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I. NTRODUCTION

In nonlptonic decays ofa B m eson one can study e ects of hadronization, perturbative
as well as nonperturbative dynam ics, nal state interaction e ects and CP violation. M ea-
surem ents of exclusive nonlptonic B decays have reached su cient precision to challenge
our theoretical know Jledge on such decays. It becam e clkar that calculations have to reduce
their theoretical uncertainties in order to m ake realuse of data. N owadays there exist sev—
eralapproaches w hich shed m ore light on the dynam icalbackground ofexclisive nonlkptonic
decays. The m ost exploited ones are QCD factorization [l] and PQCD approach B]. The
PQCD m odelassum es that the twobody nonlptonic am plitude is perturbatively calculable
if the Sudakov suppression is in plem ented to the calculation. In QCD factorization one
can show the factorization of the weak decay am plitude at the leading order 1=m 1, level and
can consider system atically perturbatively calculable nonlading tem s of 1=m ,, expansion.
N one of these approaches can take nonperturoative O (1=m ) tem s into account, but there
is no evidence that such tem s are negligble.

TheB ! J= K decay is interesting because of the ssveral reasons. There is a large
discrepancy between the experim ent and the (nhaive) factorization prediction. The naive
factorization isbased on the assum ption that the nonleptonic am plitude (obtained in tem s
of m atrix elem ents of fourquark operators by using the e ective weak Ham iltonian) can
be expressed as a product of m atrix elam ents of two hadronic (pilnear) currents. It also
predicts vanishing m atrix elem ents of fourquark operators w ith the m ism atch of the color
Indices. The naive factorization hypothesis has been con m ed experim entally only for
chssIB ! DM ™M = ; ;a;D4D,) decays. On the other hand, B ! J= K is
the colorsuppressed (class1I) decay and therefore a signi cant im pact of nonfactorizable
contributions is expected.

E ectsofa violation ofthe factorization hypothesisin theB ! J= K m odehavebeen, up
to now , calculated by using di erent theoreticalm ethods, resulting In the sign am biguity of
the decay am plitude ie. a, param eter (a, param eter is the e ective coe cient of fourquark
operators in the weak Ham iltonian; it is de ned below by egs. (@4) and @5)). The QCD
sum rule approach [3] predicted a negative value for a,, whik the PQCD hard scattering
approach f] and the calculation done n QCD factorization {] gave the positive value for

the a, param eter. M oreover, a detailed analysis of the experim entally determ ned B m eson



branching ratios, although by assum ing the universality ofthe a, param eter, gives conclisive
evidence that generally the a, param eter should be positive {§]. O n the contrary, the negative
value of a, would indicate that the 1=N . term and the nonfactorizable part in the am plitude
tend to cancel and would therefore con m the large N . hypothesis []]. The valdity of
this hypothesis was established in twobody D meson decays, whilk, up to now, di erent
attem pts failed to prove this assum ption ©orB decays (see ie discussion in B]) . However,
the sign am biguity of a, cannot be solved experim entally by considering the B ! J= K
decay alone. O ne of the possibilities is to consider the Interference between the short—and
long-distance contrbutionstoB ! K I1'1 [I.

N onfactorizable corrections due to the exchange of hard gluons were calculated at O ( )
In QCD factorization. In this paper we concentrate on the LC SR estin ation of soft nonfac-
torizable contrbutions n the B ! J= K decay com ing from the exchange of soft gluons
between the J= and the kaon. The calculation isbased on the light-cone sum ruls (LCSR)
m ethod {L0]. Thism ethod enables a consistent calculation of nonperturbative corrections of
hadronic am plitudes inside the sam e fram ew ork reducing therefore the m odel uncertainties.

T he paper is structured as ollow s. F irst, we discuss the results ofthe (haive) factorization
method in Section II. The LCSR forthe B ! J= K decay is derived in Section IIJ.
Next, to show the consistency of the m ethod, we prove the factorization of the lading
order controution in Section V!. In Section Vi, the calculation of the soft nonfactorizable
corrections is done by ncluding tw ist-3 and tw ist4 contributions. Section V T assembles the
num erical results. In Section ¥ I, using the results of calculation, we discuss in pact of the
nonfactorizable term on the factorization assum ption and the in plications of the results. A

conclusion is given in Section ¥ Iii.
IT. FACTORIZATION HYPOTHESIS AND NONFACTORIZABLE CONTRIBU -

TION S

The part of the e ective weak Ham iltonian relevant for the B ! J= K decay can be

w ritten In the fom

G
Hy =p%vcbvcscl<>ol+cz(>ozl; 1)



which can be fiirther expressed as

Hy =§%vcbvcs 1+ 29 6,4 20, ()0, @)

where
0,= € o6 b ;0= € Eac)@ fb): 3)
Here = @ 5), Viy'sare CKM matrix elaments and “’s are SU (3) color m atrices.

Ci1( ) and C, () are shortdistance W ilson coe cients com puted at the renom alization
scale O (np). The O, operator appears after the proection of the colorm ism atched
quark edsinO;= (€ Db) (S c¢) toa ocolr singlkt state:

1
Ol=N—Oz+ 202: (4)

C

The 1=N . tem is the origin ofthe factor 1=3 in @).

Under the assum ption that the m atrix elem ent orthe B ! J= K decay factorizes, the
m atrix elem ent of the 0', operator vanishes because of the color conservation and the rest
can w ritten as

, Gr Ci()
hJ= K Hiy Bi= ?—Evcbvcs Co( )+ 3
hi= K P, i 1+0()+0 =22 G)

My
w here the second and the third tem represent hard and soft corrections to the factorizable
am plitude, resoectively.

T he factorized m atrix elem ent of the operator O , is given by

W= EX @P.B o+ 9i®* = hJ= )T cPiK @F bR e+ i

2 gm fo Fl, mZ) 6)

where m eson m om enta are explicitly speci ed and p* = m%_ . The J= decay constant is

de ned by the relation

hl= (p)j_: Cj)i: fJ: m g= (7)

wih  being the J= polarization vector which satis es the condition p= 0. Theyf
denotes the J= decay constant detem ined by the experin ental kptonic width J= !
Il )= 526 037 keV by using the kading order calculation:

f;- =405 14Mev : )



TheF,, fom factor is de ned through the decom position

2 2
%p ( B, @)+ FS ©9) O

and estin ated from the light-cone sum rules {[1,12] has the value

K @F bR+ @i= Qg+ p) Fi, ©)+

Fl, tm%_ )= 055 005: (10)

By neglecting corrections in ), the (haive) factorization expression ortheB ! J= K

decay em erges. Taking into acoount the NLO W ilson coe cients calculated in the NDR

sheme (3] for = Mpmy) = 440GeV and L= 225M eV,

Cifmpmy)) = 1082 Cofmpmy)) = 0:d85 11)

and using the B meson lifetine ®B )= 1653 028ps, we obtain for the branching ratio

in the naive factorization
BB ! J= K)P@*=33 10¢; 12)

w ith the uncertainties in the order of 30% . This has to be com pared w ith the recent m ea—

surem ents [14]

BE"! J=K%) 101 03 05) 10;

BE?! =K% = 83 04 05 1b: 13)

Obviously there is a large discrepancy between the naive factorization prediction (12) and
the experim ent.

Retuming to theexpression fortheB ! J= K amplitude §), the corrections are given as
an expansion in 1=m ,and 4.Apartfrom theO ( ) correctionsto the factorizable part, there
are also nonfactorizable corrections, w hich can be, either due to a hard gluon exchange ordue
to a soft gluon exchange (denoted in {3) asO ( s) orO ( gc¢p=my) corrections, respectively)
between J= and theB K system .

To be able to discuss the in pact of the nonfactorizable tem s, it is usual to param eterize
thehl= K Hy B 1iampliude in tem s of the a, param eter as [g, 8]

| O
hi= K fiy Bi= 2Gp VaV, am fi- Fi, m2 )ap: 14)



The e ective param eter a, is de ned by

a,=Cy()+

+2C( )=
Fex 3 )
T he part proportional to the F’g x TIepresents the nonfactorizable contribution from the 07,

operator
h= K P, ()Bi=2 aqm f5- Fyy (9 (16)

and F,, = 0 corresponds to the naive factorization result, Eq. ).

Because there isno explicit  dependence ofm atrix ekm ent ), the dependence of a,
needs to be canceled by the nonfactorizable tem . T he nonvanishing nonfactorizable part
is also required in order to suppress the strong renom alization schem e dependence of the
e ective param eter a, [15].

U sing the param eterization ([4) we can extract the a, coe cient from the experin ent.

From the m easurements {13) one cbtains
ja;ijZ 029 003; @7)

w ith the undeterm ined sign ofa,.

On the other hand, wih the NLO W ilson coe cients from (1: ], the naire factorization

yields

Cimyp)
f 1 b
a0 = Comp) +

= 0:176; 18)

which is signi cantly below the value extracted from the experim ent.

Follow ing 8], n Figl we show the partialwidth ©orB ! J= K as a function of the
nonfactorizable am plitude Fzx . The zero value of Fzx corresponds to the factorizable
prediction. T here exist tw o ways to satisfy the experim entaldem andson theFzk . A ccording
to the large 1=N . rule assum ption [1], one can argue that there is a cancellation between
1=N . piece of the factorizable part and the nonfactorizable contribution, {@5). That would
dem and relatively an all and negative value of Fzx . The other possbility is to have even
an aller, but positive values for Fyx , which then com pensate the overall an allness of the
factorizable part and bring the theoretical estin ation ofa, in agreem ent w ith experin ent.

O ne can note signi cant dependence ofthe theoretical expectation forthe partialw idth
In Figl, which brings an uncertainty in the prediction orFyx ( ) ofthe order of30% . This
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FIG.l: Thepartialwidth ® ! J= K ) asa function of the nonfactorizabl am plitude Frk -

uncertainty is even m ore pronounced for the positive solutions of Fgx ( ). The values for

F., extracted from experin ents

Foy tmyp) = 0028 or Fi, my)= 0:4120;

Fl, my=2) = 0046 or F7, m=2)= 0:095: (19)

clearly ilustrate the sensitivity of the nonfactorizable part.
In the ollow ng we w ill caloulate the nonfactorizable contrbution Fy, , which appears

due to the exchange of soft gluons, by using the Q CD Ilight-cone sum rule m ethod.

ITI. LIGHT-CONE SUM RULE FOR hl= KD Bi

A . The correlator

To estin ate the soft-glion exchange contrbutions to B ! J= K we use the method

developed i [i(] for the B ! case. In this approach one considers the correlation
function:
Z Z
F pigk)= £ d'xe 9 dlye’® MK @F £ )0 0)F &)gPi; (20)
w here jJ= =¢ cand ¥ = m bl su are currents Interpolating the J= and B meson

elds, respectively. T he correlator is a function of three independent m om enta, chosen by
convenience tobe g, p  k and k. D jagram m atically the correlator is shown in Fig2.
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FIG.2: B ! J= K decay In LCSR . The shaded oval region denotes nonperturbative input, the
K m eson light-cone distrbution am plitude. J= and the B m eson are represented by the currents

3=  k)and P @+ q), repectively. T he square stands or the O ; Hurquark weak operators.

Here, it is In portant to em phasize the role of the unphysical k m om entum in the weak
vertex. It was introduced in order to avoid that the B meson fourm om enta before (og )
and afterthe decay P ) arethe same, Fig2. In such a way, one avoids a continuum of light
contributions in the dispersion relation in the B <hannel. These contrbutions, ke DD
orD D_s, have m asses much an aller than the ground state B m eson m ass and sooil the
extraction of the physical B state. A Iso, they are not exponentially suppressed by the Borel
transfom ation (see for exam pl the discussion in fL§]).

T he correlator Q) fornonvanishing k is a function of 6 independent kinem atical invari-
ants. Four of them are taken to be the extemalm om enta squared: @+ 9)?, © k¥, &F
and k?, and additionally wetakeP? = @ k+ qf and p?. W e neglect the an all corrections
ofthe order O (nZ=m2) and take ¢ = mZ = 0. Also, we sst k* = 0. The p* m om entum
is for the m om ent kept unde ned, In order to be ablk to m ake unrestricted derivation of
the sum rules. Its value is going to be st Jater, by considering the tw ist2 calculation of
the factorizable part, Section [IV!, and willbe chosen p = m%_ in order to reproduce the
factorization resul, (§). Furthem ore, we take @ k¥, o+ @)% and P ? gpacelke and large
In order to stay away from the hadronic thresholds in both, the J= and the B channel. A1l
together we have

g=k=0;p = mLZ;: ;i k)3 ocp i+ @F ocoiP T ocp * 21)



B . D erivation

The rststep isthe derivation ofthe dispersion relation from the correlator Q) . Inserting
a oom plkte set of hadronic states w ith the J= quantum num bers between the J= current

and the weak operator in @€0) gives us the Hllow ing:

mg- £ % O 2.52..2. ()
F = (E+ @ “P %P7 191

miz (p k% ’ 1P

Z -
L v s+ %P 2p%)

+ ds—- ; (22)
R s K
where g = p;qg;k and ¢’ ®© k)= 0. The sum runs over the polarizations of J= . The

Jow est state contribution satis es

W cii= © ki NDi=my, £ U 23)

and  kf=m?2_ . @2), i= and s, ! are the spectral density and the threshold

m ass squared of the lowest excited resonances and continuum states of the J= channel,
respectively.

T he hadronic m atrix elem ent of interest is denoted by
Z

(o+ %% ) =1 d'xe '®P*ny= p  k; K @F 0 0)F ®)gPi: @4)

On the otherhand, forspacelke (o kj m?. faraway from the polesassociated with
the resonances and continuum states, the correlator F  can be calculated n QCD in term s

of the quark and gluon degrees of freedom and w ritten In a om ofa dispersion relation as:

z
10 F Gt 9%P YY)

F = @5)
a2 s ©® 19 ’
w ith the kinem atical decom position
F =@ KFCF4+krFr®4+gr@+ © kkgrF: 26)

By assum ing quark-hadron duality one substitutes the hadronic spectral density i= n

{€2) w ith the one caloulable .n QCD and replaces s; '~ with the e ective threshold of the

perturbative continuum , sg: , e :

_ i} 1 _
Vit 9BP5P) 6 st )= SIn P s+ @GP s, )i @)



By m atching the hadronic relation 22) with the QCD calculation @5) one obtains the

sum rule expression

mg= £5- () 2.52..2. ()
(p+ a “;P %;p°; i =
m§= (p kz) I ’ I
7 -
1 % IF (s; p+ @%P%p°
1 gesF Si ot @TP P 8)
4m 2 S o k)

In order to reduce the in pact of the approxin ation £7) and to suppress contributions
from excited and continuum states, as usually done for quarkoniim system s one perfom s

n derivations in the m om entum (o k¥ and receives n-m om ent sum rule for the correlator

(o+ q) %;P%;p%; ) yofthe om
D+ %Pt Vo=
1 Z sg: (mg= +Q%)n+l , _
mo f S S+ 02t ImF (s;+ QP 75p%) (29)
J= J= 4m(2: 0

where Q isthe sum rule param eter that rok w ill be discussed later, in Section V 1.
W e proceed by using the analytical properties ofthe (f+ q) %;P %;p%; () iyam plitude
in the @+ q)? variablk of the B <hannel and insert in 4) the com pkte set of hadronic

states w ith the B m eson quantum num bers which yields
X 2 2 2
D+ fiphipt O =

2 B O;PZ; 2
M o Ohg= o kK @D OB o+ Qi+ ggens ST

mZ @+ gf s 0+ gf
(30)

In above, asbefore, it isassum ed that In the last temm the polarization sum is already done.
The QCD part, given by the rh s ofthe eq.£9) and rew ritten in a form ofthe dispersion

relation, now in the @+ q)? variable, exposes the form of the double dispersion relation as

127 @2+ gyl

)
2
4m§ (S+ Qo)n+l

Wm.F (5 o+ 9P %p) =

Z - Z S
l Sg d m §= + Q %)n+ ! f1s® 2;532) dSO ﬂn ﬂn F (S SO P 2 p2) (31)
_ s - - o e e .
2 4m(2: (S+ Q%)n+l mg SO <p+ C_{)2 S s r ’

From theM aldestam representation ofthe kinetic variables one can see that the integration

lin it of s variable is going in generalto depend on s, P 2 and p? and we denoted these depen—

10



dence by f; (s;P ;p?). In the Hllow ing, those tem s which disappear after taking m om ents
In J= cdhanneland after m aking the Borel transform in the B -channel are neglected.

In order to subtract the continuum ofB states, we exchange the order of the Integration
in @1) and use quark-hadron duality in B channel in a sense that the spectral density 1
is approxin ated by the s°  § part of the doublke dispersion integral (31)), where s is the

e ective threshold of the perturbative continuum In the B channel. T herefore,

"5 Y s b O @ OF oF 9 -
. mifs _ ] 1= ———(—
m3 o+ af ’ < B ‘m - £y
7 - 2 2yn+1 2 g, (5;8 2250
s ] (m 2_ + QO) 2 (sisg P “ %) d—sojn o (S’SO’P 2.p2) (32)
4m 2 (s+ Q%)n+l m? <0 o+ qu s s o7 ’

and after the Borel transform ation in (e + g)? variabl, we can fiurther w rite
1

2 2
my- f;- mg 5

W= e kK @D OB p+ 9i=

7 Sg: Q‘ﬂz_ + Q2)n+l Z £, (s;sg ;Pz;pz)
= 0 02 s 2 .s0.p 2.2y .
S dse oI F - (87S5P 5p7) ; 33)
4m 2 (S+ Q(Z))n+l m
2 b

In above, M is the Borel param eter and the function f, is the upper lim it of the s integral
after subtraction of continuum ofB channel.

Further, to extract the kinem atical structure of Interests, we decom pose the m atrix ele-
menthl= @ k; ‘K @D OB @+ gias

hJ= k; ( ))K @ O)B e+ gi= q(ﬂ2 + k%&)

+ © kkga' (34)

By inserting thisexpansion in the expression (33), after the sum m ation ofthe polarization

vectors
() () = g+(p (E];)(pk)zk) (35)
one obtains the sum rul for di erent kinem atical structures:
ka® gA®@ © k)gk A"
+ @ k) b B Ko, Y fda
© k¥ © k¥
) 1 Pa miovoprifeemes

2 = 2
sz= fJ=meB 4m 2 (S+Q0)n+l mé

Ineing, k F¥+gFr@+ o kF@F4 © k)gk rU’

(36)

11



The coe cient function in front of o k) Jooks lke

AP k) — © k) k(k) + © k) Aq(q) 37)
© k¥ k7
which is a consequence ofthe conserved J= current. The sum rule expression rtheA © ¥
part reads
A(P k) _ 1
2m . f5- mZfy
Z g- 2 2\n+1 4 B p 22
0 m _ + Q ) £2 (sisg P “ %)
s— > O+1 dsle®™s M g o F © ¥ (5;8%P %;p%)
4m 2 s+ QO)F1 m 2

(38)

Attheend we analytically continueP ? toP? 0, and choose P? = m 2 . Thisenablksthe
extraction of the physicalm atrix elem ent, because the unphysical m om entum k disappears
from the ground state contrbution, due to the sin ultaneous conditions applied, P = m 2

and p+ @) =mZ.From @4) and @7) Plows

W= ; K @P OB p+ @i= R e’=mi)= ¢ ——A®®E’=m])

and the nalsum rule relation forthe physicalm atrix elementhi= (; ‘)K @D O)B e+
)i takes the form

h= @; ‘K <g>j3 OB e+ i =

Z - 2 2\n+1 Zf(;B 2 452
=2 o fi- 71 "’ S(mJ: 20 1 e dsle®s st 7
] 2£2 e (s+Qf)"*t mify
02
k) (qecOemy 2 o2 .
m§= (mé ﬁ)ﬁnsoﬁnsF(p (s;s5myg;p7) : (40)
Some comments are in order. TheB ! J= K case seem s to be much m ore com plicated

than the decay of a B meson to two light pions discussed in {[0]. The com plication does
not appear only due to the m assive ¢ quarks, or the vector structure ofthe J= current, but
m ainly due to the localduality assum ption In J= channel, which is expected to work m uch
worse than in the pion channel In the B ! decay. A lthough it is possibl to stay away
from the the excited and resonant hadronic states in the J= channel, one can still expect

that there willbe an in uence ofthe ° resonance, which, in a m ore precise calculation has

12



to be taken into acoount explicitly. T he technicaldi culties which are Induced by the fact
that the value of P ? param eter is close to the hadronic threshold of J= are keft for the

discussion In Section Vi.

IV. FACTORIZATION IN THE LIGHT-CONE SUM RULE APPROACH

W e st consider the contrbution of the O, operator. As we have shown In the
Introduction, this operator contrlbutes to the factorizable part of the m atrix elem ent
h= @ ‘K @Hw B P+ i

Them ain contribution com es from the diagram shown In Fig2,where forO = O, there is
no interaction between the cham loop and theB K system atthe kading kevel. T herefore,
the caloulation of this contrbution is rather sin ple. A cocording to the expression (), the
k) part of the correlation function @0), F ©® ¥ needs to be calculated and its doubk
In agihary part has to be extracted. T he calculation proceeds in several steps. O ne nserts

rst explicitly the J= and B currents n €Q), and takes the expression @) for the operator
O ,. The cguarks are contracted to a ccloop and can be then Independently integrated.
T he contraction ofb- elds produces a free bquark propagator and the rest of the elds is
organized into the leading, tw ist2 kaon distrbbution am plitude « . Explicitly, we obtain

® k) mﬁszl ds 2m 2 : w2t k (@)
o = . g e k1+r— 1 S du— ;
4 mzS @ K S s o mp @+ aquf
(41)
where g (u) is the kaon tw ist2 distrbbution am plitude de ned by
4
K @FO) suEPi= igfix  due™™ ; (@): (42)

0

The rst ntegralin @1), apart from the kinem aticalfactorg @ k), isnothing else but
the cham loop contribution to the vacuum polarization calculated In the sum rule approach
fi7]. The second integral, considered in the leading tw ist approxin ation, reduces exactly
to the light-cone tw ist2 expression for the F,, form factor [l1, 12]. This part, with the
substitution u= mZ pP)=(E P), can be rew ritten In a dispersion om as

Zl Zl 0
u ds 1
au xk @)

o miI praf .8 Erofs Bl

@ () : 43)

13



In such a way the expression 41) receives the needed doublk dipersion form from which
the double in aginary part in s and s° variables can be trivially extracted.

T he contrdbution ofthe O, operatorto theB ! J K m atrix elem ent then follow s from
the the sum rule relation (Q):

h= ©; ‘K @P,0)B ©+ Diwz =

_ 5 m j-
EJ:
2 s 3
n 7 = r___ 1 -
g¢n§: + Q5T = ds 2m ? 4m?2 p? ( mz)%
1+ c 1 C B
4 4 2 am 2 (S+ QZ)rH—l s s m2: p2 5
“ =)
1] # B
2 b2 0 2
fxm b 0 ds e(mg 0= 2 my E%
2fzm 2 nz 8° B £ B
"2 agm f5- Fp, 4 ©): (44)

Here we see that the amplitude hi= @; ‘)K @D, 0)B e+ q)i factorizes and in a good

approxin ation the factorizable expression for the
h= @; )K @D, 0)B @+ 91iampliude, given by @), is recovered forp? = m2_ . T

I=
the rst parenthesis, apart from the snall @  s=mj)=(Q1 m’_ =m ;) correction, there is
the leading order expression for the sz= in the QCD sum rul approach. The correction
is the result of calculation w ith the nonvanishing k m om entum . T he second parenthesis in
@4) gives the tw ist2 contrbution to F, (©?) form factor. By reproducing the factorization

resuk forp* = m?_ ,we xthevaliep®’= m?_ alo i the further calkultion.

V. SOFT NONFACTORIZABLE CONTRIBUTIONS IN THE LCSR APPROACH

Fora discussion of nonfactorizable contrbutionsto the B ! J= K decay, we need to do
a system atic , and tw ist expansion of the correlator 0).

A fter explicit Insertion of the interpolating J= and B m eson currents and the operator
0, or 07, the correlation ﬁzmctjon 20) caZn be written in form :

F k) = m, dixe {0F9%  lyeif Mvpdkam

K @Frl $7@i0dme) S“Oiyincls S™° Oixiny) su”Pi;  (45)
where i; §;k;;m ;n are color indices, S (x;yin ) are quark propagators de ned in @8) below
and AP = Hora¥=TY= (2=2)Y forthe msertion of 0, or 0", operator, respectively.

14
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FIG . 3: Soft nonfactorizable contrbutions to the correlation fiinction ().

The ; and tw ist expansion is achieved by considering the light-cone expression for quark
propagators. Up to tem s proportional to G, the propagation of a m assive quark in the

externalglion el in the Fock-Schw inger gauge is given by [18]

S (% 5%,90 ) 10T £46x;) o (% )gPi
7 ( 71 i
d4k K x2) E+m i3 g G —— o) a 3
0 )
Dl &+m 1 1
2l mr e mll B o

From the above, considering the color structure of the O , operator, we can easily deduce
that the nonfactorizable contribution from this operator appears rst at the two-glion level
and is therefore 0of0 ( ﬁ) . O n the contrary, nonfactorizable corrections from the 0, operator
are already given by the one-gluon exchange. T he kading hard nonfactorizable contributions
are due to the exchange of a hard gluon between the cquark (@ntigquark) and the one ofthe
rem aining b, U or s quarks, see Fig2. T hese contributions em erge at the two-Jloop level and
although they are calculablk in LC SR, their calculation is technically very dem anding and
w ill not be discussed In this paper.

Insertion of the gluonic tem of the propagator S (7;0;m o) or S¥*(0;y;m .) yields the
contributions represented in F ig 3. T hese are the lrading soft nonfactorizable contributions.
In tem s of the light-oone expansion they are of the higher tw ist and described by the three
particke kaon distrbution am plitudes de ned by the follow ing m atrix elem ents:
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—tw ist3 distribution am plitude
FEQO) G (vy)u(x);KZ+ @i= ifx [@ag aqg )
@ag gag )]l D ;i ox (4 e MEY) @7)

—twist4 distrbution am plitudes

Z
Y . . qX qX ~ i (x v
WEO)L G Wyuk)K' @i= g ————£ D ;75( 17 )e igx 1+yv 3)
7 (S8
+@ a dg) D (4 )e TV 48)
Z
— . qX qX iy (x v
FEO) 6 yu K’ @i=qg————fK D ;i 5( i )e & ¥
7 ax
+@ a dg) D i, (y )eEFY, 49)
Tn above, G =% G ,G =g “=2G_,,D ;=dd.ds3 @ 2 3), and
g =g g + x g )=gx.Both twist3 and tw ist+4 distrbution am plitudes contribute

at the sam e order. T hey are param eterized by

1
s (57 )= 360 1 5 3 1+a()50 5 3H+DbOIR 412 850 )
+c()B 12, 23+33% ; (50)
2 2 1
25 )= 307001 2 5 5+2 00 29 (1)
505 ) =120%() ()(1  2) 1 2 33 (52)
~ 2 2 l
2 (45)=3070) 3@ 5 s+2 ()@ 23) (53)
~ 5 1
50ai )= 120°() 125 o+ ()@ 33) (54)

The param eters are estinated from sum rules R0, 21] and the values are listed in [3].
In the num erical evaluation we use the asym ptotic orm of the above expressions where
a( );b();c()and () dependence is neglcted. The asym ptotic expressions for tw ist3
and tw ist4 distrioution am plitudes should provide su ciently reliable estin ates of already
subleading contributions.

The QCD caloulation oftwo diagram s in F ig.3 at the twist 3 kevel yields

e 27 () %1 2% (1 x)
m ir X X
Fb(f3k) _ b zK dV D . . 3K ’ - dX —
4 0 n my (p—l— q(l 1)) iO mg Q x(l x)
g © kK wv)ag k+210 wv)g @ ;k) (55)
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where Q = p k+ v 3g. Comparing the above expression w ith the one ocbtained for the
B ! case, Eg. 26) n tl-_(i)]), we can see that there is an additional, x-integral for the
m assive cc loop. O therw ise, the expressions are the same and form . ! 0 the result form
Eqg. (26) in fI0] is exactly recovered, up to a sign, which can be traced back to a di erence
between the pssudoscalar and vector currents interpolating and J= , respectively.

By changing the order and variables of Integration one can bring the above expression
into the follow Ing fom :

4 Z oy mg Z 4
g R m sk ds s dy du
e lg 2 4m§ S (p k% 0 2 y x(s;y;Pz)mli (p+ qu)?
v dv
— x L uju  v;v)
x (s;yP 2) \&
4m2 i
s 7 cy+ P+ > B Qv  xEviPY) (56)
and
2
S 4m°§
1
exreD 2\ — .
X (s;y;P %) = . (67

Tt is in portant to em phasize here that the above expression (56) is de ned only for large
gpacelkemomentum P ?j mi. Furthem ore, the expression ($6) does not have a needed
double dispersion fom .

In order to proceed we w rite

Z
1ot ds
® k) ® k)
Fus = T s e (si o+ @B %) ; (58)

where

k)
m.F.L Y 6+ 9P 4pY) =
Z 4mg Z 1 Z

mpyfsx s dy du u dv a )
5 — 3K u;u Vv;v
16 0 2y X (siyiP 2) mﬁ P+ quf“ X (siyiP 2) v ’ '
h 4m 2 i
s 7 °y+ e+’ B @v xEviPY)) (59)

Now, i is possbl to use the quark-hadron duality ln J= channel and to subtract the
J= continuum states by approxin ating them by (69), which changes the upper lim it of

s integration in (58) to s 15G eV?. This restriction of the s integration enablks the
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expansion ofthe in agiary part In ;Fy, 3 in the x (s;y;P ?) variable. To reach the satisfactory

precision we expand (59) up to order O (x°):

k
mFE Y s o+ @%P?) =

Z 7, a2
m pfax du s dy
(16 2 omp P+ auf 2y
Z u 2
dv 4m ¢ 5
— x 1 uwu  Vv;v)s + 2v(e+ g )
0 v 1 Y
Z
Y adv 5
= =0 wu viv)p+q B
0
4m 2 1 2
+t s — x 1 uwu wv) X (s;y;P ")
1 y Vv v=0 )
4m 2 @ 1 x° (s;y;P 2
s =~ Zu @ uu viv) XEYPD o0& ©0)
1 v Qv wv =0 2

In the above expression it is in portant to keep In m Ind that s receives values In the
range dm Z < s < sg: . It has also to be noted that the coe cients In the expansion are
P ? independent obfcts. So, although, the above expression was derived or P2 < 0, the
com pkte expression {4Q) for the physicalamplitude B ! J= K is an analytic function in
P? and i can be analytically continued to the positive values ofP? = m2 . The result
is m ore reliabk for amaller O (s=P ?) corrections. In our case, although the expansion is
well converging, the st order correction in X (s;y;P?) am ounts to 25% , which is
signi cantly larger than the sin ilar correction  §=P? 0 (1GeV=mi) in the B !
case. Therefore, In the calculation of the soft nonfactorizable correction forB ! J= K,
the analytical continuation of P 2 to its positive valie embeds an unavoidable theoretical
uncertainty. However, O (x?) corrections are already at a percent Jevel, and the expansion is
well converging.

T he sam e procedure em ployed fortw ist4 contributions gives som ew hat m ore com plicated
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Z 4mg Z
P ® 0 _ mify * ds =" gy ¢ du
ord . 8 2 am 2 S (p k% 0 2 ? x(s;y;Pz)mli (p+ qU.)?‘
" dv _ 2 5
— % @0 uwu v;v)3 -—=x(s;y;P°)
x (s;iy P 2) v v
Z Z am 2 Z
+mng ! ds =" gy * du
— S EE—— =
8 2 Z4m§ S () k) 0 2y X (sjyiP 2) [(mﬁ o+ qL1)2]2
" av 4m 2 5 )
1L uiv) s + (p+ a@® B)( v+ x(syiP?))
x (s;iy P 2) V2 1 Y
Z Z 4m 2 Z
mify 7 ds P gy ! du
— S —— =
82 m2s KX 2V xeypn ME P+ QufT
@) 4m 2
“— s S+ (ot @ B)( u+ xEyiPY)
u 1 vy
Z Z 4m 2 Z
mify 7 ds > gy 1y ! du
_bK o
8 2 mz [ ie) kz)]z 0 2yl A 4;1—2% x(sry;PZ)mli P q
u) x(s;y;P? X (s;y;P 2 k
22 ) ( Iy72 ) (2q (p k2)) 1 ( rYr )q (61)
u P u g p
Here,q k= ( kf P+ p+a’ Plandg p=(p+a® B)).
T he tw ist4 wave functions appear in com binations
Z u
1 ;v) = al' 7 (11 ! viv)+ 75451 ! V;V)
2’ 7
» ) = dr’ dAr® %1 @ %5+ % 1 %19 (62)
0 0

The rsttem in (61l) can betreated in a sin ilarway asthe tw ist=3 paJ:t,Fm(p3 k),expandjng
in x (s;y;P %) wih the result

7 o= Z Z an 2
P E K _ mify % ds ! du o gy
e 82 m: s P K omi p+raf 2y
Z
e\ 2 2 3
— @1 uu wvv)3 —x(v;P°) +0 &) (63)
0o V° v
Otherparts in (61}) contain denom inators of a form
1 1 64)
_ or H
5 1 2  ©+ugfl

which are typical for tw ist4 contributions.
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Tobeablktodealw ith such tem sweperform a partial integration. H ow ever, the problam
is the subtraction of a continuum for such tem s, because the com plete expression does not
possess the needed dispersion formm , where the hadronic spectral density can be identi ed
w ith the im agihary part ofthe QCD am plitude, unless the surface tem s are equal to zero.
Fortunately, tw ist4 contrlbutionsw ith the higher power ofdenom inators num erically appear
to be suppressed. T heir contrbution, neglecting the surface tem s, is In the region ofa few
percent. Uncertainties nvolved In the LC SR calculation are certainly much larger, and we
argue that the contrbutions w ith the higher power of denom inators in the tw ist4 part can
be safely neglected In the num erical calculation.

It is In portant to em phasize that due to the speci ¢ con guration ofm om enta, im posed
by the J= continuum subtraction, the analytical continuation of P 2 does not produce an
In agihary phase. From this contihuation, one would expect to get an In agihary phase in
the penguin contrdbutions of operators O; and O ,. The phase is typical for such kind of
contributions and known as the BSS phase {[9]. H owever, the penguin contrbutions in the
process under the consideration are suppressed in the large N Im it by 1=N . (@dditionally
to the 1=N . suppression of the em ission am plitude calculated here), and are beyond a scope
of this calculation.

Putting tw ist-3, egs.68) and (60), and twist4 (63) expressions together and subtracting
the continuum ofB states, the nalexpression for the soft contributionstotheB ! J= K
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am plitude, In the approxin ations discussed above, has the form

h= ©; ‘K @P OB p+xi=2 agn £

Z - 2 2yn+ 1 Z
1 oo fog_ + Q)" 1 ' @e(mg m2 m2 @ u)=u)M >
4 2f£2_ i 2 s+ Q&)P*t 2mify ws U
Z 1 4m(2: (
s dy my
M —
0o 27ymi  mi |
Z .
f3K v dV mlzj m§= 2 4mi
— — x @ uwu viv) ——— Qv x(s;yimg)) + s
2 Y% u 1 vy
4m? 1 )
S — x @ uwu  wvv)  x(sjy;mg)
1 y v v=0 #
4m 2 @ 1 x? (s;y;m i)
s — — 1 u;u V;V) _ =
1 v Q V2 3K ’ ’ o ) 2
Ydv 2 5
+mpfi — @0 uwu v;v)3 -—x(jyimg) (65)
o V v
whereu§ = m{ mi )=(5 m7 ).

VI. NUMERICAL PREDICTIONS

Befre giving num erical predictions on the soft nonfactorizable contributions, we have
rst to goecify the num erdcal values of the param eters used.

For param eters in the B channelweusemy = 5: Ge&V and the values taken from [11]:
f; = 180 30Gev,my, = 477 01 GeV,and § = 35 2GeV’. ForJd= we use the
Plowing: ms. = 35GeV, f;,o = 0405 0014 GeV from EqiB), mc= 125 0: and
ss” =15 2GeV [i7]. The K meson decay constant is taken as fy = 0:6 GeV . For
param eters which enter the coe cients of the tw ist3 and tw ist4 kaon wave functions we
supposethat f3 ' fix and 2 ’ ?,andtakefx = 00026GeV, ()= 017GeV,where

b= P mZ m m=2 24GeV 0,711

Like in any sum rule calculation it is in portant that the stability criteria for @0) are
established by ndingthew indow inn andM 2 param eters in which, on the one hand, excited
and continuum states are suppressed and on the other hand, a reliable perturoative Q CD
calculation ispossible. The stability region for the B orel param eter is found In the interval
M?=10 2Ge&V, known also from the other LCSR calulation of B m eson properties.
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Conceming m om ents in J= channel, the calculation is rather stablk on the change ofn In
the ntervaln = 4 6. Q isparam eterized by Q2 = 4mZ ,where isusually allowed to take
values from Oto l.Asitwasargued in I}], where sum ruleswas applied for caloulating the
massofJ= , and was also observed In our calculation, atQ% = 0 ( = 0) there is essentially
no stability plateau where n is am all enough that the QCD resul is reliablk and at the
sam e tin e the Iowest lying resonance dom inates. M ore stablk resul is achieved for € O.
However, the result appears to be sensitive at m ost to the variation of the param eters s
and s; .

T he num erical results for the soft nonfactorizable contributions are as follow s
Foag s (p) = 00051;  Fgy...(5) = 0:0089; (66)

calculated at the typical mp=2 scale of LCSR calculation. The above values are
obtained forn = 5, M § = 10Gev?and = 05. In general, one could expect that tw ist—
4 contributions are relatively O (1=m ) suppressed with respect to the twist3 part and
therefore are an aller. H owever, careful study of the heavy-quark m ass behavior ofthe nal
expression 65) show s that i the heavy-quark lin it the twist-3 and tw ist<4 contrbutions
are of the sam e order (and are both suppressed by 1=m,, with respect to the factorizable
part @4)). Therefore, it is not surprising that the num erical contribution of the tw ist-
4 part is rehtively large. Even— and odd-tw ist contributions stem from di erent chiral
structures of the bquark propagator and are, therefore, ndependent. T he 1=m }, suppression
should, however, certainly be true when we com pare even (odd)-tw ist contributions am ong
them s=lves (ie. the twist4 w ith the tw ist2 contrdbution; the tw ist5 w ith the tw ist3 part
etc. ).

T he variation ofthe sum rule param eters i plies the values:

Fiag,ms( o) = 0004 0:007; Fyy.,.(p) = 0006 0012 (67)
and the nalvalue
Foy ()= 0011 0018: (68)

F irst, we note that the nonfactorizablk part {6§) ismuch sn allerthan theB K transition
form factor (10) which enters the factorization result. Tt is also signi cantly sm aller than its
value {(19) extracted from experin ents. N everthelkss, its in uence on the nalprediction for
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a, is signi cant, because of the large coe cient 2C ; multiplying it. Furthem ore, one has to
em phasize thatF;, , isa positive quantity. T herefore, we do not nd a theoretical support for
the lJarge N . 1in it assum ption discussed in Section I, that the factorizable part proportional
to C; ( )=3 should at least be partially canceled by the nonfactorizable part. Our resul
also contradicts the result of the earlier application ofQCD sum rulkstoB ! J= K 3],
w here negative and som ew hat larger value orF, . was found. H owever, earlier applications
of QCD sum rules to exclisive B decays exhibit som e de ciencies discussed in fL0]. T B8],
mahly the problem was the ssparation of the ground state contrbution in the B-channel
and the wrongm, ! 1 I it of higher+tw ist tem s obtained by using the short-distance
expansion ofthe fourpoint correlation function. In thiswork, follow Ing the procedure taken
from [10], the problem is solved by ntroducing the auxiliarly m om entum k in the b-decay
vertex and by applying the QCD light-cone sum rules.
U sing the sam e values for the NLO W ilson ocoe cients as in Section IT, one gets from

(68) or the e ective coe cient a , the Hllow ing value
ay 015 0483 ,: (69)

A Yhough the soft correction contribute at the order of  30% 70% , the net result: (G9)
is still by approxin ately factor of two am aller than the experin entally determm ined value
@n.

VII. QCD FACTORIZATION FOR THE B ! J= K DECAYSAND THE IM PACT

OF SOFT NONFACTORIZABLE CORRECTIONS

In an expansion In 1=m, and ¢, matrix elm ents for som e of twobody decays of a B
meson can be com puted consistently by the QCD factorization method [I]. This m odel

applied tothe B ! J= K decay gives

h= KPPi= K E bpihJ= § cPi 1+0()+0 —22
my
Zl
= Fpx m2.) T'@) ,- W
7 0
+  d dudvT™ ( juiv) s () g W) oo @)+ 0 —2EP (70)
my

T' and T are perturbatively caloulable hard scattering kemels and - x ;5= arem eson
light-cone distribution am plitudes. T?' starts at order O ( 2), and at higher order of o

23



contains nonfactorizable corrections from hard gluon exchange or penguin topologies. H ard
nonfactorizable corrections in which the spectator of B m eson contribute are isolated in T .
Soft nonfactorizable corrections denoted above asO ( gcp =) € ects cannot be calculated
in the QCD factorization approach. According to some general considerations [I] these
e ects are expected to be suppressed, but there isno realcon m ation of this conclusion.

Inthelmim. my! 1 ,icanbeshown [I]thatatthe lading order in 1=m, there is
no long distance interactionsbetween J= and therestB K systam and the factorization
holds. A ctually, the J= case is som ewhat excgptional, since soft glions in this lin it are
suppressed only by a factor gcp=Mmyp s) Ej] ratherthan by ocp=my lke, or exam ple, n
theB ! D decay, forwhich the factorization hasbe proved at the two-loop kevel. If J=
is treated as a light m eson relative to B, then the factorization is recovered atm =m, ! O
lim it. Unfortunately, for the higher 1=m ,, corrections, the factorization breaks down [L].

In connection to (/0) the llow ng should be em phasized. In the heavy quark lim it
my ! 1 thehard scattering kemelT ! isnothing elsebut the J= m eson decay constant and
by neglecting and O ( gcp=m}) corrections, the naive factorization result {6) is recovered.
In the hard corrections appear J= and B m eson light-cone distribution am plitudes. Under
theassum ption thatm .  my, the light-cone distribution am plitudes forJ= can betaken to
be equalto that ofthe meson, as it wasdone In ﬁ] (vector m eson distribution am plitudes
were elaborated In P2]), although this assum ption is not com plktely jisti ed. However,
we cannot say much about the B meson distribution am plitude, excspt that i can be
m odeled or extracted form the experim ental data R3], which is again m odel dependent.
Fortunately, after som e sim pli cation, the result depend only on the st m oment of the

s od ()= =m=5p,and therefore there isa need for xing jist one param eter, 5 .
T here isnotm uch known about this param eter, except itsupperbound, 3 3 4dmg my),
ore ectively, 5 < 600M eV R4].

Here, we would lke to discuss our results for the soft nonfactorizable contrbutions in
com parison w ith the hard nonfactorizable e ects calculated in Q CD factorization approach.
As it was already noted In fLQ], In the heavy quark lin it the soft nonfactorizable contribu-
tions are suppressed by 1=m, in com parison to the tw ist2 factorizable part, which con m s
the expansion in (/Q). W ith the inclusion of the hard nonfactorizabl corrections, the a,
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param eter {15) appears as Hllow s
" #

Cl() hard FQK()
+2C.() GF ()V+ —/——5—
’ Foe @2 )

ay=C,( )+ (71)

The hard nonfactorizable contrioution F "#* were calculated in B]. The analysis was
done up to tw ist3 temm s forthe K m eson wave function which enters the calculation ofthe
T!! hard scattering kemel in {70). It is a well known feature of QCD factorization that it
breaks down by inclusion of higher+tw ist e ects. The hard scattering kemel T ' becom es
logarithm ically divergent, which signalizes that it is dom inated by the soft gluon exchange
between the constituents ofthe J= and the spectator quark in the B meson. In the QCD
factorization this Jogarithm ic divergence is usually param eterized by som e arbitrary com plex
param eter r as Roldv=v = Infmg= gcp )+ r and alhough i is suppressed by 1=m,, this
contribution is chirally enhanced by a jﬁct:or2mf< =(Mm s+ my)). This lJarge correction m akes
it dangerous to take the estin ation for the tw ist3 contribution literally, due to the possble
large uncertainties which the param eter r bears w ih.

T he estin ation done in the QCD factorization {§] show s hard-gluon exchange corrections
to the naive factorization result ofthe orderof  25% , predicted by the LO calculation w ith
the tw ist2 kaon distribbution am plitude. Unlkely large corrections are obtained by inclusion
of the tw ist3 kaon distribution am plitude. A nyhow , due to the obvious dom nance of soft
contrbutions to the tw ist3 part of the hard corrections In the QCD factorization E:], it is
very lkely that som e doubl counting of soft e ects could appear if we naively com pare the
results. Therefore, taking only the twist2 hard nonfactorizable corrections from [ into
acoount, recalculated at the |, scale, our prediction (69) changes to

f,= 047 0491 (72)

b

T he prediction still ram ains to be too an all to explain the data.

N evertheless, there are several things w hich have to be stressed here. Soft nonfactorizable
contrbutions are at least equally in portant as nonfactorizable contributions from the hard—
gluon exchange, if not even the dom inant ones. Soft nonfactorizable contributions are of
the positive sign, and the sam e seam s to be valid also for the hard corrections. W hile hard
nonfactorizable corrections have an in aginary part, In the calculation of soft contributions
the penguin topologies as potential sources for the appearance of an In aginary phase were

not discussed, but they are expected to be an all.
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VIII. CONCLUSION

W e have discussed the nonfactorizable contribbutions to the B ! J= K decay and have
calculated leading soft nonfactorizable corrections using Q CD light-cone sum rules. In soite
of theoretical uncertainties nvolved by application of LCSR method to the B ! J= K
decay discussed In Section V1, and a possble n uence higher cham onium resonances to the
sum rule, the predicted correction clearly favors the positive value orFy,, and therefore of
as .

Recent rst cbservations of the color-suppressed decays of the type B ! D (20 0 by
CLEO [Y] and BELLE R4§] indicate also the positive value for a, param eter. A lthough
these data show that a, is a process dependent quantity, which is clearly exhbited by the
di erence in the prediction for a, in B! D{Y%andB ! J= K decays by aln ost a
factor 2 (, @ ! DOy %)4= 057 006vs BB ! J= K)j= 028 0:03), the positive
value for a, can be clkarly deduced in both cases. This is jist opposite to the predicted
negative values of this param eter in D m eson decays. T he tendency to a positive value of
a; In B decayswas also observed in the global t ofdecay am plitudes to the data [g], where
the argum ents in favor ofa sign change ofa, from negative to the positive w hen going from
D to B decays were presented.

M oreover, these recent experin ental results on B! p(0o0 point out Jarge nonfactoriz—
abl contributions, aswellas the Jarge nal state interaction phases in the color-suppressed

(class-II) decays R7]. Soft corrections obtained in this paper add up to this picture, being

signi cantly larger than soft corrections n the B ! decay.
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