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Abstract

Theweak phase
 can bedeterm ined using untagged B 0 ! D K S orB s ! D �;D �(
0) decays.In

thepast,thesm alllifetim edi�erencey � ��=(2�)hasbeen neglected in B 0,whiletheCP violating

param eter� � 1� jq=pj2 hasbeen neglected in both B 0-�B 0 and B s-�B s m ixing. W e estim ate the

e�ectofneglecting y and �.W e �nd thatin D decaysto 
avorstatesthisintroducesa system atic

error,which is enhanced by a large ratio ofCabibbo-allowed to doubly Cabibbo-suppressed D

decay am plitudes.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The interference between the decay chains B ! D K ! fD K and B ! �D K ! fD K is

com m onlyutilizedinm ethodsforextractingthephase
 = arg(� VudV
�
ubVcbV

�
cd).Theoriginal

idea,applied to theseprocessesand toB s ! D �,wasputforward in [1,2].Severalvariants

oftheideacan befound in [3,4,5,6,7,8,9].Thedeterm ination of
 based onthesem ethods

istheoretically very clean.Theuncertainty in thevalueof
 ism ainly dueto low statistics

oftherelevantprocesses.Tim e-dependentdecaysB 0 ! D K S studied in [10]require 
avor

tagging ofthe initialB 0,forwhich one paysa price in statistics. Thisisalso the case for

tim e-dependent B s ! D �. Ref.[11]discussed the extraction of
 in untagged Bs decays,

takingadvantageofthe�nitenonzerowidth-di�erencebetween thetwoB s m ass-eigenstates.

Recently itwas shown that
 can also be determ ined using untagged non-strange neutral

B decays [12],where the width-di�erence is too sm allto be m easured. In this m ethod,

com bining charged along with neutralB decays,and using severalD decay m odes,reduces

thestatisticalerroron thevalueof
.

The two param eters describing the width-di�erence and CP violation in m ixing in the

B 0 system s,

y �
��

2�
; � � 1�

�
�
�
�

q

p

�
�
�
�

2

; (1)

areestim ated to bebelow a levelof10� 2 [13,14].(Notethat� isnota standard notation).

Thus,usually these param eterscan be safely neglected when dealing with untagged B 0 !

D K S.Indeed,both y and � wereneglected in [12].

In this work we consider the extraction of
 from both untagged Bd ! D K S (here

B d � B0)and untagged B s ! D �,keeping explicitly y and �.W e�nd thatin D decaysto


avorstates,the sensitivity of
 to y and � isenhanced by ratiosofCabibbo-allowed and

doubly Cabibbo-suppressed D decay am plitudes. In such cases,neglecting y and � m ight

resultin a relatively largesystem aticerror.Thise�ectisexpected to bem oreim portantin

B s decays,asthe width-di�erence in the B s system isexpected to be m uch largerthan in

B d [14,15].Thee�ectin B s decaysm aybetaken intoaccountthrough am easurem entofthe

B s width-di�erence.Eventually,when very largedata setswillbeavailable,a m ostprecise

determ ination of
 willrequire using untagged Bd and B s decaystogetherwith charged B

decays.Thepurposeofthisnoteisto pointoutthenontrivialenhancem entofthee�ectof

nonzero y and �,which m ay becom erelevantatthatpoint.

II. T W O -B O D Y D D EC AY S

Ouranalysisappliesto both B d ! D K S and B s ! D �;D �(
0). W orking along the lines

of[12],wede�neforthe�rstprocess,

A(B 0 ! �D 0
K S)= A n ; A(B 0 ! D

0
K S)= A nrne

i(�n + 
) ; (2)
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where we take A n and rn to be realand positive,0 � �n < 2� and 
 are the strong and

weak phases,respectively. Neglecting CP violation in K 0-�K 0 m ixing,am plitudesforCP-

conjugatedecaysaregiven by inverting thesign oftheweak phase
.

The param eterrn isexpected to be around 0:4 since itcontainsa Cabibbo-Kobayashi-

M askawa (CKM )factorjV �
ubVcs=V

�
cbVusj’ 0:4. Itisnotexpected to be m uch sm allerthan

thisvalueunlesscolor-suppression in�b! �uc�sism oree�ectivethan in �b! �cu�s.An estim ate

ofthise�ectcan be obtained by com paring the ratiosr�n and r�c m easured in B 0 ! D K � 0

and B + ! D K � + decays.[The param eterr�n isde�ned in analogy with (2),while r
�
c isthe

corresponding param eter in charged B decays.] A recent BaBar analysis found an upper

bound r�n < 0:4at90% CL [16],whileavaluer�c = 0:11+ 0:08� 0:11 wasobtained by averagingafew

m easurem ents by BaBarand Belle [17]. Using isospin and neglecting a pure annihilation

am plitudedescribing B + ! D + K � 0,onehas[12]

r
�
n =

s

�(B + ! �D 0K � +)

�(B 0 ! �D 0K � 0)
r
�
c = (4:0� 0:5)r�c = 0:4+ 0:3� 0:4 : (3)

Sim ilarnotationsand considerationsapply to B s ! D �;D �(
0).

Considering D decays,wede�ne am plitudesinto a (possibly quasi)two-body �nalstate

fD and itsCP-conjugatestate �fD by

A(�D 0 ! fD )= A(D 0 ! �fD )� Af ; A(D 0 ! fD )= A(�D 0 ! �fD )� Afrfe
i�f : (4)

By convention A f � 0;rf � 0;0� �f < �.W eneglectCP violation related to D m esons,as

wellasD 0-�D 0 m ixing e�ects,which havebeen shown to bevery sm all[18].Theparam eters

rf;�f depend on the�nalstatefD .W hilerf = 1 forCP-eigenstate(e.g.fD = K + K � )and

rf = O (1)fornon-CP 
avorlessstates(e.g.fD = K � +K � ),rf isvery sm allfor
avorstates

(e.g.fD = K + �� ),rf ’ 0:06 � tan2�c [19]. In this note we focus on a particular e�ect

which appliesto thelatterclassof�nalstates.

Theam plitudesofthefourdecay chainsaregiven by

A B f � A(B0 ! fD K S)= A nA f

�
rne

i(�n + 
)rfe
i�f + 1

�
;

�A B f � A
�
�B 0 ! fD K S

�
= A nA f

�
rfe

i�f + rne
i(�n � 
)

�
;

A B �f � A
�
B
0 ! �fD K S

�
= A nA f

�
rfe

i�f + rne
i(�n + 
)

�
;

�A B �f � A
�
�B 0 ! �fD K S

�
= A nA f

�
rne

i(�n � 
)rfe
i�f + 1

�
; (5)

with m agnitudes

jA B fj= A nA f

q

1+ r2nr
2
f
+ 2rnrf cos(�f + �n + 
);

�
� �A B f

�
�= A nA f

q

r2n + r2
f
+ 2rnrf cos(�f � �n + 
);

�
�A B �f

�
�= A nA f

q

r2n + r2
f
+ 2rnrf cos(�f � �n � 
);

�
� �A B �f

�
�= A nA f

q

1+ r2nr
2
f
+ 2rnrf cos(�f + �n � 
): (6)
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W e note that the phase of �A B f=A B f depends also on 
. This dependence does not

disappear in the lim it rf ! 0,in contrast to the dependence ofthe m agnitudes ofthe

am plitudes on 
. This willturn out to be a crucialpoint in our argum ent in the next

section,when discussing thesensitivity ofdeterm ining 
 to y and � forsm allvaluesofrf.

W e now considerthe tim e-dependentdecay rate into fD K S fora state B 0(t)which has

evolved from an initially pure B 0 state. [A sim ilarexpression appliesto �(B s(t)! fD �)].

Using ourpreviously de�ned notations(1)and thestandard notations

� � �t; x �
�m

�
; �f �

q

p

�A B f

A B f

; (7)

wherea B 
avorindex (d ors)isim plicit,oneobtains[13],

�
�
B
0(t)! fD K S

�
=
e� �

2
jA B fj

2
�
(coshy� + cosx�)+ j�fj

2(coshy� � cosx�)

� 2(R e�f)sinhy� + 2(Im �f)sinx� ]: (8)

Sim ilarly,foran initial �B 0 onehas

�
�
�B 0(t)! fD K S

�
=
e� �

2
jA B fj

2
jp=qj2

�
(coshy� � cosx�)+ j�fj

2(coshy� + cosx�)

� 2(R e�f)sinhy� � 2(Im �f)sinx� ]: (9)

Theuntagged decay ratefora �nalfD K S stateisgiven by

�
�
B
0(t)! fD K S

�
+ �

�
�B 0(t)! fD K S

�
=

e� �

2
jA B fj

2
��
1+ jp=qj2

� ��
1+ j�fj

2
�
coshy� � 2(R e�f)sinhy�

�

+
�
1� jp=qj2

� ��
1� j�fj

2
�
cosx� + 2(Im �f)sinx�

�	
: (10)

The totalnum berofdecaysinto fD K S isobtained by integrating overtim e.To leading

orderin y and �,thetim e-integrated rateis

�f = jA B fj
2
+
�
� �A B f

�
�2 � 2y

�
�A B f

�A B f

�
�cos’f

� �

�
x

x2 + 1

�
�A B f

�A B f

�
�sin’f �

x2

2(x2 + 1)

�

jA B fj
2
�
�
� �A B f

�
�2
��

+ O
�
y
2
�
+ O

�
�
2
�
; (11)

where we have de�ned ’f � arg�f. Sim ilarly,forthe CP-conjugate �nalstate �fD K S one

has

� �f =
�
�A B �f

�
�2 +

�
��A B �f

�
�2 � 2y

�
�A B �f

�A B �f

�
�cos’ �f

� �

�
x

x2 + 1

�
�A B �f

�A B �f

�
�sin’ �f �

x2

2(x2 + 1)

��
�A B �f

�
�2 �

�
� �A B �f

�
�2
��

+ O
�
y
2
�
+ O

�
�
2
�
: (12)
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NotethatthisresultappliesregardlessofwhethertheneutralB (B s)m esonsareproduced

hadronically orin e+ e� collisionsat�(4S)[�(5S)]. In the lattercase one neutralB (B s)

m eson is observed decaying into fD K S (fD �),sum m ing over allthe decay m odes ofthe

second B (B s).

Asexpected,Eqs.(11)and (12)reproduce the resultof[12]in the lim ity ! 0;� ! 0.

W e see thatthe entire x-dependence is suppressed by �. In the case ofBs decays,where

x � 1,wem ay expand in 1=x,obtaining

�f = jA B fj
2
+
�
� �A B f

�
�2 � 2y

�
�A B f

�A B f

�
�cos’f �

�

2

�

jA B fj
2
�
�
� �A B f

�
�2
�

+ O
�
y
2
�
+ O (�=x)+ O

�
�
2
�
: (13)

Note that while the sum ofthe �rst two term s in Eqs.(11) and (12) depends on two

com binationsofB decay param eters,A 2
n(1+ r2n)and A

2
nrn cos�n,theterm sproportionalto

y and � involve An;rn and �n asthree separate variables. Thiswilla�ectthe counting of

param etersrequired fordeterm ining 
 which wediscussnext.

Itwasshown in [12]that,when neglecting y and �,
 can bedeterm ined from untagged

B 0 decaysusing several�nalstatesfkD .Thisholdstruealso when including nonzero values

fory and �,wherethenum berofunknownsisincreased by one,asm entioned above.First,

assum e that y and � are known. Consider N di�erent �nalstates,fkD (k = 1;:::;N )

which are not CP-eigenstates (e.g. fkD = K � �+ ;K � +K � ),and their corresponding CP-

conjugates, �fkD . Assum e that A k
f;A

k
�f
and rkf;r

k
�f
have been determ ined through branching

ratiom easurem entsin an independentsam pleofD 0 decays.ForN � 4,theN + 4 unknown

param etersA n;rn;�n;�
k
f,and 
 can then beextracted by solving the2N equations(11)and

(12).(Asa crosscheck forthesolution onem ay useisospin in orderto obtain estim atesfor

A n and rn [12].) Including B
0 ! D �K S followed by D

� ! D 0�0;D � ! D 0
,wherethetwo

strong phases��n di�erby � [20],onehas6N m easurem entsand N + 7 variables,a system

which issolvableforN � 2.

In principle,onem aym easurein thisway notonly
 butalsoyand �.Includingthesetwo

variablesasunknownsperm itsdeterm ining 
,forN � 6 when using only theground state

D m eson,and forN � 2 when using also decaysinvolving D�.In practice,thevaluesofy

and � m aybetoosm allforausefuldeterm ination.Theprocedureaboveisexpected tosu�er

from alargestatisticalerror,and should thereforebeused togetherwith studyingcharged B

decays.Asweshow in thenextsection,neglectingyand � sim pli�estheequationsforneutral

B decays,butintroducesa system atic errorwhich can be quite large for
avor-speci�c D

decays.

III. T H E IN D U C ED T H EO R ET IC A L ER R O R

Letusnow considertheerrorin 
 m adeby assum ing y = � = 0,forthespecialcasewhen

D m esonsdecay to
avorstatesforwhich rf � 1.In ordertoestim atethesensitivity of
 to
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sm allnonzero valuesofy and �,wewilltakeallotherparam etersasgiven (in theprevious

section we have outlined a procedure for obtaining a globalsolution for allparam eters).

Assum ing that one m easures the rate �f for a certain decay m ode,Eq.(11) leads to a

constraintoftheform �
exp

f
= �f(
;y;�).

Thedependence of�f on 
 in the lim ity = � = 0 isgiven by the�rsttwo term son the

right-hand-sideofEq.(11),

jA B fj
2
+
�
� �A B f

�
�2 / 1+ r

2
n + 4rnrf cos�n cos(�f + 
)+ O (r2f); (14)

wherea proportionality factorA 2
nA

2
f wasom itted.Thee�ectofnonzero y and � isgiven by

therem aining term sin Eq.(11).Theterm sin (11)which arem ostsensitive to y and � are

ofzeroth orderin rf,

� 2y
�
�A B f

�A B f

�
�cos’f / � 2yrn cos(�n � 2� � 
)+ O (rf); (15)

�x

x2 + 1

�
�A B f

�A B f

�
�sin’f /

�x

x2 + 1
rn sin(�n � 2� � 
)+ O (rf): (16)

Thus,while in (14)the term which dependson 
 islinearin rf,the 
-dependentterm sin

(15)and (16)donotinvolvethissm allratio.Thisim pliesthatthesensitivity ofdeterm ining


 to y and � isenhanced by 1=rf.The correctionsto 
 from y 6= 0 and � 6= 0 are given by

term softheform

�
 y �
y

rf
; �
 � �

�

rf

x

x2 + 1
: (17)

so thattheerrorson 
 m ay besigni�cantforfD = K + �� whererK + �� ’ 0:06 [19].

Usingarecentevaluation ofm ixingparam etersfortheB s system [15],ys = 0:064� 0:012,

�s = (4:2� 1:2)� 10� 5,and the m easurem ent [21]xs = 26� 1,one notesthat�
� can be

safely neglected,while �
 y can be O (1) in B s decays. Keeping the y-dependence when

extracting 
 from tim e-integrated untagged Bs ! D �;D �(
0) decaysisthusm andatory.On

theotherhand,correctionsin theB d system ,whereonehasm easured [21]xd = 0:776� 0:008,

and oneestim ates[15]yd = (2:1� 0:5)� 10� 3,�d = (� 9:6� 2:2)� 10� 4,areatalevelofseveral

percent. In thiscase one needsto considercorrectionsfrom y;� 6= 0 when data reach high

statistics.

W estressthattheaboveanalysisprovidesonlyaruleofthum b forthesizeoftheexpected

errorin 
. The actualerrorin the analysiswilldepend crucially on the choice ofthe �nal

states,and should bere-evaluated on a case by case basis.Largecorrectionsfrom nonzero

y and � apply only to 
avorstatesin D decays,whererf issm all.Adding inform ation from

singly Cabibbo-suppressed D decayswhererf � O (1)isexpected to dilutetheerror.

IV . M U LT I B O D Y D D EC AY S

Next we m ove to the case ofm ulti-body D decays,such as D ! K S�
+ �� . The error

introduced by neglecting y and � m ay be enhanced by quasitwo-body decays into 
avor

6



states occurring in som e parts ofphase space, for instance in �D 0 ! K � +�� . W e �rst

considerthem odel-independentapproach presented in [5,12].W e�nd thatkeeping y and �

�nitem akesthisapproach non-practical,whilethecorrectionscan beim plem ented iftheD

decayam plitudeism odeled byasum ofBreit-W ignerform s.W ewillfocusonthethree-body

decay D ! K S�
� �+ ;howeverthefollowing discussion israthergeneric.

Neglecting CP violation in D decays,onehas

A
�
�D 0 ! K S(p1);�

� (p2);�
+ (p3)

�
= A

�
D

0 ! K S(p1);�
� (p3);�

+ (p2)
�

� A(s13;s12)e
i�(s13;s12) ; (18)

wheresij � (pi+ pj)
2.Denoting

A ij � A(s1i;s1j); �ij � �(s1i;s1j); (19)

theam plitudeofthecascadedecay becom es

A B f � A(B0 ! fD K )= A n

�
A 32e

i�32 + rn e
(i�n � 
)A 23e

i�23
�
; (20)

and therefore

jA B fj= A n

q

A 2
32 + r2nA

2
23 + 2A 32A 23rn cos(
 + �23 � �32 + �n): (21)

Sim ilarly,

�
� �A B f

�
�= A n

q

A 2
23 + r2nA

2
32 + 2A 23A 32rn cos(
 + �23 � �32 � �n): (22)

ThesearetheanaloguesofEq.(6).

Using these m agnitudes, the di�erential untagged decay rates, d2�f=ds12ds13 and

d2� �f=ds12ds13,are given by Eq.(10). Dividing the Dalitz plotdom ain (s12;s13)into bins,

thetim e-integrated num bersofeventsovertheith bin aregiven by integratingEq.(11)over

thisbin.Thus,wehavefortheith bin,

N i= A
2
n

�

�+
i +

�

2

x2

x2 + 1
��
i � 2y�ci+

�x

x2 + 1
�s
i

�

+ O
�
y
2
�
+ O

�
�
2
�
; (23)

where

�+

i � (1+ r
2
n)T

+

i + 4rn cos�n(cicos
 � sisin
);

��
i � (1� r

2
n)T

�
i � 4rn sin�n(cisin
 + sicos
);

�c
i �

Z

i

ds12ds13
�
�A B f

�A B f

�
�cos’ ;

�s
i �

Z

i

ds12ds13
�
�A B f

�A B f

�
�sin’ ; (24)

7



and

T
�
i �

Z

i

ds12ds13
�
A
2
32 � A

2
23

�
;

ci �

Z

i

ds12ds13A 23A 32cos(�23 � �32) ;

si �

Z

i

ds12ds13A 23A 32sin(�23 � �32) : (25)

In orderto see how m any binsare needed ifx;y and � were known,we consider m B -

decay m odesand divide the D -decay Dalitz plotinto k bins. Foreach B decay m ode one

hasthreeunknowns,A n;rn;�n.Assum ing thattheam plitudesT
�
i areknown from D decay

data im pliesfourunknownsperbin,ci;si;�
c
i;�

s
i.IfthebinsareCP sym m etric,thenum ber

ofindependentunknownsci;sireducesby half[5],whilenosuch sym m etry reduction applies

to �c
i;�

s
i.Using both B

0 ! D K S and B
0 ! D �K S,thenum berofunknownsincluding 
 is

3k+ 7,whilethenum berofm easurem entsis3k.Such a system ofequationsisunsolvable.

In principle,one could obtain su�cientinform ation forthe purpose ofusing known y and

� to extract 
 from neutralB decays involving D ! KS�
+ �� alone. This would require

including higherD resonances,orm ulti-body B decays[8].However,thisinform ation and

preciseknowledge ofy and � arenotexpected to beexperim entally accessible very soon.

W e conclude that in the cases where one cannot neglect y and � (see the discussion

in section III),the m odel-independentanalysisofuntagged m ulti-body D -decaysbecom es

im practical.A Breit-W ignerm odeling ofthedensity ofeventsin theDalitzplot[5,22,23],

could bedoneify and � wereknown.W ithoutthisa prioriknowledge,theerrorin 
 could

belargein regionsofphase space wheredoubly Cabibbo-suppressed decaysareim portant.

A detailed study oftheerrorwould beneeded.

V . SU M M A RY

W e have shown that the m ethod presented in [12]for extracting the CKM phase 


from untagged B d decays leads to a system atic error caused by neglecting y and �. W e

found thatthe term sproportionalto y and � are enhanced by a ratio oflarge to sm allD

decay am plitudes. Thisenhancem ent isparticularly notable when using doubly Cabibbo-

suppressed D decays.Itcan leadtoanerroron
 atthelevelofseveralpercentinB 0 ! D K S

decays,and to an uncertainty oforderonewhen extracting 
 in untagged Bs ! D �;D �(
0).

The m ethod proposed in Ref.[12]can thusbe im plem ented withoutchange in present

B ! D (� )K (� )data sets. However,future precision determ inationsof
 willrequire taking

into accountcorrectionsfrom y and �.W hile in Bs decays�s can besafely setto zero,the

e�ectofa nonzero ys cannotbeneglected,and experim entalinform ation ofthisparam eter

m ustbe used already atthe currentlevelofprecision. In the future,the discussed e�ects

m ay have an im pacton a global�tto 
 including both charged and neutralB decays.W e

8



also notethatatleastin principle,with unlim ited statistics,a m easurem entofy and � m ay

beperform ed by using only tim e-independentexperim entaldata.
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