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A bstract

Inspired by the an all longitudinal polarizations (LPs) ofB ! K decays observed by BELLE
and BABAR, we revise the theoretical uncertainties of perturbative Q CD approach for determ in—
Ing hard scales of B decays, we nd that the LPsofB ! K could approach to 60% while
the branching ratios BRs) could be around 9 10 6. I addition, we also study the BRs and
polarization fractions of B ! ') (!)andB ! (! ) K decays. For those tree dom inant and
colorallowed processes in B ! (') (!) decays, we get that the BRs of (~ ; 0 s ) are
(23:06; 11:99; 14:78) 10 ® while their LP s are close to unity. Interestingly, due to signi cant tree
ocontrbutions, we nd thattheBR @LP) of K * could bearound 10:13 10 6 (60% ); and due to

the tree and electroweak penguin, the BR (LP) of 'K * could be around 567 10 6 ©1% ).
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Since the transverse polarizations (T P s) ofvectorm esons are associated w ith theirm asses,
by naive estin ations, we can easily obtain that the longiudinal polarization (LP) of the
two light vector m esons produced by B decay is approaching to uniy. The expectation is
con med by BELLE [I]and BABAR [4,l3]InB ! (!') decays, In which the longitudinal
parts occupy over 88% . Furthem ore, TP (LP) could be large(an all) while the nal states
Include heavy vector mesons. The conecture isveried n B ! J= K  decays 4,19], n
which the longitudinal contrbution is only about 60% . However, the rule for snall LP
seam s to be broken n B ! K decays. From the recent m easurem ents of BELLE [6] and
BABAR [2,[1], ssmm arized in the Tablk[d, i is quite clear that the LPsofB ! K are
only around 50% . A ccording to the observations, m any m echanisn s are proposed to solve
the puzzle, where the m ethods include not only new QCD e ects [8] but also the e ects of
the extension of the standard m odel (SM ) [@,1101.

TABLE I: The branching ratios (in units of 10 ° ), polarization fractions and relative phases for

B ! K
M ode O bservation BELLE BABAR
1:6+0:7 22
K * BR 1007208 127778 14
Ry, 052 008 003 046 0:12 003
R 019 008 002
x (rad) 210 028 004
» (rad) 231 020 0907
2:1+0:7
K ° BR 67550 92 09 05
Ry, 045 005 002 052 0:05 002
R 030 006 002 022 005 002
x (rad) 239 024 004 234" 02 005
» (rad) 251 023 004 247 025 005

It is known that m ost proposals to solve the anom alous polarizations only concentrate
on how to make the LPsofB ! K be amall. It is few to analyze the problem by
com bing other decays such as the decays B ! (! (!)and B ! (! K etc. That is,
m aybe we can Invent a way to solve the anom aliess In K, however, we still don’t have

the de nite reason to say why the considering e ects cannot contrbute to (!) (!) or



(! )K signi cantly. By this viewpoint, in this paper, we are going to reanalyze the decays
B! K In tem s of perturbative QCD @QCD) [L1,14] approach In the SM . By revising
the theoretical uncertainties of PQCD , which com e from the m an-m ade chosen conditions
for hard scales of B decays, we will show how well we can predict and how close we can
reach In theoretical calculations, w hile the processes of light m esons production are assum ed
to be dom Inated by the short-distant e ects. W e note that the wave functions of m esons,
representing the nonpertubative Q CD e ects, are assum ed to be known and obtained by the
QCD sum rules [13,114]. M oreover, according to the in proving conditions, we also m ake the
predictions on the decaysB ! ('y (!)and B ! (K .

A Tthough the e ective interactions, goveming the transition decaysb ! s(d) at the quark

level, are well known, to be m ore clear for explanation, we stillw rite them out to be [L3]
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where V, = ququb are the C abibboK obayashiM askawa (CKM ) [L6] m atrix elem ents, the

subscript ¢ could be s or d quark and the operators 0,-0 1 are de ned as
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with and being the color indices. In Eq. [), 0,90, are from the tree kvel of weak
Interactions, O 3-O ¢ are the socalled gluon penguin operatorsand O ;-0 17 are the electroweak
penguin operators, whilke C,-€C 1o are the corresponding W C s. U sing the unitarity condition,
the CKM m atrix elem ents for the penguin operators 0 ;-0 1y can also be expressed as 'V, +

Ve = Vi. To describe the decay am plitudes for B decays, we have to know not only the
relevant e ective weak Interactions but also all possible topologies for the speci ¢ process.
In temm s of penguin operators, we display the general nvolving avor diagram s orb ! gg

in Fig. [, where (@) and (b) denote the am ission topologies while (c) is the annihilation



topology. The avorqg in Figll@) and (o) is produced by gauge bosons and could be u, or
d or s quark ifthe nal states are the light m esons; however, g% stands for the spectator
quark and ocould only be u or d quark, depending the B m eson being charged or neutral

one. However, the rok of g and ¢ .n Fig.[l(c) is reversed so that g = u, ord, or s is

q q q\/q
b ‘\\ /‘ q b !

FIG.1l: Forb ! J%g decays, the avor diagram s (a) and (b) stand for the em ission topologies

whilke (c) is annihilation topology.

the spectator quark while g = u or d is dictated by gauge interactions. Since the m atrix
elem ents ocbtained by the F jerz transform ation ofO 5,4 are the sam e asthose 0f01,,, wedon’t
further consider the avor diagram s for tree contributions.

In thebeginning, we rstpay attentiontoB ! K decays. A though there are charged
and neutralmodesin B ! K  decays, because the di erences in charged and neutralm odes
are only the parts of an all tree annihilation, for sin plicity our discussions w ill concentrate
on thedecay Bq ! K ° .Asknown that at quark level, the decay correspondstob ! sss;
thus, by the avor diagram s, we have g= ¢°= s and ® = d. A ccording to our previous

resuls [17], the helicity am plitude could be expressed by
M ® mIMp+miMy € L0+ M ¢ L O, ©P1 P, 3)

w ith the convention 23 = 1, where the superscript h is the helicity, M 4, is the am plitude
w ith helicity h and it’s explicit expression could be found in Ref. [17], the subscript L stands
forh = 0 component while N and T express ancthertwo h= 1 com ponents, P; ) denote

the fourm om enta of vectormesons, and ; () ,((t) = 1with t= 1. Hence, each helicity



am plitude could be w ritten as [17]
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and r= P; B=fmymy,) n which my,, arethemasses of vector m esons. M oreover, we

)

can also w rite the am plitudes In tem s of polarizations as
1
Ay =Hy Ak(?):?_é(H H,): ©®)
The relative phases are de ned as k) = Arg@xp)=Ao). Accordingly, the polarization

fractions PF s) can be de ned as
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Since we have derived the form alisn s for the decay am plitudesM 15, by POQCD approach

i= L;k;?): (6)

In Ref. [17], In our ollow Ing discussions, we only concentrate on the theoretical uncertainties
ofPQCD.

It is known that by PQCD the transition am plitude is factorized into the convolution
of hadron wave flinctions and the hard am plitude of the valence quarks, In which the wave
functions absorb the nfrared divergences and represent the e ects of nonperturbative QCD .
W ih inhcliding the transverse m cm entum ofvalence quark, kr , the factorization form ula for
the decay of B m eson could be brie v described as [14]

Hrmy ; JH & ) &Py ) = cOH GY) (x;b;l=l£) .
exp sP;b) 4 (sC)) (7)

1=b
whereH, fmy ; ) and H (¢ ) denote the renom alized hard parts which the running scale
starts from my and typical hard scale t, respectively, &;P;b; ) is the wave function of
meson, c(t) is the e ective W ilson ocoe cient, b is the conjugate variablk ofk ¢, s@;b) is
Sudakov factor for suppressing the radiative corrections at lJarge b param eter, and stands
forthe anom alous din ension ofvalence quark. C learly, for calculating the decay am plitudes
of B decays, we have to determm ine the typical scale which dictates the decaying scale of B

meson. To illustrate the chosen hard scale in conventional PQCD , we take the transition

matrix element M P,)P gB P1)i as the example. A s usual, the condition for the hard



scale is set to be

q q
t=max xmi; xm?;l=b;l=b, ; ®)
where x; o) are them om entum fraction carried by the quark ofB M ) meson. Since the al-
Jowed range ofm om entum fraction isbetween 0 and 1, therefore the value ofhard scale could

be lessthan 1 G €V .H owever, the wave functions such as tw ist=2 wave function expressed by

|
x
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n=1
are expanded by the G egenbauer polynom ials; and the scale-dependent coe cients are usu-—
ally estinated at = 1 GeV .That is, the physics below 1 G &V belongs to nonperturbative
region and hard scale should end up at this scale. C onsequently, we regard that the condition

ofEqg. [Q) should be revised to be

q q
t=max xmi; xm?i;l=b;1=; 10)

where iIndicates the cuto for distinguishing the region of perturbation and nonpertur-
bation, ie. below the physics is dom nated by nonperturbative e ects. Roughly, the
order of m agnitude of the hard scale could be estim ated by the m om entum of exchanged
hard gluon as t pm. It is known that x; mg mp)=mg and x, O @). By
taking x; = 016, x, = 05 andmyg = 528 G&V, the average value of hard scale could be
estin ated to be around t 15 G €&V .Besides the chosen condition for hard scale and wave
functions of light m esons, the rem aining uncertainties 0of PQ CD are the shape param eter ! 5
ofthe B m eson wave function and the param etrization of threshold resum m ation, denoted
by Sy (x) = 2172 1+ 20) k(1 x)]c=p " 1+ ¢) [7]. In our olow ing num erical estin ations,
wewillsst !y = c= 04. Henoe, acocording to the wave functionsderived by QCD sum rules

13]and using £, ' = 210(170) M &V, the values of B | K form factors, de ned by [1€]
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are given in Tablk[[, whereM andm, denote the vectormeson and it’smass,P = P, + P,

and g= P; P,. In the tabl, for com parison, we also show the resuls of quark m odel



TABLE II: Fom factorsforB ! K atq2= 0 In variousQ CD m odels.

M odel Vv 0) A (0) A (0) A, (0)
oM [19] 0:44 045 0:36 0:32
LCSR [14] 0:41 0:37 029 026
LFQM [R0] 031 0:31 026 024
PQCD [18] 0:34 0:37 023 022

©M ) 9], light-ocone sum rules (LCSR) [14], and light-front quark m odel LEFQM ) RC]. In
term s of the form ulas, which are derived In Ref. [17] and have included nonfactorizable and
annihilation e ects, and by taking V, Vyp = A *Rpe® * and VgV, = A *wihA = 082,
= 0224, R, = 038 and ; = 63, the calkulated BR, PFs, and ;) of Byq ! K °
with di erent values of are presented in Tabl [[. A though there exist other chosen
conditions for nonfactorized and annihilated parts, shce the conditions are sin ilarto Eq. [8),
we neglected show ing them . T he details could be referred to Ref. [L7]. In the tabl, we have

TABLE III: BR (inh unitsofl10 ®),PFsand relative phasesofB4 ! K O or =0;10;13and

16 Gev.
BR R Ry R- x (rad) > (rad)
0 1454 0:71 0:16 0:13 248 247
1.0 1032 0:65 0:19 0:16 233 232
13 891 0:63 020 0:17 227 226
16 769 0:61 021 0:18 222 221
st = 0 as the od chosen conditions for the hard scales. From the table, we clearly
see that the BR and R; are decreasing while is ncreasing. If we regard t 15

GeV, we cbtain that the R;, of B ! K ° oould be around 62% whik the BR could be
8 10 °. Since the errors of neutral B decay are still big, if we use the observed world
averages of charged m ode, which they are BR = (97 135) 10° and Ry = 0550 007
24], as the illustration, we nd that our R; has approached to the upper bound of world
average ofB, ! K ¥ whiktheBR isclose to the owerbound. C Jkarly, by using Eq. [I0),

we can in prove our resuls to be m ore close to the indications of data. Furthem ore, in



order to understand the in uence of nonfactorizabl and annihilation e ects, we present the
results w ithout etther and both contributions in Tablk [[V]. By the resuls, we could see
nonfactorizable and annihilation contributions play in portant role on the PF's, especially,
the annihilation e ects. The brief reason is that the penguin dom inant processes involve
0 4;3 operatorswhich the chiralstructuresare V. A) (V + A). The detailed nterpretation
ocould be referred to Refs. 21,123]

TABLE IV:BR (hunitsofl10 ° ),PFsand relative phasesforB4 ! K 0w ithout nonfactorization

or/and anniilation.

topology BR Ao g 7, f  (rad) ; (rad)
no nonfac. 1205 0:78 0:12 0:10 2:15 2:12
no anni. 842 0:83 0:09 0:08 330 332
no both 941 0:92 004 0:04
N ext, we discuss the tree dom lnant processes B ! (') (!) In whith at quark kvel the

decays are govemed by b ! dogg. Since for those colorallow ed decays, penguin contributions
are am all, acocording to the analysis of Ref. 23], it is expected that the annihilation e ects
are negligble. In addition, since the nonfactorizable e ects are associated with C=N. In
which N . isthe num ber of color and C; is roughly lessthan C, by a N . factor, thus, we con—
“ecture that the nonfactorizable contributions for colorallow ed processes are also negligible.
C onsequently, we conclude that the PF s should be the sam e as the naive estim ations, ie.
R, 1 mZ=m2.Byusingthedecay constantsf = £, = 200M eV, f¥ = £f] = 160 M eV
and the sam e taken values of param eters forB ! K , the valuesofB ! form factors,

de ned by Eq. (), in various QCD m odels are given in Tabk[l. Again, n tem s of the

TABLE V: Fom factors forB ! atq2 = 0 In variousQ CD m odels.
M odel Vv (0) Ay (0) A1) A, (0)
oM [19] 031 030 026 024
LCSR [14] 032 030 024 022
LFQM [R0] 027 028 022 020
PQCD 026 029 022 021




form ulas derived by Ref. [17], by sstting = 1 Ge&V and by using the wave functions of
and ! Instead ofthose of and K , the BRs, PFsand yp, ofB ! (') () are shown
in Tabke[V 1. The results w ith conventional chosen conditions could be referred to Ref. R4].
Com pare to the data displayed .n Tabk [V 11, we nd that the BR of B4, ! (') ¥ is
consistent w ith the observation of BELLE BABAR). A fhough the resulk of B, ! ©*
doesxn’t twellwith current data, since the errors of data are still large, m ore accum ulated
data are needed to further con m . On the other hand, In the theoretical viewpoint, the
BR ofB, ! % * should be sinilar to that of B, ! ! *. W ithout any anom alous ef-
fects, we stillexpecte BR B, ! ° %) BR B, ! ! '). As Por the polarizations, ke
our expectation, the data show that nonfactorization and annihilation are not im portant
In colorallowed processes of B ! (!) (!). W e note that for those colorsuppressed de—
cays, since the penguin e ects are not an all anym ore, therefore, the nonfactorizabl and

annihilation e ectsm ay becom e in portant. This is the reason why we get a very smallR

n By ! °°9decay. & is worth mentioning that the CP asymmetry (CPA), de ned by
Acp = [ B ! £) ® ! f)F[ (B ! £f)+ ® ! f)lwih f being any nal state,
forBgy ! has only few percent. T hat is, the penguin pollution in this decay is an all.

T hus, we soeculate that the observed tin edependent CPA ocould directly indicate thebound
on theangke , ofCKM .

TABLE VI: BRs (in units of 10 © ), PF s and relative phases forB ! )y ().

M ode BR Ry Ry R x (rad) > (rad) Acp
BO! * 2306 0:95 0:03 0:02 0 2:96
ot 00 0:2 007 0:43 050 346 363 8321
BOt1 01 0:38 0:93 004 0:03 403 393 5529

BO! 1! 0:35 0:76 0:2 0:12 1:70 1:69 92:72
Bt 1 0 11:99 0:98 001 001 0 0
BT I 17 14:78 1 0 0 336 1141

Based on the previous analyses, we have leamt that by the assum ption of short-distant
dom inance In the B decays, the nonfactorization and annihilation are unin portant and
negligble for the tree am plitude; however, when penguin contributions are dom inant, their

e ects becom e essential on PFs. Form ore com parisons w ith the experim ents, we also cal-



TABLE V II: The experin entaldata on BRs (in unis of 10 ) and PFsofB ! (') Im,i4,131.

M ode O bservation BELLE BABAR
¥ BR 244 22%2% 30 4 5
RoF 0 :951+00:503393+o ?o:g% ’ 0:99 0 :03+oo:c:>034
0+ BR 317 74'23 22527 58
AoF 095 0:11 002 097" 0:04
Pt BR 12677 16
RAoF 088" %2 003
culate the results ofB ! (! YK decays. T herefore, we give the predictions of PQCD w ith

= 1 GeV i Tabl VId. In addition, we also display the experin ental data in Table[IX].

The results by conventional PQCD could

be found in Ref. RA]. To be more clkar, we

TABLE VIII: The BRs (n unitsof10 ®), PFsand rlative phases orB ! (! )K
M ode BR Ry Ry R> x (rad) > (rad) Acp
B! KV 1013 0:60 021 0:19 1:60 1:59 19:17
B9t Og O 415 0:70 0:16 0:14 1417 147 9:38
B! 1K © 6:75 0:75 0:13 0:12 1:79 182 7:93
BT ! ‘K © 11:99 0:78 0:12 0:10 1:45 1:46 0:79
BT ! g ¥ 7:53 0:72 0:5 043 1:82 181 19:74
BY ! 'K * 5:67 0:61 021 048 203 206 1431
TABLE IX : The experin entaldata on BRs (n unitsof10 ®) and PFsofB ! K [4,126,127].
M ode O bservation BELLE BABAR
K O BR 89 17 12 170 29" %)
Aof 043 0417 %% 079 0:08 0:04
ok * BR 106,20 24
AoF 0:96' 2% 0:04

summ arize them ain ndings as follow s.

10



A Though the decay constants f g ) are lJarger than £ k,, the BRsofB ! (MK
all are an aller than those of B ! K In which the corresponding avor diagram s for K
and (!)K in Fig.[ are the same. The reason is that the factorizabl contributions of
O ¢;3 Operators are vanished in vectorwvector m odes, ie. W;V,3V  A) (V + A)P1

2,3 PPiW,p+PRBi=O0OduetolvV; Pi=my, £y, 1 B, = OwhereS P ) denotes
the scalarfossudoscalar) current. As a resul, the decays, which the tree am plitudes are
cobrallowed suachas K and °(1)K ,have larger CPAs.

TheR, ofBg ! K * could be as amallas 60% . The result could be understood as
follow s: since the Involving tree contributions are colorallowed, asm entioned In the decays
B ! (') ('), weknow that the nonfactorizable e ects are negligbl and transverse parts
are an all. M oreover, the am plitude of penguin is opposite in sign to that oftree. T herefore,
the Iongitudinalpart getsa large cancelation in tree and penguin such that theR; isreduced.
And also, the m agnitude of CPA is enhanoed to be around 20% .

A though thedecaysB, ! °(!)K * possess sizable tree contributions, how ever besides
the diagram s Fi.[ () and (), Fig.[dl @), representing the e ects of electroweak penguin
m ainly, also has the contridbutions. And also, due to di erent avorwave functionsin and
!, respectively denoted by (uu dd)=p 2, interestingly we nd thattheR; ofB, ! °K *
isaround 72% buttheR; ofB, ! 'K * could be around 61% which is sin ilar to the value
ofBg ! K *.

By naive analysis, one could expect that by neglecting the amn all tree contrdutions
which are arisen from annihilation topologies, the cbtained Ry, of B, ! 'K ° should be
sin ilar to the value of By ! K ° . However, the calculated results shown i the Tabls[Id
and are contrary to the expectation. The m ain reason is that the sign of real part of
annihilated am plitude orB, ! ‘K ° decay is opposite to that HrBy ! K ° decay. In
other words, the anniilation is constructive e ect in R;, of *K ° whik it is destructive in
K ° .We nd that the di erences are ascribed to the wave fiinctions of m esons. In sum,
the calculations of PQCD in som e physical quantities, such asPF's, strongly depend on the
detailed shapes ofwave functions. D ue to the sign di erence in the realpart ofannihilation,
we predict that LPsinmost (! )K modesaremuch largerthan thosein B ! K .We
note that the conclusion isnot suitable for those tree colorallowed processes, suchas K °
andB, ! °(1)K *,because according to previous discussions, the tree and/or electrow eak

penguin am plitudes have signi cant contributions so that the e ective factors becom e m ore

11



com plicated, ie. tree, electroweak and annihilation all are in portant In these decays.

In summ ary, we have reanalyzed the BRs and PFsofB ! K In the fram ework of
PQCD . In tem s of the revised conditions for the hard scales of B decays, we nd the LPs
ofB ! K could approach to around 60% while the BRs are around 9 10°. Tt is
ocon m ed that the anniiltion and nonfactorizable contributions have no e ects on PFs

ofB ! (') (V) decays so that the LP s are all close to uniyy; and also, we nd that the
BR 0fBgg) ! (!) * is consistent with the cbservation of BELLE BABAR). By the
calculations, we obtain that the penguin pollution In By ! decays is very an all so

that the cbserved tin edependent CPA oould directly indicate the bound on the angke ,
of CKM . In addiion, we also nd that due to signi cant tree contributions, the BR (LP) of

K * could be around 1013 10 ° (60% ); and due to the tree and electroweak penguin,
the BR LP) of 'K * could be around 5:67 10 ° (61%).
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