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Abstract

T he recently observed direct CP violation n By ! K*  hasmised sug-
gestions ofpossible new physics. A robust test of the standard m odelvs. new
physics is its prediction of equal direct CP violation in Bg ! K ' decay.
CPT invariance requires the cbserved CP violation to arise from the interfer-
ence between the dom Inant penguin am plitude and another am plitude w ith a
di erent weak phase and a di erent strong phase. T he penguin contribution
toBg ! K* isknown to be reduced by a CKM factorin Bg ! K *.
T hus the two branching ratios are very di erent and a di erent CP violation
is expected. But in the standard m odel a m irack occurs and the Interfering
tree diagram isenhanced by the sam e CKM factor that reducesthe penguin to
give the predicted equality. Thism irack is not expected In new physics; thus
a search for and m easurem ent of the predicted CP violation in Bg ! K *
decay is a sensitive test for a new physics contribution. A detailed analy—
sis show s this prediction to be robust and insensitive to sym m etry breaking
e ects and possble additional contributions.
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I.INTRODUCTION —-CONDITIONSFOR CONCLUSIVE TESTS FOR NEW
PHYSICS

T he recent discovery ofdirect CP violation n B4 ! K * decays has raised the question
of whether this e ect is described by the standard m odel or is due to new physics beyond
the standard m odel [l]. Unfrtunately a quantitative standard m odel prediction for the
CP violation is In possible because of its dependence upon strong phases which cannot be
calculated from QCD in the present state of the art.

A generaltheoram from CPT invariance show s R]that direct CP violation can occuronly
via the interference between two am plitudes which have di erent weak phases and di erent
strong phases. This holds also for all contributions from new physics beyond the standard
m odel which conserve CPT . Thus the experim ental cbservation of direct CP violation in
By ! KT and the know ledge that the penguin am plitude is dom inant for this decay
require that the decay am plitude m ust contain at least one additional am plitude w ith both
weak and strong phasesdi erent from those ofthe penguin. T he question now arisesw hether
this additional am plitude is a standard m odel am plitude or a new physics am plitude.

A natural check for this question is to exam Ine other related decays. T he absence ofCP
violations found in the charged decay B* ! K ' ° inm ediately raised suggestions for new
physics [1]. H owever, the reasons for relating the charged and neutral decays are not really
serious. A lthough only the spectator quark is di erent, the CP violation can very di erent.

A more serious and detailed investigation [3] has recently been presented. Here we
propose checking soeci cally those other decays where the standard m odel predicts an equal
or related direct CP violation and where the prediction satis esthe follow ing two conditions:

1. If experin ent agrees with the prediction i will be di cuk to nd a new physics
explanation. T hus new physics is ruled out for this particular direct CP violation.

2. If experin ent disagrees w ith the prediction it willbe di cult to x up the standard
m odel to explain the disagream ent.

This leadsdirectly totheB, ! K * decay, whose branching ratio ism uch an aller than
that orBy ! K , and where the CP violation m ight be expected to be very di erent.
Y et the standard m odel predicts equaldirect CP violation.

W e rst note that the equality follows from a \m iracke" which occurs in the standard
m odeland isnot expected In comm on new physicsm odels; nam ely a relation @]between the
CKM m atrix elem ents, in which the tree diagram ocontrlbution is enhanced by exactly the
sam e factor that the dom inant penguin contribution is reduced. T hus altough the branching
ratio for the B¢ decay which depends upon the dom inant penguin contribution is reduced
relative to the B4 decay, the direct CP violation rem ans the sam e.

Thism irack is speci cally relevant to the standard m odel and not expected if the CP
violation arises from Interference between the penguin contribution and a new physics con—
tribution w ithout the sam e dependence upon CKM m atrix elem ents.

If on the other hand the experin ent disagrees strongly w ith the prediction we note and
w ill show below that the prediction dependsupon m ininum assum ptions whose validity can
be carefully checked. It will be very di cul to \ x" the standard m odel to explain the
disagreem ent.



T hus the experin ental search or CP violation n By ! K ¥ decay can provide con—
vincing crucial Inform ation regarding the pesence or absence of new physics n these decays.

Toputthisargumenton a m foundation we generalize the U -soin sym m etry prediction
[4,5] that the recently observed direct CP violation in the B4 ! K * decay must be
m atched by approxin ately equal direct CP viclation n By ! K ¥ decay, even though
the branching ratios can be very di erent. The result for this particular decay to charge
conjigate nal states can be obtained by standard m odel argum ents which do not require
ful1 SU (3) orU spin symm etry, are nearly lndependent of detailed m odels and require only
charge conjugation invariance for all nal state rescattering.

II.SIMM PLIFICATIONS IN Bp ! K* AND Bgs! K ' DECAYS

The particularB4 ! K™ and B, ! K ' decays are much sinpler than the other
decays considered [4] in the 11l U -spn m ultiplets.

1. The nal states are charge conjigate. A1l strong nal state rescattering and their
relative phases ram ain related by the unbroken charge conjigation symm etry.

2. The nal states are isospin m ixtures w ith a relative phase between the two isogoin
am plitudes which is changed In an unknown m anner by strong nal state rescatter—
Ing. Unbroken charge conjigation invariance preserves the phase relations between
transitions to charge conjugate states. SU (3) sym m etry breaking destroys phase rela—
tions between transitions to U-spin rotated states that are not charge conjigate; eg.
between K , and K K states.

3. The spectator quark avor cannot be changed in these decays w ith one and only one
quark ofthis avor n both the lmitialand nalstates. This elin nates alldiagram s In
w hich the spectator quark participates In the weak vertex.

These sin pli ctions enable a much m ore robust derivation of the standard m odel pre—
diction. E xperim ental violations w ill provide m uch m ore robust indications of new physics
than otherpreviously cited Indications fornew physics [L]based on predictionswhich assum e
U -spn symm etry, factorization or neglect of certain diagram s.

These sin pli cations are not present in the charged decay B* ! K* ° where the nal
state can contain two u quarks which have the same avor as the u spectator quark. In
this decay other diagram s can occur w ith participation of the spectator quark; e. g. the
annihilation diagram and the colorsuppressed tree diagram . These both depend upon the
sam e CKM m atrix elam ents as the color-favored tree diagram . T hus although they can be
an all in com parison w ith the dom nant penguin diagram , they can easily combine w ith the
an aller color-favored tree diagram to produce a total am plitude proportional to the sam e
CKM m atrix factor as the tree diagram w ith a very di erent strong phase and therefore a
very di erent CP violation.



ITT.SIM PLIFICATIONS FROM CKM PROPERTIESAND CHARGE
CONJUGATION INVARIANCE

G eneralpropertiesofthe CKM m atrix In the standard m odelshow [4]that the am plitude
fortheBy ! K* decay is the sum of two am plitudes proportional respectively to the
products of CKM matricesV,, VsandVy, W.

ABqg! K')=Vy ¥ T+Vy, % R @

where T4 and P4 are two independent am plitudes labeled to correspond w ith the tree and
penguin am plitudes In the conventional description, but w ith no dynam ical assum ptions.
Eqg. (1) is dentical to eq. () of ref @], with the am plitudes A, and A of ref @] replaced
by Tq and P4. The corresponding charge conjugate am plitude is

ABg! 'K )=Vgy V., Ta+Ve Y P4 @)

where Tq and P4 are two m ore Independent am plitudes
The direct CP violation observed is proportionalto the product Im (v,, Vs % )
Sim ilarly, the am plitudes orthe B, ! K ¥ decay and the charge con jagate decay can
be w ritten

ABs! K )=V, Wu T+V, W B ©)

ABs! K')=Vu Vi Ts+Vy W P 4)

where Ty, Pg, T, and Py are all independent am plitudes. O ur equations (1 —4) di er from
the corresponding equations (4-7) of ref @] by keeping all eight am plitudes Independent and
not introducing the SU (3) sym m etry assum ptions of ref K].

T he direct CP violation hopefully to be cbserved is proportional to the product
IV, Va % W)

A Though the ndividualtem s in the B 4 and B ¢ decays are very di erent and the branch—
ngratiosfortheBy ! K* andB,! K ¥ decaysarevery di erent, G ronau has shown
4] that the two relevant products of CKM m atrix elem ents satisfy the relation

ImVy, Vo % W= ImVy V- % %) ©)

Since the strong interactions for the transition between the quark lvel and the nal
hadron states are nvariant under charge conjigation, and the nal states are charge con—
Jugate, all relevant products of TP am plitudes can be expected to be approxin ately equal
and the CP violation to be approxin ately equal for the two transitions. T he validity of this
assum ption of approxin ate equality is discussed In detailbelow .

W enow rst show how thisequalCP viclation follow s from the conventional description
in which the two tem s are called penguin and tree diagram s and the By ! K * and
By ! K ¥ decays are U-spin m irrors related by SU (3). W e then present a m ore general
derivation In which the detailed dynam ics of the two temn s are not needed, all diagram s
proportionalto thesetwo CKM factors are autom atically included and fu1lSU (3) symm etry
is not required.



IV.THE U-SPIN PREDICTION W ITH PENGUINSAND TREES

A Jlarge num ber of SU (3) symm etry relations between B4 and B¢ decays to charge con—
Jugate nal states [6] were obtained by extending the SU (3) symm etry relations found by
G ronau et al [/]. This can be seen at the quark level by noting the quark couplings in the
penguin and tree diagrams orB4 ! K * and B ! K ' decays related by thed $ s
U-spin B]W eylre ection:

Bdw) ! penguin (SdG) ! suongK ’ 7 Bs@) ! penguin (dSG) ! strongK ’ (6)

Bgld) ! e (us)@d) ! strong K ’ 7 Bsbs) ! wee (ud) (us) ! strong K ’ (7)

A Tthough the weak penguin and tree transitions from the nitial state to the Intermm ediate
quark state are very di erent for B 4 and B¢ decays, the subsequent strong hadronizations
from the interm ediate quark state to the nalhadronic state are strong nteractions approx—
In ately Invariant under SU (3) and is U-soin subgroup and exactly nvariant under charge
conjigation. They are expected to be equal for the By and B transitions into nal states
w hich areboth U -spin m irrors and charge con jugate. T he analysisofSU (3) relationsin B de—
cays has recently been updated 4,5,9] and applied to CP asymm etries In B4 and B ¢ decays.
H owever, the particular rol of charge conjugate nal states has not been em phasized.

T he penguin and tree contributionsto B 4 and B ¢ decays are proportionalto very di erent
CKM factors and have di erent strong interactions. These di erences introduce unknow n
param eters In any analysis. Thus even though the strong interactions are approxin ately
Invariant under SU (3) and is U-spin subgroup and are exactly invariant under charge con—
Jugation, the branching ratios and decay rates for the B4 and B decays depend upon
unknown ocom binations of the di erent tree and penguin am plitudes.

However, G ronau’s theorem (5) shows [#] that the products of the tree and penguin
contrbutions for B 4 and B ¢ decays relevant to direct CP violation are approxin ately equal
w ith opposite sign. T hus the direct CP violation observed in By ! K * is related to the
asyet unobserved CP viclation n B, ! *K

V.POSSIBLE COMPLICATIONS FROM OTHER DIAGRAM S LIKE
CHARMING PENGUINS

A very di erent approach often called \cham ing penguins" suggests signi cant contri-
butions from nal state interactions which produce a K nal state by strong rescattering
from aD D, intemm ediate state [10]. It isdi cul to cbtain a reliable quantitative estin ate
of these contrbutions along w ith their sensitivity to U-soin breaking, In particular for the
strong phase which is crucial for CP violation. But these contributions can be appreciable
[10]. The experim ental branching ratio [11] forBy ! D "D, is a thousand tines larger
than the branching ratio forB4 ! K *

BRBg! D "'D)= (19 05)%; BRB4q! K )@s5 0:11) 10° ®)

Thus a very an all rescattering of this Jarge am plitude can have a serious e ect on the
strong interaction phass ofthe B ! K penguin am plitude. O ur present treatm ent avoids



any quantitative estin ate of the detailed dynam ics of \cham ing penguins". The sum ofall
such contributionswhich are tree diagram sproducing a ccpair subsequently annihilated by a
strong nalstate interaction is called an \e ective penguin diagram " because its dependence

on the CKM m atrix elem ents is the sam e as that of the nom alpenguin.

Bd Gf:d) ' pengeff (Cﬁ-) (CS) ' strongD D s ' strongK ’ (9)

Bs(bS) ! pengeff (CB) (w-) ! strongD +Ds ! strongK ! (10)

A 1l our subsequent analysis holds when the contrbution of this \e ective penguin" dia—
gram is Included. H owever other resuls for direct CP violation which depend upon U-soin
relations between transitions to states which are not charge conjugates can su er serious
errors due to SU (3) symm etry breaking. A symm etry breaking which produces e ects of
order 10 or 20 per cent In branching ratios can produce large e ects in relative strong phases
which are crucial for direct CP violations.

In particular we note that the \e ective penguin" contrbution to B4 ! * of the
U -spin analog of (9)

Ba@©d) ! pengerr @) @) ! swongD "D ! swong 11)

is expected to bemuch less than in the case of By ! K * . The experim ental branching
ratio 11]forBy ! D "D  isonly 180 tin es largerthan thebranching ratio forB4 !+
Instead of a thousand.

BR®B4q! DD )= 87 18) 10°; BRB4! © )= @8 18) 10° (12)

VI.A GENERALFORMULATION W ITH M INIM UM ASSUMPTIONS

W e now present a general form ulation w ith them lninum assum ptions necessary to pre—
dict the CP violation to be cbserved n B ! K*.

T he follow ing sin plifying features of the B4 ! K" and B, ! *K decaysenablke
relating these decays w ithout the U-spoin assum ptions needed in the general case.

1. The spectator avor is conserved iIn the transition and cannot participate In a weak
transition which necessarily nvolves avor change. T hus the weak transition nvoles
only aweak b! ¢UU orb! UU decay, where U denotes either u, c ort and o
denotes s or By decays and d for B g decays

2. Eadch decay am plitude can be described by two tem s proportional to two di erent
productsof CKM m atrices. Thisisa generalresult follow ing from the avor properties
of the three b or b decays noted above and the unitarity of the CKM m atrix. This
description is expressed fom ally by egs. (1 —4) where the Iabels T and P by analogy
to the tree and penguin labels in the conventional description in ply no assum ption
of tree or penguin dynam ics. Egs. (1 —4) include all possble additional am plitudes
allow ed by the standard m odel ncluding electroweak and cham ing penguins.



3. D irect CP violation can be cbserved only if the squares of these am plitudes contain a
product oftwo CKM m atrix elem ents w ith di erent weak phases and di erent strong
phases.

4. Only our independent products of four CKM m atrix elem ents are relevant to direct
CP violation.

5. Our know ledge of QCD does not yet enabl calculating strong phases; however, the
experin ental observation of direct CP violation in B4 ! K * decays provides the
Inform ation that the two tem sm ust have di erent strong and weak phases.

So farthere are no additional assum ptions beyond those in the standard m odel. W e now
list our other basic assum ptions:

1. The am plitudes for all these decays factorize into a weak transition described by prod—
ucts of CKM m atrices and a strong factor Invariant under charge conjigation. T hus
for transitions to two charge conjigate nal states denoted by £ and £

Ta(f)=Ta(E) T E); Palf)=Pa(E) P (£) 13)

2. Them ass di erence between B ; and B4 is negelected. T hus decays to the sam e and
to charge conjugate nal states have the sam e energy for B ¢ and B4 decays and the
sam e strong decay factors T (£) and P (£).

Ts(E)=Ts(E)=T (£); Ps(E)=Ps(E)=P (£); (14)

3. W e neglect som e hopefully an all other U -soin-breaking e ects arising from the B ;B4
m ass di erence and the di erence between pion and kaon form factors.

Them ass di erence produces intemm ediate quark statesand nalK stateswith
slightly di erent energies and m om enta. W e neglct this dependence exospt for
a an allphase space correction.

A 1l transitions involve the product of a pion form factor and a kaon form factor.
These form factors are all equal In the U-goin symm etry lm it and di erences
arising from symm etry breaking have been analyzed [4]. T he treepenguin inter—
ference tem relevant to direct CP violation isproportionalto the product of four
form factors, one of which is a pointlke form factor of the m eson created from
a gqq pair produced at the weak vertex of the tree diagram and the other three
are hadronic. The dom nant symm etry-breaking in these products between By
and B¢ decays is in the di erence between the products of a pointlke kaon and
a hadronic pion form factor for B4 decay and of a pointlike pion and a hadronic
kaon form factor forB g decay. W e neglect this sym m etry-breaking here, but note
that the error Introduced is expected to be real and not change the relative phase
of diagram s which is crucial for CP violation. The error can also be estin ated
from sim ple m odels or detem ned from other experin ents #].



These are the only assum ptions slightly related to U-spin. N o other symm etry
between pions and kaons is assum ed.

4. The CKM m atrices satisfy [@4]G ronau’s theorem (5)

W e can Inm ediately conclude that the strong and weak relative phases ofthe two tem s

in theBgy ! K * decay am plitude are equal to the corresponding relative phases in the
B ! "K decay am plitude, even though the m agnitudes of these am plitudes are very
di erent.

W enow calculate the direct CP violation explicitly. Because the CKM factorsare di er—
ent, the U -spin sym m etry breaking by the CKM m atrices isdi erent for the tree and penguin
contrbutions. T hus sin pl U -son relationshave notbeen obtained [6,7] forbranching ratios
of transitions where both contributions are appreciable.

The direct CP viclation In cham less strange B4 and B ¢ decays to charge conjugate nal
states is insensitive to these problem s B]. D irect CP violation isproportionalto interference
tem s which depend upon the CKM m atrix elem ents via the products related by G ronau’s
theorem eg. (5). Thus the By and By CP violtions each depend upon a single CKM
param eter, products Insensitive to the ratio ofthe tree and penguin contributionsand related
by eq. (6). The CP violations in B4 and B decays to states which are charge con jigates
and U -spin m irrors thus depend to a good approxin ation on equal single param eters.

Squaring egs. (1 —4) and substituting egs. (13 —14) give the direct CP violations for
Bs! K " andByg! K*

ABy! KNI ABy! K )f=4dmV, VY % V) W@ P» @15

AB:,! 'K ) AB.,! KNF=4mO, Vu % V) mWm@T B (16

Egs. (15) and (16) satisfy the CPT constraint R] that the direct CP violation vanishes
unless the am plitude contains two contributions for which both the weak and strong phases
are di erent.

Combining G ronau’s equality (5) with egs. (15) and (16) gives

AB:;! K H)f AB:s! KNF=pEs! KH)F pes! KHF an

Since the ndividualtree and penguin contributionsto U -goin con jugate B 4 and B  decays
are very di erent and theirbranching ratios and lifetin es are di erent, the equality (17) does
not apply to the expressions Acp comm only used to express CP violation. Instead we have

BRBs! 'K ) By

A <! K )=nAa ' 'K 18
cp B ) ce Ba )BRCBd! K ) B 18)

where BR denotes branching ratio and denotes lifetin e.
T he sam e derivation applies to decays to any higher K resonance and any nonstrange
isovector resonance.

. . BRB.,! ‘K ) (@Bq
| = |
Acp B, ! K )=2Acp By ! K ) BRE.T K ) By 19)




Since CPT requires that the lifetin es and totalw idths of the B4 and B 4 m ust be equal,
the obsarved direct CP violation (15) mustbe com pensated by an equaland opposite direct
CP violation in other B4 decays. Furthem ore, since CPT requires direct CP violation to
vanish In any eigenstate of the strong S m atrix R], this com pensation must occur in the
set of states connected to *K by strong rescattering. Since parity is conserved in strong
Interactions this excludes all odd pariy states.

Tt is not clear whether this com pensation is spread over a Jarge num ber of m ultiparticle
states or is dom inated by a few quasitwodbody states. It w ill be interesting to check this
experin entally. In the toy m odel of ref. 2] the com pensation occurs In the °K © state
oconnected to YK by charge exchange scattering. T he next low m ass allowed state is the
vector-vector state.

ACKNOW LEDGEMENTS

T his ressarch was supported In part by the U S.D epartm ent of Energy, D ivision ofH igh
Energy Physics, Contract W 31-109-ENG 38. It is a plasure to thank M ichael G ronau,
Yuval G rosam an, Yosef N ir, Jonathan Rosner, Frank W uerthwein and Zolan Ligeti for
discussions and com m ents.

REFERENCES

[1] John E 1lis, Summ ary of CHEP 2004, hep-ph/0409360
R]Harry J.Lipkin, in P roceedings of the IntermationalW orkshop on B -Factories; A coeler-
ators and E xperin ents, BFW S92, KEK , T sukuba, Japan N ovaem ber 1720, 1992, edited
by E .K kutaniand T .M atsuda, Published as KEK P roceedings 937, June 1993, p 83;
Phys. Lett.B357, (1995) 404
BIM ichael G ronau and Jonathan L . R osner,hep-ph/0305131 and the detailed list of refer-
ences therein
4]1M ichael G ronau, hepph/0008292, Phys. Lett. B 492, (2000) 297
B1M ichael G ronau and Jonathan L. R osner, hep-ph/0003119, Phys. Lett. B482 (2000) 71
6] Harry J.Lipkin, hepph/9710342, Phys. Lett. B415 (1997) 186
[71M ichael G ronau, Jonathan L .Rosner and D avid London, Phys.Rev.Lett. 73 (1994) 21;
M ichael G ronau, O scar F . Hemandez, D avid London and Jonathan L. Rosner, Phys.
Rev.D 52 (1995) 6356 and 6374
B]1S.M eshkov, C A Levinson, and H J Lipkin, Phys.Rev.Lett. 10 (1963) 361
@] YuvalG rosam an, Zoltan Ligeti. Yosef N ir and Helen Q uinn, hepph/0303171
[10] Isard Dunietz, Jossph Incandela, Frederick D . Snider and H itoshi Yam am oto, hep-—
ph/9612421, EurPhysJC1 (1998)211; C. Isola, M . Ladisa, G .Nardulli, T.N .Pham,
P . Santorelli hepph/0101118,PhysRev.D 64 (2001) 0101118
1] S.Eidelm an et al.,, Phys. Lett.B592 (2004) 1



