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The main contribution to the radiative B !

mode is from penguin operators which are

quantum corrections. T hus, thism ode m ay be usefil iIn the search for physics beyond the standard
m odel In this paper, we com pute the branching ratio, direct CP asym m etry, and isospin breaking
e ects w ithin the standard m odel In the fram ework of perturbative Q CD, and discuss how new

physics m ight show up in this decay.

PACS numbers: 1320He, 12.38Bx%, 1340Gp, 1340Hg

I. NTRODUCTION

The large CP viclation n B ! J= K decay mode
predicted by the standard model wih K obayashi-
M asukawa KM ) schem e hasbeen veri ed by B factories
at KEK ( High Energy A cocelerator R esearch O rganiza—
tion) and Stanford Linear A ccelerator Center (SLAC).
The standard m odel predicts the CP asymm etries for
B! J= KsandB ! K tobeequaltosin2 ;.How—
ever, recent experin ental data from Belle showed that
these asymm etries di er by nearly 2 ; the averaged
sn2 ; from Bell and BaBar n B ! J= K system
is sin2 1= 0736 0:049 []] and n B ! K decay
mode issin2 ;= 0:06 033 0209 from Belle [[], and
sh2 ;=050 025 597 from BaBar []. E xperin ental
error is still Jarge, so the situation is lnconclusive, but if
this result continues to hold, it im plies existence of new
physics beyond the standard m odel.

In this paper, we want to concentrate on B ! K
decay m ode. T he decay m ode has large a branching ratio,
so the experin entalerroron the CP asym m etry hasbeen
getting am all and is now down to severalpercent.
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CP Asymm etry isde ned as

Acp : - ; 1)

and in general, theoretical predictions of the CP asym —
m etries depend less on hadronic param etersthan those of
branching ratios as m any uncertainties cancel in the ra—
tio. So com paring predictions for CP asym m etriesw ithin
the standard m odel w ith experim ental data m ay be ef-
fective way to search for new physics. M any authors
have pointed out for som e tim g, that the CP asym m etry
In this mode is very small. W e can easily understand
why the asymm etry is so anall. In order to generate
CP asymmetry, at least two am plitudes w ith nonvan-—
ishing relative weak and strong phases must interfere.
This decay is mainly caused by an O; operator, and
other contrbutionsw hich interfere w ith this contribution
are sn all and the C abibbo-K cbayashiM asukawa quark—
m xing m atrix (CKM ) uniary triangl is crushed, m ak—
Ing the CP asymm etry in this decay m ode very an all.
However, if we were to look for new physics, we need to
be ablk to give a quantitative estin ate of the standard
m odel contribution to the CP asymm etry. For this pur-
pose, we include an all contributions which interfere w ith
07 , mcluding also the long distance contrbutions, for
exampl,B ! K J= ! K

Furthem ore, the isospin breaking e ect ¢ is also
very Interesting because it’s size and sign are sensitive to
the existence of physics beyond the standard m odel.
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In order to test the standard model, we need to
know if the penguin contrbution wihin the standard
model can explain the experimental data. Experi-
mentsshow o+ = +0:012 0044 0:026inBelll]land
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o = 0050 0:045 0028 0024 nBaBar | ].M ore
precise data will becom e available In the near future,
so the theoretical prediction of it’s size and sign of this
asymm etry should be pinned down.

In this paper, we calculate the branching ratio, direct
CP asymm etry, and isospin breakinge ectsinB ! K
decay m ode, based on the standard model. First, we
brie y review the concept ofthe pQ CD in Sectlll, and
Sectl, we show the e ective H am ilttonian which causes
B! K decay. Then we present the factorization for-
mulas orthe B ! K  decay mode in Sectlll, and in
Sectlll, we m ention about the long distance contriou-—
tions. Next wew illshow the num ericalresults n Sectlli,
and Sect/lll is our conclusion. Finally in Appendix A,
we present a brief review ofpQCD .

II. OUTLINE OF PQCD

T heoretically, it is easy to analyze the Inclusive B m e~
son decay lkeB ! X becausewe can estin ate the de—
cay w idth, for exam ple, by inserting the com plete set for
all possbl interm ediate states. T he experin ental and

theoretical branching ratio ofB ! X are
Br® ! X )™ = 3527053 10 % I

Br@ ! x5 )® @357 030) 10 4; [

and thisgood agreem ent strongly constraintsnew physics
param eters. However, nclisive decays are experin en—
tally di cut to analyzebecauseallB ! X g candidates
should be counted. If we can directly calculate the ex—
clusive decaymode B ! K ,we ought to obtain m any
Interesting results to test the standard m odelorto search
for new physics.

Perturbative Q CD is one of the theoretical Instrum ent
for handling the exclisive decay m odes. The conospt
ofpQ CD is the factorization between soft and hard dy-
nam ics. In order to physically understand the pQCD
approach, we consider B® meson decays into K "me-
son and  in the rest fram e ofthe B meson Figll). The
heavy b quark which hasm ost ofB ® m eson m ass isnearly
static in this fram e and the other quark, which form sthe
B % m eson togetherw ith the b quark, called the spectator
quark, carriesm om entum oforderO ()= O M g my).
T hisb quark decays into the light s quark and through
the electrom agnetic penguin operator and the decay
products dash away badk-toback, wih momentum of
O M =2). (Thisprocess is depicted n Figll@).) K °
m eson is com posed of s quark and a spectator quark. In
order for the fast m oving s quark and slow m oving spec—
tatord quark to ©om a K °meson and nothing else, the
spectator quark m ust be kicked by the gluon, so that the
s and d quark have m ore or Jess parallelm om enta in the
direction of K °. (T his process is depicted n Figll©) .)
Since the invariant-m ass square of this gluon is the order
of O (M ), we can treat this decay process perturba-
tively.

FIG.1l: The kft gure isno glion exchange diagram . s and
spectatord are not linesup to form an energeticK meson. In
order to hadronize K m eson, one gluon w ith large q2 should
be exchanged.

B K*

FIG. 2: Exampl of anniilation diagram which produces
strong phase through the branch-cut.

There is also diagram shown in Figll. This can
also be computed In the pQCD approach. The dia—
gram can be cut along the dotted line indicating the
presence of the physical interm ediate state. This re—
sults in a strong interaction phase which can be com —
puted. The direct CP asymm etry is caused by interfer—
Ing som e am plitudes w hich have relative weak and strong
phase, and it can be written In the form proportioning
to sin (41 w2)sin ( s1 s2): In short, it depends on
both weak and strong phases.

Aleiwleisl + Azeiwzeisz

Aje iwleisl + Aje iwzeisz

A@B ! f) =
A@B ! f) =

W e can determm ine the strong phases by using the
PQCD approach, then we can extract the Infom ation
about the weak phases and exam ne the standard m odel.
A m oredetailed review forthepQ CD approach is in Ap-—
pendix .

IIT. KINEMATICS FOR B ! K DECAY MODE

The e ective Ham iltonian which induces avor-

changingb ! s transition is given by [1]
GFhX @ @
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and photon and the K meson transverse polarization
vectors as

1
( ) = Oroi?_é( 1! 1) ’
1 ,
x ()= 0;0;19—5( 1; 1 8)

Throughout this paper, we keep only tems of or-
der ry ~iIn the computation of the num erator, where
rx =Mg Mp.

The fractions of the m om enta which have the spec—
tator quarks In B and K meson are x; = k; =P, and
X2 = k, =P, , s0 the m om enta of these spectator quarks
are expressed as follow s,

+ M B ~

ki = (ki ;jky ;Kip) = (‘ijlfo;le); 9)
+ M B ~

ko = (k; jk, iKer) = (0;-19?X2;k2T); (10)

then the b and s quark momenta are p, = P;  k; and
ps= P2 ks, and we neglect the masses of the light
quarks and identify the b quark m assw ith the B m eson
m ass In calculations of the hard scattering am plitudes.
The term proportionalto ,= My my isgenerated by
higherordere ects, so we Included thise ect in ourerror
estin ate.
From here, we extract the form ulas for decay am pli-
tudes caused by each operators,
M = W jHerr JIL

G X
19% Veww Ci( ) JOi()3Ii (1)

and they can be decom posed Into scalarand pseudoscalar
com ponents as

« M P 12)

Iv.. FORMULAS

In this section, we want to show the explicit form u-—
las of the decay am plitudes caused by operators given In

Sectll.

A . 07 contribution

Ifwe de ne the comm on factor as

Gr e

F© B=—VepVesCr M 5 a3)

where Cr is color factor, and ; as VyVis=V 4 Ves, the
decay am plitudeM ; in Figlll can be expressed as ©llow s.

(a) 9 (b) v

0, g g 0r,

d d d d

FIG . 3: Feynm an diagram s of electrom agnetic penguin oper—
atorO; .A photon isem itted through the 07 operator, and
one hard glion exchange is needed to form hadrons.
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Here K g, Iy are m odi ed Bessel functions which com e B . Ogg contribution

from propagator integrations. The meson wave func—
tions are not calculable because of its nonperturbative
feature. But they should be universal since they absorb
Iong-distance dynam ics, so we can use the m eson wave
functions determ ined by som e approaches. W euse in this
paper am odelB m eson wave function which is shown to
give adequate form factors or B ! K  decays [, ],
and K meson determm ined by light-cone QCD sum rule

Sim ilarly, we can calculate the Ogy contrbutions as
follow s. In these cases, a hard glion is em itted through
the Ogy operator and glied to the spectator quark
line Figl). In the Hlowing Hmulas, Q4 express the

, ], Their explicit form ulas are shown In Appendix electric charge of the extemal quark: Q, = 2=3 and
B. Qa=Qs=Qp= 1=3.
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FIG . 4: Feynm an diagram s of chrom om agnetic penguin operator O g . A hard gluon is em itted through the O g4 operator and
glued to the spectator quark line. T hen photon is em itted by brem sstrahlung of extemal quark lines.
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C . Loop contributions
1. Quark line photon em ission

Next we want to m ention about cham and up quark penguin contrbutions Figlll). T he subtitle ke \Q uark line photon
em ission" m eans that a photon is em itted through the extemal quark lines. W e de ne the c and u loop function in order that
the b! sg vertex can be expressed as s (1 5)I Db. It has the gauge mvariant om [1] and the explictt ormula is as
follow s,
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FIG .5: Feynm an diagram s of \Q uark line photon em ission". The cham or up loop go to gluon and attach to the spectator
quark line. A photon is em itted through the extemalquark lines.

where k is the gluon m om entum and m ; is the loop intemalquark m ass.
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The loop function G has the dependence of glion m om entum square of k?. But there is no singularity when we take the lim it
ofk ! 0, so we can neglect kr com ponents ofk? in the Joop function G .
Then the \Q uark line photon em ission" contrbutions can be expressed as follow s.
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FIG .6: The Feynm an diagram s of \Loop line photon em ission". T he cham or up loop go to gluon and attach to the spectator
quark line. A photon is em itted by brem sstrahlung of loop quark lne.
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2. Loop line photon em ission

N ext we consider the \Loop line photon em ission": a photon is em itted through the c or u quark loop line. W e sum up
Figll@) andM@), theb! sg decay am plitude is expressed as

Ab! sg )= @ .k sE)I* bp); (38)

where vertex function I isde ned as llows [, 0, 11],
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whereL = (1 °)=2, k is the gluion m om entum and g is the photon one. T hen the am plitudes can be expressed as follow s:
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FIG .7: The energy scale of the loop contrbution ist= max@; B ja,'l=b1),where2-\2 is gluon m om entum ,B? is the Joop
m om entum , and I is the transverse Intervalbetween the quark and antiquark pair in the B m eson.
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In general, i is hard to estim ate the u loop contrbutions accurately because of the nonperturbative hadronic uncertainties.
For k? < 1G &V, nonperturbative correction to the u quark loop shown in Figlll is large and in fact uu pair m ay be better
represented by resonances. O n the other hand ifk? is large, the perturbative com putation is expected to be reliable.

In the pQ CD approach, the factorization energy scale t is detem ined at each point of the integration, ie. for each point
(X1;%x2;01;12). Then these variables are integrated over the entire physical region. So for each point (X1;x2;b1;k»), s ) can
be determ ined. Thus we can observe the contrbution to the am plitude as a function of s ). Figuresll and ll show the
distrbbution of 5 (t) for a diagram w ith the c quark loop, and u quark loop, respectively. W e can see that the m a pr part ofthe
¢ Joop contribution com es from a perturbative region, on the other hand u loop contribution inclides also a nonperturbative

region. Since M 5, and M 3, gets considerable contrbutions from the nonperturbative region, we introduce 100% theoretical
error for these am plitudes.

D . Annihilation contributions

M 2S (@) = M 2P (@)
1. Tree annihilation ) 3ngbe 2, z
Fly——s dx;  udo
4M B 0
W e now discuss the annihilation contributions caused as ()Se 1) el ss D] | ®1301)K o A L)
by 01 and O, operators. The diagram s are shown in a L
Figlll. T he operators 0, O, can be rew ritten as (G =max@a;il=n)) (48)
3 50,15 21 7
M7® = PO =2 n dx; bydb
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02 = (siuilv a (Ujbj)v A = (Sibj)v A (Ujui)v a: (47)
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These annihilation contrbutions are tree processes: no 2K z 2 :

hard gluons are needed because they are four Fem i inter- P z 7
action processes and do not inclide spectator quarks which ME® _ O 3 6Qsfs - dx,  bydby
should be Ine up to orm hadrons. However, these con-— 2 ° 4 2 0

tributions are am all because it has v A) (V A) ver o [ s )] W

tex: gets chiral suppression, and its’ CKM factor is V,,Vus, az ()Se &k2) e : lEHO ©2Ba)

0 ( ?) suppression com pared to Vi Vis and Vg Ves. D e ning ke ¥ &)+ Q x2) & x2)]

az (t) = C2 () + C1 (t)=3, the each decay am plitudes are as o1~ .

Iow s: L =maxBa;1l=) (50)



FIG .8: The horizontal Iine is ¢ (t)=

and the vertical axis is the contribution from the each energy region in

s to the total

decay am plitude. The left gure is the realpart and right one is In aginary part of the ¢ loop contribution. These gures show

that we can com pute the c quark loop contribution perturbatively.

FIG . 9: The horizontal line is s (b)=

1

and the vertical axis is the distrdbution from the each energy region in

s to the total

decay am plitude. The left gure is the realpart and right one is In aginary part of the u loop contribbution. These gures show
that nonperturbative contributions are iIn portant, so we cannot accurately com pute the u quark loop contribution and have to

take into account the hadronic uncertainty.
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FIG .10: Annihilation diagram s caused by 01, O, operators.
In these cases, no hard glions are needed because they are
four Fem 1 interactions and do not include spectator quarks
which should be line up to form hadrons.
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t = max(Caj;1=b1)) (51)
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tions. Os, 06 havea (V
chiral enhancem ent com pared to (V
and is’ CKM factor are V,,Vis, then is’ contributions are

3p€Q £ Z 1 Z

L dx; bydb
4™ 2

B 0

a2 (€)Se (xp) el 5 ‘ti’]iEHO‘“ D a)

[+ x2) ¥ &x2) (1 x2) g (x2)]
3P€Q £ Z 1 Z

F 0) " u iB dx
Tz % | e I dby

a2 €)Se (xz) el °x ‘tg’]izﬂg“(bzbu

[ x2) x &) (1+ x2) g (x2)]
t=max®.;1)

a+ xl)Mg; B§= 1 xz)Mg;

leBz; D§=sz§

2. QCD Penguin

ag () = Ce (b)) + Cs (©)=3.

A)
A)

(52)

(53)

(54)

Next we mention the QCD penguin annihilation caused
Os operators lke in Figllll.
as(t)=Cqs()+ C3 (=3,
have the sam e expression of 0;, O, annihilation contribu-
(V + A) vertex so they have
A) vertex,

Here we de ne
O3, O4



FIG .11: Anniilation diagram s caused by O 3
QCD penguin annihilations include

O s operators.
s In W ilson coe cient,

so they are the sam e order of all contributions except for 04,
0, anniilations.

com paratively lJarge and get m ain origins for isospin breaking

e ects.
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as (€)Se (1) el 2 ] | 70K o biAL)

€ =max@,.;1=)) (55)
3 B0.f Za 2
siB
O tWrK . dxs b, db,
as )¢ () el o ‘t‘a”]iEH;“aazBm
h i
2 x2) x &)+ x2 % (X2) (56)
p- z, z
3 6stB
g © tWrK . dxs by dby
as )Se () el ‘tg’]iEHO‘“ ©B.)
Kz x (2)+ 2 x2) g (x2)]
= maxBa.;1=) (57)
M }; (c)
3p€Q £ Z 1 Z
K
r@ tWrK . dx; bido
as (€)8e xn)el %2 1 L 1)K o 01Ca)
€ =maxCa;1l=h)) (58)
3ng £ Z 1 Z
B
F tﬁm O dx;  bdb
as ()5 o) el %0 g (U @b )
A+ x2) x &) (@ x2) g &)1 (59

V.

10

3p€Q £ Z 1 Z
MI@ = PO, qZB - dx, bydb
4MB 0
d
as ()5, (x,) el °x ‘ta’]izﬂo‘“(bzoa)
(1 x2) x &X2) 1+ x2) g (x2)]
= max (@ .;1=b) (60)
MGS(b) _ Mg(b)
3ng £ Z 4 Z
FO =" dx; Ld:as)
Mg 0
St (x2)e Be D] 1 (Xz)iEHo(l)GOzBa)
£ = maxBa;1=) (61)
M:(d) _ Mg(d)
3ng £ Z 4 Z
FO 2 —22 dx, bdb as(t)
Mg 0
d
Se(xy)e Bx 1T () izH " @D )
= max (@ .;1=b) (62)
2= @+ x)Mz; Bi= (@1 =x)Mg;
Cl=xM¢; DZ=1xM} (63)
LONG DISTANCE CONTRIBUTIONS TO

THE PHOTON QUARK COUPLING

v

b, p,w

FIG. 12: VectorM eson-D om Inance contributions m ediated

by

e o
ror- .

Here we want to discuss the long distance contrbutions. In
order to exam ine the standard m odelor search fornew physics
indirectly by com paring the experim entaldata w ith the values
predicted w thin the standard m odel, we have to take into ac—

count these long distance e ects: B ! K
4

is am all com pared to the J=

d=;
] @ iglll . Tt should benoted thatB !

;1)K
DDK I K
Interm ediate state contrbution.

T hese contributions are caused by 01, O, operators, and
the e ective H am iltonian describing these processes is

_ Gr X @ @
Here = P= VapVges C1 (007 (©) + C2 )0, (B)) + he.
2 g=uj;c
(64)
If we use the vectorm eson-dom inance, the B ! K decay

am plitude can be expressed as inserting the com plete set of



\/g |
| \A% .

u

\/_
g2\/

FIG.13: &), B) are factorizable and (C), O ) are nonfac—
torizable contributions to the hadronic m atrix elem ent for

<K HeePB >.

=
S¥

«

u u

possble intermm ediate vector m eson states like

X .
\ \ 1 .
K :Heff:Bl= h ﬁ Jem j/lithK j’Ieff:Bl;
v 4G mg
(65)
where V= ; ;!. Now we concretely consider the
B! K ' K . Four diagram s contribute to the hadronic

m atrix elem ent of KK Hers Bi(seeFigll), and rst ofall,
we consider the leading contributions: the factorizable ones,
Figs. @) andll®).

A . Factorizable contribution

In this case, the B ! K decay am plitude can be factor-

ized as

h K JHere jB1i = %%vcbvcsal ©h Jc @  °)cj0i
K §s (1 °)biBi; (66)

and the de nition of the decay constant is
h @3Jc cjoi m g &) @; 67)

then the decay am plitude can be w ritten as

MB!I K @) - %%vcbvcsal Om g &) @

K §s (1 °)biB4i; (68)

where a; (t) = C1 (t) + C2 (£)=3. T he conversion part of the
m eson Into photon can be expressed as

h A Jen J 1= gem g @) (69)
then the totalam plitude ofB ! K m ediated by meson
can be expressed as ollow s,

M B! K 'K ) = ‘g%vcbvcsal () w
K js @ °)biBi (70

11

w here the real photon m om entum is q2 = 0. In principl, we
need to include the w idth of the vector m eson in the propa-
gator and w rite

i

., 71
¢ m?+ im (1)

butwehave ( =m ) O (10 %) and the e ects ofthe w idth
can be safely neglected.

TheampliudesforB ! K ! ! K can be com puted in
a sin ilar manner. In thiscase, ( 1=m,)= 1.0 10 2 and
we can also neglect the w idth e ect In the m eson propagator.
DierenceswihB ! K ' K are the value ofdecay con—

stant g1 (0) and the factor for the electrom agnetic interaction.

Gr eg (0)°
M@B! K ! K )= 'P—EVuqusal (@] —%

K 9s @ °)biBi  (72)
Howeverin theB ! K ' K case, the resonance peak

is not so sharp, so the propagation of m eson generates the

strong phase: ( =m )’ 0:19 and i introduces’ 11 strong
phase.

G 0)?
M @B ! K 1K ) = F eg (0)

Y VapVyear () ———0
'19—2 bVysal () 20 1 =)

K Js (@

In order to estin ate these long distance contributions, we
have to know the decay constant gy . T he decay constants are

experin entally detem ined by the V. ! e"'e data [I]. The
amplitude ©rv ! e" e can be expressed as
M V! ee)= Qezmvgv (qz) (74)

where Q expresses the e ic charge lke that Q = Q. when

V= ,0= ( up_Qd): 2mvV = case,and inV = ! case,
Q= Qu+ Qq)= 2. Then the decay width r v ! e'e
decay can be w ritten like
W ! et e ) = M ; (75)
3m v
and the values of gy are in Tabk[ll.
v V! ete )GeV)my GeV) & Gev?)
J= (1S) 526 10 © 3.097 0.1642
(2S) 219 10 °© 3.686 0.0814
(3770) 026 10 °© 3.770 0.0099
(4040) 075 10 °© 4.040 0.0306
(4160) 077 10 °© 4.160 0.0323
(4415) 047 10 ° 4415 0.0209
702 10 ° 0.771 0.0485
! 060 10 °© 0.783 0.0379

TABLE I:The coe cientsgyv .

>)b 9B i (73)



Furthem ore, these decay constants are de ned at the q2

extrapolate these decay constants from q2 = m\z, toq2 = 0.W eexpressgy (0) asgy 0) =
], and In the ;! cases,we take '

.Inthe <cases,wetake ' 04 [,

mediated by ; ;! are
Gr 2
M B! K )= p—§a1 e VeoVes

and ifwe calculate the form factorof K Jjs (1

12

m\z, energy scale. W e need onesatq2= 0, so we have to

gv () by using suppression factor

+ Vy bvu s

10 [0,00]. Then the long distance contributions

g m7) g m?)? . Su s
+ K 1 biB 1i; (76
6 20 i=m ) s o B 17 (76)

)b 3B i, the long distance contributions becom e as ©llow s:

M s@) M P @)
g 2 Z Z R R
= 47FY dndxe bdbbde s Gaib)Scke) o)l 72T %0 T ey @)H 7 @b B by B k)
B 0 |
v . 29 @m?)? g m?)? g m?)’
+ c + —— +
o [y &)+ 5 (x2)] 3 < i i)
(& = max (@7;B7;1=b ;1=b,)) a7
Z Z
3 2 1 b b
MEE = S P dnde  bdabde) s Gab)S o) s @)l T T Ve @) @sbCobC o)
B 0 \
h i 2,2 2.2 2.2 .
v a 2g @) g m7) g m°)
&2+ 2w (2)+ x (K2) Xew g ®2) o« 3 + o Y ary—
(78)
Z Z
s 2 1 b b
MTe) = M—ZF“” dxidx;  bidobdoe s &17b)Se &k2) s @)el 72 ) Sx g (@)E P @b ;00000 k)
B 0 |
h i 2,2 2.2 2.2 :
v 29 @m°) g @m7) g m*)
Xox  x ®2)+ ok (2)+ (Ko + 2)xx ®2) . 3 + o Y p—
t) = max@;C7;1=0 ;1) (79)

B . N onfactorizable contribution

Next we estin ate the the e ect of nonfactorizable con-—
tributions to the physical quantity lke branching ratio, CP
asym m etry, and isospin breaking e ects. In order to do so in
the case ofB ! K I K at rst, we use the experin en—
tal data on the branching ratio and di erent helicity am pli-
tudes forB ! J= K decay mode. The branching ratio is
Bre’! J= K %= @31 007) 10 *[], and the frac-
tion of the transversely polarized decay w idth to the total
decay width isabout = =’ 04 [, 10,0], then the cor-
responding transversally polarized branching ratio am ounts
to

Br® ! J= K )’ 50 10 *: (80)

O n the otherhand, ifwe com pute the branching ratio by using
eq.ll), we have

4 .

Br® ! J= K )r’ 23 10 (81)

If we assum e that the di erence between the experim ental
valie eq. [l and our prediction eq.l is due to the nonfac—
torizable am plitude, then

nonfactorizable A B ! J= K )r
factorizable A B ! J= K )r

’ 04 : (82)

Note however, that B ! K is dom inated by the short dis—
tance am plitudes. T he long distance correction from the fac—
torizable diagram is about 4% of the total decay am plitude.
So when we add the nonfactorizable am plitude, the long dis—
tance correction increases to 6% in the total am plitude, and
12% in the branching ratio. W e have inclided these correc—
tions in our num erical estin ates given below .

Furthem ore, we estin ate the e ect ofnonfactorizable con—
tribution to the direct CP asymm etry. In general, a nonfac—
torized am plitudes has a relative strong phase com pared to
the factorized am plitude. W e already know that the nonfac—
torizable diagram am ounts to about 2% to the short distance
am plitude, then we can num erically estinm ate the CP asym —
m etry uncertainty from the nonfactorizable diagram by in-
troducing the strong phase as a free param eter. W e conclude
that only less than 10% uncertainty is generated by the long
distance nonfactorizable am plitude, and as we w ill see later,
this error is sm all com pared to the total uncertainty n CP
asymm etry from otherorigins. F inally, wem ention that these
Jong distance contributions do not generate the isospin break—
Ing e ect, the nonfactorizable contrbution can be neglected
in com puting the isospin breaking e ects.

In thecassofB ! K (;!)! K , Wwe can expect that
the factorized am plitudes are dom Inant to the total decay
amplitudein B ! K ( ;!) by the analogy ofB ! decay

], then we can neglect the nonfactorized contribution to
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C . Another diagram s for long distance
contributions to the photon quark coupling

b i i b i i
% % Next we want to consider another contribution w ith dif-
u u u u ferent topology which exist only in the charged decay m ode
lkeB ! K gl . If we neglect the nonfactorizable
FIG . 14: Long distance e ects m ediated by ;! which con— contributions and annihilation contributions, there are two
tribute only to the charged m ode. diagram s that contrbute to the hadronic m atrix elem ents
K (!) JHeers JB 1.W ede nethe or! meson momen—
tum P3 = Mp= 2 (1;0;0r ) and the spectator quark m om en—
the above physical quantities. tum fraction as x3.
M S (a) M P (a)
Z z h 2 i
4 *f ! g @) L m?) a a
= 5 F L dadxs bidbbsdby s Gagb) o S S ) o (F)el 2 0 D]
M 0 1 i=m 3
a ()r ")+ *(x3) H, @9bsiBebijBoby) (= max®;B7;1=b ;1=bs)) (83)
Z Z h 2 i
4 2f 1 ) \ ? b b
me® = B po g as bdobds s Gaib) — o) D g ) el s ) s )]
M g 0 1 i=m 3
h i "
@) s+ 2r Y&+ ) xsr % (x3) H,” (qb;Coby;Cobs) (84)
Z 4 h 2 i
4 *f ' ) L > >
MP® = LK p©  grdx; bidbbsdos s (i) — D) 20D ey @rel e s @]
M 0 1 i=m 3
B i
b v T a (o)
az (t’) xsr (x3) + (x3)+ X3+ 2)r (x3) H;" A7b1;Cq7b;Cqbs)
€ = max (@7;C7;1=b ;1=b3) (85)
Af=xixsMi; Bi=xiMi; C7=xMg (86)

In the com putation ofthe above form ulas, we use the and ! m eson wave function extracted from light-cone QCD sum rule
1, and the detailed expression is in A ppendix M.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS wave functions up to twist3. In order to m ake clear the
theoretical error of the predicted physical quantities, we want

W e want to show the num erical analysis in this section. In to show how to estin ate these errors.

the evaluation of the various form factors and am plitudes, we A . Error Estim ation
adopt Gy = 1:16639 10 °GeV ?, kading order strong cou-
pling s de ned at the avornumberng¢ = 4, the decay con— W hen we estin ate the physical quantities lke branching

stants fg = 190M &V, fx = 226M &V, and f;f = 185M &V, ratio, CP asymm etry, and isospin breaking e ect, there are
the masses M = 528GeV, Mg = 0:892GeV and four m apr classes of error In PQ CD com putations: (1) the
m:.= 12GeV, the meson lifetine o = 1:542ps and input param eter uncertainties; (2) higher order e ects in per—
s+ = 11674 ps. Furthem ore we used the leading order turbation expansion; (3) the CKM param eter uncertainties;
W ilson coe cients [[|] and we take the K , , and ! meson and (4) the hadronic uncertainties from the u quark loop.

1. First we want to estim ate the class(l) error for various physical quantities. For class(l), we change the decay constants,
the B m eson wave function param eter !y , and c param eter of the threshold function. W e estin ate the uncertainties from
the decay constants to be 15% in the am plitude. If we change the !5 in therange !'s = (040 0:04)Ge&V, and c in the
range c= 04 0:, these uncertainties change the B ! K fom factor by about 15% at the am plitude level. Thuswe
regard the totaluncertainty for class(l) to be 20% . Here we discuss how this error a ects the experim ental observables
such as the branching ratio, direct CP asym m etry, and isospin breaking.
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Branching R atio

In orderto see how m uch error isgenerated w hen we change som e param eters in class(l), we Introduce realparam eter
ij s as the fractionaldi erences of the am plitudes from onesw ith a xed hadronic param eter, where iand j express

the avor and electric charge. N ote that the uncertainty in decay constants leads to an uncertainty in overall factor

of the am plitude, ie. they don't lead to an uncertainty in the phase of the am plitude. In the change wave function

param eters on the other hand, the phase changes a little, but it’s e ect is very an all and we can introduce i]’s as

real param eters.

T he decay w idths of the B and B m eson decays can be expressed as

)+ VaVesAD L+ J)+ VouVusAd @+ D) 87)
D+ VaVeAal a+ DT (88)

B

B) = FuVeAla+
(BY) = FwVeAla+

3
t
2+ VeV Al L+
and we can see that the uncertainty to the branching ratio from input param eters com es from the error of the O
am plitude, and it am ounts to about 2 ] 7 40% .

D irect CP A symm etry
From eq.[lll) and ), the direct CP asym m etry can be expressed as ollow s,

h i
2 . . . . . .
Ace = 3 7 In VepVesVenVes)Im AZAL) L+ 2) + I VipVesVupVuo)Im @A) A+ Q) 89)
VpVesFRT A+ ()
and the error for it is
Ace Ay Bce (2 OmM@IA{)+ () DHMALAT) (90)
Ace Ace @+ HIm @2 =a))+ Im @l =a]! )] '

W e can see that the uncertainties can cancel. W e have checked that num erically the class(l) error for the CP
asym m etry am ounts to few percent and is an all com pared to other errors (see below).

Isospin Breaking
O n theotherhand, wewant to show that the hadronic param eter uncertaintiesespecially from !y and cdependences

of the isospin breaking e ect can be large even though we take the ratio as the CP asymm etry. T he decay w idth
of the neutral and charged decay m odes w ith the theoretical error can be w ritten from eq.[ll) and Il as

O = VuVeAL L+ )+ VaVeAl L+ )+ VipVusAl 0+ O)F; 91)
= FwVeAD U+ D)+ VeVeAL L+ 1)+ VpVusAL U+ 1) T 92)
and the isospin breaking e ect is given by
o _ RiFa+ D plfa+ ) o3
o+ = O) + ’ ( )
t t

AlFa+ 2+ AlFa+ )2

where we neglec;ted all term s except for those proportional to jagf because jxg'f=;A2f 0 (10 *), and the CKM
factor of the ;Aﬂjz is suppressed as j/ubv“:vtbvtsf 0 ( *). Then the error can be expressed as
h i
0 apiFiply ¢ o
0+ 0 RYF AIDH @M+ RLH

W e can easily in agihe that the decay constant uncertainties are canceled as the direct CP asymm etry. How-—
ever we observe that even though 8 : is sm all, there exist ;AEf j-\z j2 in the denom nnator and i is
also amall, then the error enhancem ent can occur. Variation of !s and ¢ introduces ¢ ;7 05% whik
R2F Al FHr=@2F+ A7 F) " 5% . This gives about 20% error for the isospin breaking. From the above argu-
m ent, we can see that the error from !y and cuncertainties rem ain som ew hat lJarge. T hus we estin ate the class(1)

error for the isogoin breaking e ect to be about 20% .

94)

2. Next we want to discuss the class(2) error. For class(2), we expect an error com Ing from the fact that we used the
leading order termm in 5 (t). There are also errors com ing from neglecting higher order decay am plitudes. But we have
not checked the e ect of class(2) errors as it requires actual com putation of higher order am plitudes. W e guess that the
error is approxin ately 15% in the am plitude. Then the theoretical errors from class(2) are 30% In the branching ratio,
about a few % in the direct CP asymm etry, and 20% in the isogoin breaking e ect.

3.About the class(3) error, we change the , param eter in the range = (1 2=2) =020 009 and

= (@1 2=2)= 033 005 [], and num erically estin ate how the physical quantities are a ected by the changing

of param eters. The m apr contrbutions to the branching ratio and isospin breaking e ects com e from the term s which

are proportional to Vy, Vis, S0 they are less sensitive to the error in , . On the other hand, direct CP asymm etry

dependson Im (V,VisVapVeg) and Im (Vi VisVypVy ) as in eq.l), thus the error from the , uncertainties am ounts to
about 15% .
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4. The class(4) error com es from the u quark loop hadronic uncertainties. T he term s which are proportionalto V,,Vys are
not very im portant to the com putation of the branching ratio and isospin breaking e ect, so for these quantities we can
neglect the class(4) uncertainties.

However for CP asymm etry, ¢ and u quark loops give com parable contributions as seen i eq.[ll), thus the u quark
Joop contrbution which is infected w ith nonperturbative correction, cannot be neglected. If we regard the u quark loop
uncertainty as about 100% at the am plitude level for both real and in agihary part, the num erical error for the direct

CP asymm etry am ounts to about 75% .

In sum m ary, we regard the error of the branching ratio, direct CP asym m etry, and isospin breaking e ects as 50%
0% , class(2); 20% ), respectively.
[

40% , class(2); 30% ), 75% (class(4); 75% ), and 30% (class(l); 2
Vo Vis
‘/uqu*s
VeV

FIG.15: CKM unitary triangle

B. Num ericalResults

T he num erical results for each decay am plitude M ; in the
neutral decay (Tabldill) and charged decay (Tabdlll) in unit
of10 °Gev ? are as Dllows.

T he totaldecay am plitude can be expressed by using these
com ponents as

A®B ! K ) = M+ M.+ My
= ( xIMIEMI+MT)
+ i, x M +ME A+ M );(95)
My = M7 +Mgg+ M3 65
Mc = Mict Mo+ M 5
My = Migtou t M2+ M 4105

where all com ponents incude CKM factors. If we express
K and helicities as 1; 2, the combinations which can
contrbute to the decay am plitude areA ; , = Ay 4+ ;A ; ,
if we take into account the fact that B m eson is spinless and
a realphoton has helicities 1. Then the total decay w idth

ofB ! K is given by
1

= T MEAME+MITF+ M+ +MIF ;96)
B

and the branching ratios forB ! K becom e as ollow s:

0 5

10 ~;
10 °:

Bre’! K )
Br® ! K )

58
(60

2:9)
3:0)

@7
(98)

N extwewant to extract the direct CP asym m etry. W e take
into account up to O ( 4) about the CKM m atrix com ponents,

a
— a3

8
% 1 %= 1=8+ A’=2 *
AZ+a =2 i) 1

1
( i )C
A?* K
A% 1=

99)

i)

(class(1);

and the unitary triangle related to this decay m ode should be
crushed E gl . ‘
If we express each amplitudes M ; as iA;e'! where
1= VypVis=V 4 Ves, In order to separate weak phase and
strong phase ;, the decay am plitudes can be rew ritten as

AB ! K )=VyVes [tAre' "+ Ace'®+ ,A,e "] (100)

AB ! K )= VaVe [(Ace' "+  Ace “+ ,A,e ] (101)
and the direct CP asym m etry can be expressed as

B!K ) ®!X ) Ry,

Bes LK )+ 8! K ) Ro' P
h
Ry = AtAcsin(: )Im VipVigVepVes)
*RcAush(c )i VaVeVoplVus)
+AuAcs (o o) VupVysVeVes) 5 (103)
Rp = Al¥uVid + AlVaVef + AL VupVef =2

+AAccos( ¢ )ReVipVigVepVes)

+AAy COS( c u )Re(vcbvcsvubvus)

+AyAccos(u t)ReWVupVysVepVes);  (104)

then its’ values are
Acp B! K %) = (61 4%) 10 °; (105)
Acp B ! K ) = (57 43) 10 °:  (106)

Finally, we want to estim ate the isospin breaking e ects
aseq.l). Thise ect is caused by 0 g¢ Eigll, c and u loop
contrbutions Figll), 01 06 annhilation F igslll and ),
and the long distance contributions m ediated and ! In
charged mode (Figlll). About the brem sstrahlung photon
contributions em itted through quark lines, whhether the spec—
tator quark is u or d a ects the strength and the sign for
the coupling of photon and quark line, so they generate the
isospin breaking e ects. Them ost In portant contrbutions to
the isospin breaking e ects come from QCD penguin O 5, O¢
annihilation. These e ects are additive to the dom inant con—
trdbution O; in both neutraland charged decays (see Tables
B and ) . H owever it size are di erent: the neutralm ode's
is Jarger than charged m ode’s. T hen the sign of total isospin
breaking e ects becom es plus and it’s value is as follow s.

2

0+ = + (27 08) 10 (107)
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0.67-0.181 0 0.03+ 0.071

0

TABLE II:B° ! K at =02

0, = 033,38 = 0:40GeV.

MP=F @ ||

MEPp ©

i

VeVes | M7 =F @ M§=F® MJ =F©

MEF@ MEF® MP @

—218.67-3.861 4.89-0.101 247+ 0374

218.67+ 3861 4.83-0.821 2.86+ 0.141

VyVes| M=k @ MZ=x©® M3 ©

MP=F? MI=F® MP=F©

-0.66+ 2151 642-1263i -1329

1392.601 —481+8231 15.09

VipVus M Do zu=F @ MFZ=F©@ M =5 @

MiyionF @ M7=F©@ M5 5@

-0.75+ 0511 035+ 1.01i -0.04+ 0.054]

0.79-0.181 -0.75+ 1.16i 0.05-0.05i

+

TABLE III:B* ! K

VII. CONCLUSION B

at =020, =033, = 0:40GeV.
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r® ! K )= (63 2{) 10 ° to be pared with re-

In this paper, we calculated the branching ratio, direct CP
asymm etry, and isospin breaking e ect within the standard
m odel using the pQCD approach. It is useful to com pare
our results with those existing in the literature. The decay
am plitude can be obtained from the transition form factor

b3B @1)i
= iTy () x P g (108

K P2;x )Jigs

where P = P; + P,, g= P; P,. W ihin the fram ework of
pPQCD, we obtain the value of the B ! K transition form
factor as Ty (0)= 023 006. The result can be com -
pared with the ones extracted by another estim ation. In
the QCD Factorization, T{ (0)= 027 004 ] and an
updated phenom enological estin ate of this quantity with
the light-cone distrbution am plitudes for the K meson
is T (0)= 027 002 []. W hile the central value in
the updated resul is the sam e as before, the error is re—
duced by a factor of 2. In the light-cone QCD sum
rule TY ()= 038 006 L], the Jattice QCD sin ulation
TF ()= 032" 092 [lland Tf (0) = 025" 325 ], and the
covariant light-front approach T{ (0)= 024 []. There
are several estin ates of the branching ratio by using the
value of Tf (0) = 0:38 0:06 extracted from light-cone Q CD
sum rule. Comparing the results wih experim ents, this
value of the form factor over estim ates the branching ra—
tios [, I, Il Also, it shoud be noted that T{ (&)
and other related form factors have been com puted in the
fram e work of pQCD [l]. They obtained the central value
as TlK (0) = 0:315. The di erence between our results and
their’s is the K meson wave function. W e take the new K
wave function param eters com puted in Ref.[ 1 ].

Note that we have also Included the Ilong dis—
tance contributions. If we negkct them, the branch-
jngratjosbeoomeBrCBO 1 g ° )= (52 26) 10 5 and

sults shown in Eq.[land ). TheB ! K 1 K con—
trdbution to the totaldecay w idth am ounts to about 12% and
also it works additive to the branching ratios. W e also em -
phasize that we can calculate the annihilation contrbutions
w ith the pQCD approach, and these contribute to the total
decay w idth which am ount to about 2  10% .

This analysis predicts lss than 1% direct CP asym —
metry wihin the standard m odel If we neglect
the long distance contrbutions, the asymm etries be-
com e Ace 8! K %)= (67 50) 10° and
Ace B ! K )= (72 54) 10°, and as to
isospin breaking e ect ke ¢+ = + 2:6 0:28) 10 %. The
long distance contrbutions do not seem to a ect to these
asym m etries.

T he branching ratio of the neutral decay is sim ilar to that
of the charged decay, in spite of the di erence of the lifetim e
between them . This e ect ismainly caused by the 4-quark
penguin operators Os, O . If we neglect these contributions,
the isospin breakingis o+ = (12 04) 10 2,50 we can
see that they generate about 4% isogpin breaking e ect. This
resul is sin ilar to the conclusion of Ref. | ].

B! K decay, aswehave rstm entioned, isan attractive
decay m ode to test the standard m odel and search for new
physics. In order to look for the new physics, we have to
reduce the experin ental errors. The error to the direct CP
asymm etry m ust get sn aller than 1% . That isto say, we need
at least 20 tin esm ore data. T his is not possble w ithout the
super B factory.
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FIG.16: 0 ( s) corrections to the hard scattering H .
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APPEND IX A:BRIEF REVIEW OF PQCD
1. D ivergences in perturbative diagram s

Herewewant to review the kr factorization [1]. Athigher
order, n nitely m any gluon exchangesm ust be considered. In
order to understand the factorization procedure, we refer to
the diagram s of F iglll.

T hey describe the O ( ) radiative corrections to the hard
scattering process H . In general, ndividual higher order
diagram s have two types of infrared divergences: soft and
collinear. Soft divergence com es from the region of a loop
m om entum where allit’sm om entum com ponents in the light—
cone coordinate vanish:

1 =T ;1;%)=(;;7): @1)

C ollinear divergence originates from the glion m om entum re—
gion which is parallel to the m assless quark m om entum ,
1= (@;1%) Ms; "Ms;): @2)
both cases, the lop Integration ocorrespond to
af11=1 log , so logarithm ic divergences are generated.
It hasbeen shown order by order In perturbation theory that
these divergences can be separated from hard kemel and ab-—
sorbed into m eson wave functions using eikonal approxin a—
tion 1.

Furthem ore, there are also doubl logarithm divergences
in Figlilla) and Il ®) when soft and collinear m om entum
overlhp. These large double logarithm can be summ ed by
using renom alization group equation. This factor is called
the Sudakov factor and also factorized into the de nition of
m eson wave function [, 00,01 ]. T he explicit expression for
Sudakov factor is given by L] (see Appendix ll) .

There are also ultraviolt divergences, and also another
type of double logarithm which com es from the loop correc—
tion for the weak decay vertex correction. T hese doubl log—
arithm can also be factored out from hard part and grouped
into the quark gt function. These doubl logarithm s also
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(@)

FIG.17: An electron which is scattered by the electrom ag—
netic Interaction (@) is observed w ith m any soft photons. Sin —
ilarly, a quark which is scattered by the strong interaction (©)
is not observed as a single glion: accom panied by m any soft
gluons, and they form hadron ts.

should be resum ed as the threshold factor [, ']. This fac—
tor decreases faster than any other power of x asx ! 0, so
it rem oves the endpoint sinhgularity. Thus we can factor out
the Sudakov factor, the threshold factor, and the ultravio—
Jet divergences from hard part and grouped into m eson wave
finction @A ppendix . Then the rede nition of wave fiinc—
tions ncliding these lJoop corrections get factorization energy
scale dependence t.

T hus the am plitude can be factorized Into a perturbative
part ncliding a hard gluon exchange, and a nonperturba—
tive part characterized by them eson distribution am plitudes.
T hen the totaldecay am plitude can be expressed as the con—
volution :

z, Z
dx; dx ol C ) ok &zt
0 0
H &xi1;x2;b1502;10) B X17b1;8); @3)
here ¥ 2;l;»;t), B Xi1;b1;t) are m eson distrdbution am —

plitudes that contain the soft divergences which com e from
quantum correction and H (x1;x2;bi;l»;t) is the hard kemel
Including nite piece of quantum correction, where b;, b, are
the con jigate variables to transverse m om entum , and xi, X2
are them om entum fractions of spectator quarks.

2. Physical interpretation of Sudakov factor

In order to understand the Sudakov factor physically, st
we consider QED .W hen a charged particle is accelerated, in—
nitely m any photonsm ust be em itted by the brem sstrahlung
Figlll@)). A sin ilarphenom enon occursw hen a quark isac—
celerated: In nitely m any glionsm ust be em itted. A ccording
to the feature of strong interaction, gluons cannot exist freely,
so hadronic gt is produced. Then we observe m any hadrons
in the end if gluonic brem sstrahlung occurs. T hus the am pli-
tude for an exclusive decay B ! K is proportional to the
probability that no brem sstrahling ghion is em itted. This is
the Sudakov factor and it is depicted in Figllll. A s seen in
F igllll, the Sudakov factor is large or sm allband Q . Large b
in plies that the quark and antiquark pair is separated, w hich



FIG . 18: b is the transverse interval between the quark and
antiquark pair in the B m eson.

FIG .19: The dependence of the Sudakov factorexp[ s@Q ;)]
on Q and bwhere Q is the b quark m om entum , and b is the
Intervalbetween quarks which form hadrons. It is clear that
the Jarge b and Q region is suppressed.

in tum in plies less color shielding (see Figlll) . Sim ilar ab-
sence of shielding occurs when b quark carries m ost of the
m om entum while the m om entum fraction of spectator quark
x In the B meson is am all.

T hen the Sudakov factor suppresses the long distance con—
tributions for the decay process and gives the e ective cuto
about the transverse direction .,.]. In short, the Sudakov
factor corresponds to the probability for em itting no pho—
tons. A ccording to this factor, the property of short distance
is guaranteed.

APPENDIX B:SOME FUNCTIONS

T he expressions for som e finctions are presented in this
appendix. In our num erical calculation, we use the lading
order ¢ formula.

2 33 2n:
()= ————— —— 1
() TT(= ) 0 3 ®1)

i

T he explicit expression for Sudakov factor s (t;b) is given by

d t
s(tib) = — I — A(s(N+B(s()) i B2
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A = CF—S+ =
67 210 L2 s &3)
B S,
9 3 27 °73° 2
2 s 1
B = - °*m — = ; 4
3 > B4)

where = 05722 is Euler constant and Cr = 4=3 is color

factor. Them eson wave function including sum m ation factor

has energy dependence
B (x1;b1;t)

k X2;t) = «x

B Kisbi)exp [ Sg O ®5)
2)exp [ Sk (O] B6)

and the total functions including the Sudakov factor and the
ultraviolet divergences are

Z . 4
Sg © = sxi1P; ;b)+ 2 — (s()); ®7)
1=b;
Sk () = s&2P, ;bzz)+ s(l  x2)P, ;b»)
t
d
+2 — (s()N: ®8)

1=b,

Threshold factor is expressed as below .,.], and we take
the value c= 04.

2% (3=2+ ¢)

= 1
it o kK@ =T ®9)

St x) =

APPENDIX C:WAVE FUNCTION S

For the B m eson wave function, we adopt the m odel

1 5
g P1) = W(P/l‘FMB) B ki); C1)
Z C
5 &igb) = dky Ikip e P 5 (k)
n 2 2 2#

1 M !
“Nsxl1 x)lexp - -2 Bla . 2

2 's 2

with th shape parameter !y = (040 0:04)GeV . The nor
m alization constant Ny is xed by the decay constant fg
Z 1
f5
dx g &Xib= 0)= p—= c3)
0 2 2N,

where N . is the color num ber.

W e use the vector m eson wave flinctions determ ined by
the light-cone QCD sum rule .,.]. W e choose the vector
meson mom entum P moving In the \-" direction along the z
axiswih P2 =M 3 , and the polarization vectors 1, r are
de ned as

1 .

v = 0;1,0); T = 0;0;19—5( 1, 9 C4)
and r satis esthe gauge nvariant condition P ¢t = 0. The
nonlocal m atrix elem ents sandw iched between the vacuum
and the K m eson state can be expressed as follow s,

K @) Jjs@)Iu(0) joi= £

c

1
Z ; Q
L m2 dxe™ =h )
p z 0 @x

C53)



. P fK h L Z
K P) js(z) u() joi= Mg P -
c z
Z 4 ) Z 4 ) i
dxe™® L&)+ 1 dxe™® 5" )
0 0
Ceo)
i
K s 0) joi= fi
P ) Js(z) s u() joi N X
M ' ix z@ a
- Pz axe™ g &)
P z 0 @x
C7)
fT
K @)Jjs(z) u() joi= 1I§
h Z, )
(r P r P ) d&xe™F 7, x)
0
. z Z ) i
+®z Pz) M7 dxe™’ h" &)
e A °
C8)
w here we neglect the tem s proportional to r§ (tw ist4) and

thetetms my + ms)=M x . Then theK m eson distribution
am plitudes up to tw ist3 are

z
1 oo
; (P;L)=?T dXePZfNIK Vil x &)
c 0
+ /i Plx ®+Mx Ilg &g
C9)
1 21 .
; ®;r) = W dxe™® M « Vrlx &)
c 0
+ e Flg &)+ Kzi [ °1:P z § ®&)g
€10)
fx € £ (t)
x) = H x)= P h 7
: 2 . <F 2 2N, *
s fr d . (s T fr
X) = —h (%)
x ¢ 4 2Nodx X K 2 2N.
Y )= fx g s k) = fx d @
K FomL K § 2N dx ° '
€11)

where we use 123 = 1 and set the nom alization condition

),

(@) (t) (s)
about ;= f y; 2;9, ;9, ;h, ;h 'gas

Z 1
dx ;(x)= 1: C12)
0
k 3 k 2
k(x) = 6x(1 x) 1+ 3a;x;+ Eaz Gx; 1)
? 3 ? 2
2 x) = 6x(1 x) 1+ 3a; x;+ Eaz Gx; 1)
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A\ K
fv Mev]|| 226 28 198 7
fi Mev]| 185 10 160 10
afMevl|| 04 02 0
afMevi| 009 005 048 0:10
al Mev]| 034 0:18 0
a Mev]l| 0143 009 02 01
N 024 0
024 0
~ 016 0
~ -0.16 0
2 0.032 0.032
y 0.013 0.013
7 0.024 0.024
120 21 21

TABLE IV : Som e param eter quantities.

h k) = 6x@ x) 1+ ajxi+ %aﬁ + 3—65§ Gx: 1)
+3, Bx(1l x)+xhx+ 1 x)n(@l x)]
+3 kKhx @@ x)h@ x)]

3, 3,
hlit)(x)= 3x§+ Eaixi(3x§ 1)+Eaéx§(5xi 3)
35 3
+Z= 73 30x+35x)+ =, l+xi X
4 2 %
3
+§ xiR+ hx+ h@ x)]
h
a 1 5 3
o) = ex( x leal g+l 1 il
35 i h
+5 3g6xl 1) + 6% 3x0 x)+ xhx
i
+1 x)h@ x) +6° ghx @1 x)hd x)]
v 3 3 3
o ) = [+ xD+aizxl+ Zaj+5i @ D)

9 . 105, 15 ,

5%t Te ¢ e 130 B 30xf + 35x))
+§N+ P+ hx+ h@d x)]
3.
+27 Bxit h(@ %) x)

Here x; = 1 2x, and the expressions about and ! me-
son wave functions are the sam e as above w ith the values of
param eters as follow s evalua at =1cev Tab . Since

=! states are (Juui @di)= 5, the qq distrbbution where
g= u ord can be taken to the sam e for jiui and ©di using
isospin sym m etry.
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