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A bstract

Charm ed m eson decays into a pseudoscalarm eson P and a tensorm eson T are studied. The

charm to tensor m eson transition form factors are evaluated in the Isgur-Scora-G rinstein-W ise

(ISG W )quark m odel.Itisshown thattheCabibbo-allowed decay D +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ isdom inated

by the W -annihilation contribution and has the largest branching ratio in D ! TP decays. W e

argue thattheCabibbo-suppressed m odeD + ! f2(1270)�
+ should besuppressed by one orderof

m agnitude relative to D +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ .W hen the � nite width e� ectofthe tensorresonancesis

taken into account,the decay rate ofD ! TP isgenerally enhanced by a factorof2 � 3.Except

forD +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ ,the predicted branching ratiosofD ! TP decaysare in generaltoo sm all

by one to two ordersofm agnitude com pared to experim ent.However,itisvery unlikely thatthe

D ! T transition form factorscan beenhanced by a factorof3 � 5 within theISG W quark m odel

to account forthe discrepancy between theory and experim ent. Asm any ofthe currentdata are

stillprelim inary and lack su� cientstatistic signi� cance,m ore accurate m easurem entsare needed

to pin down theissue.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Cabibbo-allowed and Cabibbo-suppressed two-body hadronic D decays into a pseu-

doscalar m eson P and a tensor m eson T have been studied in [1]and [2], respectively.

In both studies,thecharm to tensorm eson transition form factorsarecalculated using the

ISGW (Isgur-Scora-Grinstein-W ise) quark m odel[3]. The calculated branching ratios are

oforder 10�5 � 10�7 . Recently,the Cabibbo-allowed m ode D +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ and the

Cabibbo-suppressed one D + ! f2(1270)�
+ both have been m easured by E791 atthe level

of10�3 [4].M orerecently,FOCUS [5]and BaBar[6]havealso reported som enew m easure-

m entsofD ! TP decays. Though theirresultsare stillprelim inary and m any ofthem do

nothaveenough statisticsigni�cance(seeTableIbelow),thebranching ratiosaretypically

oforder 10�3 . Therefore,it appears that there exists a large discrepancy between theory

and experim ent.Itisthusim portantto understand theorigin ofdiscrepancy.

In thepresentwork,severalim provem entsoverthepreviouswork [1,2]arem ade.First,

thecharm to tensorm eson transition form factorswillbecalculated in theim proved version

ofthe ISGW m odel[7]. The updated version ofthis quark m odelgives a m ore realistic

description ofthe form -factorm om entum dependence,especially atsm allq2. Second,the

tensorm eson hasawidth typically oforder100� 200M eV [8].The�nitewidth e�ect,which

isvery crucialto accountforthedecayssuch asD ! K �
2(1430)K and D ! f02(1525)K that

appeartobeprohibited by kinem aticsat�rstsight,iscarefullyexam ined.Third,itisknown

thatweak annihilation (W -exchangeorW -annihilation)in charm decayscan receivesizable

contributionsfrom nearby resonancesthrough inelastic�nal-stateinteractions(seee.g.[9]).

Hence,itisim portantto takeinto accountweak annihilation contributions.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. IIwe sum m arize the current experim ental

m easurem entsofD ! TP decays.W ediscussthevariousphysicalpropertiesofthetensor

m esons in Sec. III,for exam ple,the decay constants and the form factors and then ana-

lyze the D ! TP decays in Sec. IV based on the generalized factorization approach in

conjunction with �nal-stateinteractions.Conclusionsarepresented in Sec.V.

II.EX P ER IM EN TA L STAT U S

Itisknown thatthree-bodydecaysofheavym esonsprovidearich laboratoryforstudying

the interm ediate state resonances. The Dalitz plot analysis is a very usefultechnique for

thispurpose. W e are interested in D ! TP decaysextracted from the three-body decays

ofcharm ed m esons.Besidestheearlierm easurem entsby ARGUS [10]and E687 [11],som e

recent results are available from E791 [4], CLEO [12], FOCUS [5]and BaBar [6]. The

JP = 2+ tensorm esonsthathave been studied in hadroniccharm decaysinclude f2(1270),

a2(1320)and K
�
2(1430).Theresultsofvariousexperim entsaresum m arized in TableIwhere

the productofB(D ! TP)and B(T ! P1P2)isshown. In orderto extractthe branching

ratiosforthe two-body decays D ! TP,we need to know the branching fractionsofthe

strong decaysofthetensorm esons[8]:
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B(f2(1270)! ��)= (84:7+ 2:4�1:3 )% ; B(f2(1270)! K K )= (4:6� 0:5)% ;

B(a2(1320)! K K )= (4:9� 0:8)% ; B(K �
2(1430)! K �)= (49:9� 1:2)% : (2.1)

It is evident thatm ost ofthe listed D ! TP decays in Table Ihave branching ratios

oforder 10�3 ,even though som e ofthem are Cabibbo suppressed. Note that the results

from FOCUS and BaBararestillprelim inary.Indeed,m any ofthem havenotyetsu�cient

statisticalsigni�cance.

Note thatat�rstsightitappearsthatthe decay D ! K
�

2(1430)K iskinem atically not

allowed asthe K �
2(1430)m ass lies outside ofthe phase space forthe decay. Nevertheless,

itisphysically allowed asK �
2(1430)hasa decay width oforder100 M eV [8].Likewise,the

decay D 0 ! f02(1525)K
0
isalso allowed.

TABLE I. Experim entalbranching ratios ofvarious D ! TP decays m easured by ARG US,

E687,E791,CLEO ,FO CUS and BaBar. For sim plicity and convenience,we have dropped the

m assidenti� cation forf2(1270),a2(1320)and K
�
2(1430).

Collaboration B(D ! TP )�B(T ! P 1P2) B(D ! TP )

E791 B(D + ! f2�
+ )B(f2 ! �+ �� )= (6:0 �1:1)�10 �4 B(D + ! f2�

+ )= (1:1 �0:2)�10 �3

FO CU S B(D + ! f2�
+ )B(f2 ! �+ �� )= (3:8 �0:8)�10 �5 B(D + ! f2�

+ )= (6:8 �1:4)�10 �4

FO CU S B(D + ! f2�
+ )B(f2 ! K + K � )= (7:0�1:9)�10 �5 B(D + ! f2�

+ )= (3:1 �0:9)�10 �3

E791 B(D
+

s ! f2�
+ )B(f2 ! �+ �� )= (2:0 �0:7)�10 �3 B(D

+

s ! f2�
+ )= (3:5 �1:2)�10 �3

FO CU S B(D
+

s ! f2�
+ )B(f2 ! �+ �� )= (1:0 �0:3)�10 �3 B(D

+

s ! f2�
+ )= (1:8 �0:5)�10 �3

A RG U S,E687 B(D 0 ! f2K
0

)B(f2 ! �+ �� )= (3:2�0:9)�10 �3 B(D 0 ! f2K
0

)= (4:5 �1:7)�10 �3

CLEO B(D 0 ! f2K
0

)B(f2 ! �+ �� )= (1:6
+ 2:4

�1:3
)�10 �3 B(D 0 ! f2K

0

)= (2:8
+ 4:3

�2:3
)�10 �3

FO CU S B(D
+

s ! f2K
+ )B(f2 ! �+ �� )= (2:0�1:3)�10 �4 B(D

+

s ! f2K
+ )= (3:5�2:3)�10 �4

BaBar B(D 0 ! a
�

2
�+ )B(a

�

2
! K 0K � )= (3:5�2:1)�10 �5 B(D 0 ! a

�

2
�+ )= (7:0 �4:3)�10 �4

E791 B(D + ! K
�0

2
�+ )B(K

�0

2
! K � �+ )= (4:6�2:0)�10 �4 B(D + ! K

�0

2
�+ )= (1:4 �0:6)�10 �3

CLEO B(D 0 ! K
��

2
�+ )B(K

��

2
! K

0

�� )= (6:5
+ 4:2

�2:2
)�10 �4 B(D 0 ! K

��

2
�+ )= (2:0

+ 1:3

�0:7
)�10 �3

BaBar B(D 0 ! K
�+

2
K � )B(K

�+

2
! K 0�+ )= (6:8 �4:2)�10 �4 B(D 0 ! K

�+

2
K � )= (2:0�1:3)�10 �3

BaBar B(D 0 ! K
�0

2
K 0)B(K

�0

2
! K � �+ )= (6:6�2:7)�10 �4 B(D 0 ! K

�0

2
K 0)= (2:0 �0:8)�10 �3

III.P H Y SIC A L P R O P ERT IES O F SC A LA R M ESO N S

Theobserved JP = 2+ tensorm esonsf2(1270),f
0
2(1525),a2(1320)and K

�
2(1430)form an

SU(3)13P2 nonet.Theq�qcontentforisodoubletand isovectortensorresonancesareobvious.

Justasthe � � �0 m ixing in the pseudoscalarcase,the isoscalartensorstatesf2(1270)and

f02(1525)also havea m ixing and theirwavefunctionsarede�ned by

f2(1270)=
1
p
2
(fu2 + f

d
2)cos� + f

s
2 sin�;

f
0
2(1525)=

1
p
2
(fu2 + f

d
2)sin� � f

s
2 cos�; (3.1)

with f
q

2 � q�q. Since �� isthe dom inantdecay m ode off2(1270),whereasf
0
2(1525)decays

predom inantly into K K (see Particle Data Group [8]),itisobviousthatthism ixing angle
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should besm all.M oreprecisely,itisfound � = 7:8� [8,13].Therefore,f2(1270)isprim arily

an (u�u + d�d)=
p
2 state,whilef02(1525)isdom inantly s�s.

Thepolarization tensor"�� ofa
3P2 tensorm eson with J

P C = 2+ + satis�estherelations

"�� = "��; "
�
� = 0; p�"

�� = p�"
�� = 0: (3.2)

Therefore,

h0j(V � A)�jT(";p)i= a"��p
� + b"

�
�p� = 0; (3.3)

and hencethedecay constantofthetensorm eson vanishes;thatis,thetensorm eson cannot

beproduced from theV � A current.

Asfortheform factors,theD ! P transition isde�ned by [14]

hP(p)jV�jD (pD )i=

 

pD � + p� �
m 2

D � m 2
P

q2
q�

!

F
D P
1 (q2)+

m 2
D � m 2

P

q2
q� F

D P
0 (q2); (3.4)

where q� = (pD � p)�,while the generalexpression forthe D ! T transition hasthe form

[3]

hT(";pT)j(V � A)�jD (pD )i= ih(q2)�����"
���

pD �(pD + pT)
�(pD � pT)

� + k(q2)"���p
�
D

+ b+ (q
2)"���p

�
D p

�

D (pD + pT)� + b� (q
2)"���p

�
D p

�

D (pD � pT)�: (3.5)

The form factors k,b+ and b� can be calculated in the ISGW quark m odel[3]and its

im proved version,theISGW 2 m odel[7].In general,theform factorsevaluated in theISGW

m odelare reliable only at q2 = q2m � (m D � m T)
2,the m axim um m om entum transfer.

The reason is that the form -factor q2 dependence in the ISGW m odelis proportionalto

exp[�(q2m � q2)]and hencetheform factordecreasesexponentially asafunction of(q2m � q2).

Thishasbeen im proved in the ISGW 2 m odelin which the form factorhasa m ore realistic

behavioratlarge(q2m � q2)which isexpressed in term sofa certain polynom ialterm .

The calculated D ! T form factors are listed in Table II.The form factor h(q2) is

not shown there as it does not contribute to the factorizable D ! TP am plitudes. It is

convenientto expressthe form factorsfor(D ;D +
s )! f2(1270)and (D ;D

+
s )! f02(1525)in

term sofD ! fn2 with n standing forthe lightnon-strange quark (i.e. D 0 ! fu2 forn = u

and D + ! fd2 forn = d) and D +
s ! fs2 transition form factors. Note that D ! fs2 and

D +
s ! fn2 are prohibited. In the calculationsofD ! T form factorswe follow [13]to use

them asses:m f
q

2

= 1:32 GeV and m fs
2
= 1:55 GeV.

Two rem arks are in order. (i) The m agnitude ofthe form factors for the D +
s ! fs2

transition islargerthan thatforD ! fn2 owing to thelargerconstituentsquark m assthan

theu and d quarks.Thatis,SU(3)sym m etry breaking in D ! fn2 and D +
s ! fs2 issizable.

(ii)Thedi�erencebetween ISGW and ISGW 2m odelpredictionsforform factorsatq2 = 0is

notsigni�cantforthecharm case,though form factorsin theISGW m odelfallm orerapidly

atsm allq2.However,thedi�erence willbedram aticfortheB ! T caseasnoticed in [15].

Forexam ple,theB ! a2 and B ! f2(1370)form factorsatq2 = m 2
D obtained in theISGW 2

m odelareabout2� 6tim eslargerthan thatin theISGW m odel.Thisisbecausetheregion

covered from zero recoilto sm allq2 in B decaysism uch biggerthan thatin D decays.
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TABLE II. The form factors at q2 = m 2
� calculated in the ISG W 2 m odel,where k is dim en-

sionlessand b+ and b� arein unitsofG eV �2 .Shown in parenthesesaretheresultsobtained in the

ISG W m odel.

Transition k b+ b�

D ! fn2 0.59 (0.51) � 0:050 (� 0:083) 0.061

D +
s ! fs2 1.10 (1.02) � 0:077 (� 0:120) 0.098

D ! a2(1320) 0.59 (0.51) � 0:050 (� 0:083) 0.061

D ! K �
2(1430) 0.71 (0.58) � 0:060 (� 0:098) 0.069

IV .D ! TP D EC AY S A N D FA C T O R IZAT IO N

W ewillstudy theD ! TP decays(T:tensorm eson,P:pseudoscalarm eson)within the

fram ework ofgeneralized factorization in which thehadronicdecay am plitudeisexpressed in

term soffactorizablecontributionsm ultiplied by theuniversal(i.e.processindependent)ef-

fectiveparam etersaithatarerenorm alization scaleand schem eindependent.M oreprecisely,

theweak Ham iltonian hastheform

H e� =
G F
p
2
Vcq1V

�
uq2

h

a1(�uq2)(�q1c)+ a2(�q1q2)(�uc)
i

+ h:c:; (4.1)

with (�q1q2) � �q1
�(1 � 
5)q2. For hadronic charm decays, we shalluse a1 = 1:15 and

a2 = �0:55.Sincethedecay constantoftensorm esonsvanishes,thefactorizableam plitude

ofD ! TP alwayshastheexpression

A(D ! TP)= i
G F
p
2
Vcq1V

�
uq2
fP "

�
��p

�

D p
�
D

h

k(m 2
P )+ b+ (m

2
P )(m

2
D � m

2
T)+ b� (m

2
P )m

2
P

i

� "
�
��p

�

D p
�
D M (D ! TP); (4.2)

whereusehasbeen m adeofEq.(3.5).Thedecay rateisgiven by

�(D ! TP)=
k5T

12�m 2
T

�
m D

m T

�2

jM (D ! TP)j2; (4.3)

wherekT isthec.m .m om entum ofthetensorm eson in therestfram eofthecharm ed m eson.

In term softhetopologicalam plitudes[16]:T,thecolor-allowed externalW -em ission tree

diagram ;C,thecolor-suppressed internalW -em ission diagram ;E ,theW -exchangediagram ;

A,the W -annihilation diagram ,the topologicalquark-diagram am plitudesofvariousD !

TP decaysareshown in TableIII.Thereexistalsopenguin diagram s.However,thepenguin

contributions are negligible owing to the good approxim ation VudV
�
cd � �VusV

�
cs and the

sm allnessofVubV
�
cb.ForD ! TP and D ! PT decays,onecan havetwo di�erentexternal

W -em ission and internalW -em ission diagram s,depending on whethertheem ission particle

isa tensorm eson ora pseudoscalarone. W e thusdenote the prim e am plitudesT0 and C 0
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for the case when the tensor m eson is an em itted particle [17]. Under the factorization

approxim ation,T0= C 0= 0.Aspointed outin [18],thetensorm eson,forexam ple a+2 ,can

beproduced from thetensoroperator(�uR

�

$

@� dR)+ (�uL

�

$

@� dL).However,thisoperator

m ustbegenerated by gluon correctionsand issuppressed by factorsof�s=� and 1=m b.

In general,TP �nalstates are suppressed relative to PP states due to the less phase

spaceavailable.M oreprecisely,

�(D ! TP)

�(D ! P 1P2)
=
2

3

k5T

kP

�
m D

m T

�4
�
�
�
�
�

M (D ! TP)

M (D ! P1P2)

�
�
�
�
�

2

; (4.4)

wherekP isthec.m .m om entum ofthepseudoscalarm eson P1 orP2 in thecharm restfram e.

The kinem atic factorh = 2

3

k5
T

kP

�
m D

m T

�4

is typically oforder (1� 4)� 10�2 . An inspection

ofTableIIIindicatesthat,in theabsence ofweak annihilation contributions,theCabibbo-

allowed decays D + ! K
�0

2 �
+ and D 0 ! K

��
2 �+ willhave the largestdecay ratesasthey

proceed through thecolor-allowed treediagram T.Itiseasily seen thatallotherW -em ission

am plitudesin D ! a2K ,D ! f2� and D ! f2K are suppressed forvariousreasons. For

exam ple,it is suppressed by the vanishing decay constant ofthe tensor m eson,orby the

sm allf2 � f02 m ixing angle orby the param etera2 orby the Cabibbo m ixing angle.Letus

com pareD + ! K
�0

2 �
+ with D + ! K

0
�+

�(D + ! K
�0

2 �
+ )

�(D + ! K
0
�+ )

= 1:3� 10�2
 

k(m 2
�)+ b+ (m

2
�)(m

2
D � m 2

K �

2

)+ b� (m
2
�)m

2
�

(m 2
D � m 2

K )F
D K
0 (m 2

�)+
a2
a1
(m 2

D � m 2
�)F

D �
0 (m 2

K )

! 2

: (4.5)

Note that D + ! K
�0

2 �
+ does not receive the internalW -em ission contribution owing to

the vanishing K �
2 decay constant. The form factorsF D K

0 (0)and F D �
0 (0)are oforder0.70

[14,19]. Hence,the expression in the parenthesesofthe above equation isoforder0.5. As

a consequence,thepredicted branching ratio ofD + ! K
�0

2 �
+ isoforder10�4 ,which isone

orderofm agnitudesm allerthan experim ent(seeTableIII).Asforthedecay D 0 ! K
��
2 �+ ,

its branching ratio is sim ilar to that ofD + ! K
�0
�+ but it receives an additionalW -

exchange contribution. A �t ofthis m ode to experim ent willrequire jE j> jTj,nam ely,

W -exchangedom inatesovertheexternalW -em ission,which isvery unlikely.Ifwedem and

thatjE j< jTj,then the color-suppressed decay D 0 ! K
�0

2 �
0,which receivescontributions

only from theW -exchangediagram ,willbeatm ostoforder10�5 (seeTableIII).

For D ! f2(1270)�(K ) decays, let us �rst consider D +
s ! f2�

+ . Its externalW -

em ission am plitude issuppressed owing to the sm alls�s com ponentin f2(1270). However,

W -annihilation isnotsubject to the f2 � f02 m ixing angle suppression. M oreover,the D +
s

decay constant is m uch larger than that ofthe pion. The m agnitude ofW -annihilation

obtained by �tting D +
s ! f2�

+ to thedata reads

A=Tj
D ! TP

� 0:5e�i75
�

; (4.6)

wherearelativephaseof�75� hasbeen assigned in analogtoD ! PP [seeEq.(4.7)below]

and thetreeam plitudeT isreferred to theonein D +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ .
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The im portance ofthe weak annihilation contribution (W -exchange orW -annihilation)

in charm decays has been noticed long before (see e.g.[16,9]). Even ifthe short-distance

weak annihilation am plitude is helicity suppressed,it does receive long-distance contribu-

tions from nearby resonance via inelastic �nal-state interactions from the leading tree or

color-suppressed am plitude. Asa consequence,weak annihilation hasa sizable m agnitude

com parable to the color-suppressed internalW -em ission with a large phase relative to the

tree am plitude. A quark-diagram analysisofthe Cabibbo-allowed D ! PP decays yields

[20]

A=Tj
D ! P P

� 0:39e�i65
�

; E =Tj
D ! P P

� 0:63ei115
�

: (4.7)

W eseethattheratio ofjA=Tjin D ! TP ad D ! PP decaysissim ilar.

TABLE III.Q uark-diagram am plitudesand branching ratiosforvariousD ! TP decayswith

and withoutthe long-distance weak annihilation term sinduced from � nal-state interactions. The

W -annihilation am plitude A is � xed by � tting to the data ofD+s ! f2(1270)�
+ [see Eq. (4.6)].

The W -exchange am plitude E is assum ed to have the expression ofEq. (4.8) for the purpose of

illustration. Experim entalresultsare taken from Table Iand from [8]. The � nite width e� ect of

the tensorresonanceshasbeen taken into accountin theoreticalcalculations.

Decay Am plitude Bnaive BFSI Bexpt

D + ! f2(1270)�
+ VcdV

�
ud
(T + C + 2A)cos�=

p
2 2:9� 10�5 2:2� 10�4 (0:9� 0:1)� 10�3

D 0 ! f2(1270)K
0

VcsV
�
ud
(C + E )cos�=

p
2 1:0� 10�4 2:5� 10�4 (4:5� 1:7)� 10�3

D +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ VcsV
�
ud(T sin� + 2A cos�=

p
2) 6:6� 10�5 2:1� 10�3 (2:1� 0:5)� 10�3

! f2(1270)K
+ VcsV

�
us[T sin� + C0sin� 5:2� 10�6 4:9� 10�5 (3:5� 2:3)� 10�4

+ A(sin� + cos�=
p
2)]

D + ! f02(1525)�
+ VcdV

�
ud
(T + C + 2A)sin�=

p
2 1:4� 10�6 3:7� 10�6

D 0 ! f02(1525)K
0

VcsV
�
ud
(C + E )sin�=

p
2 2:5� 10�7 6:0� 10�7

D +
s ! f02(1525)�

+ VcsV
�
ud(T cos� � 2A sin�=

p
2) 1:6� 10�4 1:5� 10�4

! f02(1525)K
+ VcsV

�
us[T cos� + C0cos� 4:9� 10�6 7:5� 10�6

+ A(cos� � sin�=
p
2)]

D + ! a
+
2 (1320)K

0
VcsV

�
ud(T

0+ C ) 1:3� 10�6 1:3� 10�6 < 3� 10�3

D 0 ! a
+
2 (1320)K

� VcsV
�
ud
(T0+ E ) 0 8:9� 10�8 < 2� 10�3

! a
�
2 (1320)�

+ VcdV
�
ud(T + E ) 5:7� 10�6 6:1� 10�6 (7:0� 4:3)� 10�4

D + ! K
�0

2 (1430)�
+ VcsV

�
ud(T + C 0) 2:6� 10�4 2:6� 10�4 (1:4� 0:6)� 10�3

D 0 ! K
��
2 (1430)�+ VcsV

�
ud
(T + E ) 1:0� 10�4 1:1� 10�4 (2:0

+ 1:3
�0:7 )� 10�3

! K
�0

2 (1430)�
0 1p

2
VcsV

�
ud
(C 0+ E ) 0 1:3� 10�5 < 3:4� 10�3

! K
�+
2 (1430)K � VcsV

�
us(T

0+ E ) 0 1:3� 10�6 (2:0� 1:3)� 10�3

! K
�0

2 (1430)K
0 VcsV

�
us(E d)+ VcdV

�
ud(E s) 0 � 10�8 (2:0� 0:8)� 10�3

Using the W -annihilation term inferred from D +
s ! f2�

+ ,we can �x the decay ratesof
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D + ! f2�
+ and D +

s ! f2K
+ . Note that the predicted branching ratio for D + ! f2�

+

is sm aller than experim ent by a factorof4. Indeed,it is di�cult to understand why the

m easured branching ratio ofthism ode isofthe sam e orderasD +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ even the

form erisCabibbo-suppressed.

D ! f02(1525)�(K )decaysaresuppressed relativetof2(1270)�(K )duetothephasespace

suppression. Contrary to D +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ ,the decay D +
s ! f02(1525)�

+ isdom inated by

theexternalW -em ission and henceithasthelargestrateam ong D ! f02�(K )decays.

ForD ! a2(1320)�(K )decays,both a
+
2 K

0
and a

+
2 K

� are sm allsince the factorizable

externalW -em ission vanishesowing to the vanishing a2 decay constant. The decay D
0 !

a
�
2 (1320)�

+ isoforder10�5 atm ost.

ForD ! K
�

2� decays,itisfound thatthedecay D
+ ! K

�0

2 �
+ isatm ostoforder10�4 as

noted in passing and itdoesnotreceive any weak annihilation contributions.Furtherm ore,

theunknown W -exchangeam plitudecannotbeextracted from D 0 ! K
��
2 (1430)�+ orD 0 !

f2(1270)K
0
orD 0 ! a

�
2 (1320)�

+ by�ttingthem tothedata.Itwillrequiretheunreasonable

condition jE j> jTj.Forthepurposeofillustration oftheW -exchangee�ect,weshallassum e

E =TjD ! TP = 0:5ei100
�

: (4.8)

A .Finite w idth e�ects

Thedecay D ! K �
2(1430)K isphysically allowed even though K �

2(1430)m assliesoutside

ofthephasespaceforthedecay.ThepointisthatK �
2(1430)hasa decay width oforder100

M eV [8]and hence itisnecessary to takeinto accountthe�nitewidth e�ect.Likewise,the

decay D 0 ! f02(1525)K
0
which isoutsideofphasespacealso can occur.

Them easured decay widthsofvarioustensorm esonsaregiven by [8]

�f2(1270) = 185:1+ 3:4�2:6 M eV; �f0
2
(1525) = 76� 10M eV; �a2(1320) = 107� 5M eV;

�
K

��

2
(1430)

= 98:5� 2:7M eV; �K �0

2
(1430) = 109� 5M eV: (4.9)

To take into accountthe �nite width e�ectofthe tensorresonances,we em ploy the factor-

ization relation to \de�ne" theD ! TP decay rate

�(D ! TP ! P 1P2P)= �(D ! TP)B(T ! P 1P2); (4.10)

with

�(D ! TP ! P 1P2P)=
1

2m D

Z (m D �m P )
2

(m 1+ m 2)
2

dq2

2�
jhTPjH W jD ij

2 �
1=2(m 2

D ;q
2;m 2

P )

8�m 2
D

�
1

(q2 � m 2
T)

2 + (�12(q
2)m T)

2
g
2
TP1P2

�1=2(q2;m 2
1;m

2
2)

8�q2
; (4.11)

where� istheusualtriangluarfunction �(a;b;c)= a2+ b2+ c2� 2ab� 2ac� 2bc,m 1 (m 2)is

them assofP1 (P2),gTP1P2 isthestrong coupling to bede�ned below,and the\running" or

8



\com oving" width �12(q
2)isa function oftheinvariantm assm 12 =

p
q2 oftheP1P2 system

and ithastheexpression [21]

�12(q
2)= �T

m T

m 12

 

p0(q2)

p0(m 2
T)

! 5
9+ 3R 2p02(m 2

T)+ R 4p04(m 2
T)

9+ 3R 2p02(q2)+ R 4p04(q2)
; (4.12)

with p0(q2)= �1=2(q2;m 2
1;m

2
2)=(2

p
q2). W e shallfollow [12]to take R,the \radius" ofthe

m eson,to be 1:5GeV �1 . From the m easured decay width ofthe tensor m eson,one can

determ inethestrong coupling gTP1P2 via

�(T ! P 1P2)=
g2TP1P2m T

15�

�
pc

m T

�5

; (4.13)

wherepc isthec.m .m om entum ofP1 and P2 in therestfram eofthetensorm eson.

Notethatinthenarrow width approxim ation,onecanshow thatthefactorizationrelation

(4.10)holds.W hen thedecay width isnotnegligiblewe willuseEq.(4.11)to evaluatethe

three-body decay �(D ! TP ! P 1P2P)and em ploy Eq.(4.10)to de�ne thedecay rateof

D ! TP.To evaluate the decay rateofD ! TP ! P1P2P,we willassum e thatgTP1P2 is

insensitive to the q2 dependence when the resonance iso� itsm assshell. Num erically itis

found thatwhen the�nitedecay width ofthetensorm eson istaken into account,thedecay

rate ofD ! TP isgenerally enhanced by a factorof2 � 3. The resultsofthe calculated

branching ratiosshown in TableIIIhaveincluded �nitewidth e�ects.

V .D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N

Charm ed m eson decaysinto a pseudoscalarm eson and a tensorm eson arestudied.The

charm to tensor m eson transition form factors are evaluated in the Isgur-Scora-Grinstein-

W isequark m odel.Them ain conclusionsare:

� TheexternalW -em ission contribution tothedecay D+s ! f2(1270)�
+ issuppressed by

thefactthatf2(1270)ispredom inately n�n.Hence,thisdecay isdom inated by theW -

annihilation contribution. W e argue thatthe Cabibbo-suppressed m ode D + ! f2�
+

should besuppressed byoneorderofm agnituderelativetoD +
s ! f2(1270)�

+ ,contrary

to theE791 m easured results.

� The long-distance W -annihilation contributions induced from nearby resonances via

inelastic �nal-state interactions gives the dom inant contributions to (D + ;D +
s ) !

f2(1270)�
+ ,D +

s ! f2(1270)K
+ . Under the factorization approxim ation,the decays

D 0 ! a
+
2 (1320)K

� ;K
�0

2 (1430)�
0;K

�+
2 (1430)K � receivecontributionssolely from the

W -exchangediagram .

� Am ong the D ! TP decays,D+s ! f2(1270)�
+ has the largest branching ratio of

order 10�3 . The m odes D + ! f2(1270)�
+ ,D 0 ! f2(1270)K

0
,D +

s ! f02(1525)�
+ ,

D + ! K
�0
�+ and D 0 ! K

��
2 �+ areoforder10�4 .
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� The decay rate ofD ! TP is generally enhanced by a factor of2 � 3 when the

�nite width e�ect ofthe tensor resonances istaken into account. In particular,itis

necessary to includethe�nitewidth e�ectto explain thedecaysD ! K �
2(1430)K and

D ! f02(1525)K .

� Except for the Cabibbo-allowed decay D+s ! f2(1270)�
+ ,the predicted branching

ratiosofD ! TP decaysarein generaltoo sm allby one to two ordersofm agnitude

com pared toexperim ent.However,itisvery unlikely thatonecan enhancetheD ! T

transition form factorswithin theISGW quarkm odelbyafactorof3� 5toaccountfor

thediscrepancy between theory and experim ent.Asm any ofthecurrentdatahavenot

yetenough statisticalsigni�cance,itisim portanttohavem oreaccuratem easurem ents

in thenearfutureto pin down theissue.
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