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A bstract

Cham ed m eson decays Into a pseudoscalarmeson P and a tensormeson T are studied. The
cham to tensor m eson transition form factors are evaluated in the IsgurScora—G rinstein-W ise
(ISGW ) quark m odel. It is shown that the C abibbo-allowed decay D ;r ! £, (1270) * isdom iated
by the W -annihilation contribbution and has the largest branching ratio n D ! TP decays. W e
argue that the C abibbosuppresssdmodeD * | £, (1270) * should be suppressed by one order of
magniude relative toD [ ! £, (1270) © . W hen the nitewidth e ect of the tensor resonances is
taken into acoount, the decay rate ofD ! TP isgenerally enhanced by a factorof2 3. Except
forD! ! £,(1270) *, the predicted branching ratios of D ! TP decays are in generaltoo sm all
by one to two orders of m agnitude com pared to experin ent. H owever, it is very unlkely that the
D ! T transiion form factors can be enhanced by a factorof3 5 within the ISGW quark m odel
to account for the discrepancy between theory and experin ent. A sm any of the current data are
still prelin nary and lack su cient statistic signi cance, m ore accurate m easuram ents are needed

to pin down the issue.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303195v1

I. NTRODUCTION

Cabibboallowed and Cabibbo-suppressed twobody hadronic D decays into a pssu—
doscalar meson P and a tensor meson T have been studied In [L] and R], respectively.
In both studies, the cham to tensorm eson transition form factors are calculated using the
ISGW (IsgurScora-G rinstein-W ise) quark model B]. The calculated branching ratios are
of order 10 ° 10 7. Recently, the Cabdbbo-allbwed mode D} ! £, (1270) * and the
Cabibbo-suppressed oneD * ! £, (1270) * both have been m easured by E791 at the level
of10 3 H].M ore recently, FOCUS [b]and BaBar [6] have also reported som € new m easure—
mentsofD ! TP decays. Though their resuls are still prelin lnary and m any of them do
not have enough statistic signi cance (see Tablk Ibelow ), the branching ratios are typically
of order 10 ° . Therefore, it appears that there exists a large discrepancy between theory
and experim ent. It is thus in portant to understand the origin of discrepancy.

In the present work, ssveral In provem ents over the previous work [1,2] are m ade. F irst,
the cham to tensorm eson transition form factorsw illbe calculated in the In proved version
of the ISGW model [/]. The updated version of this quark m odel gives a m ore realistic
description of the fom —factor m om entum dependence, especially at small ¢ . Second, the
tensorm eson has a w idth typically oforder 100 200M &V B]. The nitewidth e ect, which
is very crucialto account for the decays such asD ! K, (1430)K andD ! f£2(1525)K that
appear to be prohlbited by kinem aticsat rst sight, is carefully exam ined. Third, it isknown
that weak annihilation W -exchange orW -annihilation) In cham decays can receive sizable
contrbutions from nearby resonances through inelastic nalstate Interactions (see eg. P]).
Hence, it is in portant to take into acocount weak annihilation contributions.

This work is organized as ollows. In Sec. IT we summ arize the current experim ental
measuran ents ofD ! TP decays. W e discuss the various physical properties of the tensor
mesons In Sec. ITI, for exam ple, the decay constants and the form factors and then ana—
Iyze the D ! TP decays in Sec. IV based on the generalized factorization approach in
conjinction with nalstate Interactions. C onclusions are presented in Sec. V.

II.EXPERIM ENTAL STATUS

Tt isknown that threedbody decays ofheavy m esons provide a rich laboratory for studying
the Intemm ediate state resonances. The D alitz plot analysis is a very useful technique for
this puppose. W e are interested N D ! TP decays extracted from the threebody decays
of cham ed m esons. Besides the earlierm easurements by ARGUS [L0]and E687 [L1], som e
recent results are availbble from E791 @], CLEO [12], FOCUS PB] and BaBar [b]. The
JF = 2" tensorm esons that have been studied in hadronic cham decays include £, (1270),
a, (1320) and K , (1430) . T he resuls of various experin ents are summ arized In Table Iwhere
theproductof BO ! TP)and B (T ! P,P,) isshown. In order to extract the branching
ratios for the twobody decaysD ! TP, we need to know the branching fractions of the
strong decays of the tensor m esons [B]:



B (£, (1270) ! )= 847 7% ; B(f, (1270) ! KK )= (46 05)%;
B (1320)! KK)= (49 08)%; BEK,(@1430)! K )= (499 12)%: 1)

It is evident that most ofthe listed D ! TP decays In Tabl I have branching ratios
of order 10 *, even though som e of them are Cabibo suppressed. Note that the resuls
from FOCUS and BaBar are still prelin lnary. Indeed, m any of them have not yet su cient
statistical signi cance.

Note that at st sight it appears that the decay D ! K_2 (1430)K is kinem atically not
allowed as the K , (1430) m ass lies outside of the phase space for the decay. N evertheless,
it is physically allowed as K , (1430) has a decay width of order 100 M eV [B]. Likew ise, the
decay D° ! £2(1525)K ' is also allowed.

TABLE I. Experimn ental branching ratios of various D ! TP decays measured by ARGUS,
E687, E791, CLEO, FOCUS and BaBar. For sin plicity and convenience, we have dropped the
m ass identi cation for § (1270), az (1320) and K , (1430).

C ollaboration BO ! TP) B(@T ! P 1Py) BO ! TP)

E791 BO' ! £, ")B@E! * )= (60 1:1) 10 ° BO' ! f, *)= 11 02) 10 3
FOCUS BO* ! £ *)B(E2! * )= (38 08) 10 ° BO* ! £, )= (68 14) 10 *
FOCUS BO' ! f, ")B({E! K*K )= (70 19) 10 ° BO*' ! f, *)= 31 09) 10 3
E791 BODY ! £ ")B(E ! )= @0 07) 10 3 BO: ! £, *)= 35 12) 10 3
FOCUS BOS ! £ *)B@E ! * )= @0 03) 10 3 BOD: ! f, *)= @18 05) 10 3
ARGUS,E 687 BOO! £,K B@E ! * )= G2 09) 10 3 BO?! £K )= (45 17) 10 3
CLEO BO®! £K BE ! * )= a6 10 ° BOO! £K )= @8/ 10 3
FOCUS BO: ! HKY)B@E ! * )= 20 13) 10 4 BOD: ! f,KY)= 35 23) 10 ¢
BaBar BP%! a, ")B@, ! KK )= @35 2i) 10 ° BO®! a, ")= (70 43) 10 *°
E791 BO* ! K,° ")BE, ! K *)= @6 20) 10 ° BO* ! K, *)= a4 06) 10 3
CLEO BO°! K, T)BE, ! K. )= (65,7 10 ¢ BO°! K, *)= @0} 7)) 10 3
BaBar BO%! K, K BE, ! K° *)= (68 42) 10 14 BO%! K,"K )= @0 13) 10 3
BaBar BOO! K,KOBE, ! K *)= (66 27) 10 * BO°! K,'K% = @0 08) 10 3

ITT.PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF SCALAR M ESONS

The observed J* = 2" tensorm esons £, (1270), f2O (1525), a, (1320) and K , (1430) form an
SU (3) 1°P, nonet. T he g content for isodoublet and isovector tensor resonances are obvious.
Just as the Om ixing In the pssudoscalar case, the isoscalar tensor states £, (1270) and
f2O (1525) also have a m ixing and their wave finctions are de ned by

1 u d S
f2(1270)=p—§(f2+f2)oos + £sn ;
0 1 u d . S
£, (1525) = p—z & + £))shn £ cos ; 3d)

wih £ og. Sihce is the dom inant decay m ode of f; (1270), whereas fJ (1525) decays
predom nantly into K K (see Particke D ata G roup [B]), it is cbvious that this m xing angle



should be an all. M ore precisely, it is found = 78 [B,13]. Therefore, £, (1270) is prin arly
an (u + dd)= 2 state, whike f2O (1525) is dom nantly ss.
T he polarization tensor " ofa °P, tensorm eson with J°¢ = 2" satis es the relations

1] _n ; ] — 0,. P 1] =p ] =0: (32)
T herefore,
B3V A) ¥ (pli=a" p + 1" p = 0; 323)

and hence the decay constant of the tensorm eson vanishes; that is, the tensorm eson cannot
be produced from theV A current.
A s for the form factors, theD ! P transition isde ned by [14]
|
2 2 : 2 2
m m m m
il I q FfP (q2) + b P

7 7 “q FpF )i B4)
whereqg = (@ p) , whike the general expression fortheD ! T transition has the formm
Bl

HT (";pr)iV  A) P @ )i= ih () " o t+tPpr) b pr) tk@)" p,
+b )" PP o +tpr) tb @ P o Pr) : (35

The form factors k, by and b can be calculated in the ISGW quark model B] and its
In proved version, the ISGW 2 m odel [7]. In general, the form factors evaluated in the ISGW
model are reliable only at o = & Mmp mry)?, the maxinum momentum transfer.
The reason is that the form —-factor ¢ dependence in the ISGW m odel is proportional to
exp[ (€ o)]land hence the form factor decreases exponentially asa function of (f ).
Thishasbeen i proved In the ISGW 2 m odel in which the form factor has a m ore realistic
behavior at large (¢ &) which is expressed In tem s of a certain polynom ial temm .

The calculated D ! T form factors are listed in Table II. The form factor h (F) is
not shown there as it does not contribute to the factorizable D ! TP amplitudes. It is
convenient to express the form factors for © ;D ;r) ! £, (@1270) and © ;D ;) ! f2O (1525) in
tem s of D ! £ with n standing for the light non-strange quark (ie. D% ! f£f! forn = u
andD* ! f§ forn = d) andD! ! f£5 transition form factors. Note that D ! £5 and
D. ! f} are prohbited. In the calculationsofD ! T form factorswe follow [13] to use
themasses: m ;2 = 132GeV andmes = 155GeV.

Two ram arks are In order. (i) The m agnitude of the form factors for the D; U i
transition is Jarger than that forD ! £] owing to the Jarger constituent s quark m ass than
the u and d quarks. That is, SU (3) symmetry breakingin D ! £} andD [ ! £ is sizable.
(i) Thedi erence between ISGW and ISGW 2 m odelpredictions or form factorsatg? = 0 is
not signi cant for the cham case, though form factors in the ISGW m odel &2llm ore rapidly
atsma]lqz.However,thedierenoewﬂlbedmma‘dc fortheB ! T case asnoticed in [15].
Forexampl, theB ! a,andB ! £, (1370) om factorsat® = m 2 cbtained in the ISGW 2
modelare about 2 6 tim es larger than that iIn the ISGW m odel. T his isbecause the region
covered from zero recoilto amallg? in B decays ismuch bigger than that in D decays.

P EYV D)= p +p



TABLE II. The form factors atq2 = m? caloulated in the ISGW 2 m odel, where k is din en—
sionlessand b, andb are .n unitsofGeV 2 . Shown In parentheses are the results cbtained In the
ISGW m odel.

T ransition k by b

D! £} 059 (0.51) 0050 ( 0:083) 0.061
DI ! £5 110 1.02) 0077 ( 0:120) 0.098
D ! a»(@320) 059 (0.51) 0050 ( 0:083) 0.061
D ! K, (1430) 0.71 (0.58) 0060 ( 0:098) 0.069

IVv.D ! TP DECAYSAND FACTORIZATION

Wewillstudy theD ! TP decays (T : tensorm eson, P : pssudoscalarm eson) w ithin the
fram ew ork ofgeneralized factorization in which the hadronic decay am plitude is expressed in
tem s of factorizable contributions m ultiplied by the universal (ie. process Independent) ef-
fective param eters a; that are renom alization scale and schem e independent. M ore precisly,
the weak Ham iltonian has the fom

Gr h i
He = 19—§chlVuqz a; L) @c) + az (@) o) + hwey 4.1)

wih (@) aqa @ 5)% . For hadronic cham decays, we shalluse a; = 145 and
a, = 055, Since the decay constant of tensor m esons vanishes, the factorizable am plitude
ofD ! TP always has the expression

i

G h
AQD ! TP)=1p%chquq2fP "pp, kmZ)+b m2)m2 m2)+b @m2)m?2
"M O ! TP); 42)
where use hasbeen m ade of Eq. (3.5). The decay rate is given by

k,% 2

O ! TP)= " "y oo oTE); 423)
12 m2 my

where k; isthecm . m om entum ofthe tensorm eson in the rest fram e ofthe charm ed m eson.
In temm s ofthe topologicalam plitudes [16]: T, the colorallowed extemalW -em ission tree
diagram ; C , the colorsuppressed intemalW -em ission diagram ; E , theW -exchange diagram ;
A, the W -annihilation diagram , the topological quark-diagram am plitudes of various D !
TP decaysare shown In Tabl ITI. T here exist also penguin diagram s. H ow ever, the penguin
contrbutions are negligble ow ing to the good approxin ation V,qV_4 VusV. and the
sn allness of V,,Vy,. ForD ! TP andD ! P T decays, one can have two di erent external
W -em ission and intemalW -em ission diagram s, depending on w hether the em ission partick
is a tensor m eson or a pseudoscalar one. W e thus denote the prin e am plitudes T and C°



for the case when the tensor meson is an em itted particke [L7]. Under the factorization
approxin ation, T°= C%= 0. A spointed out in [18], the tensorm eson, for examplk a, , can
be produced from the tensor operator (Ug é dg )+ (g (S d;, ) . However, this operator
m ust be generated by gluon corrections and is suppressed by factorsof = and 1=my.
In general, TP nal states are suppressed relative to PP states due to the less phase
Soace available. M ore precisly,
©! TP) 2k5 mp, * MO ! TP) °

— = - — ; “44)
O ! P;Py) 3k mg M O ! P.Py)

where kp isthecm . mom entum ofthe pssudoscalarm eson P; orP, in the cham rest fram e.
The kinem atic factorh = %g 2—2 ! is typically oforder (I 4) 102 . An inspection
of Tabl ITI indicates that, in the absence of weak annihilation contributions, the Cabibo-
allowed decays D *© ! K_20 *andD®! K, ' willhave the largest decay rates as they
proceed through the colorallowed tree diagram T . Ik iseasily seen that allotherW -em ission
amplituides n D ! aK,D ! £, andD ! £,K are suppressed for various reasons. For
exam ple, it is suppressed by the vanishing decay constant of the tensor m eson, or by the
smallf, £Jmixing anglk orby the param eter a, or by the Cabibbo m ixing angle. Let us
compareD* ! K, *withD* ! K' *

0

oY K, %) ) km?)+ o m?)m; mZ )+Db m?)m?
—o0 =13 10 2 2 \wmDK ¢ 2 2 2 2\@ D 2 4.5)
O*! K %) py my)Fgt M)+ Fmy m)F; Mmyg)
Note that D © ! K_20 * does not receive the ntermal W -em ission contrbution ow ing to

the vanishing K , decay constant. The form factorsFj * (0) and F) (0) are of order 0.70
[14,19]. Hence, the expression in the parentheses of the above equation is of order 05. As
a consequence, the predicted branching ratio of D * ! ?20 * isoforder 10 *, which is one
order ofm agniude sn aller than experin ent (see Table ITI).As forthedecay D’ ! K, *,
its branching ratio is sin ilar to that ofD* ! K ° * but i receives an additional W —
exchange contribution. A t of this m ode to experimn ent will require £ j> T j nam ely,
W -exchange dom inates over the extemalW -em ission, which is very unlkely. Ifwe dem and
that £ j< I j then the colorsuppressed decay D © ! K_2o %, which receives contrioutions
only from the W -exchange diagram , w illbe at m ost of order 10 ° (see Table III).

ForD ! £,(1270) K ) decays, Bt us rst consider D} ! £, *. Its external W -
an ission am plitude is suppressed ow Ing to the an all ss com ponent in £, (1270). However,
W -annihilation is not subfct to the £,  £) m ixing angle suppression. M oreover, the D |
decay constant is mudch larmger than that of the pion. The m agniude of W —annihilation
cbtaned by ttingD [ ! £, ¥ to the data reads

A=T}, ., 05e™ ; (4.6)

where a relative phase of 75 hasbeen assigned n analogtoD ! PP [seeEqg. 4.7) below ]
and the tree am plitude T is referred to theonein D[ ! £, 1270) *.



T he in portance of the weak annihilation contribution W -exchange or W -annihilation)
In cham decays has been noticed Iong before (see eg. [16,9]). Even if the short-distance
weak annihilation am plitude is helicity suppressed, it does receive long-distance contribu-
tions from nearby resonance via inelastic nalstate nteractions from the leading tree or
colorsuppressed am plitude. A s a consequence, weak annihilation has a sizable m agnitude
com parable to the colorsuppressed intemal W -em ission w ith a large phase reltive to the
tree am plitude. A quark-diagram analysis of the Cablbboallowed D ! PP decays yilds
R0]

A=Tj,,, 039e™ ; E=T7j,,, 063e™ : @.7)

Wesethatthemtioof A=TJin D ! TP adD ! PP decays is sim ilar.

TABLE IIT. Quark-diagram am plitudes and branching ratios for variousD ! TP decaysw ith
and w fthout the Iong-distance weak anniilation term s nduced from  nalstate interactions. The
W -annihilation am plitude A is xed by tting to the data of I ! £, (1270) * 4.6)].
The W -exchange am plitude E is assum ed to have the expression of Eq. (4.8) for the purpose of
Mustration. Experim ental results are taken from Tabl I and from [B]. The nie width e ect of

the tensor resonances has been taken into account in theoretical calculations.

[seec Eq.

D ecay Amplinde R Brnaive Brst Bexpt
D* ! £,@1270) * VeV, T+ C+28)cos = 2 29 10° 22 10% (09 04) 10°
DO £, (1270)K VesV,q € + E ) cos 23 10 10% 25 10° @5 17) 10°
DI ! £,@1270) * VesV,y (T sin + 2A cos =p§) 66 10° 21 103 @1 05) 10°
! £, 1270)K * VesVys [ sin + C;sjn 52 10° 49 10° @5 23) 10°
+A (sh + cos = 2)]ﬂ
D* ! £)@s25) * VeV, @ +C + 28)sih = 2 14 106 37 10°
DOt £(1525)K VeV, C+E)sn =2 25 107 60 107
DI ! £)a525) * VsV, 4 (T cos 2A sin =p§) 16 104 15 104
I £2(1525)K * VesVyo [T cos + Cocos 49 10° 75 10°
+A (s  sin = 2)]
D* | a (1320)K ° VesVq T4 C) 13 10° 13 10°¢ <3 10°
D% aj (1320)K VesV, g T+ E) 0 8:9 10°8 <2 10°
' a, 1320) * VeaVyy @ + E) 57 10° 61 10° (70 43) 10°
D* I K, (1430) * VeV, 4 T + CO 26 10% 26 10% @4 0%) 103
DO! K, (1430) * VesV,q T + E) 10 10% 12 104 @0%F) 10°
I X, (@430) © PVeaV,y €O+ E) 0 13 105 <34 103
! K, (1430)K VesVys T04+ E) 13 10° @0 13) 103
I K, (1430)K ° VesVyo B ) + VeaV, g ® o) 108 @0 08) 103

Usihg the W -annihilation tem nferred from D] !

f, ¥,wecan x the decay rates of



D" ! £, "andD] ! £,K'. Note that the predicted branching ratio forD* ! £, *
is an aller than experin ent by a factor of 4. Indeed, it is di cul to understand why the
m easured branching ratio of thism ode is of the same orderasD [ ! £, (1270) * even the
form er is C abibbo-suppressed.

D ! f2o (1525) (K ) decaysare suppressed relativeto £, (1270) (K ) dueto thephase space
suppression. Contrary toD § ! £, (1270) *,thedecay D! ! £J(1525) * isdom ated by
the extemalW -em ission and hence it has the largest ate amongD ! £ (K ) decays.

ForD ! a,(1320) (K ) decays, both atK ° and a}K are s all since the factorizablke
extemal W -em ission vanishes ow ing to the vanishing a, decay constant. The decay D ° !
a, (1320) * isoforder 10 ®> atm ost.

ForD ! K, decays, i isfound that thedecay D * ! ?20 * isatmostoforder 10 * as
noted In passing and it does not receive any weak anniilation contributions. Furthem ore,
the unknown W -exchange am plitude cannot be extracted from D° ! K, (1430) * orD° !
£, 1270)K " orD° ! a, (1320) * by tringthem tothedata. kw ill require the unreasonable
condition F j> T j. Forthe purpose of fllustration oftheW -exchangee ect, we shallassum e

E=T3, tp = 05&"%° 438)

A .Finite w idth e ects

ThedecayD ! K, (1430)K isphysically allowed even though K , (1430) m ass lies outside
of the phase space for the decay. T he point isthat K , (1430) has a decay w idth of order 100
M &V B] and hence it is necessary to take into acoount the nite width e ect. Likew ise, the
decay D% ! £ (1525)K _ which is outside of phase space also can occur.

The m easured decay w idths of various tensor m esons are given by [B]

£, (1270) = 185 :l+23:é4M &V ; f20 (1525) = 76 10M eV ; as (1320) = 107 5M [S\VAH

K, 430) = 985 27/MevV; K0 (1430) = 109 5Mev: (4.9)

To take Into acoount the nite width e ect of the tensor resonances, we em ploy the factor-
ization relation to \de ne" theD ! TP decay rate

w ith

1 Z(mDmP)Zd(f

2mD (m1+m2)2 2—

1 & Tamimi) oy,
@ m2)+ ( p@@)mr)? TEPz 8 ’
where istheusualtriangliar finction (@;bjc) = a?+ ¥+ ¢ 2ab 2ac 2bc,m; Mm,) is
themassofP; (), grp,p, isthe strong coupling to be de ned below , and the \running" or

1=2 2 2
Mz ;qfmz)

2
8 mj

© ! TP ! P.P,P)= TP Hy P if




P
\com oving" width 1, () isa finction ofthe invariant massm 1, = < ofthe PP, system
and it has the expression R1]

Jea) °5 9+ 3R?p® M 2)+ R4% m2)
@)= T poqzz S RN LY 412)
mp p’z) 9+ 3R?p* (@) + Rp* (&)
wih p°(f) = 12 (qz;mf;m§)=(2p¥). W e shall ©llow [12] to take R, the \radius" of the

meson, to be 15GeV ', From the m easured decay width of the tensor m eson, one can
determm ine the strong coupling grp,p, via

5

m C
ggplpz T | ; @13)

! P.P,)=
(T 1P2) 15 —

where p. isthe cm . mom entum ofP; and P, In the rest fram e of the tensorm eson.

N ote that in the narrow w idth approxin ation, one can show that the factorization relation
(410) hods. W hen the decay width isnot negligbl we willuse Eq. (411) to evaluate the
threebody decay © ! TP ! P.P,P) and enply Eq. (4.10) to de ne the decay rate of
D ! TP .Toevaliatethedecay rateocfD ! TP ! P;P,P,wewillassume that grp,p, is
insensitive to the o dependence when the resonance iso ism ass shell. Num erically it is
found that when the nite decay width ofthe tensorm eson is taken Into account, the decay
rate of D ! TP isgenerally enhanced by a factorof2 3. The results of the calculated
branching ratios shown in Tablk ITT have included nite width e ects.

V.DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Cham ed m eson decays into a psesudoscalarm eson and a tensorm eson are studied. The
cham to tensor m eson transition form factors are evaluated In the IsgurScora-G rinstein—
W ise quark m odel. Them ain conclusions are:

T he extemalW -em ission contrioution to thedecay D] ! £, (1270) * issuppressed by
the fact that £, (1270) ispredom inately nn. Hence, this decay is dom inated by the W —
anniilation contribution. W e argue that the Cabibbosuppresssd modeD* ! £, *
should be suppressed by one order ofm agniude relative toD [ ! £, (1270) ¥, contrary
to the E791 m easured resuls.

The Iong-distance W -annihiltion contrbutions induced from nearby resonances via
nelastic nalstate interactions gives the dom inant contrbutions to © * ;D ; ) !
£,(1270) *,D: ! £, (1270)K * . Under the factorization approxin ation, the decays
D% al (1320)K ; K, (1430) % K,* (1430)K receive contrbutions sokly from the
W -exchange diagram .

Among theD ! TP decays, D ! £,(1270) * has the largest branching ratio of
order 10 3. ThemodesD* | £,(1270) *,D° | £ (1270)K , D! ! £0(1525) *,
D*! K ' *andD°! K, * areoforder10®.



The decay rate of D ! TP is generally enhanced by a factor of 2 3 when the
nie width e ect of the tensor resonances is taken Into account. In particular, it is
necessary to include the nitewidth e ect to explain thedecaysD ! K, (1430)K and
D ! £J(1525)K .

Except for the Cabibbo-allowed decay D! ! £, (1270) *, the predicted branching
ratiosofD ! TP decays are in general too am all by one to two orders of m agniude
com pared to experin ent. H owever, it is very unlkely that one can enhancetheD ! T
transition form factorsw ithin the ISGW quark m odelby a factorof3 5 to account for
the discrepancy between theory and experin ent. A sm any ofthe current data have not
yet enough statistical signi cance, it is In portant to have m ore accurate m easurem ents
in the near future to pin down the issue.

ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

Thiswork was supported In part by the N ationalScience CouncilofR O C .under G rant
No.NSC91-2112-M -001-038.

10



REFERENCES
L]1A C.Katoch and R C.Vem a, Phys.Rev.D 49, 1645 (1994); 55, 7315€&) (1997).
R]1JH .Munoz, A A.Ropms,and G . Lopez Castro, Phys.Rev.D 59, 077504 (1999).
BIN.Isgur, D .Scora, B.G rnstein, and M B .W ise, Phys.Rev.D 39, 799 (1989).

B1E791 Collaboration, E M . A ial et al,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 121801 (2002); bid. 86,
765 (2001); bid. 86, 770 (2001).

B]FOCUS Collaboration, tak presented by S.Erba at the DPF M eeting of the Am erican
Physical Society at W illiam sourgh, Virginia, M ay 24-28, 2002; tak presented by S.
M alvezziat ILHEP 2002, Am sterdam , July 24-31, 2002; K . Stenson, hep-ex/0111083.

6] BaBar C ollaboration, B . A ubert et al., hep-ex/0207089.
[71D .Scora and N . Isgur, Phys.Rev.D 52, 2783 (1995).
BlParticke D ata G roup, K .Hagiwara et al,, Phys.Rev.D 66, 010001 (2002).
OIH Y .Cheng, Eur.Phys.J.C 26, 551 (2003).
[LOJARGUS Collaboration, H . A brecht et al.,, Phys. Lett. B 308, 435 (1993).

[l1]E 687 Collaboration, P L .Frabettiet al, Phys. Lett.B 351, 591 (1995); bid.B 331, 217
(1994).

[l2]CLEO Collaboration, H .M uram atsu et al,, Phys.Rev.Lett.89, 251802 (2002); S.K opp
etal.,, Phys.Rev.D 63, 092001 (2001).

131D M .Lj,H.Yu,and Q X .Shen, J.Phys.G 27, 807 (2001).

[l4]M .W irbel, B.Stech,and M .Bauer, Z.Phys.C 29, 637 (1985);M .Bauer, B . Stech, and
M .W irbel, bid.C 34, 103 (1987).

L5]C S.Kin,JH .Les,and S.Oh, Phys.Rev.D 67, 014002 (2003); 014011 (2003).

[l6]LL.Chau and H Y . Cheng, Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 1655 (1986); LL.Chau and HY.
Cheng, Phys.Rev.D 36, 137 (1987); Phys. Lett.B 222, 285 (1989).

[L7]H Y .Cheng, Phys.Rev.D 67, 034024 (2003).
[L8]M . Suzuki, Phys.Rev.D 65, 097501 (2002).
[19]D .M elikhov and B . Stech, Phys. Rev.D 62, 014006 (2001).

R0]JL.Rosner, Phys. Rev.D 60, 114026 (1999); CW .Chiang, Z.Luo, and JL.Rosner,
bid.D 67, 014001 (2003).

R11H .Pikuhn, The Interactions of H adrons, Am sterdam : N orth-H olland (1967).

11



