for r = 0:3 and � = �30�

(dotscurve),�60� (dot-dashed curve),�90� (solid curve),�120� (short-dashed curve)and

�150� (tiny-dashed curve),respectively.Theband between two horizontaldotslinesshows

the allowed range 0:32 � A exp
�� � 0:70. The verticaldots line refers to the physicallim it

� � 180� � � with � = 23:6�.Itiseasy to see from Fig.3 thatthe regionsallowed by the

m easured A �� aloneat1� levelare

30� � � � 150�; (58)

�150� � � � �30�; (59)

forr= 0:30 and A �� = 0:51� 0:19.

In Fig.4,weshow the� dependenceofS�� forr= 0:3 and � = �30� (dotscurve),�60�

(dot-dashed curve),�90� (solid curve),�120� (short-dashed curve)and �150� (tiny-dashed

curve),respectively.Theband between two horizontaldotslinesshowsthem easured value

ofS�� = �0:49� 0:27. The verticaldotsline showsthe physicallim it� � 180� � � with

� = 23:6�. From this �gure,we �nd thatthe range of82� � � � 129� is allowed by the

m easured S�� at1� level.

Fig.5showsthecontourplotsoftheCP asym m etriesS�� andA �� versusthestrongphase

� and CKM angle� forr= 0:20(thedashed circlesin (a)),0:30(thesolid circlesin (a))and

0:40(b),respectively.Theregionsinsideeach circleareallowed by both Sexp
�� = �0:49� 0:27

and A exp
�� = 0:51� 0:19 forgiven r. The discrete am biguity between � and � � � are also

shown in Fig.5. For� = �90�,such discrete am biguity disappear. The horizontalshort-

dashed line is the physicallim it � � 156:4�,while the band between two horizontaldots

linesshowstheallowed region of30� � � � 130� from theglobal�t.
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Theconstrainton theCKM angle� and thestrongphase� can beread o� directly from

Fig.5.Num erically,theallowed regionsfortheCKM angle� and thestrong phase� are

90� � � � 121�; �127� � � � �55�; (60)

forr= 0:2,and

83� � � � 128�; �150� � � � �33�; (61)

forr= 0:3,and �nally

76� � � � 135�
_
�160� � � � �26�; (62)

148� � � � 158�
_
�135� � � � �45�; (63)

forr= 0:4.There isa twofold am biguity forthe determ ination ofangle� forr= 0:4,but

thesecond region of� in Eq.(63)isstrongly disfavored by theglobal�tresultasillustrated

in Fig.5 and willbedropped.

Obviously,theconstraintson � strongly depend on thevalueofr.In Fig.6 wedraw the

contourplotsofthe CP asym m etriesS�� and A �� in the r� � plane for� = �60� (short-

dashed curves),�90� ( solid curves) and �120� (dots curves),respectively. The regions

inside each sem i-circle are allowed by both Sexp
�� = �0:49� 0:27 and A exp

�� = 0:51� 0:19

(experim ental1� allowed rangeswhen theFDG scalingfactorisnotconsidered).Theupper

short-dashed lineshow thephysicallim it� � 156:4�,theband between two horizontaldots

linesshowsthe global�tresult. From this�gure and the num ericalcalculationswe �nd a

lowerlim iton r,

r� 0:16 (64)

forthewholepossiblerangesof� and �,which agreeswellwith previousestim ations.

In Ref.[21],based on theirown newestm easurem ent,BelleCollaboration presented the

allowed region of� (at95:5% C.L.)

78� � � � 152� (65)

for� = 23:5� and 0:15� r� 0:45.

In our analysis,we used the weighted average ofBaBar and Belle’s m easurem ents of

CP-violating asym m etriesand r= 0:3� 0:1 astheexperim entaland theoreticalinput.Our

resultisin good agreem entwith Belle’sconstraint(65)whereonly theirown m easurem ent

ofS�� and A �� wereused.

One can see from above analysis that ifwe take the average S�� = �0:49� 0:27 and

A �� = 0:51� 0:19astheexperim entalinput,andusethetheoretically�xedratior= 0:3� 0:1,

we�nd a strong constrainton �,

76� � � � 135�: (66)

Thisrangeof� iswellconsistentwith theglobal�tresult[6{8,23].On theotherhand,the

constrainton thestrong phases� from them easured S�� and A �� isstillratherweak.
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Asdiscussed in theintroduction,them easurem entsofS�� and A �� asreported by BaBar

and Belle Collaboration are notfully consistent. W e should considerthe case ofusing the

weighted-average with the errorsm agni�ed by the PDG scaling factor,asalready given in

Eq.(7)

S�� = �0:49� 0:61;A �� = +0:51� 0:23: (67)

In Fig.7,wedraw thecontourplotsoftheCP asym m etriesS�� and A �� versusthestrong

phase � and the CKM angle � by using S�� = �0:49� 0:61 and A �� = 0:51� 0:23. The

allowed regionsarethen

78� � � � 136�; �137� � � � �43� (68)

forr= 0:2,and

71� � � � 154�; �154� � � � �26� (69)

forr= 0:3,and �nally

64� � � � 162�
_
�162� � � � �18� (70)

forr = 0:4. It is easy to see from �gures 5 and 7 that the constraints on � becom e less

restrictive now.

In nextsection,wetry to draw new constraintson theangle� and � from them easured

CP-averaged branching ratiosofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and B ! K 0�+ decays.

IV .IN FO R M AT IO N FR O M M EA SU R ED B R A N C H IN G R AT IO S

Aslisted in Table II,the CP-averaged branching ratiosofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and B !

K 0�+ decay m odeshave been m easured with rathergood precision. From these m easured

ratiosonecan inferthat(a)theratio oftreeto penguin am plitudesr= jP��=T��j;and (b)

theconstrainton theangle� and strongphase�.Ofcourse,theinform ation from m easured

B(B ! K �)and B(B ! ��)can beused asa crosscheck fortheresultsobtained in thelast

section.

A .T he m easured branching ratios and the ratio r

In thispaper,weusethefollowing assum ptionsin addition to theSM [18]:

1.SU(2)isospin asym m etry ofthestrong interactions.

2.Thebreaking ofSU(3)
avorsym m etry ofthestrong interactionsisdescribed by the

ratio off�=fK with f� = 133M eV and fK = 158M eV asgiven in TableI.

3.Neglectofthe suppressed annihilation diagram sand the electroweak penguin contri-

butions.

12



4.Neglect ofthe penguin contributions which is proportionalto VusV
�
ub in the B + !

K 0�+ decay am plitude.

FollowingRef.[32],the
avor-SU(3)decom position ofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and K 0�+ decay

am plitudescan bein generalwritten as

A(B +
! �

+
�
0)= �

1
p
2

�

T + C + PE W + P
C
E W

�

; (71)

A(B 0
! �

+
�
� )= �

�

T + P �
2

3
P
C
E W

�

; (72)

A(B +
! K

0
�
+ )= P

0

�
1

3
P

0C
E W ; (73)

wheretheunprim ed am plitudesdenotestrangeness-preserving (�S = 0)b! d decays,the

prim ed am plitudesdenote strangeness changing (j�sj= 1)b ! s decays. The am plitude

T iscolor-favored tree am plitude,C isthe color-suppressed tree am plitude,P and P
0

are

gluon penguin am plitudes,and PE W and P
0C
E W are the color-allowed and color-suppressed

electroweak penguins(EW P)4.From previousstudies[32,37,38],wegetto know that

� The electroweak penguin com ponent in B+ ! �+ �0 decay (which is purely I = 2)

should bebetween O (�2)and O (�3)ofthedom inantT contribution [32],which isin

agreem entwith Deshpande and He’sestim ation [38]: jPE W =Tj� 1:6% jVtd=Vubj. For

the contribution due to P
0C
E W ,itisin factm uch sm allerthan thatofPE W because of

furthercolor-suppression. The EW P contributionsto B + ! �+ �0;�+ �� and K 0�+

decaysarethereforevery sm alland can beneglected safely.

� Thee�ectsofEW P am plitudeson theextraction oftheCKM angle� areatm ostof

order�2 and arenegligible[32].

By em ploying theassum ptions1-4,onecan �nd theconstrainton thesizeofr from the

m easured CP-averaged branching ratiosaslisted in TableII.Thisisshown below.

B .C urrent estim ations ofjTjand jP j

Asdiscussed in lastsection,the ratio r = jP=Tjcan be estim ated experim entally from

them easured branching ratiosofthetreedom inated B ! �+ �0 decay and thepurepenguin

processB ! K 0�+ .Inthissubsection,weupdatetheestim ationoftheratiorbyconsidering

thelatestm easurem entsofthetwo branching ratios.

W hen theelectroweak penguin contribution isneglected,theB + ! �+ �0 decay depends

on tree am plitude T + C only. From the wellm easured branching ratio asgiven in Table

II,one can determ ine the m agnitude ofjT + Cj.Ifwe quote alldecay ratesin unitsof(B

branching ratio �106)[15,19],them easured B ! �+ �0 branching ratio asgiven in TableII

im plies

4Fora detailed discussion aboutthe 
avorSU (3)decom position oftwo-body hadronic B m eson

decays,onecan see Refs.[32,37]and referencestherein.
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B(B +
! �

+
�
0)=

1

2

h

B(B +
! �

+
�
0)+ B(B �

! �
�
�
0)
i

=
1

2

�+

�0
jT + Cj

2 = 5:3� 0:8: (74)

W e have to estim ate the relative strength ofT and C contribution before we can �x jTj

from the m easured branching ratio. In Ref.[37],the authorassum ed Re[C=T]= 0:1. W e

hereusetheQCD factorization approach to estim atethevalueofjC=Tj.

UndertheQCD factorization approach,thedecay am plitudesofB + ! �+ �0 and B + !

K 0�+ can bewritten as[35]

A(B +
! �

+
�
0)= �i

G F
p
2
(m 2

B � m
2

�)F
B ! �
0 (m 2

�)f� � V
�
ubVud[a1 + a2]; (75)

where a1 and a2 describe the tree the color-suppressed tree contributions,the sm allelec-

troweak penguin hasbeen neglected.Using thecoe�cientsa 1;2 attheNLO levelasgiven in

Ref.[35],we�nd num erically that

jC=Tj� ja2=a1j� 0:10 (76)

form b=2� � � 2m b with m b = 4:6 GeV.Itisthereforereasonableto set

jC=Tj= 0:10+ 0:10�0:05 (77)

in ouranalysis.From Eqs.(74)and (77),wethen �nd that

jT�+ �0j= 2:8� 0:2(�B r)� 0:2(�jC=Tj)= 2:8� 0:3 (78)

forB(B ! �+ �0)= (5:3� 0:8)� 10�6 and �+ =�0 = 1:083� 0:017 [23].Thisestim ation of

T�+ �0 agreeswellwith previous results jTj= 2:7� 0:6 [19,37]but with sm aller errordue

to the im provem ent ofthe data. From the assum ption ofthe isospin sym m etry ofstrong

interaction,wehave

jT�+ �� j= jT�+ �0j: (79)

Forthe sake ofsim plicity,we use term sjTjand jPjto denote jT�+ �� jand jP�+ �� jwithout

furtherspeci�cation.

Asdiscussed in lastsection,thestrangeness-changingQCD penguin am plitudeP 0= PK �

can bedeterm ined from them easured branching ratio B(B + ! K 0�+ )asgiven in TableII.

In unitsofB branching ratio �106,we�nd

B(B +
! K

0
�
+ )=

�+

�0
jPK �j

2 = 19:7� 1:5; (80)

which leadsto

jPK �j= 4:3� 0:2: (81)

Using Gronau and Rosnerconvention [15]to de�neP��,we�nd num erically that
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jPj= �
f�

fK
jPK �j= 0:80� 0:04 (82)

forf� = 0:133 GeV and fK = 0:158 GeV,which leadsto thevalue

r= jP=Tj= 0:29� 0:04 (83)

forT = 2:8� 0:3 asgiven in Eq.(78).

Using theLuo and Rosnerconvention [19]to de�neP��,we�nd num erically that

jPj= �j1� �� � i��jjPK �j= 0:81� 0:19 (84)

for� = 0:2196� 0:0026,�� = 0:22� 0:10 and �� = 0:35� 0:05 asgiven in Ref.[23].Theratio

r thereforetakesthevalueof

r= jP=Tj= 0:29� 0:07 (85)

forT = 2:8� 0:3 asgiven in Eq.(78).

The ratios r in Eqs.(83) and (85)agree very wellwith those given in previous papers

[15,19,35],butwith sm allererrorsbecauseoftheim provem entofthedata.W ebelievethat

itisreasonableand conservativeto setr= 0:3� 0:1 in ourcalculations.

C .C onstraint on � and � from m easured branching ratios

Using theexpressionsofthedecay am plitudesasgiven in Eqs.(30,31),theCP-averaged

branching ratio ofB ! �+ �� decay can bewritten as

B(B 0
! �

+
�
� )= jTj

2 + jPj
2
� 2jTjjPjcos� cos�: (86)

The world average ofexperim entalm easurem ents ( in units ofB branching ratio �106 )

im plies

B(B 0
! �

+
�
� )= jTj

2 + jPj
2
� 2jTjjPjcos� cos� = 4:6� 0:4: (87)

Itiseasy to �nd that

jTj
2 + jPj

2 = 8:5� 1:3> 4:6� 0:4 (88)

forjTj= 2:8� 0:3and jPj= 0:81� 0:19.In otherwords,thetreeand penguin am plitudesin

B 0 ! �+ �� decay areindeed interferingdestructively at2:6� level.Consequently,cos� and

cos� in Eq.(87)should havethesam esign.By scanning thewholerangesofjTj= 2:8� 0:3,

jPj= 0:81� 0:19 and B(B 0 ! �+ �� )= 4:6� 0:4,we�nd thelowerlim it

cos�cos� =
jTj2 + jPj2 � (4:6� 0:4)

2jTjjPj
� 0:45; (89)

and m orespeci�cally,

15



jcos�j� 0:45; (90)

jcos�j� 0:45: (91)

The m inim um value ofcos�cos� = 0:45 correspondsto the choice ofjTj= 2:5;jPj= 1:0

(i.e.r= jP=Tj= 0:4)and B(B 0 ! �+ �� )= 5:0.

W ithin the physicalrangesof0� < � < 180� and �180� � � � 0�,the inequality (89)

leadsto two setsofsolutions,

I: �63� � � � 0�; 0� � � � 63�; (92)

II: �180� � � � �117�; 117� � � � 180�: (93)

Itiseasy to seethattheregions

63� � � � 117�; �117� � � � �63�; (94)

are excluded,which isa new and im portantinform ation obtained from the m easurem ents

ofthe branching ratiosofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and B ! K 0�+ decays. Furtherim provem ent

ofthe data willhelp us to narrow the allowed ranges for both � and �. Considering the

directm easurem entofthe angle � and the boundson the angle 
 from global�t,thecase

of� < 63� isstrongly disfavored,whiletherangeof

117� � � � 156:4� (95)

is stillallowed by direct m easurem ent ofthe angle � and the data ofrelevant branching

ratios.

In Fig.8wedraw thecontourplotsofEq.(89)in the�� � plane.Thetwo regionsatthe

upper-leftand lower-rightcornerbounded by solid curvesarestillallowed by theconstraint

cos�cos� � 0:45.Onecan seefrom Fig.8thatthe�rstsolution (i.e.thelower-rightcorner

region )asspeci�ed in Eq.(92)isstrongly disfavored by theglobal�tresult,70� <� � <
� 130�,

asillustrated by theband between to dotslinesin �gure8.

D .C om bined result

Now we com bine the constraints on the CKM angle � and strong phase � from the

experim entalm easurem entsstudied in thispaper.

Fig.9 isthe com bination ofFig.5b and Fig.8 forr = 0:4. The upperdot-dashed line

showsthe directphysicallim itof� � 156:4� from the BaBarand Belle’sm easurem entsof

sin2�. The regions inside the solid circles are allowed by both Sexp�� = �0:49� 0:27 and

A exp
�� = 0:51� 0:19forr= 0:4.Theregionsattheupper-leftand lower-rightcornerbounded

by short-dashed curves are allowed by the constraint cos�cos� � 0:45 for r = 0:4. The

com m only allowed region can be seen from Fig.9,and the com bined constraints on the

CKM angle� and thestrong phase� are

117� � �� 135�; (96)

�160� � �� �132�: (97)
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The constrainton � isin very good agreem entwith thatfrom global�t,illustrated by the

horizontalband between two dotslines,70� <� � <
� 130�,and willbe im proved along with

progressofexperim entalm easurem ents.Thelowerlim itof� � 117� ism uch strongerthan

the lim itsobtained before.The constrainton thestrong phase �,however,dependson the

convention to choosetherelativephasebetween thetreeand penguin am plitudes.

From Fig.9,onecan also seethatthediscreteam biguity between � and � � � isresolved

by theinclusion ofthethreem easured branching ratios.

Fig.10 isthe com bination ofFig.7b and Fig.8 forr = 0:4. The lowerand upperlim it

on � aredom inated by theconstraintfrom them easured branching ratiosand by thedirect

physicallim it� � 156:4� respectively,whiletheconstrainton � from them easured S�� and

A �� becom esratherweak when oneusestheenlarged errorsasthe1� experim entalerrors.

Theallowed regionsoftheangle� and � can then beread from Fig.10 directly,

117� � �� 156:4�; (98)

�162� � �� �132�: (99)

Theexperim entalerrorsofthem easured branchingratiosofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and K 0�+

asgiven inTableIIarearound10% now.Theerrorsofthem easured S�� andA �� asreported

by BaBarand Belle Collaborationsare stilllarge. Ba com paring the �gures9 and 10,one

can see clearly thatthe im provem entofthe experim entalm easurem entsofS�� and A �� is

veryim portantforustodeterm inetheCKM angle� reliably.Besidestheerrorin estim ating

them agnitude ofjC=Tj,them ain theoreticalerrorin ourm ethod m ay also com efrom the

neglecting ofannihilation type diagram s,which was shown notvery sm allin som e m odel

calculations[39].

V .SU M M A RY

In thispaper,westudy and try to �nd constraintson theCKM angle� and thestrong

phase � from the experim entalm easurem entsofsin(2�),the CP-violating asym m etriesof

B ! �+ �� decay,theCP-averaged branching ratiosofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and K 0�+ decays.

In Section II,wegivea briefreview abouttheCKM anglesand quotetheconstraintson

theseanglesobtained from theglobal�t[8,29].From them easured sin(2�)[2,4],thedirect

physicalupperlim iton � is� � 156:4� for� = 23:6�.

In section III,wedraw constarintson � and � from them easured CP-violating asym m e-

triesofS�� and A ��.By taking theweighted-averageofBABAR and Belle’sm easurem ents

astheexperim entalinput,wefound thefollowing constraints

76� � � � 135�; �160� � � � �26� (100)

forS�� = �0:49� 0:27,A �� = +0:51� 0:19 and r= 0:3� 0:1,asshown in Fig.5,and

64� � � � 162�; �162� � � � �18� (101)

forS�� = �0:49� 0:61,A �� = +0:51� 0:23 and r= 0:3� 0:1,asshown in Fig.7.

In section IV,wedraw constarintson � and � from them easured CP-averaged branching

ratios ofB ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and B ! K 0�+ decays as given in Table II. In the analysis,
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SU(2) isospin sym m etry and other three assum ptions are em ployed. From the m easured

decay rates ofB + ! �+ �0 and B + ! K 0�+ ,one can determ ine the tree and penguin

am plitudesofB ! �+ �� decay:jTj= 2:8� 0:3,whilejPj= 0:80� 0:04 in GR convention

[15]and jPj= 0:81� 0:19 in LR convention [19].The destructive interference between the

tree and penguin am plitudes ofB ! �+ �� decay is then established at 2:6� level. The

regions

63� � � � 117�; �117� � � � �63� (102)

are excluded by the inequality cos�cos� � 0:45 as given in Eq.(89),which is a new and

im portantinform ation from them easurem entsoftherelevantbranching ratios.

The com bined constraintson the CKM angle � and strong phase � have been given in

Eqs.(96-97),asillustrated in Figs.9 and 10.Thecom m on allowed regionsfor� and � are

117� � � � 135�; �160� � � � �132�; (103)

forS�� = �0:49� 0:27,A �� = +0:51� 0:19 and r= 0:4,while

117� � � � 156:4�; �162� � � � �132�; (104)

forS�� = �0:49� 0:61,A �� = +0:51� 0:23 and r= 0:4.

In short,we are able to draw strong constraint on the CKM angle � from currently

availableexperim entalm easurem entsconsidered in thispaper.Thenew lowerlim iton the

angle � is dom inated by the inequality cos�cos� � 0:45 and m uch stronger than those

obtained before.In theSM ,them easured valueoftheangle� givesa physicalupperlim it

on theCKM angle�.Them easured CP-violating asym m etriesS�� and A �� can leadsto a

strongupperlim iton� ifwetakeS�� = 0:49� 0:27andA �� = 0:51� 0:19astheexperim ental

input.Ifweconsidertheenlarged errorsofS�� and A ��,however,thecorresponding upper

lim itbecom e weak.The constraintsfrom di�erentsourcesarecom plem entary to pin down

theallowed region of�.Furtherim provem entofthedata willhelp usto determ ine � with

a good precision.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Values ofthe input param eters used in the num ericalcalculations. M ost ofthem

are quoted from PDG 2002 [23].Allm assesarein the unitofG eV.

jVusj= � jVcbj jVubj jVtdj Vtb

0:2196� 0:0026 (41:2� 2:0)� 10�3 (3:6� 0:7)� 10�3 (7:9� 1:5)� 10�3 1

m W m t m
pole

b
m B d

m B s

80:42 175 4:80� 0:15 5:279 5:369

f� fK �0 �+ �+ =�0

0:133 0:158 1:542ps 1:674ps 1:083� 0:017

TABLE II. Experim ental m easurem ents of the CP-averaged branching ratios for

B ! �+ �� ;�+ �0 and K 0�+ decays (in units of10�6 ) as reported by CLEO [24],BaBar [25]

and Belle Collaboration [26].Thenum bersin lastcolum n arethe weighted average.

Channel CLEO BaBar Belle Average

�+ �� 4:5
+ 1:4+ 0:5
�1:2�0:4 4:7� 0:6� 0:2 4:4� 0:6� 0:3 4:6� 0:4

�+ �0 4:6
+ 1:8+ 0:6
�1:6�0:7 5:5

+ 1:0
�0:9 � 0:6 5:3� 1:3� 0:5 5:3� 0:8

K 0�+ 18:8
+ 3:7+ 2:1
�3:3�1:8 17:5

+ 1:8
�1:7 � 1:3 22:0� 1:9� 1:1 19:7� 1:5
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FIG .1. Unitarity triangle in ��;�� plane,corresponding to theb! d transition.

22



�

b

�u

T

d d

W

u

�

d

g �

+

g �

�

V

�

ub

V

ud

b

u

�

d

�

d

�u

d

g �

�

g �

+

V

ub

V

�

ud

�

b

�

d

�q

P

g

u

�u

dd

g �

+

g �

�

V

�

qb

V

qd

b d

q

�u

u

�

d

�

d

g �

�

g �

+

V

qb

V

�

qd

�

b

�

d

�q

P

C

EW


; Z

u

�u

dd

g �

+

g �

�

V

�

qb

V

qd

b d

q

�u

u

�

d

�

d

g �

�

g �

+

V

qb

V

�

qd

FIG .2. The tree (T),Q CD penguin (P) and color-suppressed electroweak penguin (P C
E W )

diagram swith q= u;c;t,contributing to theB 0
d;
�B 0
d ! �+ �� decays.
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FIG .3. Plots of A �� vs angle � for r = 0:30. The �ve curves correspond to � = � 30 �

(dotscurve),� 60� (dot-dashed curve),� 90� (solid curve),� 120� (short-dashed curve)and � 150�

(tiny-dashed curve),respectively. The band between two horizontaldotslines showsthe allowed

range0:32 � A exp
�� � 0:70 at1� level.Theverticaldotslinerefersto thephysicallim it�� 156:4 �.
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FIG .4. PlotsofS�� vsangle�forr= 0:30 and � 150� � �� � 30�.From theleftto theright

the �ve curves correspond to � = � 30�,� 60�,� 90�,� 120� and � 150�,respectively. The band

between two horizontaldotslinesshowstheallowed range� 0:76 � Sexp�� � � 0:22 at1� level.The

verticaldotsline refersto the physicallim it�� 156:4�.
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FIG .5. Contourplotsoftheasym m etriesS�� and A �� versustheCK M angle�and thestrong

phase � forr = 0:2 (the dotscirclesin (a)),0:3 (the solid circlesin (a)),and 0:4(b),respectively.

Theuppershort-dashed lineshowsthephysicalupperlim it,whiletheband between two horizontal

dotslinesshowsthe global�tresult:70� � �� 130�.
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FIG .6. Contourplotsoftheasym m etriesS�� and A �� versustheCK M angle�and theratio

r= jP=Tjfor�= � 60� (dotscurves),� 90� (solid curves)and � 120� (short-dashed curves),respec-

tively.Theregionsinsidethesem i-closed curvesareallowed by thedata.Theuppershort-dashed

line showsthe physicallim it�� 156:4�,while the band between two horizontaldotslinesshows

the global�tresult:70� � �� 130�.
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FIG .7. The sam e asFig.5,butusing S�� = 0:49� 0:61 and A �� = 0:51� 0:23 asthe experi-

m entalinput.
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FIG .8. Contourplotsofthe branching ratio B(B ! �+ �� )versusthe CK M angle � and the

strong phase �. The regionsatthe upper-leftand the lower-rightcornerbounded by solid curves

are stillallowed by theinequality cos�cos�� 0:45.

29



FIG .9. The com bined constarints on � and � for r = 0:4 and taking S �� = 0:49 � 0:27,

A �� = 0:51� 0:19 asthe experim entalinput.Fordetailssee text.
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FIG .10. Thesam easFig.9,buttakingS�� = 0:49� 0:61,A �� = 0:51� 0:23 astheexperim ental

input.Fordetailssee text.
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