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Abstract

In this paper, we draw constraints on the Cabibbo-K obayashiM askawa
(CKM ) angle and the strong phase from the experim ental m easure—
ments of sih 2 ), the CP—wiolating asymm etries and branching ratios of
B! * ;%" %ndK? ' decays. IntheSM ,them easured sin ¢ ) kadsto
an upper lim ton : 180 . Taking the weighted-average ofthe newest
BaBar and Bellke measurementsof S andaA @ BO! * decay as the
experin ental nput, we nd the allowed range of angle , 76 135
forr = P=Tj= 03 0d. From the measured CP-averaged branch-
ngmtiosofB ! T ;' %and K° * decays, we und an inequaliy,
cos oS 0:45. The region 0£70 110 isthusexclided by applying
this nequality. The combined constraints on and are 117 135
and 160 132 ifwetakeS = 049 027andA = 051 0:d9%as
the experim ental nput. The new lower lm it on the angle is dom inated by
the m easured branching ratios considered in this paper, and ism uch stronger
than those ocbtained before.
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I. NTRODUCTION

To m easure the CabbiboK cbayashiM askawa (CKM ) angles , and is one of the
m ain goals of the B factory experim ents. In the standard m odel (SM ), the CP violation is
Induced by the nonzero phase anglk appeared In the CKM m ixing m atrix Vex v , and the
uniarity ofthem atrix Ve x v Jeads to the constraint

+ + =180: @)

Recent m easurem ents of sin 2 in neutralB meson decay By ! J= K¢, by BaBar [ 2]

and Belle [3,4] Collaborations established the third type CP violtion (nterference between

the decay and m ixing ) of B4 meson system . The world average of sin (2 ) dom Inated by
the newest BaBar and Belle m easurem ents 4] is B]

sih @ )= 0734 0:054; )
which Jeads to a twofold solution of the angle
= 23677 e64';? 3)

The rst solution is in perfect agreem ent w ith the global t resuls as given for exam ple In

Refs. [§{§], while the second one cannot be explained in the SM and requires the existence of
new physics [9]. Several strategies to distinguish these two solutions through a m easurem ent
of the sign of c0s2 have been proposed [IQ] recently. In this paper, we willuse the rst
solution ofthe angle  as the experim ental input.

A fter the experin entalm easurem ent ofthe anglke , m ore attention hastumed to waysof
laming theangke and . Forthe detemm ination ofthe angle ,them easured CP -averaged
branching ratiosofB ! K ; decays play a key role, and have been studied intensively
in the literature {17{14]. But the direct constraint from experinentson  is stillweak.

The CKM anglk (or , In Belk's word) can be determm ined by the experin ental
m easurem ents orthe CP viokhting asymmetriesof By ! % decays RQA5{17]. From the
experin ental m easurem ents of the branching ratios of B ! and K decays, one can
also extract out the CKM angke  [15,18,19]. Very recently, based on the data samplk of
about 85 and 88 m illion (“4S) ! B B decays, BaBar and Belk collaboration reported their
m easurem ents of the CP vioktion oftheB] ! ¥  decay RQ21], respectively.

BaBar result PQ1:

S =002 034(stat:) 005(systs);
C = 030 025(stat) 004 (systs); @)
and Bele P11:
S = 123 0#4l(stat)’ sy (syst);

+0:77 027 (stat:) 008 (syst): ©®)

Tt iseasy to see that the experin entalm easurem ents ofthe B aB ar and B elle collaboration
are not fully consistent w ith each other: BaBar’s result is still consistent w ith zero, while



the Bells's result strongly lndicate nonzero S  and A . But we do believe that the current
discrepancy between two collaborations w ill disappear w hen m ore data becom e availabl. If
we m ake a weighted average E: of the two experin ents, and nd that

S = 049 027061); 6)
= +051 0:19(023); ()

w here the errors in brackets are those ncreased by the PD G scaling—factor procedure P31.

In a previous paper [17], based on the data as reported by BaB ar and B elke C ollaboration
R2022], we presented the general description of CP asymm etries of the B ! ¥ decay
and found the constraint on the CKM anglke and the strong phase

In thispaper, in order to re ne the constraintson both and ,wewillfocuson the ol
Jow Ing experin ental nformm ation: @) the new m easurem ents of CP -violating asym m etries of
B! *  RORLL; b)thewellm easured CP-averaged branching ratiosofB !  * ; * ©
and K © * decays P4{26]; and (c) the world average of sin 2 ) asgiven n Eq.@Z) [I. For
the sake of com plteness and com parison, we also quote the constraintson the CKM angles
from global t [G{8].

T his paper is organized as ollow s. Tn Sec. T, we give a brief review about the de nition
ofthe CKM anglks, draw direct constraint on the CKM anglke from themeasured sh @ ).
In Sec..II] we present the general description of CP asymm etries oftheB | * decay,
consider new BaBar and Belk'smeasurements of S and A to draw the constraints on
the CKM angk and the strong phase . In Sec..lV' we take the wellm easured branching
ratibsofB ! * ;' %andK°® * decay m odes into account, estin ate the ratio of tree
to penguin am plitude =P j and nally draw the constraintson both the CKM anglke and
the strong phase . The conclusions are included in the nalsection.

II.THE CKM ANGLES , AND IN THE SM

In the SM wih SU (2) U (1) asthe gauge group, the quark m ass eigenstates are not the
sam e as the weak eigenstates. The m ixing between the down type quark m ass eigenstates
was described by a 3 3 unitary matrix Vexw [R7]. The ekments of the CKM m atrix
Vekw are xed by fourparam eters, one of which is an irreducible com plex phase. U sing the
generalized W olfenstein param etrization 8], Vex v can be w ritten as

0 2 1
1 AC( 1)
_ B 2 2 C
Vegwm = @ 1 = A A 8)
A 3@ i) A? 1
where = (1 2=2), = (@1 2?=2),andA, , and are the Pur independent

W olfenstein param eters. The param eter A and have been m easured w ith good precision,

= YusJ= 02196 00026 ©)

lForthe parameter A  and C , there is a sign di erence between the conventions of Belle and
BaBar Collaboration: A = C .W ehere use Belk's convention Q-_Z]



from analysis ofK .3 decays 3], and

_ V]

A 2

= 0854 0042 10)

determ ined from themeasured ¥/4Jj= @12 20) 10° and = 02196 00026 P3].
The unitarity ofthe CKM m atrix implies six \unitariy triangk". O ne of them corre-
goonding to theb ! d transition yields

Vuqub + Vodvcb + thth = 0: (ll)
T hisunitarty trangle (UT) is just a geom etricalpresentation ofthisequation In the com plex

plne, as illustrated in Figil. The three CKM angks in Fig.1 are de ned as

Vi Via

= a ; 12

g VubVUdl ; @2)
V.V

= arg b’cd (13)
VeV |
V. Vig

= arg “ub’ud . (14)
VoV

These de nitions are ndependent of any kind of param etrization of the CKM m atrix ele-
m ents, and therefore universal. In the rescaled UT, Ry, and R denote the lengths ofthe two
sides as shown In Fjg.ﬂl, and have been de ned as

WV d 21 vy
R, j/d ub?: 24 2= @ _ )= wb ; 15)
v,j 49— 1V
Rt j‘]td tbj,= (l )2_|_ 2 = —td H (16)
VeV ®

Intemsof (; ),sn@ ;) (3= ; ; ) can bewrtten as

o 2 (*+ 2 )

eI E @ e 2 )
o2a )

sin (2 )_Wr 18)
) 2

sn@ )= " x (19)

W ithin the fram ework ofthe SM , intensive studies have been done to constrain the UT
by a global t using the currently available data on neutral K, B m ixing, sam iJeptonic B
and K m eson decays [G{8], such as Vus 5 Vo3 Vard x» M o, M =M g,andsihn 2 ). The
constraint in the plane resulting from Eq. (I5), for exam pl, is represented by a circle
of radius Ry, that iscentered at ( ; ) = (0;0), while themeasured y may x a hyperbola
in the plane. The comm only allowed region for the apex ofthe UT in the ; plane
corresponds to the socalled global t resul. The ranges for the CKM anglks ; , and
obtained by a recent \CKM t" are [4]



80 < < 126; 14 < <27; 34 < <82 (0)

And the new global t results can be found in Ref. R], the typical ranges for the CKM
angles are Y]

70 < < 130; 20 < <30; 50 < < 70: @1)
Tt is easy to see that the indirect constraint on the angle  agrees very wellw ith the rst
solution = (23:6'7F) i Eq.@) from the BaBar and Belk’s m easurem ents, but strongly
disfavor the second solution 66 . W e therefore take 23:% as the physical solution

In our analysis and treat the lin it
180 = 1564 22)

as the direct physical upper lin it on the angke

Tt isworth to m ention that the constraints on the CKM angles from global analysis also
depend on the soeci ¢ statistical m ethod used in the analysis (for exam ple, the B ayesian,
R t, or Scanning m ethod, etc. ), but the resulted di erence is not signi cant. For m ore
details about the global t ofthe UT param eters, one can see the new CERN Report @]
and references therein.

IIT.CP ASYMMETRIESOF B ! * DECAY
TheB ! * decay m ode plays an inportant rule In measuring the angke . As
shown in FigZ, both the tree and penguin diagram s contrbute to the B ! * decay

sim ultaneously. The tree (T) contribution comes from b ! uud transition by exchanging a
W boson,whik thereareQCD penguin P ) and color-suppressed electrow eak penguin @<, )
contributions w ith intermal quarks g= (U;c;t). T he suppressed annihilation diagram s have
been neglected.

+

A .Param etrization of B ! decay

From Fig2, the decay amplitudeA BJ! * )and tsconjigateA B! * ) can
be w ritten as 1]

A A@®°! * )
A A@B°! * )

'-vubVUdT + thvtht + VcbVOdP c + VubvudPu ] ’ (23)
VupViqT + VeVigPe + VaoVyPe + VipVgPu li @4)

where T isthe tree am plitude, and P; (i= u;c;t) are penguin am plitudes. U sing the CKM
unitarity relation as given in Eq.{l1), the decay am pliide A can be rew ritten in three
di erent ways & [34]

2T his is the socalled CKM ambiguity [d].



Convention A : A VupVuaTue ¥ Vg ViaP 7 @5)

Convention B : A = NV, ViqgTue VaVeaPili (26)
Convention C : A = [ VioVuaTue Vg VeaTucls 27)
w ih
Tut T+ Pu Pt; Tuc T+ Pu Pc; (28)
P,. P. P.: 29)

The rsttwo conventions are frequently used in previous studies 15{17,9], the third one is
also considered in Ref. B4].

In our analysis, we use Convention A and w rite the am plitudes A and A in the follow Ing
way

h i

A= VyVuTuc+ VyVigPil= e e ij+tet e*PJ; (30)
h i

A= NpVygTuct VoV Prel= et e"Tijte e P (31)

The SM predicts the CP wvioclating asym m etries in the tin edependent rates for initial
B? and B° decays to a common CP eigenstate fcp . In the case of fcp = * , the
tin edependent rate is given by

el tF o
f (p= TBofl+q B sn(mgqt+ A cos(m 4 Hlo; (32)
where o istheB] lifetine, m 4 isthem assdi erencebetween thetwo B { m asseigenstates,
t= tcp  twg is the tine di erence between the taggedB ° B°) and the accom panying
B? (B?) with opposite b avor decaying to * atthetinetp,g= +1 ( 1) when
the taggihg B meson isaB? B°). The CP~violating asymmetries S and A  have been
de ned as

2m () j ¥ 1
S =T = T 7 33)
j F+1 j F+1
w here the param eter is of the fom
A .1 rett )
_2A_al e (34)
PA 1 rett*)
where = ; . isthedi erence 0ofCP conserving strong phases, w hile the ratio ofpenguin
to tree am plitudes of the B ! *  decay takes the form
P VigJ j
r= - = VaVead :Ptcj_ 35)

T j/ubvudjjrucj,

based on the de nition ofdecay am plitudes in Egs. £5,3d). By explicit calculations, we nd
thatt)

3By a transform ation of ! + , the expressions of S and A here w ill becom e identical
w ith those n Ref. ij.]



sin 2 2roos  sin

= ; 36
1+ ¥ 2rcos oos 36)
_ 2rsin  sin 37)
1+ 2 2rcos s
By setting r= 0, onewould nd
A =0;S =sh@); (38)

which clearly m eans that one can m easure the sin 2 ) directly from Bg Pt decay In
case of neglecting the penguin contribution to thisdecay. T his isthe reason why B 3 Pt
decay was assum ed to be the best channel to measure CKM anglke previousl. But the
m easuram ents of B ! and K decays show that the penguin contrlbution should be
rather large. W ih penguin contrbutions, we haveA & 0and S 6 sinh(2 ). Besides the
Eq.B6), S can also be de ned as f18]

1
S = ag———sn@ )i 39)
1 A?
or
S = Sm(z eff): (40)

Here the allowed range of .fr can be detem ined by the measurements of S and A
directly. The key problem ishow to determ ine the di erences

= eff s = off 7 41)

which depends on the m agnitude and strong phases of the tree and penguin am plitudes. In
this case, the CP asymm etries can not tell the size of angle directly. A m ethod has been
proposed to extract CKM angle ushgB* ! * %andB°! ° 0 decays together w ith
B! * decay by the isospin relation B3]. However, it will take quite som e tine for
the experin ents to m easure the three channels together. Tn Ref. [[8], Charles studied the
ways to estin ate from the m easured branching ratios ofB ! andB ! K decays.

In next section, we w ill extract the constraints on both and directly by considering the
latest experin ental m easurem ents about the relevant branching ratiosofB !  * ; * 0

and K ° * decays.

B .Estim ation of the ratio r= P =T j

From Egs.(3§,37), one can see that the asymmetry parameter S and A  generally
depend on only three \free" param eters: the CKM anglke , the strongphase and the ratio
r. W e can not solve out these two equationsw ith three unknow n varables directly. H ow ever,
we can nd de nite constraint on the angle and strong phase ifthermtior= P =T jcan
be determ ined experin entally, or at least estin ated theoretically w ith good precision.

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

[1518:19;3332,34,35]. T hree typical estin ations of r are the Hllow ing.

Iml



In Ref. B5], Beneke et al. made a theoretical estin ation of the ratio r. Emplying
the QCD factorization approach and neglecting the annihilation am plitude, theB !
decay am plitude can be w ritten as [35]

h i
AaB°! Y )=V, Vi :;111+ a,+taj+tr @g+ag) A
1
+VoVy a;+taj,+r @+ ag) A
} EW } EW
+ VopVudb + (VVua + Vg V) by + 2y 2b3 + 2b4 B (42)
w ith
G 2 2\@ B! 2
A= dpsmi mOFgT @OF; 43)
GF 2
B = lP—Efo 7 (44)

where the coe cients a ; and a, describe the tree diagram contribution, af and af describe
theQ CD penguin (fori= 4;6) and electroweak penguin (fori= 8;10) contributions induced
by the penguin diagram s w th intemal up or cham quark respectively, the coe cients b ;
describe the weak anniilation contrbutions B3], and f; and f are the B and meson
decay constants, Ff ' isthe form factor ofB ! transition, and the factor r describes
the socalled chiralenhancement B5]toB ! '  decay. The explictt expressions of a;
can be found in Ref. B5].

In Ref. B3], the \tree" and \penguin" part of decay am plitude {42) were de ned as the
am plitude proportional to the CKM factor V, V.4 and V_ Vy respectively (ie. using the
convention B), and the ratio took the form 3§]

. S+ aS,+r @+ as)+ rAtk*)3+ 20y 5 B" 8" ) . us)
T VuVuad a; + af + alp+ r @+ al)+ 1 b+ by + 2y %(bg:w 5" )
wherer, = B =A 0:003. The corresponding num erical resul was [35]
P
r= T = 0285 0076 (0259 0:068); 46)

when the weak annihilation contributions are included or not.

Them agniude of the ratio r can also be estim ated by considering the m easured branch-
ing ratios orthetreedom inatedB ! * ° decay and thepurepenguin channelB ! K% *.
But because of the uniarity relation ofthe CKM m atrix, one can de ne the tree and pen-—
guln am plitude In di erent ways, ie. choose di erent convention in one’s calculation. For
B ! '  decay, three are three di erent conventions, as de ned :n Egs.®527). For
B! * %andK°® * decay m odes, we m ect the sin ilar situation.

The rst convention considered here is the Luo and Rosner (LR) convention. In Ref.
19], Luo and Rosner de ned the strangenesspreserving b ! d penguin amplitude P in
theB ! * decay as the am plitudes proportional to the CKM combination V3V, (ie.
the convention A as given in Eq.Q5)), while set theb ! s penguin amplitude Px  in the



pure penguin B* ! K ? * decay as the am plitudes proportional to V.V, . By quoting all
decay rates in units of B branching ratio 10°) and using the world average available at
that tin e [19], they found that

0

BE"! K ")= —Px F=172 24 @7)
which leadsto
Px j= 402 028; (48)
and
., Vi .
P 3 — Px j= 0J1 0:14: 49)
Vis
By using the theoretical estin ation of the form factor shapes and the m easurem ent of
the spectrum of B ! 1 neard = 0 where ¢ is the squared e ective m ass of the 1
system , Luo and Rosner {19] estin ated the \tree" part ofthe B ! *  decay rate and
then cbtained the value of the param eter T
T J= 27 065 (50)
which leadsto
P
r= e 026 008: (1)

T he second convention considered here is the G ronau and Rosner (GR) convention. In
Ref. [I5], G ronau and Rosner de ned the penguin amplitude P ofB ! % decay as
the am plitude proportionalto the CKM combination V4V, (ie. the convention B as given
in Eq.@4)), and sst theb ! s penguin amplitude Py in the pure pengun B* | K° *
decay as the am plitude proportional to V.V, they then found num erically that
1

f
— = — i’ 074 0205; 52
Vit P 3 £, Px J (52)

where £ =fx 084 isthe SU (3) breaking factor. Combining this result w ith

P

T J= 27 06; (53)
estin ated from them easured branching ratioB®* ! * °%) = (4% 20) 10° and the
assmed Re(C =T )= 0:d [B7], they fund the value of the ratio r [15]

P

r= e 0276 0:064: (54)

From the values as given in Egs.{@§,51,54), one can see that the ratio r obtained by
three di erent estin ations are in good agreem ent within 1 error. From the analysis In this
Section and the estin ations In next section where the newest data will be considered, we
believe that it is reasonabl to sest r = 03 0: in our calculations. In next section, we

nd that the m easurem ents of relevant branching ratios prefer a ratio r larger than 0:16. In
Belle's paper, they assumed that r= 03 0:15 to draw the constraint on the CKM anglk
from their latest m easurem ents of S and A R11.



C .Constraintson and

Now we are ready to extract out by com paring the theoretical prediction of S  and
A with themeasured results. A s discussed previously {14], there m ay exist som e discrete
ambiguitiesbetween and forthem apping ofS and A  onto the plne. W e
w ill consider the e ects of such discrete ambiguiy.

At rst, the positiveness of the m easured A at 2 lveland the factthat sh > 0

for 0 < < 180 implees that sin should be negative, the range of 0 180 is
therefore excluded under the param etrization of decay am plitude of B ! ° asgiven In
Egs.{30;31). Consequently, only the range of 180 < < 0 need to be considered here.
Forthe specialcase of = 90, the discrete am biguity between and disappears
and the expressions of S and A  can be rew ritten as
_ sin2 55)
o1+ 2
A = 2r sin 56)
o1+
which leads to the comm on allowed range of anglke
98 118 (57)
fors = 049 027,A =051 O0d9%9andr= 030 0:I10.
For an arbirary value of in the region of 180 < < 0, the constraint on the anglke
will change. In Fig.3, we show the dependence of A forr= 03and = 30

(dots curve), 60 (dotdashed curve), 90 (solid curve), 120 (short-dashed curve) and
150 (tihy-dashed curve), respectively. T he band between tw o horizontal dots lines show s
the allowed range 0:32 AP 0:70. The vertical dots lne refers to the physical lim it
180 wih = 23:6 . It iseasy to see from Fig. 3 that the regions allowed by the
measured A alneatl kvelare

30 150 ; (58)
150 30; ©9)

forr= 030andA = 051 0:19.

InFig¥4, we show the dependenceofS forr= 03and = 30 (dotscurve), 60
(dotdashed curve), 90 (solid curve), 120 (short-dashed curve) and 150 (tihy-dashed
curve), regectively. T he band between two horizontal dots Ines show s the m easured value
ofS = 049 027. The vertical dots line show s the physical lin it 180 w ith

= 236 . From this gure, we nd that the range of 82 129 is allowed by the
measured S atl Jevel

F ig.§ show sthe contourplotsoftheCP asymmetriesS andA  versusthe strongphase

and CKM anglke forr= 020 (thedashed circlesin @)), 0:30 (the solid circlesin (@)) and
040 (), repectively. T he regions inside each circle are allowed by both SP = 049 027
and A®*P = 051 0:49 Porgiven r. The discrete ambiguity between  and are also
shown in Fig§. For = 90, such discrete ambiguity disappear. The horizontal short-
dashed line is the physical Iim it 1564 , whilke the band between two horizontal dots
lines show s the allowed region of 30 130 from the global t.

10



The constraint on the CKM anglke and the strong phase can be read o directly from
Fig!5. Num erically, the allowed regions or the CKM anglk and the strong phase are

90 121 ; 127 55; (60)
forr= 02, and

83 128 ; 150 33; (61)
forr= 03, and nally

76 135 160 26 ; (62)

148 158 135 45 ; (63)

forr= 04. There is a twofold am biguity for the detemm ination ofanglke forr= 04, but
the second region of i Eq. (63) is strongly disfavored by the global t resul as illistrated
in Fig§ and w illbe dropped.

O bviously, the constraintson  strongly depend on the value of r. In Fig§ we draw the

contour plots ofthe CP asymmetries S andA i ther phne for = 60 (short—
dashed curves), 90 ( solid curves) and 120 (dots curves), respectively. The regions
Inside each sam icircle are allowed by both S = 049 027 and A®*P = 051 019

(experimentall allowed rangeswhen the FD G scaling factor is not considered) . T he upper
short-dashed line show the physical Iim it 1564 , the band between two horizontal dots
lines show s the global t resulk. From this gure and the num erical calculationswe nd a
Iower Iim it on r,

r 016 (64)

for the whole possible ranges of and , which agrees well w ith previous estin ations.
In Ref. R1i], based on their own newest m easurem ent, Belle C ollaboration presented the
allowed region of (at 955% C L.)

78 152 (65)

for =235 and 015 r 0#45.

In our analysis, we used the weighted average of BaBar and Belk's m easuram ents of
CPwiokhting asymmetriesand r= 0:3 0: asthe experin ental and theoretical nput. O ur
result is .n good agreem ent w ith Belk'’s constraint (65) where only their own m easurem ent
ofS andA wereused.

One can see from above analysis that if we take the average S = 049 027 and
A = 051 0:19astheexperin ental nput, and use the theoretically xed mtior= 03 0i1,
we nd a strong constrainton ,

76 135 : (66)

This range of iswell consistent w ith the global t resul [B{823]. On the other hand, the
constraint on the strong phases from themeasured S and A is still rmther weak.

11



A sdiscussed In the ntroduction, them easurem entsofS  andA  asrported by BaBar
and Belle Collaboration are not fully consistent. W e should consider the case of using the
w eighted-average w ith the errors m agni ed by the PD G scaling factor, as already given in
Eq.()

S = 049 061;A = +051 023: (67)

In Fig{],wedraw the contourplotsoftheCP asymmetriessS andA  versusthe strong
phase and the CKM angke byusingS = 049 06landA = 051 023. The
allowed regions are then

78 136 ; 137 43 (68)
forr= 02, and

71 154 ; 154 26 (69)
forr= 03, and nally

64 162 162 18 (70)

forr= 04. I iseasy to see from gures & and 7 that the constraints on  becom e less
restrictive now .

In next section, we try to draw new constraintson theangle and from them easured
CP-averaged branching ratiosofB ! * ; * %andB ! K° * decays.

IV.INFORMATION FROM M EASURED BRANCHING RATIOS

As listed in Tabl T, the CP-averaged branching ratiosofB ! * ; * %and B !
K Y * decay m odes have been m easured w ith rather good precision. From these m easured
ratios one can infer that (@) the ratio of tree to penguin amplitudesr= P =T Fand )
the constraint on the angle and strong phase . O foourse, the nfom ation from m easured
BB ! K )andB@®B ! ) can be usad as a crosscheck for the results ocbtained in the last
section.

A . The m easured branching ratios and the ratio r

In this paper, we use the Hllow ing assum ptions in addition to the SM [18§]:
1. SU (2) isospin asymm etry of the strong interactions.

2. The breaking ofSU (3) avor symm etry of the strong Interactions is described by the
ratio of f =fx wih £ = 133M &V and fx = 158M &V asgiven in Tablk _i

3. Neglect of the suppressed annihilation diagram s and the electroweak penguin contri-
butions.
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4. Negkct of the penguin contrbutions which is proportional to VsV, in the B* !
K ° * decay am plitude.

Follow ingRef. B2],the avorSU (@) decompositionofB ! * ; * %andK? * decay
am plitudes can be In general w ritten as
+ + 0 1 C
0 + 2 C
AE°! )= THP P (72)
1
A" ! K° *)=p" 5pEOCW; (73)

w here the unprin ed am plitudes denote strangenesspreserving (S = 0) b! d decays, the
prin ed am plitudes denote strangeness changing (j sj= 1) b ! s decays. The am plitude
T is color-favored tree am plitude, C is the colorsuppressed tree am plitude, P and P * are
gluon penguin am plitudes, and Pgy and PEOCW are the colorallowed and colorsuppressed
ekctroweak penguins EW P) #.From previous studies 32;3738], we get to know that

T he electroweak penguin com ponent in B" ! * % decay (which is purely I = 2)
should be between O ( %) and O ( ) of the dom fnant T contrbution 2], which is in
agreem ent w ith D eshpande and He's estin ation B81: Pryw =TF 1:#6% ¥u=VyJ. For
the contrbution due to PEOCW , I isIn act much an aller than that ocfPgy because of
fiirther color-suppression. The EW P contrbutionstoB* !+ 0; * and K° *

decays are therefore very an all and can be neglected safely.

The e ectsof EW P am plitudes on the extraction ofthe CKM anglke are atmost of
order 2 and are negligbl B2].

By em ploying the assum ptions 14, one can nd the constraint on the size of r from the
m easured CP -averaged branching ratios as listed in TableTi. T his is shown below .

B .Current estim ations of I jand P j

A s discussed in last section, the ratio r = P =T jcan be estin ated experim entally from
them easured branching ratios ofthe treedom inated B ! * ° decay and the pure penguin
processB ! K? * . Inthissubsection, we update the estin ation ofthe ratio r by considering
the latest m easurem ents of the two branching ratios.

W hen the electroweak penguin contrbution isneglected, theB* ! * ¢ decay depends
on tree ampliude T + C only. From the wellm easured branching ratio as given in Tabl
TI, one can detem ine the m agnitude of T + C 3. If we quote all decay rates in units of B
branching ratio  10°) [519], themeasured B ! * ? branching ratio as given in Tabk Il
In plies

‘For a detailed discussion about the avor SU (3) decom position of twobody hadronic B m eson
decays, one can see Refs. B-j;'_fj] and references therein.
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1h i
B™! " N=-BE"! " +BE ! %)

+

1
= ST+ cf=153 08: (74)

W e have to estin ate the relative strength of T and C ocontribution before we can x T j
from the m easured branching ratio. In Ref. 7], the author assumed ReC=T]= 0l.We
here use the QCD factorization approach to estin ate the value of £ =T i.

Underthe QCD factorization approach, the decay am plitudesofB* ! * %andB* !
K° * can be written as [85]

agt! t 9= i%(mé m?)FZ! m*)f  VVua B1t+ azl; (75)

where a; and a, describe the tree the colorsuppressed tree contributions, the an all elec—
trow eak penguin hasbeen neglected. U sing the coe cientsa 1, at the NLO lvelasgiven In
Ref. B5], we nd num erically that

£=Tj He=a1] 0:10 (76)
form =2 2my,withmy= 4:6 GeV . Ik is therefore reasonable to sst
=T j= 0410755 77

in our analysis. From Egs.{74) and (77), we then nd that
T . oj=28 02(Br) 02({=Tj=28 03 (78)

ora@ ! " %= (63 08) 10° and *=°= 1083 0:017 P3]. This estin ation of
T + o agrees well w ith previous resuls ¥ j= 27 0:6 [19,37] but with sm aller error due
to the in provem ent of the data. From the assum ption of the isogoin symm etry of strong
interaction, we have

T J= . o (79)
For the sake of sin plicity, we use temtm s T jand P jto denote T + Jjand P + Jjwihout
further speci cation.
A sdiscussed in Jast section, the strangenesschanging Q CD penguin am plitude P °= Py

can be determ ned from them easured branching ratioB B* ! K° *) asgiven in TablkeTi.
In units of B branching ratio 10°, we nd

.
BB' ! K°+)=—o§>K ¥=197 15; (80)
which Jeads to

Px = 43 02: 81)

U sing G ronau and R osner convention {[5]to de neP ,we nd num erically that

14



£
Pi= P« 3= 080 004 82)
K

forf = 0:133Ge&V and fx = 0:158 G&V, which lads to the value
r= P=Tj= 029 004 (83)

orT = 28 03 asgiven n Eq.{/8).
U sing the Luo and R osner convention fl19]to de neP ,we nd num erically that

PIi= 1 ik J= 081 019 (84)

for = 02196 0:0026, = 022 0:d0and = 035 0:05asgiven in Ref. P3]. The ratio
r therefore takes the value of

r= P=Tj= 029 007 85)

orT = 28 03 asgien n Eq.{8).
The matios r n Egs.83) and §3) agree very well w ith those given in previous papers

LL_S 9:35], but w ith am aller errors because of the in provem ent of the data. W e believe that
it is reasonabl and conservative to set r= 03 0: I our calculations.

C .Constraint on and from m easured branching ratios

U sing the expressions of the decay am plitudes as given in Egs.3031), the CP -averaged
branching ratio of B ! * decay can be w ritten as

B! " )=d4F+PF 2¥ 1P joos cos : (86)

The world average of experin ental m easurem ents ( in units of B branching ratio  10° )
In plies

BBY! * )=xF+ PF 2T iPjoos cos = 46 0#4: 87)
It iseasy to nd that
ITf+ PF=85 13> 46 04 88)

forffj= 28 03 and P j= 081 0:19. In otherwords, the tree and penguin am plitudes in
Bo! * decay are indeed Interfering destructively at 2:6 Ilevel. C onsequently, cos and
cos  In Eq.{87) should have the sam e sign. By scanning the whol rangesof T j= 28 03,

$3= 081 0d49andB®?! * )= 46 04,we ndthe ower limit
F + ] 46 04
oS Cos =jsz 37 ,(, ) 045; (89)
2 3P J

and m ore speci cally,
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joos § 045; (90)

Joos j  045: (91)

Them ninum value of cos cos = 045 corresoonds to the choice of T j= 25; P j= 10
(e.r= P=Tj= 04)andB@®°! * )= 590.

W ithin the physical rangesof 0 < < 180 and 180 0, the inequality §9)

Jeads to two sets of solutions,

I: 63 0; O 63 ; (92)
IT: 180 117; 117 180 : (93)

Tt is easy to see that the regions
63 117 ; 117 63 ; (94)

are exclided, which is a new and im portant nfom ation obtained from the m easurem ents
ofthe branching ratiosof B ! * ; * %andB ! K° * decays. Further in provem ent
of the data will help us to narrow the allowed ranges forboth and . Considering the
direct m easuram ent of the angle and the bounds on the angle from global t, the case
of < 63 isstrongly disfavored, while the range of

117 1564 (95)

is still allowed by direct m easurem ent of the angle  and the data of wlkvant branching
ratios.

In Fig8 we draw the contourplotsofEq. §9) in the plane. T he two regions at the
uppereft and lower+right comerbounded by solid curves are still allowed by the constraint
cos oS 0:45. One can see from F ig.8 that the rst solution (ie. the lowerright comer
region ) as speci ed .n Eq.(©2) is strongly disfavored by the global tresul, 70 < < 130,
as illustrated by the band between to dots Ines in gure 8.

D .Combined result

Now we combine the constraints on the CKM anglk and strong phase  from the
experin ental m easurem ents studied In this paper.

Figd is the combiation of Fig. 5b and Fig.'§ for r = 04. The upper dot-dashed line
show s the direct physical lim it of 1564 from the BaBar and Belk’s m easuram ents of
sin2 . The regions Inside the solid circles are allowed by both S®P = 049 027 and
A®P = 051 049 Porr= 04.The regions at the upper-left and low erright comer bounded
by short-dashed curves are allowed by the constraint cos cos 045 orr = 04. The
commonly allowed region can be seen from Fig. 9, and the combined constraints on the
CKM anglk and the strong phase are

117 135 ; (96)
160 132 : (97)
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The constraint on  is In very good agreem ent w ith that from global t, ilustrated by the
horizontal band between two dots lines, 70 < < 130 , and willbe in proved along w ith
progress of experin entalm easurem ents. T he lower 1im it of 117 ismuch stronger than
the lin its obtained before. T he constraint on the strong phase , however, depends on the
convention to choose the relative phase between the tree and penguin am plitudes.

From Figi9, one can also see that the discrete am biguity between and is resolved
by the Inclusion of the three m easured branching ratios.

Figid( is the combination of Fig. 7b and Fig.§ forr = 04. The lower and upper lin it
on aredom nated by the constraint from them easured branching ratios and by the direct
physical Iim i 1564 respectively, whilke the constrainton from themeasured S  and
A  Dbecom es rather weak when one uses the enlarged errors asthe 1 experim ental errors.
The allowed regions of the angle and  can then be read from Fig.'10 directly,

117 1564 ; (98)
162 132 : (99)
T he experin ental errors of them easured branching ratiosofB !  *  ; * %andk?® *

asgiven in TablTlare around 10% now . Theerrorsofthem easured S andA  asreported
by BaBar and Belke Collaborations are still large. Ba com paring the gures g and 10, one
can see clearly that the In provem ent of the experin ental m easuraments of S and A is
very in portant forusto determ metheCKM anglk rmliably. Besidesthe error in estin ating
the m agniude of £ =T j the m ain theoretical error in ourm ethod m ay also com e from the
neglecting of annihilation type diagram s, which was shown not very snall in som e m odel
calculations B9I.

V.SUMMARY

In this paper, we study and try to nd constraints on the CKM anglke and the strong
phase from the experim entalm easurem ents of sh 2 ), the CP <wviolating asym m etries of
B ! *  decay, the CP-averaged branching ratiosof B ! * ; * %andK® * decays.

In Section 11, we give a brief review about the CKM angles and quote the constraints on
these angles cbtained from the global t B29]. From themeasured sh @ ) R/4], the direct
physicalupper Iim it on  is 1564 for = 236 .

In section II], we draw constarintson and from them easured CP <violating asymm e~
triesof S and A . By taking the weighted-average of BABAR and Bellk’sm easurem ents
as the experin ental input, we found the follow ing constraints

76 135 ; 160 26 (100)
fors = 049 027,A = +051 0d9andr= 03 0d1,asshown jnFjgf__E’;,and

64 162 ; 162 18 (101)
ors = 049 0%61,A =+051 023 andr= 03 0i,asshown nFigi).

In section V!, we draw constarintson and from them easured C P -averaged branching
rtiosof B !  * ;" %andB ! K° ' decays as given in Tabl TI. In the analysis,
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SU (2) isosoIn symm etry and other three assum ptions are em ployed. From the m easured
decay rates of B* ! " Yand BT ! K° *, one can detem ine the tree and penguin
amplitudesofB ! ¥ decay: Tj= 28 03,whike P j= 080 0:04 in GR convention
filand P j= 081 0:19 in LR convention {19]. The destructive interference between the
tree and penguin am plitudes of B ! * decay is then established at 26 Ilvel. The
regions

63 117 ; 117 63 (102)
are excluded by the lnequality cos cos 045 as given in Eq.{89), which is a new and
In portant inform ation from the m easurem ents of the relevant branching ratios.

The combined constraints on the CKM anglk and strong phase have been given In
Egs.{96-97), as illustrated in Figs®¥ and 10. The comm on allowed regions or and are

117 135 ; 160 132; (103)
fors = 049 027,A = +051 0:d19andr= 04,whike

117 1564 ; 162 132 ; (104)
fors = 049 0®»1,A = +051 023andr= 04.

In short, we are ablk to draw strong constraint on the CKM angke from currently
available experim ental m easuram ents considered in this paper. The new lower lin it on the
angk is dom nated by the inequality cos cos 045 and much stronger than those
cbtained before. In the SM , the m easured value of the angle gives a physical upper lin it
on the CKM anglke .Themeasured CP-wviolatingasymmetriessS andA can kadstoa
strongupperlin ton ifwetakeS = 049 027andA = 051 0:19astheexperim ental
Input. Ifwe consider the enlarged errors of S  and A, however, the corresoonding upper
Iin it becom e weak. The constraints from di erent sources are com plem entary to pin down
the allowed region of . Further in provem ent of the data w illhelp us to detem ine wih
a good precision.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Values of the nput param eters used In the num erical calculations. M ost of them
are quoted from PD G 2002 R3]. Allm asses are In theunit ofG&V .

Vusi= Va3 Vuod Vead Vip
02196 0:0026 (412 20) 10° @36 0:7) 103 (79 15) 10°3 1
my m ¢ m goje mg, mg,
80:42 175 480 0:5 5279 5:369
f fK 0 + + — 0
0:133 0:158 1:542ps 1:674ps 1:083 0017

TABLE II. Experinental measurements of the CP-averaged branching rmatios for
B ! ;Y %and K% * decays (in units of 10 ®) as reported by CLEO R4], BaBar [25]
and Belle Collaboration R6]. The numbers In last colum n are the weighted average.

Channel CLEO BaBar Belle A verage
¥ 45t 0 47 06 02 44 06 03 46 04
o 46" 12000 552 0% 53 13 05 53 08
KO+ 18877 27 175718 13 220 19 14 1997 15
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FIGURES

(p,1)

FIG.1l. Uniarty trangle in ; plane, corresponding to theb ! d transition.
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FIG.2. The tree (T), QCD penguin (P) and colorsuppressed electroweak penguin CPECW )
diagram sw ith g= u;c;t, oontmbutjngtotheBg;Bg ! + decays.
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FIG.3. Plots of A vs angle forr = 030. The ve curves correspond to = 30

(dots curve), 60 (dotdashed curve), 90 (solid curve), 120 (shortdashed curve) and 150
(tiny-dashed curve), respectively. T he band between two horizontal dots lines show s the allowed
range 032 A®P 0:J0at1l lvel The vertical dots line refers to the physical lim it 1564
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FIG.4.PbtsofS vsangke forr= 030and 150 30 . From the Jft to the right
the wve curves correspond to = 30, 60, 90, 120 and 150 , respectively. The band

betw een two horizontal dots lines show s the allowed range 0576 S®*P 022 at1l Xvel. The
vertical dots line refers to the physical lim it 1564
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FIG.5. ContourpbtsoftheasymmetriesS andA versustheCKM anglk and the strong
phase forr= 02 (thedotscircles in @)), 03 (the solid circles In (@)), and 04 ), regoectively.
T he upper short-dashed line show s the physicalupper lin i, w hile the band between two horizontal
dots lines show s the global t resul: 70 130 .
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line show s the physical lim it 1564 , whilk the band between two horizontal dots lines show s
the global t resul: 70 130
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FIG .8. Contour plots of the branching ratb B ® !  * ) versus the CKM anglk and the
strong phase . The regions at the upperZeft and the lower+right comer bounded by solid curves
are still allow ed by the inequality cos ©os 045.

29



180
i I
150 |
-~~~ i
g |
A 120 L
N— |
S i
90 |
60 |
30 |
 r=0.40 "
07\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\l\\\\\\\\\\
-180 -—-150 -120 -90 -60 -30 0
5(Deq)
FIG.9. The combined constarints on and forr = 04 and taking S = 049 027,
A = 051 0:19 as the experim ental input. For details see text.
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