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A bstract

In six chosen socenarios for the o dependence of the om factors involred in

D;r ! transition, we have detem ined the allowed dom ain of x = A, (0)=A1 (0)
and y = V (0)=A; 0) from the experin entally m easured ratios Rg; = (D;r !
' = 01! *)andR, = O] ! )=0: ! *) in a schem e that

uses the N, = 3 value of the phenom enological param eter a; and includes nonfac—
torized contrbution. W e nd that the experin entally m easured values of x and y
from sem ileptonic decays ofD ! favor solutionswhich have signi cant nonfactorized
contribbution, and, in particular, R g favors solutions In scenarios where A 4 (qz) is

etther at or decreasing w ith .
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I. Introduction

T he phenom enological param eters a; and a,, appearing in the description of chamm —
ed and bottom m eson hadronic decays, are related, for N . colors, to the perturoatively
calculable W ilson coe cients C ; and C, by fI,, 2],

Con

aip = Cl;2 + . @)

C

In the description of twodbody hadronic decays of D m esons, phenom enology seem ed
to support the view thatN. ! 1 liniapplied 3]. Thisinplied thata; m.) Cime)
126 andam.) C,m.) 051 E4].However,thesamejdea N.! 1 Iin i) carred
over to hadronic B decays failed. N. ! 1 Im it would have implied a; (m ) 1412 and
a, m ) 026 f], yet twobody B decay data leave no doubt that a, ) is positive
B, &1.

W e have recently proposed E'I.]thatjn B ! ( 2S))+ K K ) decays, oneoughttouse
N.= 3valuesofa; anda,,a; my) 103anda,my) 0:09,and absorb the nonfactorized
contributions In the de nition ofe ective, and process-dependent, a; and a, for processes
suchasB ! PP;VP P andV rpresent 0 and 1 mesons, respectively) which involve
only a sihglke Lorentz scalar. The idea ofe ective a; and a, isnotnew ; it hasbeen proposed
and discussed by various authors in thepast 8,9,10,11]. ForprocessesofkindB ! VV,
Involving three independent Lorentz structures (as three partialwaves, S,P,and D, com e
into play), i is not possble to de ne e ective a; and a, [1]. Pursuing this idea, we [1]
had shown that colorsuppressed decays B ! ( 2S))+ K K ) and the Iongiudinal
polarization fraction n B ! + K ooul be understood in all comm only used m odels
provided one Included a am all nonfactorized am plitude, the am ount depending on the
m odel. This am eliorates the conundrum posed in [I2] where i was shown that none of
the comm only used m odels explained the polarization data n B ! + K decay wihin
the factorization assum ption.

In the present paper we have carried this idea into the realm of cham ed m eson decays;

in particular, we investigate the decaysD [ ! *; T and I ,.Experimentally, only
relative rates are m easured (fllow ing the notation introduced in {{3]),
+ +
Ri —o
O:! )
S
Ry —O = f): @)
Oi! )
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Though the problm has been discussed In 3], we revisit it with the pumpose of
Investigating the role of nonfactorized contrbution In a form alisn that usestheN_.= 3
valuesofa; fm ) and a; m ). T he reason for choosing the C ablbo-favored decays of D ;
is that the hadronic nal states involre only a single isospin and, consequently, one does
not have to worry about the interference e ects due to nal state interactions.

To the best of our know kedge nonfactorization contributions were rst discussed in
cham decays by D eshpande et al. [14].

In Section IT, we describe the m ethod and the calculation of the three decay rates out
ofwhich Ry and Rg; are constructed. The results are presented and discussed in Section
ITT.

II.M ethod and C alculations

A .De nitions
The e ective H am iltonian for C abilbbo-favored hadronic cham decays is given by
Gr
H, = 19—§VCSVud fC, @Wd) (sc) + C, (uo) (sd)g; 3)

where (ud) etc. rpresent colorsinglet (V —A) D irac currents and C; and C, are the
W ilson coe cients for which we adopt the follow ing values,

C,i=126 0:04; Cp,= 051 005: 4)

The centralvalues ofC; and C, are taken from [4], though the error assignm ents are ours.
Fierz-transform ing in color space with N, = 3, we get
1 1%
(uc) (sd) = 3 (d) () + - @ “0) (s *d); ©)

a=1

where 2 are the GellM ann m atrices. W ede ne, orN .= 3,
Co2
a;=C;+ ?= 109 004;

a=C+ —= 009 0205: (6)



W e also de ne B, 4] the relevant hadronic m atrix elem ents and fom factors,

h*5ud)Pi = "m f;
h " jud)Pi = (:'fp;
h Pl = 1 @, +m )" Ar ) 2 . +p) A
mo, +m T
2m q;qCIA3(q2)+ qf@m )a Ao )
2
nw nw V ;
+ m7D5+m B P )

whereq = (. p ) .In addition, the ©llow ing constraints apply at ¢ = 0,

Aog(0) = A3(0);
2m A30) = fmp,+m )A;0) Mmp, m )A;(0):
W ith these prelin inaries, we now study the rates forthe processesD [ ! I 4,
+
B.D. ! I ;decay

In the notation of [13],

d GZm? X
+ | — F Ds .
= Dol T =T VeIkE) B €

where, H () in each helicity state are de ned by,

. 1+r? ) k? () 2
Ho®) = —— @ © ©a) (1+r)2A2(t2) ;
- 2 k() ’
H ) = @+ n*¢a ) v ) ;
w ih
r= n ; Y= qj; 0 t 1 1)?:
mDs mDs

In the rest frame ofD ! , them agnitude of meson 3+m om entum is given by

Mp,

p) = > k (£);

w ith k?) = [+ tH)? 4.

(7

@)

©)

10)

11)

12)



cC.D!! " decay

Using (3), (5) and (6), the decay am plitude forD [ ! * iswritten as
GF n D E D Eo
AD; ! M= SVeVua & Jud) Pl +c, TROPDI @3)

where, from (5)

g ® 1% @ 20 (s 3d): (14)
> :

w
a

W e caloulate the st temm In the bradkets of (13) In the factorization approxin a—
tion using the de nitions In (6) and param etrize the seocond, the nonfactorized temm for
convenience of combining it with the rst tem , as ollows,

D E
"HEOP! =om £ py AT m?): (15)

This nonfactorized param eter, A{ ¥, represents a spurion scatteringH ®+D! 1 + *,
at theM andelstam point s=mj_,t=m?® andu=m?.
Combining the factorized and the nonfactorized tem s we obtain,

P_
ADI ! ) = 2GpVeVym al Aom)" pp,; 16)
w here,
C ANF 2
aiff = a 1 _2% a7)
a, Agm~)
In tem s of the quantities de ned in (10) — (12), the decay rateD [ ! * is given by
(3],
2_5 2
G:im f
pit v = ey FvaF R ——  k(O)Ho 0); (18)
32 mp,
where we have approxinated m*=m7 0 and
; 1+ ? 1 r z
kOHgpO0) = @ 1) A;0) ——A,0) : 19)
2r 1+ r



W e choose not to work w ith the form (18) which involres A, (0) in the de nition of
afff but ratherw ih a form In which A, (0) is elim inated altogether n favor ofA; (0) and
A, () via 8). In doing so, we obtann,

Yo

Gim: f a
D! T = 2T VuaFal ——  kO)H o 0); 20)
32 mp,
where,

~ 1+ 1r 2 1 r 2r C, 2
kKOHpO = a1 )P — A;0 A, Q)+ —ZANF () 21
O)H 00 Q) = ( ) or 1 0) l+r2() l+ra10() @1)

D.D! ! " decay with a zero width m eson
From (3), (5) and (6), the decay am plitude forD [ ! * iswritten as,

+ + Gr n b + = +E b + (8) +Eo

A D! = 19—5\705\/ud a; jud) soP . + C, HOPS @2)

where H ® isde ned n (14).
Again wecalculatethe rsttem in thebracketsof (22) in the factorization approxin a—

tion and de ne the nonfactorized second termm , for ease of com bining it w ith the factorized
rst temm , as follow s,

E
THSOPS = m £ o@mp,+m )" M)A @)
2
- AN DL R
Ds
o
- j‘m n nown stpVNF (mz) . 3)
Ds

Further, because of lack of phase space in this decay m ode, we retain nonfactorized con-

tribution only to S-waves, that is,

A  m?) € 0;

A m?) = vV  @m?) = o0: 4)
T he decay am plitudes in each helicity state are then given by
+ + Gr " 2 2,°
ApD, ! ) = P=VV,m f mp,+m )az a Aim”) A, Mm") ;
+ + Gr " 2 2 °
A Og! ) = P—EVcsVudm fp,+tm J)agz A Mm") V@) ; @5)



where,witht = m =m,_,

c = - ; @6)

a
AYF @m?)
A;m?2)

The decay rate can then be expressed In a form resambling the expression given in
31,

|
c 2

G2 5 f X
DIt o= Ny fyfal —— k@) B @) e
32 mp,
w ith
0 1+’ k? () 2
Ho®) = —— @ © ) aE) —(Hr)zAz(tZ) ;
k 2
B ) = @+ 0* A ) #v ) : 28)
1+ r)?
E.D] ! " decay with a nite width m eson.

The niewidth of meson istaken into account by sm earing the rates given In (27)
and (28) overthe width by usihg a unit nom alized Breit-W ignerm easure, (£). This
is accom plished by the replacem ent {13, d5,14],

Z 1 1)

kKE)H () ! ; k()H (&) ¢)at 29)
4
w ih
Z 1 m
€)at = 1; t = 30)
412 mp



Two m easures that have been used in the past are {5, .16],

N t .
L ) = @ ©ps e (31)
and
N, @)t
= — ; 32
) © ©)2+ 2@)7¢ .
w ih
1 Za
= . 12 ()t (33)

The appearance ofN 1, In (31) and (32) ensuresthat ) are unit nom alized. In (31),
;,where isthe width. h 32), (€) is o chosen asto re ect the P-wave

nature ofthe meson

= =IT1D

n #_
2 2 a2 7
¢) = 5 ¥ a2 : (34)

Fora widthofl512Me&V andm = 7691Me&V,wefoundN; = 10758 and N, = 0.9946.
In our calculation we have used the am earing fiinction , (%) w ith energy-dependent w idth.

IIT.Resuls and D iscussions

In the results presented below we have used Vs = Vyg = 0:975 and only the central
valuesofa;,a, andC, given in (4) and (6):a; = 1.09,a, = 009%9andC, = 051.De ning

2,0 vV (©
x = 2( ); y = ( ) ; (35)
A1) A, ()
we can w rite the decay rate forD ! ! * as
ol y=02341 10%p,0Ff @ 03177x 03192 )’s i; (36)
where,
ANF
- fo (37)
A, (0)



Wecaltulate O ! I ;) andthesneared O ! *) in six di erent scenarios

listed below .

Scenario 1: All orm factors extrapolate in ¢ as m onopoles; A; (@) and A, () with
polkmass2.53GeV andV () with apolkemass2.11l GeVv BSW I 3]).W eget

O ! I )=04615 10¥HA,0)F 1 02840x+ 0:0344x° + 0:0144y° s *;
o )= 03972 10%A,0)F 2 0:2493x + 0:0118¢ + 00167y° s ': (38)

Scenario 2: A; () extrapolates in ¢ asm onopok with pokmass253GeV and A, ()
and V () asdipoles with polem asses 2.53 and 2.11 G &V, respectively BSW IT B]).We
cbtain

Ot I )=04615 10¥H,0)F 1 02958x+ 0:0367x° + 0:0176y° s *;
oI )= 03972 10%A,0)F ? 0:1623x + 0:0137¢ + 00218y° s ': (39)

Scenario 3: A; () at, A, (F) and V () extrapolate n ¢ as m onopoles with pole
masses 2.53 and 211 G&V, respectively. W e obtain

O ! I )=04423 10%3A,0)F 1 0:3098x+ 0:0390x° + 0:0163y° s *;
oI )= 03297 10%A,0)F ? 0:1656x + 0:0142¢ + 00202y° s ': (40)

Scenario 4: A, () decreasing linearly in ¢,
( )

2
A f)=2,0) 1 2

; a1
2153 “h

and A, () and V () extrapolate in of asm onopolesw ith polem asses 253 and 2.11 G &V,
respectively. This yields
Ot I )=04262 10¥H,0)F 1 0:3361x+ 0:0440x° + 0:0184y° s ';
(DI )= 02742 10%A,©0)F ¢ 0:1835x + 00171 + 00243y° s ': (42)
Scenario 5: A; () and A, () at and V (¥) extrapolates in f asm onopolk w ith pole
mass211 Gev [I3].W eget

Ot I )=01423 10¥H,0)F 1 02980x+ 0:0366x°+ 0:0163y° s *;
O )= 03297 10%A,0)F ? 0:1526x + 0:0122¢ + 00202y° s ': @3)



Scenario 6: A; () decreasing linearly in o according to (3],
( )
A =20 1 — ; 44
1) =210 35 (44)
and A, () and V () extrapolate .n of asm onopolesw ith polem asses 253 and 211 G &V,
respectively. This yields
Ot I )=04337 10¥A,0)F 1 03172x+ 0:0403x° + 0:0174y* s *;
o )= 03000 10%A,©O)F * 0:1667x + 0:0145¥¢ + 00222y* s ': (@5)

Fordata, we use

Ry 186 02603 ; [L7] 46)

054 040 : i) @7

Rsl

In the llow ng, we discuss the analysis of the ratios R g; and Ry, ssparately.

Rg : W e reiterate that we are using the N, = 3 value ofa; = 109 (centralvalue only).

R isconstructed from (36) or O ;! ")and 38)-@5) for © { ! I ;) Invarius
scenarios. The allowed region In (X;y) plane are shown in F igl for som e selected scenarios
as explained below . F irstly, we cbserve that no solutionswere found for = 0 (see (37))

in scenarios 1 and 2 BSW I and BSW II, regoectively) . In contrast, solutions were found
in these scenarios in ELB]; the di erence lies n ouruse ofa; = 109 whik a; 126 was
used in [13]. Solutions, however, were found for = 0 in all the other four scenarios.
Secondly, the scenarios ©rA; (f) at,and A, () andA,(F) at,or = 0or 6 0
were alm ost Indistinguishable, whike those for BSW I and BSW IT w ith & 0 were very
sim ilar. C onsequently, we have chosen to plot only the results using scenarios 1, 3 and 4
to keep F igl unclittered. T he experin ental points are from Refs. {19], R0l and R1]and
thepbtsaremade or = 0and 05.

The absolute rate, © ! ! ") and the branching ratio, B © } ! ") can not be
calculated In a m odekHindependent way, but, for the record, in BSW m odel B], one gets

BO:! ) 2:48 % ( =0);

403 % ( 0:5): 48)



Particke D ata G roup P2]lstB O} ! )= (35 04)%,though a direct m easuram ent
of the branching ratio does not exist.

Clearly from Fig.l one notes that data prefer solutions with A, () at or A; ()
decreasing w th ¢f (scenarios 3 to 6) . Further, solutionsw ith a nonfactorized contribution,

= 05, aremuch better than thosewih = 0. T particular, E-687 data R{] are
oconsistent w ith all the six scenarios w ith = 0:5.CLEO data RI]are consistent w ith
soenarios 3 to 6 A, (F) at ordecreasing with ) with = 0:5. E-653 data f19]do
not adm it a solution with 035 0.

Ry : The ratio Ry, eJ.(2), is constructed from the rates © [ ! ") given n (36)
and O [ ! "), or nitewidth meson, given In (38) to (45). The allbwed regions
In K;y) plane for the six scenarios are shown in Figs. 2, 3 and 4. We nd that with
= = 0, solutions accom m odate E687 data R0] in all scenarios, whilke CLEO data
P1] are accom m odated in scenarios 4 and 6 @4 () decreasihg with ).
Howeverwih = 05and = 035, allthree data points {13, 20, 21] are accom —
m odated In all six scenarios. The allowed region In the (x;y) plane is now a band w ith

an upper and lower branch.

For the record, w ith = 05, and using BSW IIm odel @], one gets
BO.! ")=623%: 49)

A gain, though thisbranching rativ is not directly m easured, Particle D ata G roup 2] list
BO:! ")y=(651%% (50)

In conclusion, taking the N, = 3 value of a; seriously, we have asked: W hat is the
dom ain of x and y allowed by the ratios R, and R4 in six chosen scenarios for the of
dependence of the form factors, w ith and w ithout nonfactorization contribution? And,
what is the size and the sign of the nonfactorization contribution in order that the m ea—
sured values of x and y 2all within the allowed dom ain obtained from Ry, and R? W e
should em phasize that the experim ental determ ination ofx and y from sam ileptonic data
is not m odel free as m onopol extrapolation is assum ed for all the form factors In data
analysis. W e nd that an analysis w ith the inclusion of nonfactorized contribution fares
much better in selecting an allowed dom ain of x and y consistent w ith the data. This
is particularly true of R4 where, in addition, the scenarios in which A, () is at, or

10



decreasing with ¢ are favored over the scenarios where it rises with of . A s to the size

and sign of the nonfactorized contriution, we have no explanation.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.l: The regions enclosed by various curves and the axes are the dom ains of X;y)
allowed by Rg (€an. (47)) in di erent scenarios. The solid curve is for scenario 1 w ith

= 0:5; the dashed (s=econd from the right) and the dash-dashed (innem ost) are
for scenario 3 with = 035 and 0, respectively; the dotted (outem ost) and the dot
-dashed (second from left) are for scenario 4 with = 035 and 0, respectively. The
corresponding curves for soenario 6 (not shown to avoid cluttering) lie between the curves
for scenarios 3 and 4. A lso shown are the data points; A : E-687 0], B:E-653 [19] and
C:CLEO [7].

Fig2: The domain (petween two solid lines) of (x;y) allowed by Ry, (eqn. (46)) wih
= 05 and = 05. (@) In scenario 1; () In scenario 2. The region enclosed by
the dashed Ines and the axes both In @) and () is the allowed dom ain of (x;y) wih
= = 0. Al shown are the data points; A :E-687 RQ], B:E-653 19]and C : CLEO
.

FigJ3: SameasFig. 2. @) In scenario 3; (o) In scenario 5.

Figd: SameasFig. 2. @) In scenario 4; (o) In scenario 6.
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