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Polarizations oftw o vector m esons in B decays
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Abstract

Inspired by the sm alllongitudinalpolarizations(LPs)ofB ! K �� decaysobserved by BELLE

and BABAR,we revise the theoreticaluncertaintiesofperturbative Q CD approach fordeterm in-

ing hard scales ofB decays,we �nd that the LPs ofB ! K �� could approach to 60% while

the branching ratios (BRs) could be around 9� 10�6 . In addition,we also study the BRs and

polarization fractions ofB ! �(!)�(!) and B ! �(!)K� decays. For those tree dom inant and

color-allowed processes in B ! �(!)�(!) decays,we get that the BRs of(�+ �� ;�0�+ ;!�+ ) are

(23:06;11:99;14:78)� 10�6 whiletheirLPsarecloseto unity.Interestingly,dueto signi�canttree

contributions,we�nd thattheBR(LP)of�� K �+ could bearound 10:13� 10�6 (60% );and dueto

the tree and electroweak penguin,the BR(LP)of!K �+ could bearound 5:67� 10�6 (61% ).

� Em ail:phychen@ m ail.ncku.edu.tw
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Sincethetransversepolarizations(TPs)ofvectorm esonsareassociatedwiththeirm asses,

by naive estim ations,we can easily obtain that the longitudinalpolarization (LP) ofthe

two lightvectorm esonsproduced by B decay isapproaching to unity. The expectation is

con�rm ed by BELLE [1]and BABAR [2,3]in B ! �(!)� decays,in which thelongitudinal

partsoccupy over88% . Furtherm ore,TP(LP)could be large(sm all)while the �nalstates

include heavy vector m esons. The conjecture is veri�ed in B ! J=	K � decays [4,5],in

which the longitudinalcontribution is only about 60% . However,the rule for sm allLP

seem sto bebroken in B ! �K � decays.From therecentm easurem entsofBELLE [6]and

BABAR [2,7],sum m arized in the Table I,itisquite clearthatthe LPsofB ! K �� are

only around 50% . According to the observations,m any m echanism sare proposed to solve

thepuzzle,where them ethodsinclude notonly new QCD e�ects[8]butalso the e�ectsof

theextension ofthestandard m odel(SM )[9,10].

TABLE I: The branching ratios (in unitsof10�6 ),polarization fractionsand relative phasesfor

B ! �K �.

M ode O bservation BELLE BABAR

K �+ � BR 10:0
+ 1:6+ 0:7
�1:5�0:8 12:7

+ 2:2
�2:0 � 1:1

R L 0:52� 0:08� 0:03 0:46� 0:12� 0:03

R ? 0:19� 0:08� 0:02

�k(rad) 2:10� 0:28� 0:04

�? (rad) 2:31� 0:20� 0:07

K �0� BR 6:7+ 2:1+ 0:7
�1:9�1:0 9:2� 0:9� 0:5

R L 0:45� 0:05� 0:02 0:52� 0:05� 0:02

R ? 0:30� 0:06� 0:02 0:22� 0:05� 0:02

�k(rad) 2:39� 0:24� 0:04 2:34
+ 0:23
�0:20 � 0:05

�? (rad) 2:51� 0:23� 0:04 2:47� 0:25� 0:05

Itis known thatm ost proposalsto solve the anom alouspolarizationsonly concentrate

on how to m ake the LPs ofB ! K �� be sm all. 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 alies in K ��,however,we stilldon’t have

the de�nite reason to say why the considering e�ects cannot contribute to �(!)�(!) or
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�(!)K � signi�cantly.By thisviewpoint,in thispaper,wearegoing to reanalyzethedecays

B ! K �� in term sofperturbative QCD(PQCD)[11,12]approach in the SM .By revising

the theoreticaluncertainties ofPQCD,which com e from the m an-m ade chosen conditions

for hard scales ofB decays,we willshow how wellwe can predict and how close we can

reach in theoreticalcalculations,whiletheprocessesoflightm esonsproduction areassum ed

to be dom inated by the short-distante�ects. W e note thatthe wave functionsofm esons,

representing thenonpertubativeQCD e�ects,areassum ed tobeknown and obtained by the

QCD sum rules[13,14].M oreover,accordingto theim proving conditions,wealsom akethe

predictionson thedecaysB ! �(!)�(!)and B ! �(!)K�.

Although thee�ectiveinteractions,governingthetransition decaysb! s(d)atthequark

level,arewellknown,to bem oreclearforexplanation,westillwritethem outto be[15]

H e� =
G F
p
2

X

q= u;c

Vq

"

C1(�)O
(q)

1 (�)+ C2(�)O
(q)

2 (�)+

10X

i= 3

Ci(�)O i(�)

#

; (1)

where Vq = V �

qq0Vqb are the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )[16]m atrix elem ents,the

subscriptq0could bes ord quark and theoperatorsO 1-O 10 arede�ned as

O
(q)

1 = (�q0�q�)V �A (�q�b�)V �A ; O
(q)

2 = (�q0�q�)V �A (�q�b�)V �A ;

O 3 = (�q0�b�)V �A

X

q

(�q�q�)V �A ; O 4 = (�q0�b�)V �A

X

q

(�q�q�)V �A ;

O 5 = (�q0�b�)V �A

X

q

(�q�q�)V + A ; O 6 = (�q0�b�)V �A

X

q

(�q�q�)V + A ;

O 7 =
3

2
(�q0�b�)V �A

X

q

eq(�q�q�)V + A ; O 8 =
3

2
(�q0�b�)V �A

X

q

eq(�q�q�)V + A ;

O 9 =
3

2
(�q0�b�)V �A

X

q

eq(�q�q�)V �A ; O 10 =
3

2
(�q0�b�)V �A

X

q

eq(�q�q�)V �A ; (2)

with � and � being the color indices. In Eq. (1),O 1-O 2 are from the tree levelofweak

interactions,O 3-O 6 aretheso-called gluon penguin operatorsand O 7-O 10 aretheelectroweak

penguin operators,whileC1-C10 arethecorresponding W Cs.Using theunitarity condition,

theCKM m atrix elem entsforthe penguin operatorsO 3-O 10 can also be expressed asVu +

Vc = �Vt. To describe the decay am plitudesforB decays,we have to know notonly the

relevante�ective weak interactionsbutalso allpossible topologiesforthe speci�c process.

In term sofpenguin operators,wedisplay thegeneralinvolving avordiagram sforb! q0q�q

in Fig. 1,where (a) and (b) denote the em ission topologies while (c) is the annihilation
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topology.The avorq in Fig.1(a)and (b)isproduced by gaugebosonsand could be u,or

d ors quark ifthe �nalstates are the lightm esons;however,q00 stands forthe spectator

quark and could only be u or d quark,depending the B m eson being charged or neutral

one. However,the role ofq and q00 in Fig.1(c) is reversed so that q = u,or d,or s is

b

q′ q

q

q′′q′′

(a)

b q′

•

q q

q′′q′′

(b)

q′

b q′′

q′′

qq
(c)

FIG .1: For b ! q0q�q decays,the avor diagram s (a) and (b) stand for the em ission topologies

while(c)isannihilation topology.

the spectatorquark while q00 = u ord isdictated by gauge interactions. Since the m atrix

elem entsobtained by theFierztransform ation ofO 3;4 arethesam easthoseofO 1;2,wedon’t

furtherconsidertheavordiagram sfortreecontributions.

In thebeginning,we�rstpay attention to B ! K �� decays.Although therearecharged

andneutralm odesin B ! K �� decays,becausethedi�erencesincharged and neutralm odes

areonly the partsofsm alltree annihilation,forsim plicity ourdiscussionswillconcentrate

on thedecay B d ! K �0�.Asknown thatatquark level,thedecay correspondsto b! ss�s;

thus,by the avor diagram s,we have q = q0 = s and q00 = d. According to ourprevious

results[17],thehelicity am plitudecould beexpressed by

M
(h)

� m
2

B M L + m
2

B M N �
�

1
(t)� �

�

2
(t)+ iM T�

���
�
�

1�(t)�
�

2�(t)P1P2� (3)

with theconvention �0123 = 1,where thesuperscripth isthehelicity,M h istheam plitude

with helicity h and it’sexplicitexpression could befound in Ref.[17],thesubscriptL stands

forh = 0 com ponentwhileN and T expressanothertwo h = �1 com ponents,P1(2) denote

the fourm om enta ofvectorm esons,and ��
1
(t)� ��

2
(t)= 1 with t= �1.Hence,each helicity
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am plitudecould bewritten as[17]

H 0 = m
2

B M L ;

H � = m
2

B M N � m V1m V2

p
r2 � 1M T ; (4)

and r = P1 � P2=(m V1m V2)in which m V1(2)
are the m assesofvectorm esons. M oreover,we

can also writetheam plitudesin term sofpolarizationsas

A L = H 0 A k(? ) =
1
p
2
(H � � H + ): (5)

The relative phases are de�ned as �k(? ) = Arg(A k(? )=A 0). Accordingly,the polarization

fractions(PFs)can bede�ned as

R i=
jA ij

2

jA Lj
2 + jA kj

2 + jA 2

?
j

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

Sincewehavederived theform alism sforthedecay am plitudesM L;N ;T by PQCD approach

in Ref.[17],in ourfollowingdiscussions,weonly concentrateon thetheoreticaluncertainties

ofPQCD.

It is known that by PQCD the transition am plitude is factorized into the convolution

ofhadron wave functionsand thehard am plitudeofthevalencequarks,in which thewave

functionsabsorb theinfrared divergencesand representthee�ectsofnonperturbativeQCD.

W ith including thetransversem om entum ofvalencequark,kT,thefactorization form ulafor

thedecay ofB m eson could bebriey described as[12]

H r(m W ;�)H (t;�)�(x;P;b;�) = c(t)H (t;t)�(x;b;1=b)

� exp

�

�s(P;b)�

Z t

1=b

d��

��
�(�s(��))

�

(7)

where H r(m W ;�)and H (t;�)denote the renorm alized hard partswhich the running scale

startsfrom m W and typicalhard scale t,respectively,�(x;P;b;�)isthe wave function of

m eson,c(t) is the e�ective W ilson coe�cient,b is the conjugate variable ofk T,s(P;b) is

Sudakov factorforsuppressing theradiativecorrectionsatlargebparam eter,and � stands

fortheanom alousdim ension ofvalencequark.Clearly,forcalculating thedecay am plitudes

ofB decays,we have to determ ine the typicalscale which dictatesthe decaying scale ofB

m eson. To illustrate the chosen hard scale in conventionalPQCD,we take the transition

m atrix elem ent hM (P2)j�b�qjB (P1)iasthe exam ple. Asusual,the condition forthe hard
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scaleissetto be

t= m ax

�q

x1m
2
B
;

q

x2m
2
B
;1=b1;1=b2

�

; (8)

where x1(2) arethem om entum fraction carried by thequark ofB (M )m eson.Since theal-

lowed rangeofm om entum fraction isbetween 0and 1,thereforethevalueofhard scalecould

belessthan 1 GeV.However,thewavefunctionssuch astwist-2 wavefunction expressed by

�
�
x;�

2
�
= 6x(1� x)

 

1+

1X

n= 1

an
�
�
2
�
C
3=2
n (2x� 1)

!

; (9)

areexpanded by theGegenbauerpolynom ials;and thescale-dependentcoe�cientsareusu-

ally estim ated at� = 1 GeV.Thatis,thephysicsbelow 1 GeV belongsto nonperturbative

region and hard scaleshould end up atthisscale.Consequently,weregard thatthecondition

ofEq.(8)should berevised to be

t= m ax

�q

x1m
2
B
;

q

x2m
2
B
;1=b1;1=b2;��

�

(10)

where �� indicates the cuto� for distinguishing the region ofperturbation and nonpertur-

bation,i.e. below �� the physics is dom inated by nonperturbative e�ects. Roughly,the

orderofm agnitude ofthe hard scale could be estim ated by the m om entum ofexchanged

hard gluon ast�
p
x1x2m

2
B
. Itisknown thatx1 � (m B � m b)=m B and x2 � O (1). By

taking x1 = 0:16,x2 = 0:5 and m B = 5:28 GeV,the average value ofhard scale could be

estim ated to bearound �t� 1:5 GeV.Besidesthechosen condition forhard scale and wave

functionsoflightm esons,therem aining uncertaintiesofPQCD aretheshapeparam eter!B

oftheB m eson wave function and theparam etrization ofthreshold resum m ation,denoted

by St(x)= 21+ 2c�(1+ 2c)[x(1� x)]c=
p
�(1+ c)[17].In ourfollowing num ericalestim ations,

wewillset!B = c= 0:4.Hence,accordingtothewavefunctionsderived by QCD sum rules

[13]and using f
(T)

K � = 210(170)M eV,thevaluesofB ! K � form factors,de�ned by [18]

hM (P2;�)j�b�qjB (P1)i = i
V (q2)

m B + m M

"�����
��
P
�
q
�
;

hM (P2;�)j�b�5qjB (P1)i = 2m M A 0(q
2)
�� � q

q2
q� + (m B + m M )A 1(q

2)

�

�
�

� �
�� � q

q2
q�

�

�A 2(q
2)

�� � q

m B + m M

�

P� �
P � q

q2
q�

�

; (11)

aregiven in TableII,whereM and m M denotethevectorm eson and it’sm ass,P = P1+ P2

and q = P1 � P2. In the table,for com parison,we also show the results ofquark m odel
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TABLE II: Form factorsforB ! K � atq2 = 0 in variousQ CD m odels.

M odel V (0) A 0(0) A 1(0) A 2(0)

Q M [19] 0:44 0:45 0:36 0:32

LCSR [14] 0:41 0:37 0:29 0:26

LFQ M [20] 0:31 0:31 0:26 0:24

PQ CD [18] 0:34 0:37 0:23 0:22

(QM )[19],light-conesum rules(LCSR)[14],and light-frontquark m odel(LFQM )[20].In

term softheform ulas,which arederived in Ref.[17]and haveincluded nonfactorizableand

annihilation e�ects,and by taking V �

usVub = A�3R be
�i� 3 and VtbV

�

ts = �A�2 with A = 0:82,

� = 0:224,R b = 0:38 and �3 = 63�,the calculated BR,PFs,and �k(? ) ofB d ! K �0�

with di�erent values of �� are presented in Table III. Although there exist other chosen

conditionsfornonfactorized and annihilated parts,sincetheconditionsaresim ilartoEq.(8),

weneglected showing them .Thedetailscould bereferred to Ref.[17].In thetable,wehave

TABLE III: BR (in unitsof10�6 ),PFsand relative phasesofB d ! K �0� for ��= 0;1:0;1:3 and

1:6 G eV.

�� B R R L R k R ? �k(rad) �? (rad)

0 14:54 0:71 0:16 0:13 2:48 2:47

1.0 10:32 0:65 0:19 0:16 2:33 2:32

1.3 8:91 0:63 0:20 0:17 2:27 2:26

1.6 7:69 0:61 0:21 0:18 2:22 2:21

set �� = 0 as the old chosen conditions for the hard scales. From the table,we clearly

see that the BR and R L are decreasing while �� is increasing. Ifwe regard �t � �� � 1:5

GeV,we obtain that the R L ofB ! K �0� could be around 62% while the BR could be

8� 10�6 . Since the errors ofneutralB decay are stillbig,ifwe use the observed world

averagesofcharged m ode,which they are B R = (9:7� 1:5)� 10�6 and R L = 0:50� 0:07

[22],asthe illustration,we �nd thatourR L hasapproached to the upperbound ofworld

averageofB u ! K �+ � whiletheBR isclosetothelowerbound.Clearly,by using Eq.(10),

we can im prove our results to be m ore close to the indications ofdata. Furtherm ore,in
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orderto understand theinuenceofnonfactorizableand annihilation e�ects,wepresentthe

results without either and both contributions in Table IV. By the results,we could see

nonfactorizable and annihilation contributions play im portantrole on the PFs,especially,

the annihilation e�ects. The briefreason is that the penguin dom inant processes involve

O 6;8 operatorswhich thechiralstructuresare(V � A)
 (V + A).Thedetailed interpretation

could bereferred to Refs.[21,23]

TABLE IV:BR (in unitsof10�6 ),PFsand relativephasesforB d ! K �0� withoutnonfactorization

or/and annihilation.

topology B R jA 0j
2 jA kj

2 jA ? j
2 �k(rad) �? (rad)

no nonfac. 12:05 0:78 0:12 0:10 2:15 2:12

no anni. 8:42 0:83 0:09 0:08 3:30 3:32

no both 9:41 0:92 0:04 0:04 � �

Next,wediscussthetreedom inantprocessesB ! �(!)�(!)in which atquark levelthe

decaysaregoverned by b! d�qq.Sinceforthosecolor-allowed decays,penguin contributions

are sm all,according to the analysisofRef.[23],itisexpected thatthe annihilation e�ects

are negligible. In addition,since the nonfactorizable e�ects are associated with C 1=N c in

which N c isthenum berofcolorand C1 isroughly lessthan C2 by a N c factor,thus,wecon-

jecturethatthenonfactorizablecontributionsforcolor-allowed processesarealso negligible.

Consequently,we conclude thatthe PFsshould be the sam e asthe naive estim ations,i.e.

R L � 1� m 2

M =m
2

B .By using thedecay constantsf� = f! = 200 M eV,fT� = fT! = 160 M eV

and the sam e taken valuesofparam etersforB ! K ��,the valuesofB ! � form factors,

de�ned by Eq.(11),in variousQCD m odelsare given in Table V. Again,in term softhe

TABLE V: Form factorsforB ! � atq2 = 0 in variousQ CD m odels.

M odel V (0) A 0(0) A 1(0) A 2(0)

Q M [19] 0:31 0:30 0:26 0:24

LCSR [14] 0:32 0:30 0:24 0:22

LFQ M [20] 0:27 0:28 0:22 0:20

PQ CD 0:26 0:29 0:22 0:21
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form ulasderived by Ref.[17],by setting �� = 1 GeV and by using the wave functionsof�

and ! instead ofthose of� and K �,the BRs,PFsand �k(? ) ofB ! �(!)�(!)are shown

in TableVI.Theresultswith conventionalchosen conditionscould bereferred to Ref.[24].

Com pare to the data displayed in Table VII,we �nd thatthe BR ofB d(u) ! �� (!)�+ is

consistent with the observation ofBELLE(BABAR).Although the result ofB u ! �0�+

doesn’t�twellwith currentdata,sincetheerrorsofdata arestilllarge,m oreaccum ulated

data are needed to further con�rm . On the other hand,in the theoreticalviewpoint,the

BR ofB u ! �0�+ should be sim ilar to that ofB u ! !�+ . W ithout any anom alous ef-

fects,we stillexpect B R(B u ! �0�+ ) � B R(B u ! !�+ ). As for the polarizations,like

our expectation,the data show that nonfactorization and annihilation are not im portant

in color-allowed processes ofB ! �(!)�(!). W e note thatforthose color-suppressed de-

cays,since the penguin e�ects are not sm allanym ore,therefore,the nonfactorizable and

annihilation e�ectsm ay becom eim portant.Thisisthereason why wegeta very sm allR L

in B d ! �0�0 decay. It is worth m entioning that the CP asym m etry (CPA),de�ned by

A C P = [�(�B ! �f)� �(B ! f)]=[�( �B ! �f)+ �(B ! f)]with f being any �nalstate,

forB d ! �� �� hasonly few percent.Thatis,thepenguin pollution in thisdecay issm all.

Thus,wespeculatethattheobserved tim e-dependentCPA could directlyindicatethebound

on theangle�2 ofCKM .

TABLE VI: BRs(in unitsof10�6 ),PFsand relative phasesforB ! �(!)�(!).

M ode B R R L R k R ? �k(rad) �? (rad) A C P

B 0 ! �� �+ 23:06 0:95 0:03 0:02 � � � 0 � 2:96

B 0 ! �0�0 0:12 0:07 0:43 0:50 3:46 3:63 83:21

B 0 ! �0! 0:38 0:93 0:04 0:03 4:03 3:93 55:29

B 0 ! !! 0:35 0:76 0:12 0:12 1:70 1:69 � 92:72

B + ! �0�+ 11:99 0:98 0:01 0:01 � � � 0 � 0

B + ! !�+ 14:78 � 1 � 0 � 0 � � 3:36 � 11:11

Based on the previousanalyses,we have learntthatby the assum ption ofshort-distant

dom inance in the B decays, the nonfactorization and annihilation are unim portant and

negligibleforthetreeam plitude;however,when penguin contributionsaredom inant,their

e�ectsbecom e essentialon PFs. Form ore com parisonswith the experim ents,we also cal-

9



TABLE VII:Theexperim entaldata on BRs(in unitsof10�6 )and PFsofB ! �(!)� [1,2,3].

M ode O bservation BELLE BABAR

�� �+ B R 24:4� 2:2
+ 3:8
�4:1 30� 4� 5

jA 0j
2 0:951+ 0:033+ 0:029

�0:039�0:031 0:99� 0:03+ 0:04
�0:03

�0�+ BR 31:7� 7:1+ 3:8
�6:7 22:5+ 5:7

�5:4 � 5:8

jA 0j
2 0:95� 0:11� 0:02 0:97

+ 0:03
�0:07 � 0:04

!�+ BR � � 12:6
+ 3:7
�3:3 � 1:6

jA 0j
2 � � 0:88+ 0:12

�0:15 � 0:03

culatetheresultsofB ! �(!)K � decays.Therefore,wegivethepredictionsofPQCD with

�� = 1 GeV in Table VIII. In addition,we also display the experim entaldata in Table IX.

The results by conventionalPQCD could be found in Ref.[25]. To be m ore clear,we

TABLE VIII: TheBRs(in unitsof10�6 ),PFsand relative phasesforB ! �(!)K �.

M ode B R R L R k R ? �k(rad) �? (rad) A C P

B 0 ! �� K �+ 10:13 0:60 0:21 0:19 1:60 1:59 � 19:17

B 0 ! �0K �0 4:15 0:70 0:16 0:14 1:17 1:17 9:38

B 0 ! !K �0 6:75 0:75 0:13 0:12 1:79 1:82 � 7:93

B + ! �+ K �0 11:99 0:78 0:12 0:10 1:45 1:46 0:79

B + ! �0K �+ 7:53 0:72 0:15 0:13 1:82 1:81 � 19:74

B + ! !K �+ 5:67 0:61 0:21 0:18 2:03 2:06 � 14:31

TABLE IX: Theexperim entaldata on BRs(in unitsof10�6 )and PFsofB ! �K � [2,26,27].

M ode O bservation BELLE BABAR

�+ K �0 BR 8:9� 1:7� 1:2 17:0� 2:9+ 2:0
�2:8

jA 0j
2 0:43� 0:11+ 0:05

�0:02 0:79� 0:08� 0:04

�0K �+ BR � � 10:6+ 3:0
�2:6 � 2:4

jA 0j
2 � � 0:96+ 0:04

�0:15 � 0:04

sum m arizethem ain �ndingsasfollows.
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� Although the decay constants f�(K �) are largerthan f�(K ),the BRs ofB ! �(!)K �

allare sm allerthan those ofB ! �K in which the corresponding avordiagram sfor�K

and �(!)K � in Fig.1 are the sam e. The reason is that the factorizable contributions of

O 6;8 operators are vanished in vector-vector m odes,i.e. hV1V2j(V � A)
 (V + A)jB i �

�2hV1jS � Pj0ihV2jS + PjB i= 0 dueto hV1jSj0i= m V1fV1�1 � PV1 = 0 whereS(P)denotes

the scalar(pseudoscalar) current. As a result,the decays,which the tree am plitudes are

color-allowed such as�� K �� and �0(!)K �� ,havelargerCPAs.

� The RL ofB d ! �� K �+ could beassm allas60% .Theresultcould beunderstood as

follows:sincetheinvolving treecontributionsarecolor-allowed,asm entioned in thedecays

B ! �(!)�(!),weknow thatthenonfactorizablee�ectsarenegligibleand transverseparts

aresm all.M oreover,theam plitudeofpenguin isoppositein sign to thatoftree.Therefore,

thelongitudinalpartgetsalargecancelation intreeandpenguin such thattheR L isreduced.

And also,them agnitudeofCPA isenhanced to bearound 20% .

� Although thedecaysBu ! �0(!)K �+ possesssizabletreecontributions,howeverbesides

the diagram s Fig.1(a) and (c),Fig.1(b),representing the e�ects ofelectroweak penguin

m ainly,also hasthecontributions.And also,dueto di�erentavorwavefunctionsin � and

!,respectively denoted by (u�u� d�d)=
p
2,interestingly we�nd thattheR L ofB u ! �0K �+

isaround 72% buttheR L ofB u ! !K �+ could bearound 61% which issim ilarto thevalue

ofB d ! �� K �+ .

� By naive analysis,one could expect that by neglecting the sm alltree contributions

which are arisen from annihilation topologies,the obtained R L ofB u ! �+ K �0 should be

sim ilarto thevalueofB d ! K �0�.However,thecalculated resultsshown in theTablesIII

and VIIIare contrary to the expectation. The m ain reason isthatthe sign ofrealpartof

annihilated am plitude forB u ! �+ K �0 decay isopposite to thatforB d ! K �0� decay.In

otherwords,theannihilation isconstructivee�ectin R L of�
+ K �0 whileitisdestructivein

K �0�. W e �nd thatthe di�erencesare ascribed to the wave functionsofm esons. In sum ,

thecalculationsofPQCD in som ephysicalquantities,such asPFs,strongly depend on the

detailed shapesofwavefunctions.Duetothesign di�erencein therealpartofannihilation,

we predictthatLPsin m ost�(!)K � m odesare m uch largerthan those in B ! K ��. W e

notethattheconclusion isnotsuitableforthosetreecolor-allowed processes,such as�� K �+

and B u ! �0(!)K �+ ,becauseaccordingtopreviousdiscussions,thetreeand/orelectroweak

penguin am plitudeshavesigni�cantcontributionsso thatthee�ectivefactorsbecom em ore
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com plicated,i.e.tree,electroweak and annihilation allareim portantin thesedecays.

In sum m ary,we have reanalyzed the BRs and PFs ofB ! K �� in the fram ework of

PQCD.In term softherevised conditionsforthehard scalesofB decays,we �nd the LPs

ofB ! K �� could approach to around 60% while the BRs are around 9 � 10�6 . It is

con�rm ed that the annihilation and nonfactorizable contributions have no e�ects on PFs

ofB ! �(!)�(!)decaysso thatthe LPsare allclose to unity;and also,we �nd thatthe

BR ofB d(u) ! �� (!)�+ is consistent with the observation ofBELLE(BABAR).By the

calculations,we obtain that the penguin pollution in B d ! �� �� decays is very sm allso

thatthe observed tim e-dependent CPA could directly indicate the bound on the angle �2

ofCKM .In addition,wealso �nd thatdueto signi�canttreecontributions,theBR(LP)of

�� K �+ could be around 10:13� 10�6 (60% );and due to the tree and electroweak penguin,

theBR(LP)of!K �+ could bearound 5:67� 10�6 (61% ).
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