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Abstract

Therecently observed directCP violation in B d ! K
+
�
� hasraised sug-

gestionsofpossiblenew physics.A robusttestofthestandard m odelvs.new

physics is its prediction ofequaldirect CP violation in B s ! K
�
�
+ decay.

CPT invariancerequirestheobserved CP violation to arisefrom theinterfer-

encebetween thedom inantpenguin am plitudeand anotheram plitudewith a

di�erentweak phase and a di�erentstrong phase.The penguin contribution

to B d ! K
+
�
� is known to be reduced by a CK M factor in B s ! K

�
�
+ .

Thusthetwo branching ratiosarevery di�erentand a di�erentCP violation

isexpected. Butin the standard m odela m iracle occursand the interfering

treediagram isenhanced bythesam eCK M factorthatreducesthepenguin to

givethepredicted equality.Thism iracleisnotexpected in new physics;thus

a search forand m easurem entofthe predicted CP violation in B s ! K
�
�
+

decay is a sensitive test for a new physics contribution. A detailed analy-

sisshowsthisprediction to be robustand insensitive to sym m etry breaking

e�ectsand possibleadditionalcontributions.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N -C O N D IT IO N S FO R C O N C LU SIV E T EST S FO R N EW

P H Y SIC S

Therecentdiscovery ofdirectCP violation in B d ! K + �� decayshasraised thequestion

ofwhetherthise�ectisdescribed by the standard m odelorisdue to new physicsbeyond

the standard m odel[1]. Unfortunately a quantitative standard m odelprediction for the

CP violation isim possible because ofitsdependence upon strong phaseswhich cannotbe

calculated from QCD in thepresentstateoftheart.

A generaltheorem from CPT invarianceshows[2]thatdirectCP violation can occuronly

via theinterferencebetween two am plitudeswhich havedi�erentweak phasesand di�erent

strong phases. Thisholdsalso forallcontributionsfrom new physicsbeyond the standard

m odelwhich conserve CPT.Thus the experim entalobservation ofdirect CP violation in

B d ! K + �� and the knowledge that the penguin am plitude is dom inant for this decay

requirethatthedecay am plitudem ustcontain atleastoneadditionalam plitudewith both

weakand strongphasesdi�erentfrom thoseofthepenguin.Thequestion now ariseswhether

thisadditionalam plitudeisa standard m odelam plitudeora new physicsam plitude.

A naturalcheck forthisquestion isto exam ineotherrelated decays.TheabsenceofCP

violationsfound in thecharged decay B + ! K + �o im m ediately raised suggestionsfornew

physics[1].However,thereasonsforrelating thecharged and neutraldecaysarenotreally

serious.Although only thespectatorquark isdi�erent,theCP violation can very di�erent.

A m ore serious and detailed investigation [3]has recently been presented. Here we

proposechecking speci�cally thoseotherdecayswherethestandard m odelpredictsan equal

orrelated directCP violation and wheretheprediction satis�esthefollowingtwoconditions:

1.If experim ent agrees with the prediction it willbe di�cult to �nd a new physics

explanation.Thusnew physicsisruled outforthisparticulardirectCP violation.

2.Ifexperim entdisagreeswith the prediction itwillbe di�cultto �x up the standard

m odelto explain thedisagreem ent.

Thisleadsdirectly totheB s ! K � �+ decay,whosebranchingratioism uch sm allerthan

thatforB d ! K + �� ,and where the CP violation m ightbe expected to be very di�erent.

Yetthestandard m odelpredictsequaldirectCP violation.

W e �rst note thatthe equality follows from a \m iracle" which occurs in the standard

m odeland isnotexpected in com m on new physicsm odels;nam ely arelation [4]between the

CKM m atrix elem ents,in which the tree diagram contribution isenhanced by exactly the

sam efactorthatthedom inantpenguin contribution isreduced.Thusaltough thebranching

ratio forthe B s decay which dependsupon the dom inantpenguin contribution isreduced

relativeto theB d decay,thedirectCP violation rem ansthesam e.

Thism iracle isspeci�cally relevantto the standard m odeland notexpected ifthe CP

violation arisesfrom interferencebetween thepenguin contribution and a new physicscon-

tribution withoutthesam edependence upon CKM m atrix elem ents.

Ifon theotherhand theexperim entdisagreesstrongly with theprediction wenoteand

willshow below thattheprediction dependsupon m inim um assum ptionswhosevalidity can

be carefully checked. It willbe very di�cult to \�x" the standard m odelto explain the

disagreem ent.
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Thusthe experim entalsearch forCP violation in B s ! K � �+ decay can provide con-

vincing crucialinform ation regarding thepesenceorabsenceofnew physicsin thesedecays.

Toputthisargum enton a�rm foundation wegeneralizetheU-spin sym m etry prediction

[4,5]that the recently observed direct CP violation in the B d ! K + �� decay m ust be

m atched by approxim ately equaldirect CP violation in B s ! K � �+ decay,even though

the branching ratios can be very di�erent. The result for this particular decay to charge

conjugate �nalstatescan be obtained by standard m odelargum entswhich do notrequire

fullSU(3)orU spin sym m etry,arenearly independentofdetailed m odelsand requireonly

chargeconjugation invarianceforall�nalstaterescattering.

II.SIM P LIFIC AT IO N S IN B D ! K
+
�
�
A N D B S ! K

�
�
+
D EC AY S

The particularB d ! K + �� and B s ! K � �+ decaysare m uch sim plerthan the other

decaysconsidered [4]in thefullU-spin m ultiplets.

1.The �nalstates are charge conjugate. Allstrong �nalstate rescattering and their

relativephasesrem ain related by theunbroken chargeconjugation sym m etry.

2.The �nalstates are isospin m ixtures with a relative phase between the two isospin

am plitudes which is changed in an unknown m anner by strong �nalstate rescatter-

ing. Unbroken charge conjugation invariance preserves the phase relations between

transitionsto chargeconjugatestates.SU(3)sym m etry breaking destroysphaserela-

tionsbetween transitionsto U-spin rotated statesthatarenotcharge conjugate;e.g.

between K �,�� and K �K states.

3.The spectatorquark avorcannotbechanged in these decayswith oneand only one

quark ofthisavorin both theinitialand �nalstates.Thiselim inatesalldiagram sin

which thespectatorquark participatesin theweak vertex.

These sim pli�ctions enable a m uch m ore robustderivation ofthe standard m odelpre-

diction.Experim entalviolationswillprovide m uch m ore robustindicationsofnew physics

than otherpreviouslycited indicationsfornew physics[1]based on predictionswhich assum e

U-spin sym m etry,factorization orneglectofcertain diagram s.

These sim pli�cationsarenotpresentin thecharged decay B + ! K + �o where the�nal

state can contain two u quarks which have the sam e avor as the u spectator quark. In

this decay other diagram s can occur with participation ofthe spectator quark;e. g. the

annihilation diagram and the color-suppressed tree diagram . These both depend upon the

sam e CKM m atrix elem entsasthecolor-favored treediagram .Thusalthough they can be

sm allin com parison with thedom inantpenguin diagram ,they can easily com binewith the

sm allercolor-favored tree diagram to produce a totalam plitude proportionalto the sam e

CKM m atrix factorasthe tree diagram with a very di�erentstrong phase and therefore a

very di�erentCP violation.
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III.SIM P LIFIC AT IO N S FR O M C K M P R O P ERT IES A N D C H A R G E

C O N JU G AT IO N IN VA R IA N C E

GeneralpropertiesoftheCKM m atrixin thestandard m odelshow [4]thattheam plitude

forthe B d ! K + �� decay is the sum oftwo am plitudes proportionalrespectively to the

productsofCKM m atricesV �
ub� Vus and V

�
cb� Vcs.

A(B d ! �
�
K

+ )= V
�
ub� Vus � Td + V

�
cb� Vcs � Pd (1)

where Td and Pd are two independentam plitudeslabeled to correspond with the tree and

penguin am plitudes in the conventionaldescription,but with no dynam icalassum ptions.

Eq. (1)isidenticalto eq. (2)ofref[4],with the am plitudesA u and A c ofref[4]replaced

by Td and Pd.Thecorresponding chargeconjugateam plitudeis

A(�B d ! �
+
K

� )= Vub� V
�
us �

�Td + Vcb� V
�
cs �

�Pd (2)

where �Td and �Pd aretwo m oreindependentam plitudes

ThedirectCP violation observed isproportionalto theproductIm (V �
ub� Vus � Vcb� V�cs)

Sim ilarly,theam plitudesfortheB s ! K � �+ decay and thechargeconjugatedecay can

bewritten

A(B s ! �
+
K

� )= V
�
ub� Vud � Ts + V

�
cb� Vcd � Ps (3)

A(�B s ! �
�
K

+ )= Vub� V
�
ud �

�Ts + V
�
cb� Vcd ��Ps (4)

where Ts,Ps, �Ts,and �Ps are allindependentam plitudes. Ourequations(1 -4)di�erfrom

thecorresponding equations(4-7)ofref[4]by keeping alleightam plitudesindependentand

notintroducing theSU(3)sym m etry assum ptionsofref[4].

ThedirectCP violation hopefully to beobserved isproportionalto theproduct

Im (V �
ub� Vud � Vcb� V�cd).

Although theindividualterm sin theB d and B s decaysarevery di�erentand thebranch-

ingratiosfortheB d ! K + �� and B s ! K � �+ decaysarevery di�erent,Gronau hasshown

[4]thatthetwo relevantproductsofCKM m atrix elem entssatisfy therelation

Im (V �
ub� Vud � Vcb� V

�
cd)= �Im (V �

ub� Vus � Vcb� V
�
cs) (5)

Since the strong interactions for the transition between the quark leveland the �nal

hadron statesare invariantundercharge conjugation,and the �nalstatesare charge con-

jugate,allrelevantproductsofTP am plitudescan be expected to be approxim ately equal

and theCP violation to beapproxim ately equalforthetwo transitions.Thevalidity ofthis

assum ption ofapproxim ateequality isdiscussed in detailbelow.

W enow �rstshow how thisequalCP violation followsfrom theconventionaldescription

in which the two term s are called penguin and tree diagram s and the B d ! K + �� and

B s ! K � �+ decaysare U-spin m irrorsrelated by SU(3). W e then presenta m ore general

derivation in which the detailed dynam ics ofthe two term s are not needed,alldiagram s

proportionaltothesetwo CKM factorsareautom atically included and fullSU(3)sym m etry

isnotrequired.
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IV .T H E U -SP IN P R ED IC T IO N W IT H P EN G U IN S A N D T R EES

A largenum berofSU(3)sym m etry relationsbetween B d and B s decaysto charge con-

jugate �nalstates[6]were obtained by extending the SU(3)sym m etry relationsfound by

Gronau etal[7].Thiscan beseen atthe quark levelby noting the quark couplingsin the

penguin and tree diagram sforB d ! K + �� and B s ! K � �+ decaysrelated by the d $ s

U-spin [8]W eylreection:

B d(�bd)! penguin (�sdG)! strong K
+
�
� ; B s(�bs)! penguin (�dsG)! strong K

�
�
+ (6)

B d(�bd)! tree (u�s)(�ud)! strong K
+
�
� ; B s(�bs)! tree (u�d)(�us)! strong K

�
�
+ (7)

Although theweak penguin and treetransitionsfrom theinitialstatetotheinterm ediate

quark state are very di�erentforB d and B s decays,the subsequent strong hadronizations

from theinterm ediatequark statetothe�nalhadronicstatearestronginteractionsapprox-

im ately invariantunderSU(3)and itsU-spin subgroup and exactly invariantundercharge

conjugation. They are expected to be equalforthe B d and B s transitionsinto �nalstates

which areboth U-spin m irrorsand chargeconjugate.TheanalysisofSU(3)relationsin B de-

cayshasrecently been updated [4,5,9]and applied to CP asym m etriesin B d and B s decays.

However,theparticularroleofchargeconjugate�nalstateshasnotbeen em phasized.

Thepenguin andtreecontributionstoB d and B s decaysareproportionaltoverydi�erent

CKM factorsand have di�erentstrong interactions. These di�erences introduce unknown

param eters in any analysis. Thus even though the strong interactions are approxim ately

invariantunderSU(3)and itsU-spin subgroup and areexactly invariantunderchargecon-

jugation, the branching ratios and decay rates for the B d and B s decays depend upon

unknown com binationsofthedi�erenttreeand penguin am plitudes.

However, Gronau’s theorem (5) shows [4]that the products ofthe tree and penguin

contributionsforB d and B s decaysrelevantto directCP violation areapproxim ately equal

with oppositesign.ThusthedirectCP violation observed in B d ! �� K + isrelated to the

asyetunobserved CP violation in B s ! �+ K � .

V .P O SSIB LE C O M P LIC AT IO N S FR O M O T H ER D IA G R A M S LIK E

C H A R M IN G P EN G U IN S

A very di�erentapproach often called \charm ing penguins" suggestssigni�cantcontri-

butionsfrom �nalstate interactionswhich produce a K � �nalstate by strong rescattering

from a D � �D �
s interm ediatestate[10].Itisdi�cultto obtain a reliablequantitativeestim ate

ofthese contributionsalong with theirsensitivity to U-spin breaking,in particularforthe

strong phase which iscrucialforCP violation.Butthese contributionscan be appreciable

[10]. The experim entalbranching ratio [11]for B d ! D �+ �D �
s is a thousand tim es larger

than thebranching ratio forB d ! K + �� .

B R(B d ! D
�+ �D �

s)= (1:9� 0:5)% ; B R(B d ! K
+
�
� )(1:85� 0:11)� 10�5 (8)

Thusa very sm allrescattering ofthislarge am plitude can have a seriouse�ecton the

strong interaction phaseoftheB ! K � penguin am plitude.Ourpresenttreatm entavoids
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any quantitativeestim ateofthedetailed dynam icsof\charm ing penguins".Thesum ofall

such contributionswhich aretreediagram sproducingac�cpairsubsequently annihilated bya

strong�nalstateinteraction iscalled an \e�ectivepenguin diagram "becauseitsdependence

on theCKM m atrix elem entsisthesam easthatofthenorm alpenguin.

B d(�bd)! pengeff (�cd)(c�s)! strong
�D ��

D
�
s ! strong K

+
�
� (9)

B s(�bs)! pengeff (�cs)(c�d)! strong D
�+ �D �

s ! strong K
�
�
+ (10)

Alloursubsequentanalysisholdswhen thecontribution ofthis\e�ectivepenguin" dia-

gram isincluded.HoweverotherresultsfordirectCP violation which depend upon U-spin

relations between transitions to states which are not charge conjugates can su�er serious

errors due to SU(3) sym m etry breaking. A sym m etry breaking which produces e�ects of

order10or20percentin branchingratioscan producelargee�ectsin relativestrongphases

which arecrucialfordirectCP violations.

In particular we note that the \e�ective penguin" contribution to B d ! �+ �� ofthe

U-spin analog of(9)

B d(�bd)! pengeff (�cd)(�cd)! strong D
�+ �D �� ! strong �

+
�
� (11)

isexpected to be m uch lessthan in the case ofB d ! K + �� . The experim entalbranching

ratio[11]forB d ! D �+ �D �� isonly180tim eslargerthan thebranchingratioforB d ! �+ ��

instead ofa thousand.

B R(B d ! D
�+ �D �� )= (8:7� 1:8)� 10�4 ; B R(B d ! �

+
�
� )= (4:8� 1:8)� 10�6 (12)

V I.A G EN ER A L FO R M U LAT IO N W IT H M IN IM U M A SSU M P T IO N S

W enow presenta generalform ulation with them inim um assum ptionsnecessary to pre-

dicttheCP violation to beobserved in B s ! �� K + .

The following sim plifying featuresofthe B d ! �� K + and B s ! �+ K � decaysenable

relating thesedecayswithouttheU-spin assum ptionsneeded in thegeneralcase.

1.The spectatoravorisconserved in the transition and cannotparticipate in a weak

transition which necessarily involvesavorchange.Thustheweak transition involves

only a weak b! qfU
�U or�b! �qfU �U decay,where U denoteseitheru,c ortand qf

denotess forB d decaysand d forB s decays

2.Each decay am plitude can be described by two term s proportionalto two di�erent

productsofCKM m atrices.Thisisageneralresultfollowingfrom theavorproperties

ofthe three b or�b decays noted above and the unitarity ofthe CKM m atrix. This

description isexpressed form ally by eqs.(1 -4)wherethelabelsT and P by analogy

to the tree and penguin labels in the conventionaldescription im ply no assum ption

oftree orpenguin dynam ics. Eqs. (1 -4)include allpossible additionalam plitudes

allowed by thestandard m odelincluding electroweak and charm ing penguins.
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3.DirectCP violation can beobserved only ifthesquaresoftheseam plitudescontain a

productoftwo CKM m atrix elem entswith di�erentweak phasesand di�erentstrong

phases.

4.Only fourindependentproductsoffourCKM m atrix elem entsare relevantto direct

CP violation.

5.Ourknowledge ofQCD does notyetenable calculating strong phases;however,the

experim entalobservation ofdirectCP violation in B d ! �� K + decays providesthe

inform ation thatthetwo term sm usthavedi�erentstrong and weak phases.

So fartherearenoadditionalassum ptionsbeyond thosein thestandard m odel.W enow

listourotherbasicassum ptions:

1.Theam plitudesforallthesedecaysfactorizeintoaweak transition described by prod-

uctsofCKM m atricesand a strong factorinvariantundercharge conjugation. Thus

fortransitionsto two chargeconjugate�nalstatesdenoted by f and �f

Td(f)= �Td(�f)� T(f); Pd(f)= �Pd(�f)� P(f) (13)

2.The m assdi�erence between B s and B d isnegelected. Thusdecaysto the sam e and

to charge conjugate �nalstateshave the sam e energy forB s and B d decaysand the

sam estrong decay factorsT(f)and P(f).

Ts(f)= �Ts(�f)= T(f); Ps(f)= �Ps(�f)= P(f); (14)

3.W eneglectsom ehopefully sm allotherU-spin-breaking e�ectsarising from theB s-B d

m assdi�erence and thedi�erence between pion and kaon form factors.

� Them assdi�erenceproducesinterm ediatequark statesand �nalK �stateswith

slightly di�erentenergiesand m om enta. W e neglectthisdependence exceptfor

a sm allphasespacecorrection.

� Alltransitionsinvolve theproductofa pion form factorand a kaon form factor.

These form factors are allequalin the U-spin sym m etry lim it and di�erences

arising from sym m etry breaking havebeen analyzed [4].Thetree-penguin inter-

ferenceterm relevanttodirectCP violation isproportionaltotheproductoffour

form factors,one ofwhich isa pointlike form factorofthe m eson created from

a q�q pairproduced atthe weak vertex ofthe tree diagram and the otherthree

are hadronic. The dom inant sym m etry-breaking in these products between B d

and B s decaysisin the di�erence between the productsofa pointlike kaon and

a hadronicpion form factorforB d decay and ofa pointlike pion and a hadronic

kaon form factorforB s decay.W eneglectthissym m etry-breaking here,butnote

thattheerrorintroduced isexpected toberealand notchangetherelativephase

ofdiagram swhich iscrucialforCP violation. The errorcan also be estim ated

from sim plem odelsordetem ined from otherexperim ents[4].

7



� These are the only assum ptions slightly related to U-spin. No othersym m etry

between pionsand kaonsisassum ed.

4.TheCKM m atricessatisfy [4]Gronau’stheorem (5)

W ecan im m ediately concludethatthestrong and weak relativephasesofthetwo term s

in the B d ! �� K + decay am plitude are equalto the corresponding relative phasesin the

B s ! �+ K � decay am plitude,even though the m agnitudes ofthese am plitudes are very

di�erent.

W enow calculatethedirectCP violation explicitly.BecausetheCKM factorsaredi�er-

ent,theU-spin sym m etry breakingbytheCKM m atricesisdi�erentforthetreeand penguin

contributions.Thussim pleU-spin relationshavenotbeen obtained [6,7]forbranchingratios

oftransitionswhereboth contributionsareappreciable.

ThedirectCP violation in charm lessstrangeB d and B s decaystochargeconjugate�nal

statesisinsensitivetotheseproblem s[4].DirectCP violation isproportionaltointerference

term swhich depend upon theCKM m atrix elem entsvia theproductsrelated by Gronau’s

theorem eq. (5). Thus the B d and B s CP violations each depend upon a single CKM

param eter,productsinsensitivetotheratioofthetreeandpenguin contributionsand related

by eq. (5). The CP violationsin B d and B s decaysto stateswhich are charge conjugates

and U-spin m irrorsthusdepend to a good approxim ation on equalsingleparam eters.

Squaring eqs. (1 -4)and substituting eqs. (13 -14)give the directCP violationsfor

B s ! K � �+ and B d ! K + ��

jA(B d ! �
�
K

+ )j2 � jA(�B d ! �
+
K

� )j2 = 4Im (V �
ub
� Vus� Vcb � V�

cs
)� Im (T � P�) (15)

jA(B s ! �
+
K

� )j2 � jA(�B s ! �
�
K

+ )j2 = 4Im (V �
ub
� Vud � Vcb � V�

cd
)� Im (T � P�) (16)

Eqs. (15) and (16) satisfy the CPT constraint [2]that the direct CP violation vanishes

unlesstheam plitudecontainstwo contributionsforwhich both theweak and strong phases

aredi�erent.

Com bining Gronau’sequality (5)with eqs.(15)and (16)gives

jA(B s ! �
+
K

� )j2 � jA(�B s ! �
�
K

+ )j2 = jA(�B d ! �
+
K

� )j2 � jA(B d ! �
�
K

+ )j2 (17)

Sincetheindividualtreeandpenguin contributionstoU-spin conjugateB d andB s decays

areverydi�erentand theirbranchingratiosand lifetim esaredi�erent,theequality (17)does

notapply to theexpressionsA C P com m only used to expressCP violation.Instead wehave

A C P (B s ! �
+
K

� )= A C P (�B d ! �
+
K

� )�
B R(B s ! �+ K � )

B R(�B d ! �+ K � )
�
�(B d)

�(B s)
(18)

whereB R denotesbranching ratio and � denoteslifetim e.

The sam e derivation appliesto decaysto any higherK � resonance and any nonstrange

isovectorresonance.

A C P (B s ! �
�+
K

�� )= A C P (�B d ! �
�+
K

�� )�
B R(B s ! ��+ K �� )

B R(�B d ! ��+ K �� )
�
�(B d)

�(B s)
(19)
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SinceCPT requiresthatthelifetim esand totalwidthsoftheB d and �B d m ustbeequal,

theobserved directCP violation (15)m ustbecom pensated by an equaland oppositedirect

CP violation in otherB d decays. Furtherm ore,since CPT requiresdirectCP violation to

vanish in any eigenstate ofthe strong S m atrix [2],this com pensation m ust occur in the

setofstatesconnected to �+ K � by strong rescattering.Sinceparity isconserved in strong

interactionsthisexcludesallodd parity states.

Itisnotclearwhetherthiscom pensation isspread overa largenum berofm ultiparticle

statesorisdom inated by a few quasi-two-body states. Itwillbe interesting to check this

experim entally. In the toy m odelofref.[2]the com pensation occurs in the �o �K o state

connected to �+ K � by chargeexchangescattering.Thenextlow m assallowed stateisthe

vector-vectorstate.
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