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Abstract

W e show thatthe factorization assum ption in colour-suppressed B m eson decays

is not ruled out by experim entaldata on B ! K (K �)+ J=	(	
0

). The problem

previously pointed out m ight be due to an inadequate choice of hadronic form

factors.

W ithin the Isgur-W ise SU(2) heavy avour sym m etry fram ework,we search for

possible q2-dependences of form factors that satisfy both the large longitudinal

polarization �L observed in B ! K � + J=	 and the relatively sm allratio ofrates

R J=	 = �(B ! K � + J=	)=�(B ! K + J=	).

W e�nd outthatthepuzzlecould beessentially understood iftheA 1(q
2)form factor

isfrankly decreasing (instead ofbeing alm ostconstantorincreasing ascom m only

assum ed ).

Ofcourse,the possibility ofunderstanding experim entaldata isnotnecessarily a

proofoffactorization.

PA C S index 13. 25. H w ,14. 40. N d
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I Introduction

In arecentletter[1],Kam aland twoofus(M .G.and X.Y.P.)haveshown,within thefactoriza-

tion approach,thefailureofcom m only used B ! K (K �)form factorsin explainingrecentdata

on B ! J=	+ K (K �)decays.The m ain problem isa sim ultaneous�tofthe largefractional

longitudinalpolarization �L in B ! J=	+ K � decay and oftherelatively sm allratio ofrates

R J=	 between J=	+ K � and J=	+ K in the�nalstates.W econcluded thatthisdi�culty in

understanding experim entaldata m ightbedueto a failureofthefactorization m ethod orto a

wrong choiceofhadronicform factorsorboth.

Such an analysishasbeen independently perform ed by Aleksan,LeYaouanc,Oliver,P�ene

and Raynal[2]whoalsofound di�cultiesin explaining both � L and R J=	 ,in spiteoftheirlarge

choiceofheavy to lighthadronicform factorsconsistentwith asym ptoticscaling law [3].

In our previous work [1],in addition to our exploration ofthe usualB ! K (K �) form

factorsavailable in the literature,we also related the B ! K (K �)to the D ! K (K �)form

factors using the SU(2) avour sym m etry between the b and c quarks as �rst proposed by

Isgurand W ise [3]. The inputdata are the hadronic form factorsin the D sector atq2 = 0

asextracted from the sem i-leptonic D ! K (K
�
)+ ‘+ + �‘ decays. In such experim ents,the

q2 distribution hasnotbeen m easured and the analysisofexperim entaldata hasbeen m ade

assum ing m onopoleq2-dependenceforalltheD ! K (K
�
)form factors.Forthatreason in [1],

we have also used m onopole form sin the B sector. The resulting B ! K (K �)form factors

obtained in thisway are also unable to explain sim ultaneously experim entaldata on �L and

R J=	 .

Ourm ethod,based on the Isgur-W ise relations,hasbeen subsequently adopted by Cheng

and Tseng [4]who considered varioustypesofq2 dependences forthe hadronic form factors.

Howevertheirm odelstillencountersdi�cultiesin reproducing correctly experim entaldata.

Thepurposeofthispaperistom akeapurelyphenom enologicalinvestigation ofthepossible

q2-dependence� weshallcallscenario� ofthehadronicform factorsin theB sectorsuch that,

assum ing factorization and using the Isgur-W ise relations[3]togetherwith the latestdata at

q2 = 0 in theD sector[5],wecan obtain a good �tforboth �L and R J=	 .

Som eprelim inary rem arksarein order.W eareawareofthefactthatthevaluesatq2 = 0
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ofthe D ! K (K �) form factors have been extracted from sem i-leptonic decay experim ents

assum ing a m onopole q2-dependence for allhadronic form factors. This ansatz is certainly

inconsistentwillalltheoreticalexpectationscom ing,forinstance,from QCD sum rules[6],from

lattice gauge calculations[7]aswellasfrom scaling law ofheavy avours[2,3,4]. A correct

procedure would be to reanalyze the triple angulardistribution �tin D sem i-leptonic decay,

with di�erentscenarios,in ordertoevaluatethesensitivity tothescenariosofthenorm alization

atq2 = 0 oftheform factors.Such a study hasnotyetbeen doneby experim entalists.Dueto

thelim ited rangeofq2 in theD sem i-leptonicdecays,itwasim plicitly assum ed thatthevalues

atq2 = 0 oftheform factorscould wellbeinsensitiveto thescenarios.To clarify and settlethe

issue,the cleanestinform ation would com e from m easurem entsofthe q2 distributionsforthe

ratesand forthevariouspolarizationsin thesem i-leptonicD sector.W earestillfarfrom such

an idealsituation and forthe tim e being,theonly pragm aticway isto use the resultsquoted

in [5]with errorsincluded forthevaluesatq2 = 0 oftheform factors.

W e propose,in this paper,four types ofscenarios for each ofthe B ! K (K �) hadronic

form factorsF1;A 1;A 2 and V in theBauer,Stech and W irbel(BSW henceforth)notation [8].

The q2 dependences,taken as (1� q2=�2)� n,are applied indiscrim inately to allofthese

form factors. The algebraic integer n sym bolically represents nF ;n1;n2 and nV associated

respectively to F1;A 1;A 2 and V . These integersn can take fourvaluescorresponding to four

types ofscenarios m entioned above : � 1 fora lineardependence,0 fora constant,+1 fora

m onopoleand +2foradipole.Therespectivepolem asses�F ;�1;�2 and �V forF1;A 1;A 2 and

V are treated asphenom enologicalparam eters. Being related,in som e way,to bound states

ofthe bs system ,we im pose to these param eters the physicalconstraint to be in the range

(5� 6) GeV .Such a requirem entissatis�ed by thepolem assesoftheBSW m odel[8].

W enow sum m arizetheresultsofour�nding :

Theexperim entaldataon �L and R J=	 indeed can been �tted forthreeseenarioscorresponding

to threepossibilitiesn2 = 2;1;0 forA B K �

2
togetherwith :

i)n1 = � 1 fora lineardecreasing with q2 ofA B K �

1

ii)nV = +2 fora dipoleincreasing with q2 ofV B K �

iii)nF = +1 fora m onopoleincreasing with q2 ofF B K
1

Foragiven selected scenariowehaveanon em pty allowed dom ain in the�F ;�1;�2;�V param -
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eterspace. Therefore we obtain hadronic form factorsforB ! K (K �)reproducing correctly

(within experim entalerrors) �L and R J=	 with the param eters �F ;�1;�2;�V physically ac-

ceptable.W enow easily understand why previousattem pts[1,2,4]wereunsuccessful,m ainly

becausethedecreasewith q2 oftheform factorA 1(q
2)hasneverbeen seriously considered.Let

usem phasizehoweverthatsuch an unusualq2 behaviourhasalready been obtained by Narison

[6]in theQCD sum ruleapproach.Ofcourseourresultisnota proofoffactorization in theB

sector.Itonly m akeswrong thestatem entthatthe di�culty in �tting sim ultaneously � L and

R J=	 im pliesthatfactorization breaksdown in colour-suppressed B decays.

This paper is organized as follows. In part II we discuss in som e detailthe Isgur-W ise

relations[3]and,in particular,the consistency ofscenariosin the B and D sectorsaswellas

therelationsbetween theparam eters�j (j= 1;2;V;F)in both sectors.Thecaseoftheform

factorsF0 and A 0,associated to thespin zero partofthecurrentsisequally discussed.

In partIIIwegivetheconsequencesoffactorization forthedecay am plitudesB ! K (K �)+

(�c;J=	;	
0

)which are colour-suppressed processes. W e study the kinem atics and we review

theavailableexperim entaldata forthesedecay m odes.

The part IV is devoted to the decay m odes B ! K (K �)+ 	
0

,in which som e scenario-

independentresultscan beobtained.Theleft-rightasym m etry A
0

LR between thetwotransverse

polarizationsin B ! K �+ 	
0

isfound tobelargeand closetoitsm axim alvalue.Thefractional

longitudinalpolarization �
0

L turns outto be a slowly varying function of�2 and the ratio of

rates R
	
0 a function of�2 and �F . The result for R

	
0 is consistent with experim ent [5].

Ourprediction for�
0

L iscom pared with thatofKam aland Sanda [9]who use seven di�erent

scenarios.

ThepartV isthecentralpartofthispaperbeingrelated tothedecay m odesB ! K (K �)+

J=	. The study of� L and R J=	 allowsusto selectonly three surviving scenariosam ong the

43 = 64 possiblecasesand to constraintthe�F ;�1;�2;�V param eterspace.

In partVIwe m ake predictionsforthe decay m odesB ! K (K �)+ �c forwhich,unfortu-

nately no experim entaldata areavailable.

The com parison ofvarious charm onium states involves di�erent leptonic decay constants

f
	
0;fJ=	 and f�c. Thisproblem isstudied in partVIIin relation with previousworks[9]and

[10]and with experim entaldata availableonly fortheratiosof	
0

and J=	 production.
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TheB ! K � vectorand axialvectorform factorsstudied herecan berelated underreason-

ableassum ptionstothetensorand pseudotensorB ! K � form factorsdescribing theradiative

decay B ! K � +  recently observed.Thisproblem isbriey discussed in partVIII.

Finally in partIX,we com e back to the D sectorin the lightofresultsobtained in the B

sector. Ofcourse,the hadronic form factorsF1;A 1;A 2;V follow the sam e scenariosin the B

and D sectorswith polesm assesrelated by Equations(II.24)and (II.37). W e determ ine the

norm alized q2 distributionsforsem i-leptonicdecaysD ! K ‘+ �‘,D ! K
�
‘+ �‘ and forthislast

m ode the integrated longitudinalpolarization �slL and the left-rightasym m etry A sl

LR between

transverse polarizations(sl standsforsem i-leptonic). W e also study the hadronic two body

decay m odes D o ! K � (K � �)+ �+ (�+ ) which are colour favoured and we show that sim ple

factorization assum ption failsin theD sectorwhere,in addition,�nalstatestrong interactions

play an im portantrole.

Discussionsand criticalrem arkson theresultsaregiven in theconclusion.

II T heIsgur-W iserelationsdueto SU (2)heavy avour

sym m etry

1o)TheSU(2)avoursym m etry between theheavy b and cquarksallowsustoderiverelations

between theB ! K (K �)and D ! K (K �)hadronicform factorsatthesam evelocity transfer

though atdi�erentm om entum transfers.Calling tB (tD )thevalueofthesquared m om entum

transferq2 forB (D )form factors,weobtain thefollowing kinem aticrelations:

vb� vK = vc� vK or m ctB � mbtD � (mb� mc)(m b m c� m
2

K )= 0 (II.1)

vb� vK � = vc� vK � or m ct
�

B � mbt
�

D � (mb� mc)(m b m c� m
2

K �)= 0 (II.2)

In particular,atzero squared m om entum transferin theD sector,tD = t�D = 0,weget

tB � t
o
B = (

m b

m c

� 1)(mb m c� m
2

K ) (II.3)

t
�

B � t
� o
B = (

m b

m c

� 1)(mb m c� m
2

K �) (II.4)

and usefulrelationssuch as

tD =
m c

m b

(tB � t
o
B ) (II.5)
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t
�

D =
m c

m b

(t�B � t
o�
B ) (II.6)

The knowledge ofthe hadronic form factorsatq2 = 0 in the D sectorwilldeterm ine the

hadronic form factorsin the B sectoratq2 = toB forthe B ! K case and atq2 = t� oB forthe

B ! K � case.

ThevaluesoftoB and t� oB depend on thequark m assesm b and m c.W echoose,in thispaper,

m b = 4:7 GeV ,m c = 1:45 GeV and get:

t
o
B = 14:7287 GeV

2 (II.7)

t
� o
B = 13:4933 GeV

2 (II.8)

2o)W e�rstconsiderthecaseofB ! K and D ! K form factors.Them atrix elem entsof

theweak currentinvolve two form factorsf+ and f� de�ned by

< K jJ�jD > = (pD + pK )� f
D K
+ (q2)+ (pD � pK )� f

D K
� (q2) (II.9)

< K jJ�jB > = (pB + pK )� f
B K
+

(q2)+ (pB � pK )� f
B K
�

(q2) (II.10)

whereq= pB ;D � pK .

TheIsgur-W iserelationsarewritten as[3]

(f+ + f� )
B K (tB ) = Cbc

s
m c

m b

(f+ + f� )
D K (tD ) (II.11)

(f+ � f� )
B K (tB ) = Cbc

s
m b

m c

(f+ � f� )
D K (tD ) (II.12)

orequivalentlly

f
B K
�

(tB )= Cbc

"
m b+ m c

2
p
m bm c

f
D K
�

(tD )�
m b� mc

2
p
m bm c

f
D K
�

(tD )

#

(II.13)

whereCbc � [
�s(m b)

�s(m c)
]� 6=25 istheQCD correction factor.z

In theBSW basis[8],thespin oneand thespin zeropartsoftheweak currentareseparated

and two new form factorsF1 and F0 arede�ned

F
P K
1 (q2) = f

P K
+ (q2) (II.14)

F
P K
0

(q2) = f
P K
+

(q2)+
q2

m 2
P � m2K

f
P K
�

(q2) (II.15)

zIn this paper,we use Cbc � [
� s(m b)

� s(m c)
]�6=25 ’ 1:135 which has been obtained by using the recent world

averaged values for �
M S

: �5

M S
= (225� 85) M eV ,�4

M S
= (325� 110) M eV ,and for the quark m asses :

m b = 4:7 G eV ,m c = 1:45 G eV .
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whereP = B orD .

Letusde�netheratio ofform factorsf� and f+ by :

�
P (q2)= �

fP K� (q2)

fP K+ (q2)
P = B ;D (II.16)

Using Eq.(II.13),weobtain a relation between thetwo quantities�B (tB )and �
D (tD )

�
B (tB )=

�+ � D (tD )

1+ � � D (tD )
(II.17)

wheretheconstant� dependsonly on thequark m asses

�=
m b� mc

m b+ m c

(II.18)

Thespin onefunction F B K
1

isnow related to fD K
+

and �D ,and weobtain from Eq.(II.13)

F
B K
1 (tB )= Cbc

m b+ m c

2
p
m b m c

[1+ ��
D (tD )]F

D K
1 (tD ) (II.19)

and forthespin zero function F B K
0

,wegetfrom Eq.(II.15)

F
B K
0

(q2)= [1�
q2

m 2
B � m2K

�
B (q2)] F

B K
1

(q2) (II.20)

3o)Asexplained previously,we shalluse in the D sectorthe valuesofthe hadronic form

factorsatq2 = 0ascom ingfrom sem i-leptonicexperim entaldata.Becauseofthenorm alization

constraint F D K
1 (0) = F D K

0 (0) only fD K
+ (0) is known and we cannot have,in that way,any

inform ation on fD K
�

(0)and �D (0)x .

W enow m akean assum ption which isnaturalin thefram ework oftheSU(2)heavy avour

sym m etry. IffD K
+ (q2) and fD K

� (q2) have the sam e type ofq2-dependence,no m atter how it

is,then the ratio �D is constant and,using the Isgur-W ise relations (II.11) and (II.12) we

easily seethatthesam eproperty extendsto theB sectorand ,in particular,theratio �B isa

constantrelated to �D by Eq.(II.17).Ofcourse,F B K
1

(q2)and F D K
1

(q2)havethesam etypeof

q2 dependence.

Forinstance,ifF D K
1

(q2)iswritten in theform

F
D K
1

(q2)=
F D K
1

(0)

[1� q2

� 2

D F

]nF
(II.21)

x In principle,fD K

� (0)and �D (0)could be m easured in D ! K + �+ + �� nam ely by looking atpolarized

m uon.
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where nF issom e algebraic integer,then,using Eq.(II.19)we obtain a sim ilarexpression for

F B K
1

(q2)

F
B K
1 (q2)=

F B K
1

(0)

[1� q2

� 2

F

]nF
(II.22)

with thesam enF .

Furtherm orea relation between thepolem asses�F and �D F hasbeen previously given in

Ref.[1]and itcom esfrom theidentity

(1�
tD

�2
D F

)= 1�
m c

m b

tB � toB

�2
D F

= (1+
m c

m b

toB

�2
D F

)(1�
tB

�2
F

) (II.23)

Theresultis

m c �
2

F � mb �
2

D F = m c t
o
B = (m b� mc)(m b m c� m

2

K ) (II.24)

Thevaluesatq2 = 0oftheform factorF1 in theB and D sectorsarealsorelated by Eq.(II.19).

Theresultdependson nF and isgiven by

F B K
1 (0)

F D K
1 (0)

= Cbc

 
m b+ m c

2
p
m b m c

[1+ � �
D ][

m b �
2
D F

m c �
2
F

]nF

!

(II.25)

4o)An interesting scenario forF D K
1

,suggested by m any theoreticalstudies[2,8,11]aswell

assupported by experim entaldata [5,12]isa m onopoledependence nF = 1 with a polem ass

�D F in the 2 GeV region. W hile F B K
1

and F D K
1

increase with q2 by a m onopole type,from

Eq.(II.20)weeasily seethattheform factorsF B K
0 and F D K

0 havea di�erentq2 behaviourdue

to a supplem entary linearly decreasing factorin Eq.(II.20)

[1�
q2

m 2
B � m2K

�
B ] for F

B K
0

[1�
q2

m 2
D � m2K

�
D ] for F

D K
0

In fact,fora particularvalue of�B or�D ,thisfactorcan exactly cancelthepoleofF1 in the

B orin theD sector,thusm aking F0 constant.Thisisthecasewhen

�
B =

m 2
B � m2K

�2
F

or �
D =

m 2
D � m2K

�2
D F

(II.26)

In thisway,thevalueof�B (�D )isrelated tothepolem ass�F (�D F ).Howeversuch asituation,

in general,doesnotoccurin both B and D sectorsbecause �2
F and �2

D F arenotindependent

from each otherdueto Eq.(II.24).
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Ifwe im pose the constraints(II.26)for�B and �D ,we can determ ine the pole m asses�2
F

and �2
D F .Therelations(II.17),(II.24)and (II.26)lead toasecond orderequation for�

2
D F ,the

rootsofwhich arereal.Howeveroneroot(negative)isphysically unacceptable,and theother

one(positive)gives�D F within the(2 � 3)GeV range,corresponding to �F within the(5 �

6)GeV rangeand thevalueof�B isin theneighbourhood of1.

The calculation involves the b and c quark m asses : with m b = 4:7 GeV and m c = 1:45

GeV ,the hadronic form factorF0 isconstantin both B and D sectorsforthe following pole

m assvalues�D F = 2:32 GeV ,�F = 5:67 GeV and for�B and �D ,weobtain �B = 0:8585 and

�D = 0:6041.

5o)W edonothave,toourknowledge,atheoreticalestim ateoftheform factorsfD K
�

(0)and

fB K� (0). The heavy quark sym m etry lim itcan notbe applied forheavy quark to lightquark,

b! s,transitions. Therefore we shalluse,in the B sector,a m odelsuggested by theoretical

considerations[4,13]whereF B K
0 isindependentofq2 and F B K

1 hasa m onopoleq2 dependence

with a pole m ass�F . The param eter�
B isthen a function of�2

F asgiven in Eq.(II.26)and

theparam eter�D isknown from �B by inverting Eq.(II.17)

�
D =

�B � �

1� � �B
(II.27)

where�= 0:5285 forourchoiceofquark m asses.

W e plotin Figure 1 the ratios�B and �D asfuntionsof�2
F forvaluesof�F in the (4 �

7)GeV range. They are partsofhyperbolae with asym ptotia parallelto the �2
F and � axes.

W e plot,by a straightline,Eq.(II.24)which relatesthe pole m assesin the B and D sectors.

On thesam e�gure,wealso show,with dotted points,thequantity �D which correspondsto a

constantF0 form factorin theD sector.

6o)W enow study thecaseoftheB ! K � and D ! K � form factors.Them atrix elem ents

oftheweakcurrentinvolvefourform factors,f;g;a+ and a� intheIsgur-W isebasis,orA 1;V;A 2

and A 0 in theBSW basis.

TheIsgur-W iserelationsforf and g arevery sim ple[3]

f
B K �

(t�B ) = Cbc

s
m b

m c

f
D K �

(t�D ) (II.28)

g
B K �

(t�B ) = Cbc

s
m c

m b

g
D K �

(t�D ) (II.29)
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Using therelationsbetween theIsgur-W iseand BSW bases:

f
P K �

= (m P + m K �) A P K �

1
; g

P K �

=
1

(m P + m K �)
V
P K �

; P = B ;D (II.30)

weget

A
B K �

1
(t�B ) = Cbc

s
m b

m c

m D + m K �

m B + m K �

A
D K �

1
(t�D ) (II.31)

V
B K �

(t�B ) = Cbc

s
m c

m b

m B + m K �

m D + m K �

V
D K �

(t�D ) (II.32)

In particular,de�ning theratio

y(q2)�
V (q2)

A 1(q
2)

(II.33)

thevaluesofy in theB and D sectors,yB and yD arerelated by :

y
B (t�B )=

m c

m b

�
m B + m K �

m D + m K �

� 2

y
D (t�D ) (II.34)

The dependence with respect to q2 ofA 1 and V in the B and D sectors is preserved by the

Isgur-W ise relations(II.31)and (II.32). W e choose the form factorsA B K �

1 (q2)and V B K �

(q2)

such as:

A
B K �

1 (q2) =
A B K �

1
(0)

[1� q2

� 2

1

]n1
(II.35)

V
B K �

(q2) =
V B K �

(0)

[1� q2

� 2

V

]nV
(II.36)

and analogousexpressionsin the D sectorswith pole m asses�D 1 and �D V related to �1 and

�V by a form ula sim ilarto Eq.(II.24)

m c �
2

B � mb �
2

D = m c t
o�
B = (m b� mc)(m b m c� m

2

K �) (II.37)

where �B = �1 or �V and �D = �D 1 or �D V . The algebraic integers n1 and nV willbe

restricted to the values� 1;0;1 and 2. The norm alizationsatq2 = 0 ofthese form factorsin

theB and D sectorsarerelated using Eqs.(II.31)and (II.32)

A B K �

1
(0)

A D K �

1 (0)
= Cbc

s
m b

m c

m D + m K �

m B + m K �

[1�
t� oB

�2
1

]n1 (II.38)
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V B K �

(0)

V D K �

(0)
= Cbc

s
m c

m b

m B + m K �

m D + m K �

[1�
t� oB

�2
V

]nV (II.39)

7o)Forthetwootherform factorsa+ and a� describingtheP ! K � transition,thesituation

is form ally sim ilar to f+ and f� in the P ! K case previously considered. The Isgur-W ise

relationsarewritten as[3]

(a+ + a� )
B K �

(t�B )= Cbc

�
m c

m b

�3=2

(a+ + a� )
D K �

(t�D ) (II.40)

(a+ � a� )
B K �

(t�B )= Cbc

�
m c

m b

�1=2

(a+ � a� )
D K �

(t�D ) (II.41)

from which wededuce

a
B K �

� (t�B )=
1

2
Cbc

s
m c

m b

�

(1+
m c

m b

)aD K �

� (t�D )� (1�
m c

m b

)aD K �

� (t�D )

�

(II.42)

In theBSW basis[8],thespin oneand thespin zeropartsoftheweak currentareseparated,

with A 1;V and A 2 forthe spin one partand A 0 forthe spin zero part. The form factorsA 2

and A 0 arelinearcom binationsoftheform factorsa+ ,a� in theIsgur-W isebasis:

A
P K �

2
(q2) = � (mP + m K �) aP K

�

+
(q2) (II.43)

A
P K �

0
(q2) =

m P + m K �

2m K �

A
P K �

1
(q2)�

m P � mK �

2m K �

A
P K �

2
(q2)+

q2

2m K �

a
P K �

�
(q2)(II.44)

whereP = B orD .

Atq2 = 0 thenorm alization ofA 0 isdeterm ined by A 1(0)and A 2(0):

A
P K �

0 (0)=
m P + m K �

2m K �

A
P K �

1 (0)�
m P � mK �

2m K �

A
P K �

2 (0); P = B ;D (II.45)

and we can nothave any inform ation on the value atq2 = 0 ofthe form factora� .
{ Letus

now de�netheratio oftheform factorsa� and a+ by :

�
P (q2)= �

aP K
�

�
(q2)

aP K
�

+ (q2)
P = B ;D (II.46)

Using Eq.(II.42)weobtain arelation between thetwo quantities�B (t�B )and �
D (t�D )sim ilar

to Eq.(II.17)

�
B (t�B )=

�+ �D (t�D )

1+ ��D (t�D )
(II.47)

{sim ilarto the f� (q
2)case,the form factora� (q

2)can be m easured in D ! K
�
+ �+ + ��.



13

with � de�ned in Eq.(II.18).

Thefunction A B K �

2
(t�B )isnow expressed in term sofA D K �

2
(t�D )and �

D (t�D ).

Using Eqs.(II.42)and (II.43),weget

A
B K �

2
(t�B )=

1

2
Cbc

s
m c

m b

�

1+
m c

m b

�
m B + m K �

m D + m K �

[1+ � �
D (t�D )]A

D K �

2
(t�D ) (II.48)

W ith Eqs.(II.44)and (II.46)weobtain thespin zero function A B K �

0
:

A
B K �

0
(q2)=

m B + m K �

2 m K �

A
B K �

1
(q2)�

m B � mK �

2 m K �

[1�
q2

m 2
B � m2K �

�
B (q2)]A B K �

2
(q2) (II.49)

De�ning theratio :

x(q2)�
A 2(q

2)

A 1(q
2)

(II.50)

and usingEqs.(II.31)and (II.48),thevaluesofx in theB and D sectors,xB and xD ,arerelated

by

x
B (t�B )=

1

2

m c

m b

�

1+
m c

m b

� �
m B + m K �

m D + m K �

�2

[1+ � �
D (t�D )]x

D (t�D ) (II.51)

8o)W e now m ake an assum ption fora+ and a� sim ilarto the one m ade previously forf+

and f� . Ifa
D K �

+ (q2)and aD K �

� (q2)have the sam e type ofq2-dependence,no m atterhow itis,

then the ratio �D isconstantand using the Isgur-W ise relations(II.40)and (II.41),the sam e

property extendstotheB sectorwith,in particular,aconstantvaluefortheratio�B related to

�D by Eq.(II.47).Ofcourse,A B K �

2
(q2)and A D K �

2
(q2)havealsothesam etypeofq2-dependence.

Theform factorA B K �

2
(q2)iswritten in theform

A
B K �

2
(q2)=

A B K �

2 (0)
h

1�
q2

� 2

2

in2 (II.52)

and thenorm alizationsatq2 = 0 ofA 2 in theB and D sectorsarerelated using Eq.(II.48)

A B K �

2
(0)

A D K �

2 (0)
=
1

2

s
m c

m b

Cbc

�

1+
m c

m b

�
m B + m K �

m D + m K �

[1+ ��
D ][1�

t� oB

�2
2

]n2 (II.53)

Thesecond term in Eq.(II.49)forA 0 iswritten as

A
B K �

0 (q2)�
m B + m K �

2 m K �

A
B K �

1 (q2)= �
m B � mK �

2 m K �

[1�
q2

m 2
B � m2K �

�
B ]

A B K �

2
(0)

h

1� q2

� 2

2

in2 (II.54)

and itexhibits a di�erent q2 behaviour com pared to A 2 due to a supplem entary linearly de-

creasing factor(1� q2 �B

m 2

B
� m 2

K �

). Fora particularvalue of�B or�D ,thisfactorcancelsexactly
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onepowerofA B K �

2 orA D K �

2 .Thisisthecasewhen

�
B =

m 2
B � m2K �

�2
2

or �
D =

m 2
D � m2K �

�2
D 2

(II.55)

In this way the value of�B (�D ) is related to the pole m ass �2(�D 2). However such a

situation does not occur,in general,in both B and D sectors because �2
2
and �2

D 2
are not

independentfrom each otherdue to a relation sim ilarto Eq.(II.37). Conversely ifwe im pose

thetwoconstraints(II.55),wecan determ inethepolem asses�2
2
and �2

D 2
.Therelations(II.37)

and (II.47)lead to a second orderequation for�2
D 2.Howeveronerootisnegativeand m ustbe

rejected.Thesecond onegives�D 2 in the(2 � 3)GeV rangecorresponding to �2 in the(5 �

6)GeV range.Thevalueof�B isnotfarfrom 1,theheavy quark sym m etry prediction.Using

aspreviously m b = 4:7 GeV and m c = 1:45 GeV ,weobtain �D 2 = 2:59 GeV ,�2 = 5:93GeV ,

�B = 0:7698 and �D = 0:4068.

9o)In the absence ofa theoreticalestim ate foraD K �

� (0)oraB K
�

� (0),we shalluse in the B

sector a m odelwhere �B isrelated to the pole m ass �2 by Eq.(II.55). The param eter �D is

then com puted from �B by inverting Eq.(II.47)

�
D =

�B � �

1� � �B
(II.56)

W eplotin Figure2theratios�B and �D asfunctionsof�2
2,forvaluesof�2 in therange(4-

7)GeV .They arepartsofhyperbolaewith asym ptotiaparalleltothe�2
2
and �axes.Eq.(II.37)

which relatesthepolem assesin theB and D sectorsisrepresented by a straightlinein Figure

2. On the sam e Figure we also show,with dotted points,the quantity �
D
which corresponds

to thesecond relation (II.55).

III Factorization and K inem atics,Experim entalD ata

1o) The two-body decays ofthe charged and neutralB m esons discussed in this paper are

described,atthe tree level,by the colour-suppressed diagram ofFigure 3. Ofcourse penguin

diagram salso contribute to these decays atthe one loop level. However the colourless char-

m onium statescc have to be excited from the vacuum and forwhich two orthree gluonsare

needed.Forthatreason thepenguin contribution willbeneglected in thispaper.
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2o)W econsiderthedecay m odes

B
+ ! K

+ (K �+ )+ �c (J=	;	
0

)

(III.1)

B
o ! K

o(K �o)+ �c (J=	;	
0

)

and wecom putethedecay am plitudesassum ing factorization.W eobtain an expression ofthe

form

< cc+ sq jTjbq> / < ccjJ�j0> < sqjJ�jB > (III.2)

The�rstfactorin therighthand sideofEq.(III.2)involvestheleptonicdecayconstantsf�c;fJ=	

and f
	
0 for�c;J=	 and 	

0

respectively. The second factorisgoverned by the hadronic from

factorsforthe B ! K orB ! K � transitions. Asa consequence,the branching ratioshave

thefollowing structure

B R = B R 0 �

 
fcc

m B

! 2

� PS � FF (III.3)

The scale B R 0 contains the Ferm icoupling constant G F ,the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa

( CKM ) factors V �
cbVcs as indicated on Figure 3,the B m eson life tim e �B and the BSW

phenom enologicalconstanta2 describing colour-suppressed processes

B R 0 =

"
G F m

2
Bp

2

#2

jVcbj
2 jVcsj

2
m B

8�
a
2

2

�B

�h
(III.4)

Being interested only in ratiosofdecay widths,weshallnotnum erically com puteB R 0.

The quantity PS is a dim ensionless phase space factor depending only on m asses ofthe

involved particles. Because ofthe sm allK + (K �+ )� Ko(K �o)m assdi�erences,the num erical

valueofPS isslightly di�erentforB + and B o decays.Howeverthedi�erencesin thesequan-

titiesaretypically O (10� 3),hence we ignorethe m assdi�erence between charged and neutral

strangem esons.W egiveresultsforB + decay.

The lastfactorFF dependson the hadronic form factorsand itcontainsthe dynam icsof

theweak decays.Theresultsare:

(a) B
+ ! K

+ + �c : PS = 0:3265 ; FF = jF B K
0

(m 2

�c
)j2 (III.5)

(b) B
+ ! K

+ + J=	 : PS = 0:1296 ; FF = jF B K
1 (m 2

J=	 )j
2 (III.6)

(c) B
+ ! K

+ + 	
0

: PS = 0:0575 ; FF = jF B K
1

(m 2

	
0)j2 (III.7)
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(d) B
+ ! K

�+ + �c : PS = 0:1218 ; FF = jA B K �

0 (m 2

�c
)j2 (III.8)

(e) B
+ ! K

�+ + J=	 : PS = 0:1399 ;

FF = jA B K �

1 (m 2

J=	 )j
2 [(a� bx)2 + 2(1+ c

2
y
2)] (III.9)

(f) B
+ ! K

�+ + 	
0

: PS = 0:1407 ;

FF = jA B K �

1 (m 2

	
0)j2 [(a

0

� b
0

x
0

)2 + 2(1+ c
02

y
02

)](III.10)

The analytic expressions for a;b;c are previously given in Ref.[1]and a
0

;b
0

;c
0

are obtained

respectively from a;b;cby thesim plesubstitution m
	
0 to m J=	 .W egetnum erically :

a = 3:1652 b= 1:3081 c= 0:4356 (III.11)

a
0

= 2:0514 b
0

= 0:5538 c
0

= 0:3092 (III.12)

Theratiosofform factorsx;y;x
0

;y
0

arede�ned by :

x � x
B (m 2

J=	 )=
A B K �

2
(m 2

J=	
)

A B K �

1 (m 2

J=	
)

; y � y
B (m 2

J=	 )=
V B K �

(m 2

J=	
)

A B K �

1 (m 2

J=	
)

(III.13)

x
0

� x
B (m 2

	
0)=

A B K �

2
(m 2

	
0)

A B K �

1 (m 2

	
0)

; y
0

� y
B (m 2

	
0)=

V B K �

(m 2

	
0)

A B K �

1 (m 2

	
0)

(III.14)

In the K � + J=	 and K � + 	
0

m odes,we have three possible polarization states,one is

longitudinaland two are transverse for both �nalparticles. W e shallde�ne two interesting

quantities,thefractionallongitudinalpolarization :

�L =
�(B ! K � + J=	)LL

�(B ! K � + J=	)
; �

0

L =
�(B ! K � + 	

0

)LL

�(B ! K � + 	
0

)
(III.15)

and theleft-rightasym m etry :

A LR =
�(B ! K � + J=	)� � � �(B ! K � + J=	)+ +

�(B ! K � + J=	)� � + �(B ! K � + J=	)+ +

(III.16)

A
0

LR =
�(B ! K � + 	

0

)� � � �(B ! K � + 	
0

)+ +

�(B ! K � + 	
0

)� � + �(B ! K � + 	
0

)+ +

W eget

�L =
(a� bx)2

(a� bx)2 + 2[1+ c2 y2]
; �

0

L =
(a

0

� b
0

x
0

)2

(a
0

� b
0

x
0

)2 + 2[1+ c
02
y
02
]

(III.17)
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A LR =
2cy

1+ c2 y2
; A

0

LR =
2c

0

y
0

1+ c
02
y
02

(III.18)

W eshallalso de�netwo ratiosofrates

R J=	 =
�(B ! K � + J=	)

�(B ! K + J=	)
; R

	
0 =

�(B ! K � + 	
0

)

�(B ! K + 	
0

)
(III.19)

3o)Theexperim entaldata fordecay ratesasaveraged by PDG [5]aregiven in Table1.

M odes B + B o

K + 	
0

(0:69� 0:31) � 10� 3 < 0:8 � 10� 3

K � + 	
0

< 3:0 � 10� 3 (1:4� 0:9) � 10� 3

K + J=	 (1:02� 0:14) � 10� 3 (0:75� 0:21) � 10� 3

K � + J=	 (1:7� 0:5) � 10� 3 (1:58� 0:28) � 10� 3

Table1.

Them odesK �c and K
��c havenotyetbeen observed experim entally.

The ratios R
	
0 and R J=	 can be estim ated from the data ofTable 1 and the results are

shown in Table2.

Ratios B + B o B + ;B o com bined

R
	
0 < 4:35� 1:95 > 1:75� 1:12 2:03� 1:59

R J=	 1:67� 0:54 2:11� 0:70 1:83� 0:43

Table2.

A directm easurem entofR J=	 by CLEO II[14]isconsistentwith ourestim ategiven in the

lastcolum n ofTable2,

CLEO II R J=	 = 1:71� 0:34

In whatfollowsweshallusetheconstraintR J=	 � 2:2.

A second type ofusefulexperim entaldata which turnsoutto be crucialisthe fractional

longitudinalpolarization forthem odeB ! K � + J=	 m easured by 3 groups:
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CLEO II[14] �L = 0:80� 0:08� 0:05

CDF [15] �L = 0:66� 0:10+ 0:10
� 0:08

ARGUS [16] �L = 0:97� 0:16� 0:15

Averaging theseresultsby thestandard weighted least-squaresprocedure,weobtain :

�L = 0:780� 0:073

In whatfollowsweshallusetheonestandard deviation lowerlim it�L � 0:7.

IV T he decay m odes B ! K (K �)+ 	
0

1o)W e �rstconsiderthe decay B ! K � + 	
0

which isdescribed by the three hadronic form

factorsA B K �

1
,A B K �

2
and V B K �

taken atq2 = m 2

	
0.In partIIwehaveexplained how theIsgur-

W iserelationsdueto SU(2)heavy avoursym m etry allow oneto com putetheform factorsin

theB sectoratq2 = t� oB from thevaluesoftheform factorsin theD sectoratq2 = 0.Itturns

outthatthenum ericalvalueoft� oB = 13:4933 GeV 2,asgiven by Eq.(II.8),isrem arkably close

to m 2

	
0 = 13:5866 GeV 2. Di�erentplausible choicesofm b;m c satisfying m b � mc = 3:4� 0:2

GeV (asdictated by HQET schem e)yield sim ilarresults,t� oB isclosetom 2

	
0.Itisthen justi�ed

toneglectthevariation oftheform factorsbetween t� oB and m 2

	
0 and weobtain from Eqs.(II.31)

and (II.32):

A
B K �

1
(m 2

	
0)= 0:8056 Cbc A

D K �

1
(0) (IV.1)

V
B K �

(m 2

	
0)= 1:2413 Cbc V

D K �

(0) (IV.2)

W ith thevaluesin theD sectorasgiven by theParticleData Group [5](PDG henceforth ):

A
D K �

1
(0)= 0:56� 0:04 ; V

D K �

(0)= 1:1� 0:2 (IV.3)

weget:

A
B K �

1 (m 2

	
0) = (0:4511� 0:0322) Cbc (IV.4)

V
B K �

(m 2

	
0) = (1:3654� 0:2483) Cbc (IV.5)

In an analogousway,wehave:

y
B (m 2

	
0)= 1:5409 y

D (0) (IV.6)
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and with thePDG values[5],yD (0)= 1:89� 0:25,weget

y
0

� y
B (m 2

	
0)= 2:9123� 0:3852 (IV.7)

The valuesofA B K �

1
and V B K �

atq2 = m 2

	
0 aresim ply given by the Isgur-W ise relationsfrom

the valuesofA D K �

1 and V D K �

atq2 = 0 and the relative erroristhe sam e in both B and D

sectors.

ForA B K �

2 and xB the situation isnotso sim ple because ofthe presence ofthe param eter

�D ,

A
B K �

2 (m 2

	
0)= [0:8121+ 0:4291 �

D ]Cbc A
D K �

2 (0) (IV.8)

x
0

� x
B (m 2

	
0)= [1:0081+ 0:5328 �

D ]xD (0) (IV.9)

Using them odelintroduced in PartII,�B and �D arefunctionsofthepolem ass�2 ofthe

form factorA B K �

2 and represented on Figure2.Using thePDG values[5]:

A
D K �

2
(0)= 0:40� 0:08 ; x

D (0)= 0:73� 0:15 (IV.10)

weobtain thequantitiesA B K �

2 (m 2

	
0)and xB (m 2

	
0)astwo functionsof�2.They arerepresented

on Figure4 for�2 in therange(5 -6)GeV .

2o) The knowledge ofy
0

= yB (m 2

	
0) determ ines the left-right asym m etry A

0

LR previously

de�ned.Theresult

A
0

LR = 0:9945� 0:0137 (IV.11)

showsthatthe dom inanttransverse am plitude hasthe helicity �= � 1. In the one standard

deviation lim it,A
0

LR > 0:98.

As a second consequence ofthe knowledge ofy
0

,we can derive an upper bound for the

longitudinalpolarization �
0

L :

�
0

L �
a
02

a
02
+ 2[1+ c

02
y
02
]

(IV.12)

In theonestandard deviation lim itfory
0

,weobtain

�
0

L � 0:5664 (IV.13)

which is signi�cantly sm aller than the theoreticalupper bound �
0

L � a
02
=(a

02
+ 2) = 0:678.

These two results (IV.11) and (IV.13) are clearly scenario independent and they are direct
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consequences ofthe Isgur-W ise SU(2)heavy avoursym m etry assum ing the num ericalvalue

ofyD (0)asgiven by experim entto becorrect.

3o)Furtherm ore notonly the upperbound Eq.(IV.13)butalso exactvaluesfor�
0

L can be

com puted from x
0

= xB (m 2

	
0)and y

0

= yB (m 2

	
0). Itisa function of�2 represented on Figure

5 for�2 in the (5 � 6)GeV range. The erroron �
0

L,4 �
0

L,com bines,in a quadratic way,the

erroron x
0

and y
0

dueto thoseon xD (0)and yD (0).W eobservethat�
0

L isa slowly increasing

function of�2 which takesthe value�
0

L = 0:403� 0:042 for�2 = 6 GeV .In Figure5 we also

representouronestandard deviation upperbound (IV.13).

Estim ates for �
0

L have been obtained by Kam aland Santra [9]. However their m ethod

and results are di�erent from ours. Seven scenarios are considered forrelating the J=	 and

	
0

m odes and the allowed dom ains in the x
0

;y
0

plane for each scenario are lim ited by the

constraint �L � 0:68. The upper bound for �
0

L found in [9]is the theoreticalupper bound

�
0

L;M A X = a
02
=(a

02
+ 2)= 0:678.Theirlowerbound isslightly scenario-dependentand itvaries

from 0:48 to 0:55. In our case,the allowed dom ain for �
0

L,with one standard deviation,is

sm allerthan theirresultsand wehave:0:286� �
0

L � 0:445.

Let us em phasize again that our prediction is scenario-independent. It is determ ined by

usingboth theIsgur-W iserelation and theexperim entalvaluesofxD (0),yD (0).Itisinteresting

to com paretheexperim entally observed �L with thetheoreticalprediction for�
0

L :

�L = 0:78� 0:073 ; 0:286� �
0

L � 0:445

4o)Letusconsidernow thedecay m odeB ! K + 	
0

described by thehadronicform factor

F B K
1

(m 2

	
0).TheIsgur-W iserelation (II.19)givesF B K

1
(toB )in term sofF

D K
1

(0)and �F via the

param eter�D

F
B K
1

(toB )= [1:1779+ 0:6225 �
D ]Cbc F

D K
1

(0) (IV.14)

W eusethePDG value[5]F D K
1 (0)= 0:75� 0:03.

In ordertoobtain F B K
1

(m 2

	
0),wem ustextrapolateF B K

1
from toB = 14:7288GeV 2 to m 2

	
0 =

13:5866. Forthatpurpose we use,asexplained in PartII,a m onopole q2-dependence with a

polem ass�F .Theresultisshown on Figure6 with �F in the(5 � 6)GeV range.W eobserve

thatF B K
1 (m 2

	
0)isa slowly decreasing function of�F .
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5o)W e�nally study theratio ofrates

R
	
0 =

�(B ! K � + 	
0

)

�(B ! K + 	
0

)

Using thephasespacefactorsgiven in PartIII,weobtain

R
	
0 = 2:4455

(a
0

� b
0

x
0

)2 + 2[1+ c
02
y
02
]

z
02

(IV.15)

wheretheratio ofform factors,z
0

,isde�ned by

z
0

= z
B (m 2

	
0)=

F B K
1

(m 2

	
0)

A B K �

1 (m 2

	
0)

(IV.16)

Theratio z
0

,likeF B K
1

(m 2

	
0),isa function of�2

F and theratio x
0

isa function of�2
2
.Itfollows

thatR
	
0 dependson both param eters�2

F and �2
2
.Restricting �F and �2 in therange(5 � 6)

GeV ,we �nd the ratio R
	
0 between 1:44� 0:28 (for�F = �2 = 5 GeV )and 2:92� 0:54 (for

�F = �2 = 6 GeV ).

Both extrem evaluesareobviously com patiblewith theexperim entalestim ategiven in Part

III:

(R
	
0)exp = 2:03� 1:59 (IV.17)

Theratio ofratesR
	
0 isrepresented on Figure7 asa function of�2 and �F both in therange

(5� 6) GeV .

V T he decay m odes B ! K (K �)+ J=	

1o)W econsiderthedecaym odeB ! K �+J=	describedbythethreeform factorsA B K �

1
(m 2

J=	
),

A B K �

2
(m 2

J=	
)and V B K �

(m 2

J=	
). These quantities are related to the values att� oB ofthe sam e

form factors,already obtained in PartIV,via the scenario dependentparam eters�1,�2 and

�.

A
B K �

1
(m 2

J=	 ) = �1 A
B K �

1
(t� oB )

A
B K �

2
(m 2

J=	 ) = �2 A
B K �

2
(t� oB ) (V.1)

V
B K �

(m 2

J=	 ) = � V
B K �

(t� oB )
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and fortheirratios

x � x
B (m 2

J=	 ) = p x
B (t� oB ) (V.2)

y � y
B (m 2

J=	 ) = q y
B (t� oB ) (V.3)

where

p=
�2

�1
; q=

�

�1
(V.4)

W e shallconsider the scenarios qualitatively described in the Part II.For that purpose,we

introducethefunction r(�)de�ned by :

r(�)=
�2 � t� oB

�2 � m2
J=	

(V.5)

and weget:

�1 = [r(�1)]
n1 ; �2 = [r(�2)]

n2 ; �= [r(� V )]
nV (V.6)

Forthe algebraic integersn1;n2;nV ,we shallconsiderthe fourcasesni = � 1;0;+1;+2 with

i= 1;2;V.On physicalgrounds,we im poseto thepolem asses�1;�2;�V to beinside a cube

5 GeV � �i� 6 GeV .

2o)W e�rststudy thescenarioconstraintsduetothelongitudinalpolarization fraction �L in

B ! K �+ J=	.Forthe4 3 = 64possibletriplets[n1;n2;nV ],wecom pute�L usingthevaluesof

xB (t� oB )and y
B (t� oB )obtained in Eqs.(IV.9)and (IV.7)and restricting thepolem assparam eters

�1,�2 and �V insidethecube5 GeV � �i� 6 GeV .W eim posetheexperim entalconstraint

in the form �L + 4 �L � 0:7 where the error4 �L iscom puted in quadrature [See Appendix

A-1]from the errors on x
0

and y
0

due to the experim entalerrors ofxD (0)and yD (0). After

num erically scaning overthewholeni and �i spaces,�nally ourresultscan besum m arized in

thefollowing :

1.No solution isobtained when n1 = 0;1;2 forthe16 valuesofthecouple[n2;nV ].

2.Solutionsexistonlywhen n1 = � 1,i.e.,when theform factorA1 exhibitsalineardecrease

with q2.Ofcourse,in thiscase,�1 isno m orea polem assbutsim ply a slopecoe�cient

and itisreasonablenow torelax theconstraint�1 � 6 GeV and touseonly �1 � 5 GeV

in orderto excludea too fastvariation with q2 ofA 1.
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3.W eobtain solutionsforonly 4 triplets[n1;n2;nV ]:

[� 1;2;2] ; [� 1;1;2] ; [� 1;0;2] ; [� 1;2;1]

Theallowed dom ainsin the�1,�2,and �V spacearerespectively represented on Figures

8,9,10 and 11.

4.In the foursurviving tripletsm entioned above,the m axim alvalue of�L occursat�1 =

5 GeV ,�2 = 6 GeV ,�V = 5 GeV and in them ostfavorablesituation oftwo dipole q2

dependence forA 2 and V ,we obtain �L = 0:7162� 0:0236. Therefore �L = 0:74 isthe

m axim alvalue,within one standard deviation,we can getin ourapproach,considering

only thequantity �L.

5.Itisinteresting to noticethatin thecase oftwo m onopoleq2-dependence forA 2 and V ,

the m axim alvalue of�L isobtained atthe point�1 = �V = 5 GeV ,�2 = 6 GeV with

the result �L = 0:6635� 0:0339,e.g.,a one standard deviation value very close to 0:7.

Howeverwe considerthiscase asonly m arginal,since,in any way,itwillbe elim inated

when thesecond quantity R J=	 entersin the�t.

3o)Thesecond quantity istheratio ofratesR J=	 which hastheform :

R J=	 = 1:0793
(a� b x)2 + 2(1+ c2 y2)

z2
(V.7)

wheretheratio z isde�ned by :

z� z
B (m 2

J=	 )=
F B K
1

(m 2

J=	
)

A B K �

1 (m 2

J=	
)

(V.8)

W eim posetheexperim entalconstraintundertheform R J=	 � 4 RJ=	 � 2:2wherethetheoret-

icalerror4 R J=	 iscom puted,in quadrature[SeeAppendix A-3],from theexperim entalerrors

on xD (0),yD (0)and zD (0).

Ourconstraint�L + 4 �L � 0:7 hasselected fourscenariosand theallowed dom ain at�xed

�V ;�2 isde�ned by :

�1 � �1;M A X (�V ;�2) (V.9)

These dom ainshavebeen represented on Figures8 to 11 for5 GeV � �V ;�2 � 6 GeV .
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On theotherhand,theconstrainton R J=	 im pliesa lowerlim itfor�1

�1 � �1;M IN (�V ;�2;�F ) (V.10)

Physicalvaluesof�1 existwhen and only when thelowerlim it(V.10)issm allerthan theupper

lim it(V.9).

At�xed � V ;�2,the quantity �1;M IN isan increasing function of�F and we shallrestrict

�F � 5 GeV .Thereforeat�xed �V ;�2,thephysicaldom ain for�1 isde�ned by

�1;M IN (�V ;�2;�F = 5 GeV )� �1 � �1;M A X (�V ;�2) (V.11)

After a num ericalscanning, we do not obtain solution satifying the constraint R J=	 �

4 R J=	 � 2:2 with the scenario [n1;n2;nV ]= [� 1;2;1]. For the three rem aining scenarios

[n1;n2;nV ]= [� 1;2;2];[� 1;1;2]and [� 1;0;2],the physicalregions are then represented on

Figures12,13 and 14.

At�xed � V ;�2,wehave

5 GeV � �F (�V ;�2)� �F;M A X (�V ;�2) (V.12)

where�F;M A X isdeterm ined by

�1;M IN [�V ;�2;�F;M A X (�V ;�2)]= �1;M A X (�V ;�2) (V.13)

The quantity �F;M A X (�V ;�2)isrepresented on Figures15,16 and 17 forthethree surviving

scenarios.

4o)Com m entand Illustration

Starting with 64 scenarios for the q2-dependence ofthe hadronic form factors A 1;A 2;V ,

[n1;n2;nV ]with ni = � 1;0;1;2,only survive 3 scenarios[� 1;n2;2]with n2 = 0;1;2 forwhich

itispossibleto �nd a non em pty dom ain in theparam eterspace� 1;�2;�V ;�F such thatboth

experim entalconstraints�L + 4 �L � 0:7and RJ=	 � 4 RJ=	 � 2:2aresim ultaneously satis�ed.

The hadronic form factors F B K
1

has been chosen with a m onopole q2-dependence,nF = 1,

consistentwith datain theD sectorand thecondition F B K
0

constantdeterm inestheparam eter

�B � and then �D � asa function of�F .A sim ilarrelation determ ines�B � and then �D �

asa function of�2.
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�1(GeV ) �L �L + 4 �L R J=	 R J=	 � 4 RJ=	

n2 = 2

�1;M A X = 8:112 0:665� 0:035 0:700 2:089� 0:508 1:581

�1 = 6:810 0:675� 0:033 0:708 2:263� 0:422 1:841

�1;M IN = 5:426 0:694� 0:028 0:722 2:694� 0:494 2:200

n2 = 1

�1;M A X = 6:113 0:663� 0:037 0:700 2:324� 0:524 1:800

�1 = 5:770 0:671� 0:035 0:705 2:482� 0:475 2:007

�1;M IN = 5:426 0:681� 0:033 0:714 2:714� 0:514 2:200

n2 = 0

�1;M A X = 5:292 0:660� 0:040 0:700 2:625� 0:542 2:083

�1 = 5:237 0:663� 0:039 0:702 2:680� 0:529 2:151

�1;M IN = 5:183 0:665� 0:038 0:703 2:739� 0:539 2:200

Table3.

The allowed dom ainsfor�1;�2;�V and �F have been represented in 3 dim ensionalplots

on Figures12to 17.Howeveritm ightbeusefultoproducesom enum ericalvaluesobtained for

�L and R J=	 in thesedom ainsand forthatpurpose.wehavechoosen,asan illustration,�2 =

6 GeV ,�V = �F = 5 GeV ,and for�1,three values,�1;M A X ,�1;M IN and an interm ediate

valuebetween theextrem es.Theresultsarerepresented in Table3.A glanceatTable3 shows

how di�cultitisto�tsim ultaneously thelarge� L and therelatively sm allR J=	 ,theiropposite

trendsm aking the�tso di�culthavebeen equally noticed [2].

The relative erroron R J=	 islargerthan the one of�L,and thisfeature isvery usefulfor

obtaining a �t. Itisessentially due to the factthatR J=	 ,in addition to the errorson xD (0)

and yD (0)thatalso enterin 4 �L,hasan uncertainty on z
D (0)which isim portant.W hilethe

relativeerroron �L isbetween 4% and 6% ,theoneofR J=	 isbetween 18% and 24% .

From these num ericalresultsand those illustrated on Figures12 to 17,itisclearthatthe

scenario with a dipoleform factorA 2 istheonewith thelargestphasespacein �1;�2;�V ;�F .
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In thiscaseitisrelatively easy to accom m odateboth �L and R J=	 .W enoticethatthelargest

valueof�L we can obtain in thism odelis�L = 0:694� 0:028 and forRJ=	 thesm allestvalue

is2:089� 0:508.

Forthescenario with a m onopoleform factorA 2,thesituation islessconfortableeven ifit

ispossible to �tdata on �L and R J=	 . Now the quantity �L variesby lessthan 3% and R J=	

by about17% .

In the third case ofa constant form factor A 2,the allowed dom ain for the param eters

�1;�2;�V ;�F isvery sm alland thispossiblity,even ifboth �L and R J=	 satisfy theconstraints,

appearsto bevery m arginal,thevaluesof�L and R J=	 being atthelim itsoftheconstraints.

5o)The left-rightasym m etry A LR fortransverse polarization hasnotbeen experim entally

m easured. Ithasbeen de�ned in Eq.(III.18)and itdependsonly on the ratio y = yB (m 2

J=	
)

unam biguously related in ourm odelto yD (0).Forourthreeselected m odels,wehave

y
B (m 2

J=	 )=
(�2

V � t� oB )
2 (�2

1
� t� oB )

(�2
V � m2

J=	
)2 (�2

1 � m2
J=	

)

m c

m b

�
m B + m K �

m D + m K �

�2

y
D (0) (V.14)

The di�erence between the scenarios n2 = 2;1;0 is an allowed dom ain for �1,�2 and �V

illustrated on Figures12,13 and 14.Scanning insidethesedom ains,wem akethepredictions

n2 = 2: 0:867< A LR < 0:945 (V.15)

n2 = 1: 0:837< A LR < 0:910 (V.16)

n2 = 0: 0:837< A LR < 0:856 (V.17)

The left-rightasym m etry is large in the three selected cases,notas large asin the K � + 	
0

case where itisclose to one. W e observe thatthe di�erencesbetween the three scenariosare

m oderate.

V I T he decay m odes B ! K (K �)+ �c

1o)W estartbyconsideringthedecay m odeB ! K + �c governed bytheform factorF B K
0

(m 2
�c
).

TheIsgur-W iserelationsdeterm ineF B K
0 (toB )from F D K

0 (0)in a �D dependentway :

F
B K
0 (toB )= Cbc [0:8460� 0:0057 �

D ]F D K
0 (0) (VI.1)
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W e notice thatthe coe�cientof� D isvery sm allascom pared with the �D -independentterm

in thebracketofEq.(VI.1).ItfollowsthatF B K
0

(toB )only weakly dependson �
D .

In PartII,wehavechoosen a m onopoleform factorforF B K
1 (q2)and theparam eter�B has

been related to the pole m ass�F in such a way to obtain a form factorF B K
0

independenton

q2. From the previousconsiderations,the constantvalue ofF B K
0

willbe a weakly dependent

function of�F .W ith �F in therange(5 -6)GeV ,F B K
0 increasesslowly from 0:6286� 0:0251

(for�F = 5 GeV )to 0:6327� 0:0253 (for�F = 6 GeV ).Thequantity F B K
1

(0)= F B K
0

(0)has

been represented on Figure6.

2o)W enow considerthedecay m odeB ! K �+ �c which isdescribed by thehadronicform

factorsA B K �

0
(m 2

�c
). The Isgur-W ise relation (II.49)gives A B K �

0
in term s ofA B K �

1
,A B K �

2
and

theparam eter�B .W ith thechoicem adein PartIIfor�B

�
B =

m 2
B � m2K �

�2
2

(VI.2)

weget:

A
B K �

0
(m 2

�c
)= 3:4602 A

B K �

1
(m 2

�c
)� 2:4602

"

1�
m 2

�c

�2
2

#

A
B K �

2
(m 2

�c
) (VI.3)

In PartV,wehaveobtained constraintson thescenariosallowed by therequirem entto �t

�L and R J=	 .They correspond to n1 = � 1 and n2 = 2;1;0.

W e introduce the function S(�)in orderto relate the valuesofthe hadronic form factors

atq2 = m 2
�c
to thevaluesatq2 = t� oB wherethey areknown from partII:

S(�)=
�2 � t� oB

�2 � m2�c

(VI.4)

and weget:

A
B K �

0 (m 2

�c
)=

3:4602

S(�1)
A
B K �

1 (t� oB )� 2:4602

"

1�
m 2

�c

�2
2

#

[S(�2)]
n2 A

B K �

2 (t� oB ) (VI.5)

The form factorvalue A B K �

0
(m 2

�c
)isscenario-dependent,�rstly by the value ofn2 ;n2 =

2;1;0,secondly by thevaluesofthepolem asses�1 and �2 in therestricted dom ainsdescribed

in PartV.W evary �1 and �2 insidethesedom ainsand obtain :

n2 = 2: A
B K �

0 (m 2

�c
)= 1:3768� 0:2928 (VI.6)

n2 = 1: A
B K �

0
(m 2

�c
)= 1:3979� 0:2677 (VI.7)

n2 = 0: A
B K �

0 (m 2

�c
)= 1:3611� 0:1790 (VI.8)
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W eobserve thattheresultsforA B K �

0 (m 2
�c
)isonly weakly scenario-dependentdueto cancella-

tionsbetween thetwo term sofEq.(VI.5)

3o)Theratio R �c ofthesetwo decay m odes

R �c =
�(B ! K � + �c)

�(B ! K + �c)
(VI.9)

isgiven by :

R �c = 0:3732

�
�
�
�
�

A B K �

0
(m 2

�c
)

F B K
0 (m 2

�c
)

�
�
�
�
�

2

(VI.10)

Using thevalues(VI.6),(VI.7),(VI.8)forA B K �

0 (m 2
�c
),and Eq.(VI.1)forF B K

0 (m 2
�c
),weobtain

:

n2 = 2: R �c = 1:7903� 0:7748 (VI.11)

n2 = 1: R �c = 1:8456� 0:7221 (VI.12)

n2 = 0: R �c = 1:7497� 0:4810 (VI.13)

Taking theseresultsalltogether,weobtain theonestandard deviation bounds

1:02� R�c � 2:56 (VI.14)

W ecom m ent,in thenextPartVII,on thedi�erencebetween theseresultsand theboundson

R �c previously obtained in Ref.[10].

V II C om parison ofD i�erentC harm onium StatesPro-

duction

1o)Ratio ofdecay widthswith the sam e strange m eson,K orK �,and di�erentcharm onium

statesareinteresting quantitiesinvolving theleptonicdecay constantfcc.W ede�nefoursuch

ratiosreferred to them ostaccurately m easured J=	 production :

S =
�(B ! K + 	

0

)

�(B ! K + J=	)
; S

� =
�(B ! K � + 	

0

)

�(B ! K � + J=	)
(VII.1)

T =
�(B ! K + �c)

�(B ! K + J=	)
; T

� =
�(B ! K � + �c)

�(B ! K � + J=	)
(VII.2)
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Assum ing factorization and using thephasespaceestim atesgiven in PartIII,weobtain :

S = 0:4438

 
f
	
0

fJ=	

! 2
�
�
�
�
�
�

F B K
1

(m 2

	
0)

F B K
1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(VII.3)

S
� = 1:0057

 
f
	
0

fJ=	

! 2
�
�
�
�
�
�

A B K �

1
(m 2

	
0)

A B K �

1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(a
0

� b
0

x
0

)2 + 2(1+ c
02
y
02
)

(a� bx)2 + 2(1+ c2y2)
(VII.4)

T = 2:5180

 
f�c

fJ=	

! 2
�
�
�
�
�
�

F B K
0

(m 2
�c
)

F B K
1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(VII.5)

T
� = 0:8706

 
f�c

fJ=	

! 2
�
�
�
�
�
�

A B K �

0
(m 2

	
0)

A B K �

1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

1

(a� bx)2 + 2(1+ c2y2)
(VII.6)

The�c m odeshavenotbeen experim entally observed and theonly availableinform ation refers

to J=	 and 	
0

m odes.Using thePDG data [5]collected in Table 1 ofPartIII,we obtain for

S and S� valuesgiven in Table4 :

Ratio B + B o B + ;B o com bined

S 0:68� 0:32 < 1:07� 0:30 0:68� 0:32

S� < 1:76� 0:52 0:89� 0:59 0:89� 0:59

Table4

2o)Usingthevalues[11]offJ=	 = (384� 14) M eV and f
	
0 = (282� 14) M eV asestim ated

from thedecaysJ=	! e + e� and 	
0

! e+ e� ,weobtain :

 
f
	
0

fJ=	

! 2

= 0:539� 0:066 (VII.7)

and thequantity S iswritten :

S = [0:2392� 0:0292]

�
�
�
�
�
�

F B K
1

(m 2

	
0)

F B K
1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(VII.8)

In our m odel,the hadronic form factor F B K
1

(q2) has a m onopole q2 dependence with a pole

m ass�F and wesim ply have:

�
�
�
�
�
�

F B K
1

(m 2

	
0)

F B K
1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

=

�
�
�
�
�

�2
F � m2

J=	

�2
F � m2

	
0

�
�
�
�
�

2

(VII.9)
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Thisratioofform factorsisadecreasing function of�2
F and so istheratioS.At�F = 5 GeV ,

theprediction forS is:

S(�F = 5 GeV )= 0:4363� 0:0537 (VII.10)

This prediction is in agreem ent,within one standard deviation,with the experim entalvalue

estim ated in Table2,Sexp = 0:68� 0:32.Such an agreem entcontinuestooccurforlargervalues

of�F up to 6:27 GeV .

Therangeof�F dependson thethreescenarioscorresponding to n2 = 2;1;0 and they are

deduced from Figures15,16,17 respectively.W eget:

n2 = 2: 0:4363� 0:0537 � S � 0:3505� 0:0432 (VII.11)

n2 = 1: 0:4363� 0:0537 � S � 0:3790� 0:0467 (VII.12)

n2 = 0: 0:4363� 0:0537 � S � 0:4181� 0:0515 (VII.13)

The errors quoted in Eq.(VII.11),(VII.12) and (VII.13) are due to the uncertainty on the

leptonic decay constantsf
	
0 and fJ=	 .In conclusion,the theoreticalpredictionsofourm odel

forthethreescenariosagreewith experim entalresultswithin onestandard deviation.

3o)Theanalysisofthesecond ratio S� ism orecom plex becauseofa largenum berofform

factorsinvolved.Using Eq.(VII.7),weget:

S
� = [0:5424� 0:0664]

�
�
�
�
�
�

A B K �

1 (m 2

	
0)

A B K �

1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(a
0

� b
0

x
0

)2 + 2(1+ c
02
y
02
)

(a� bx)2 + 2(1+ c2y2)
(VII.14)

In ourm odelthe form factorA B K �

1 (q2)islinearly decreasing with a slope �1,and we sim ply

have
A B K �

1
(m 2

	
0)

A B K �

1 (m 2
J	 )

=
�2
1
� m2

	
0

�2
1 � m2

J=	

(VII.15)

W e have com puted the ratio S� forthe three scenariosn2 = 2;1;0 using the valuesof�1,�2

and �V insidetheallowed dom ainsobtained in PartV and represented respectively on Figures

12,13 and 14.

Theresultsofthisscanning are:

n2 = 2: 0:3287� 0:0028 � S
� � 0:4135� 0:0038 (VII.16)

n2 = 1: 0:3489� 0:0034 � S
� � 0:4015� 0:0039 (VII.17)

n2 = 0: 0:3763� 0:0039 � S
� � 0:3867� 0:0040 (VII.18)
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The errors quoted in Eqs.(VII.16),(VII.17) and (VII.18) are com puted in quadrature from

thoseon theratiosf
	
0=fJ=	 ,x

D (0)and yD (0).Thetheoreticalpredictionsofourm odelforthe

three scenariosagree,within one standard deviation,with the experim entalresultsestim ated

in Table2 :S�

exp = 0:89� 0:59.

4o)Kam aland Santra [9]have studied the ratiosS and S� denoted by them respectively

as 1=R and 1=R
0

. In the case ofR,both m onopole and dipole q2 dependences forF B K
1 are

considered with a pole m ass�F = 5:43 GeV . Theirconclusion isthata dipole behaviourfor

F B K
1

isneeded in orderto obtain an agreem entforR between theory and experim ent in the

onestandard deviation lim it.

Theapparentcontradiction between ourresult(m onopoleforF B K
1

)and theoneofRef.[9]

isessentially duetothelargeexperim entalerrorof47% forthequantity S orR.W ith �= 0:47

therelation at�rstorderin �,(1� �)� 1 = 1� � isnotvalid and onestandard deviation lim it

forS and one standard deviation lim itforR are di�erentconcepts. However,since the m ain

partoftheexperim entalerrorisdueto theK + 	
0

m odeand forthatreason theconsideration

ofone standard deviation forS (where K + 	
0

entersin the num erator)seem s to be m ore

relevantthan forR.

A sim ilarsituation occursforS� and R
0

.Heretheexperim entalerroriseven larger,66:7% ,

and it is m ainly due to the K � + 	
0

m ode which enters in the num erator ofS�. Again the

one standard deviation lim itforS� and the one standard deviation lim itforR
0

are di�erent

quantities.

Also the pole m assesin Ref.[9]are taken only atsom e �xed values,while in ourapproach

thesepolessweep insidetheallowed dom ainsofFigs.12 � 17.

Fortheratio R
0

aspreviously donefor�
0

L,they proposeseven scenarios.Furtherm ore,con-

sideringonly in theonestandard deviation lim itforR
0

,theyexcludefourscenarioswhereA B K �

1

iseitherconstantorlinearly decreasing with q2 and conclude thatiffactorization assum ption

wereto beheld,then theonly scenariosthatareconsistentwith experim entarethosein which

A B K �

1 riseswith q2. W e observe however thatR
0

(orS�)isnotan independent ratio butre-

lated to the otherratiosby S�R J=	 = SR
	
0,such thatconsidering R

0

(orS�)alone m ightbe

inadequate.

5o)Com paringtheK + �c and K + J=	decay m odes,wenow considertheratioT which de-
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pendson theratioofthedecay constantsf�c and fJ=	 .Unfortunately f�c isnotexperim entally

known and weusetheoreticalestim atesifwewantto m akepredictions.

Rewriting Eq(VII.5)in theform :

T = 2:5180

 
f�c

fJ=	

! 2

SV (�F ) (VII.19)

where

SV (�F )=

�
�
�
�
�
�

F B K
0

(m 2
�c
)

F B K
1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(VII.20)

W ecom puteSV in ourm odelwhereF B K
0

isconstantand F B K
1

hasa m onopoleq2 dependence

with thepolem ass�F .Asa consequence,wesim ply have

SV (�F )=

 

1�
m 2

J=	

�2
F

! 2

(VII.21)

Thefunction SV isan increasing function of�F .Theallowed valuesof�F havebeen discussed

in PartV (Figs.15 � 17),and weobtain :

n2 = 2: 5 GeV � �F � 5:71 GeV ; 0:38 � SV � 0:50 (VII.22)

n2 = 1: 5 GeV � �F � 5:39 GeV ; 0:38 � SV � 0:45 (VII.23)

n2 = 0: 5 GeV � �F � 5:10 GeV ; 0:38 � SV � 0:40 (VII.24)

Aspointed outin Ref.[17],am easurem entoftheratioT willprovidean opportunity toextract

thescalardecay constantf�c from experim ent.Unfortunately thedecay m odeB ! K + �c has

notbeen experim entaly observed.

There exist various theoreticalways to estim ate both f�c and fJ=	 . Using the estim ate

quoted in Ref.[17],

f�c

fJ=	
= 0:993 (VII.25)

wem akepredictionsfortheratio T :

n2 = 2: 0:94 � T � 1:24 (VII.26)

n2 = 1: 0:94 � T � 1:12 (VII.27)

n2 = 0: 0:94 � T � 0:99 (VII.28)
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6o)W e�nally discussthelastratio T � which,underthe factorization assum ption,hasthe

form given in Eq.(VII.6).W ecom puteT� forthethreescenariosn2 = 2;1;0,using thevalues

of�1;�2 and �V insidetheallowed dom ainsobtained in PartV.By writing

T
� =

 
f�c

fJ=	

! 2

T
�

(VII.29)

weobtain

n2 = 2: 0:6148� 0:1108 � T
�
� 0:7740� 0:1002 (VII.30)

n2 = 1: 0:6097� 0:1259 � T
�
� 0:7375� 0:1347 (VII.31)

n2 = 0: 0:6015� 0:1415 � T
�
� 0:6217� 0:1444 (VII.32)

Ifoneacceptthevalue(VII.25)fortheratio ofleptonicconstants,wem akepredictionsforthe

ratio T� which areweakly scenario-dependent:

n2 = 2: 0:50 � T
� � 0:86 (VII.33)

n2 = 1: 0:48 � T
� � 0:86 (VII.34)

n2 = 0: 0:45 � T
� � 0:76 (VII.35)

7o) These results are now com pared with those obtained in a previous paper [10]. The

scenario-dependent param eter SV de�ned by Eq.(VII.20) is obviously very di�erent from its

valuein theBSW m odelconsidered in Ref.[10].Thesecond scenario dependentparam eterSA

entering in T� :
�
�
�
�
�
�

A B K �

0
(m 2

�c
)

A B K �

1 (m 2

J=	
)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

�

�
�
�
�
�

A B K �

0 (0)

A B K �

1 (0)

�
�
�
�
�

2

SA (VII.36)

iscom puted in ourm odelwith theresult:

n2 = 2: 0:767 � SA � 0:793 (VII.37)

n2 = 1: 0:832 � SA � 0:849 (VII.38)

n2 = 0: 0:966 � SA � 0:978 (VII.39)

FortheBSW m odel[8],SA is1.069 .
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TheratioSA=SV enteringin theratioR �c ism oredependenton thescenariothan separately

SV and SA.Theresultsin ourm odelare:

n2 = 2: 1:53 � SA=SV � 2:09 (VII.40)

n2 = 1: 1:85 � SA=SV � 2:19 (VII.41)

n2 = 0: 2:44 � SA=SV � 2:54 (VII.42)

The bounds used in our previous paper [10],1 � SA=SV � 1:4 are largely underestim ated,

essentially because ofthe behaviour in q2 ofthe hadronic form factors : F B K
0

constant and

A B K �

1 linearly decreasing with q2. Therefore,the predictions ofRef.[10]for R �c are sm aller

than thoseobtained here.

V III R adiative D ecay B ! K � + 

1o)The radiative decay B ! K � +  doesnotoccuratthe tree levelin the standard m odel.

Attheoneloop level,wehavetheso-called Penguin diagram sand,forthecase considerhere,

the dom inantcontribution isthe one corresponding to the exchange ofa virtualtquark. In

thisapproxim ation,thebranching ratio isgiven by :

B R(B ! K
� + )=

�B

�h

�G 2
F

256�4
jVtbj

2 jVtsj
2
m

2

B

 

1�
m 2

K �

m 2
B

! 3

jC7(m b)j
2
m

2

bf g (VIII.1)

where the quantity f g depends on the hadronic form factors associated to the tensor and

pseudotensorcurrenttaken atq2 = 0 and forrealphoton [18]:

f g =

�

1+
m s

m b

�2

jvT(0)j2 +

�

1�
m s

m b

�2

jaT
2
(0)j2 (VIII.2)

Thequantity C7(m b)istheW ilson coe�cientassociated to therelevantweak current.Ittakes

into accountthe large QCD corrections[19]and itplaysa determ inantrole in the num erical

calculation oftherate.

W eusetheunitarity relation oftheCKM m atrix

Vtb V
�

ts = � Vcb V
�

cs � Vub V
�

us (VIII.3)

and we neglect the second term in the right hand side ofEq.(VIII.3) being O (sin2�c) with

respectto theotherones.
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Num erically wetake

jVcsj= 0:970 ; jVcbj= 0:040 ; �B = 1:54 � 10� 12 s ; m b = 4:7 GeV (VIII.4)

and forthe W ilson coe�cient,choosing m t = 174 GeV and �Q C D = 200 M eV ,we have [19]

C7(m b)= 0:325.

Theresultis

B R(B ! K
� + )= 4:45 � 10� 5 f g (VIII.5)

Theradiativedecay m odeB ! K � +  hasbeen experim entally observed by CLEO [20]

B R(B ! K
� + )= (4:5� 1:5� 0:9) � 10� 5 = (4:50� 1:75) � 10� 5 (VIII.6)

and weget

f g
exp

= 1:011� 0:393 (VIII.7)

2o) Following Isgur and W ise [3],we assum e that in the B m eson at rest,the b quark

spinorin theweak currentsatis�esthefreeDiracequation fora spinoratrest:ob= b.Asa

consequence,thetensor(pseudotensor)currentisrelated to thevector(pseudovector)current

q[o;j]b= � 2qj b ; q[o;j]5 b= 2qj 5 b (VIII.8)

Itisthen straightforward tocom putethefourtensororpseudotensorhadronicform factors

in term softhe ususalBSW form factorsV;A 1;A 2 and A 3. The two relationsofinteresthere

are:

v
T(0)= a

T
2(0)=

�

1+
m K �

m B

�

A
B K �

1 (0)+

�

1�
m K �

m B

�

V
B K �

(0) (VIII.9)

In the lim it vT(0) = aT2(0),the quantity f g ofEq.(VIII.2) becom es in the approxim ation

m 2
s � m 2

b :

f g = 2jvT(0)j2 (VIII.10)

and using theestim ate(VIII.7)forf g,weobtain

jvT(0)jexp = 0:71� 0:14 (VIII.11)

The tensor and pseudotensor hadronic form factors have been com puted in various m odels,

quark constituents m odels [21],vector m eson dom inance m odels [22],lattice gauge theories
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[23].In m ostofthe estim ates,the equality vT(0)= aT2(0)isobtained with v
T(0)in the range

0.5 to 1,e.g.,consistentwith the CLEO result(VIII.11). A recentestim ate ofGri�n,M asip

and M cGuigan using theIsgur-W iserelation givesvT(0)= 0:97� 0:13 [24].

Itisam using to observe thatthe BSW m odel[8]which fails[1]in explaining the ratio �L

and R J=	 in B ! K (K �)+ J=	 producesforv T(0),using Eq.(VIII.9),a valuevT(0)= 0:69 in

very niceagreem entwith experim ent.Itisclearthatthe radiative decay B ! K � +  isnota

very e�cient�lterform odels.

3o)In ourm odel,we com pute vT(0)= aT
2
(0)using form ule (VIII.9). ForA B K �

1
we use a

linearly decreasing function ofq2 and forV B K �

a increasing function ofq2 ofthe dipole type,

theinputvaluesbeing predicted atq2 = t� oB by theIsgur-W iserelations.Asa consequence,we

obtain a relatively largeA B K �

1 (0)and a relatively sm allV B K �

(0).Them inim alvalueofvT(0)

corresponds,in the allowed dom ain ofthe param eter space,to �2 = 6 GeV ,�V = 5 GeV ,

�1 = �1;M A X (�V ;�2)and theresultsarein theonestandard deviation lim it,including QCD

corrections:

n2 = 2: v
T(0) � 0:94 (VIII.12)

n2 = 1: v
T(0) � 1:11 (VIII.13)

n2 = 0: v
T(0) � 1:32 (VIII.14)

Ifthe assum ption vT(0)= aT2(0)iscorrect,we see thatthe scenario n2 = 2 can accom odate

the experim entalresult(VIII.11).A �tisclearly m ore di�cultforthe scenario n 2 = 1 and it

seem sto beim possibleforthescenario n2 = 0.

Howeverwe m ustbe aware ofthe factthatthe estim ate ofthe QCD correction,which is

scale dependent,m ay have som e uncertainty which hasbeen disregarded in the experim ental

errorquoted in Eq.(VIII.11). A theoreticalerrorhasto be added which m ightbe aslarge as

15 % [24].

IX D ! K (K
�
)H adronic Form Factors

1o)The B ! K (K �)and D ! K (K �)hadronic form factorsare related by the SU(2)heavy

avour sym m etry ofIsgur-W ise. From the considerations ofPart II,it is clear that the q2-
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dependence fortheform factorsF1;A 1;A 2 and V ,nam ely

(i)Sam evaluesforn1;n2;nV and nF in both B and D sectors;

(ii)Thepolem assesin thesesectorsarerelated by Eqs.(II.24)and (II.37)ofPartII.

ForF0 and A 0 thesituation m ightbedi�erentin thetwo sectorsbuttheq
2-dependenceof

F0 isknown from thatofF1 and forA 0,itsq
2-dependence followsfrom thatofA 1 and A 2 as

explained in PartII.

2o)Letus�rstconsiderthesem i-leptonic decay ofD m esons.The relevanthadronic form

factorsare F D K
1

forD ! K + ‘+ + �‘ and A
D K �

1
,A D K �

2
,V D K �

forD ! K
�
+ ‘+ + �‘.Using

thedim ensionlessvariablet= q2=m 2
D ,weintroducethedim ensionlessfunction X (t):

X (t)=
1

�

d�

dt
(IX.1)

which isindependentofallparam etersentering in thesem i-leptonicrelevantscalefactor.

W e recallthatthe quantities xD (0),yD (0)and zD (0)(used in thispaperfornorm alizing

theB sector)havebeen extracted from experim entaldataon sem i-leptonicdecay in ascenario-

dependentway,becausethevariation with q2 oftheform factorsF D K
1

,A D K �

1
,A D K �

2
and V D K �

hasnotbeen m easured.

3o)The q2 distribution in sem i-leptonic decay D ! K + ‘+ + �‘ iswritten in term softhe

hadronicform factorF D K
1

(q2)as

d�(D ! K + ‘+ + �‘)

dq2
=

G 2
F

24�3
jVcsj

2[K (q2)]3 jF B K
1

(q2)j2 (IX.2)

wheretheq2 dependentm om entum K (q2)isgiven by

K (q2)=
1

2m D

n

(m 2

D + m
2

K � q
2)2 � 4m2D m

2

K

o1=2
(IX.3)

In thezero lepton m asslim it,0� q2 � (mD � mK )
2.

In ourm odelF D K
1

(q2)hasa m onopoleq2-dependence with a polem ass�D F related to �F

in theB sectorby Eq.(II.24).De�ning thedim ensionlessparam eters:

r=
m K

m D

; �F =
m 2

D

�2
D F

(IX.4)

weobtain forX (t)theexpression :

X (t)=
1

I(�F )

[(1+ r2 � t)2 � 4r2]3=2

(1� �F t)
2

(IX.5)
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wheretheintegralI(�F )isde�ned by thenorm alization condition X (t):

I(�F )=

Z
(1� r)2

0

[(1+ r2 � x)2 � 4r2]3=2

(1� �F x)
2

dx (IX.6)

Ofcourse,thesem i-leptonicrateissim ply given by :

�(D ! K + ‘
+ + �‘)=

G 2
F m

5
D

192�3
jVcsj

2 jF D K
1

(0)j2 I(�F ) (IX.7)

The norm alized distribution X (t) for the sem i-leptonic decay m ode D ! K + ‘+ + �‘ is

represented on Figure18 forvaluesof�F corresponding to theboundson �F obtained in Part

V and illustrated on Figures15,16 and 17.

n2 = 2: 5 GeV � �F � 5:71 GeV 1:097 � �F � 0:630 (IX.8)

n2 = 1: 5 GeV � �F � 5:39 GeV 1:097 � �F � 0:787 (IX.9)

n2 = 0: 5 GeV � �F � 5:10 GeV 1:097 � �F � 0:999 (IX.10)

Thedistribution X (t)isam onotonically decreasingfunction oft.Itsshapeisnotvery sensitive

to �F exceptin theneighbourhood oft= 0.

An estim ate fortheslope oftheq2 distribution atq2 = 0 hasbeen given by W itherell[12]

usingtwom odelsfortheq2-dependenceofF B K
1

(q2),an exponentialform and am onopoleform .

Theresultconsistentforthetwo m odelstranslated in the�F languageis

0:76 � �F � 1:30 (IX.11)

which m eansin ourm odel

5:36 GeV � �F � 5:02 GeV (IX.12)

Thereforeourbounds(IX.8)� (IX.10)areconsistentwith experim ent.

4o)Theq2 distribution in thesem i-leptonicdecay D ! K
�
+ ‘+ + �‘ dependson thethree

hadronicform factorsA D K �

1
(q2),A D K �

2
(q2)and V D K �

(q2).W ehavethreepossiblepolarizations

forthe�nalK �,�= 0;� 1.

Itisconvenientto de�nedim ensionlessparam eters:

r
� =

m K �

m D

; t=
q2

m 2
D

; �j =
m 2

D

�2
D j

; j= 1;2;V (IX.13)
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wherethepolem assesin theB and D sectorsarerelated by Eq.(II.37).

The�xed q2 distribution isgiven by :

d�(D ! K
�
+ ‘+ + �‘)�

dt
=
G 2
F m

5
D

192�3
jVcsj

2 (1+ r
�)2 jA D K �

1
(0)j2 M �(t;�1;�2;�V ) (IX.14)

where

M L(t;�1;�2) = k(t)

�
�
�
�
�
~a(t)

1

(1� �1t)
n1
� ~b(t)

xD (0)

(1� �2t)
n2

�
�
�
�
�

2

(IX.15)

M � (t;�1;�V ) = t k(t)

�
�
�
�
�

1

(1� �1t)
n1
� ~c(t)

yD (0)

(1� �V t)
nV

�
�
�
�
�

2

(IX.16)

with k(t)given by :

k(t)=
n

(1+ r
�2 � t)2 � 4r�

2
o1=2

(IX.17)

Thecoe�cients~a(t); ~b(t)and ~c(t)are:

~a(t) =
1� r�

2 � t

2r�
(IX.18)

~b(t) =
k2(t)

2r�(1+ r�)2
(IX.19)

~c(t) =
k(t)

(1+ r�)2
(IX.20)

W ede�netheintegrals:

I�(�1;�2;�V )=

Z
(1� r�)2

0

M �(t;�1;�2;�V ) dt (IX.21)

and theintegrated rateisgiven by :

�(D ! K
�
+ ‘

+ + �‘)=
G 2
F m

5
D

192�3
jVcsj

2 (1+ r
�)2 jA D K �

1
(0)j2 �� I�(�1;�2;�V ) (IX.22)

Thenorm alized q2 distribution is:

X (t)=
�� M �(t;�1;�2;�V )

�� I�(t;�1;�2;�V )
(IX.23)

Ofcourse forthe scenarios selected in Part V,we have n1 = � 1;nV = 2 and three possible

values for n2;n2 = 2;1;0. W e have com puted X (t) in these three cases by using the PDG

values[5]forxD (0)and yD (0).The param eters�1;�2;�V � orequivalently �1;�2;�V � are

constrainted to stay inside the allowed dom ains represented on Figures 12,13 and 14. The
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resultsare shown on Figures19,20 and 21. Asin the previouscase,the largestsensitivity of

X (t)to theparam eters�i isin theneighbourhood oft= 0.

In an analogousway,itispossibleto study theq2 distributionsforthepolarization param -

eters�slL (t)and A
sl

LR(t):

�
sl

L (t) =
M L(t;�1;�2;�V )

�� M �(t;�1;�2;�V )
(IX.24)

A sl

LR(t) =
M � (t;�1;�2;�V )� M+ (t;�1;�2;�V )

M � (t;�1;�2;�V )+ M + (t;�1;�2;�V )
(IX.25)

W e only give here the integrated ratios�slL and A sl

LR where the functionsM �(t;�1;�2;�V )in

Eq.(IX.15)and (IX.16)arereplaced by theirintegralsovert,I�(�1;�2;�V ).Theresultsforthe

threecasesn2 = 2;1;0 arethefollowing :

n2 = 2: 0:516 � �
sl

L � 0:541 (IX.26)

0:885 � AslLR � 0:829

n2 = 1: 0:526 � �
sl

L � 0:541 (IX.27)

0:904 � AslLR � 0:857

n2 = 0: 0:536 � �
sl

L � 0:538 (IX.28)

0:904 � AslLR � 0:892

In Eqs.(IX.26)-(IX.28)theresultsarepresented in such away toexhibitacorrelation between

thelargest(sm allest)�slL and thesm allest(largest)A sl

LR .

5o)Letusnow considerthehadronictwo body decaysD o ! K (K � �)+ �+ (�+ ).Assum ing

factorization tobejusti�ed in theD sector,thevariousdecay ratescan bedeterm ined by using

thehadronicD ! K (K
�
)form factorsstudied here.

Atthequark level,thetreeleveldiagram isofthespectatortypeand thevariousratesare

written in thefollowing way :

B R = B R 0 �

 
f
ud

m D

! 2

� PS � FF (IX.29)
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ThescaleB R 0 isgiven by :

B R 0 =

 
G F m

2
Dp

2

! 2

jVcsj
2 jVudj

2
m D

8�
a
2

1

�D o

�h
(IX.30)

where a1 isthe BSW [8]param eterforcolorfavoured processes. Asin the PartIII,PS isa

phasespacefactor,f
ud
isa leptonicdecay constantf�+ orf�+ which areexperim entally known

and FF dependson thehadronicform factors.

Theresultsare:

a) D o ! K
� + �

+
; PS = 0:3993 ; FF = jF D K

0
(m 2

�)j
2 (IX.31)

b) D o ! K
� + �

+
; PS = 0:1936 ; FF = jF D K

1 (m 2

�)j
2 (IX.32)

c) D o ! K
�� + �

+
; PS = 0:2216 ; FF = jA D K �

0
(m 2

�)j
2 (IX.33)

d) D o ! K
�� + �

+
; PS = 0:0843

FF = jA D K �

1
(m 2

�)j
2
n

(aD � bD xD )
2 + 2[1+ cD

2
yD

2]
o

(IX.34)

where

aD = 1:5310 ; bD = 0:2419 ; cD = 0:2087 (IX.35)

and

xD =
A D K �

2 (m 2
�)

A D K �

1 (m 2
�)

; yD =
V D K �

(m 2
�)

A D K �

1 (m 2
�)

(IX.36)

In orderto testthe assum ption offactorization in the D sector,we shallstudy two ratiosof

rates:

R � =
�(D o ! K �� + �+ )

�(D o ! K � + �+ )
; TD =

�(D o ! K � + �+ )

�(D o ! K � + �+ )
(IX.37)

Using Eq.(IX.31)and (IX.33),weobtain

R � = 0:5550

�
�
�
�
�

A D K �

0
(m 2

�)

F D K
0 (m 2

�)

�
�
�
�
�

2

(IX.38)

It is legitim ate to neglect the variation ofthe form factors F0 and A 0 between q2 = 0 and

q2 = m 2
�.Using thenorm alization conditions[8],

F
D K
0 (0) = F

D K
1 (0) (IX.39)

A
D K �

0
(0) =

m D + m K �

2m K �

A
D K �

1
(0)�

m D � mK �

2m K �

A
D K �

2
(0) (IX.40)
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and thevaluesatq2 = 0 oftheform factorsasgiven by thePDG [5]:

F
D K
1

(0)= 0:75� 0:03 ; A
D K �

1
(0)= 0:56� 0:04 ; A

D K �

2
(0)= 0:40� 0:08 (IX.41)

weobtain :

A
D K �

0
(0)= 0:6473� 0:0757 (IX.42)

and thetheoreticalprediction forR � is

(R �)th = 0:4134� 0:1022 (IX.43)

Theexperim entalresultis[5]:

(R �)exp = 1:22� 0:16 (IX.44)

The discrepancy between theory and experim ent is very large. The theoreticalprediction is

clearly scenario-independent and it is unlikely that �nalstate interaction would be able to

�llthe gap between theory and experim ent. The m ost probable explanation is a failure of

factorization in theD sector.

Letusnow considerthequantity TD .Using Eq.(IX.31)and (IX.32),weget

TD = 0:4850

 
f�

f�

! 2
�
�
�
�
�

F D K
1 (m 2

�)

F D K
0 (m 2

�)

�
�
�
�
�

2

(IX.45)

Fortheleptonicdecay constantsf� and f�,weusetheexperim entalvalues

f� = 131:7 M eV f� = 212 M eV (IX.46)

and TD iswritten as:

TD = 1:2566

�
�
�
�
�

F D K
1

(m 2
�)

F D K
0 (m 2

�)

�
�
�
�
�

2

(IX.47)

Neglecting as previously the variation ofF0 between q2 = 0 and q2 = m 2
� and using the

norm alization condition (IX.39),weget

F D K
1 (m 2

�)

F D K
0 (m 2

�)
’
F D K
1 (m 2

�)

F D K
1 (0)

(IX.48)

In thispaperwehaveused a m onopoleq2-dependenceforF1,nF = 1 and wehave

F D K
1

(m 2
�)

F D K
1 (0)

=
1

1�
m 2

�

� 2

D F

(IX.49)
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wherethepolem asses�F and �D F in theB and D sectorsarerelated by Eq.(II.24).W ith the

constraint�F � 5 GeV ,them axim alvalueofTD isobtained with �D F = 1:78 GeV � which

correspondsto �F = 5 GeV � with theresult.

(TD )th < 1:8946 (IX.50)

Theexperim entalvalueissigni�cantly larger[5]:

(TD )exp = 2:59� 0:34 (IX.51)

Again thefactorization assum ption seem sto bein a bad shapein theD sector.

X C riticalD iscussions and C onclusions

1o)W ehaveshown thattheassum ption offactorizationisnotruledoutbyexperim entaldatafor

thecolour-suppressed decaym odesoftheB m eson,B ! K (K �)+ J=	(	
0

).Thefailurepointed

outin Ref.[1]m ightbedueto inadequatechoicesofhadronicform factorsand theaim ofthis

paperisessentiallytoexhibitpossibleq2-dependencesthatareabletoexplain experim entaldata

and particularly theratios�L and R J=	 .Ofcoursethepossibility to understand experim entis

notnecessary a proofoffactorization.

Letus�rstsum m arizetheassum ptionsand constraintscontained in ourm odel.

(A)Assum ptions:

1.Factorization holdsforcolorsupressed B decaysand �nalstatestrong interaction e�ects

can beneglected.

2.The SU(2)heavy avoursym m etry between the band cquarksisrealized by the Isgur-

W iserelations[3].

3.Theinputexperim entaldata in theD sectoraretaken from theanalysisofsem i-leptonic

decaysD ! K + ‘+ + �‘ and D ! K
�
+ ‘+ + �‘ in theform ofthevaluesatq2 = 0 ofthe

D ! K (K �)hadronicform factors[5].

(B)Theexperim entalconstraintsare:
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1.Theexperim entalratesforB ! K + J=	,B ! K �+ J=	,B ! K + 	
0

and B ! K �+ 	
0

used in theform ofratiosofratesR J=	 ,R 	
0,S and S� [de�ned respectively by Eq.(III.19)

and Eq.(VII.1)].

2.Theobserved longitudinalpolarizationfraction�L inB ! K �+J=	[de�ned byEq.(III.15)].

(C)Thetheoreticalconstraintsare:

1.Theexplicitform oftheq2 dependenceofthehadronicform factorsF1,A 1,A 2,V choosen

as[1� q2=�2]
� n

with n = � 1;0;1;2.

2.Thepolem asses�ofthevariousform factorsintheB sectorarelim itedtothe(5� 6) GeV

rangein orderto relatethem in a likely way to bs bound statem asses.

3.Theratiosofform factors�B (q2)and�B (q2)de�ned in Eqs.(II.16)and(II.46)areassum ed

to be independentofq2 and related in a naturalway to the pole m asses�F and �2 by

Eqs.(II.26)and (II.55).

2o)Am ongourthreetheoreticalassum ptions,theweakestoneseem stousthethird,i.e.,the

use oftheexperim entalvaluesatq2 = 0 oftheD ! K (K �)hadronicform factorsasdeduced

in a scenario-dependentway from theexperim entaltripleangulardistribution ofsem i-leptonic

decay. W e m ustem phasize thatm easurem entsofthe q2-dependence ofthese form factorsare

notavailableand theirvaluesatq2 = 0areobtained by extrapolation atq2 = 0ofexperim ental

data,assum ing m onopoleq2-dependence forallform factors.

Consider�rstthe sim plestcase ofthe form factorF D K
1 (q2). The two decay m odesD + !

K
o
‘+ �‘ and D

o ! K � ‘+ �‘ areexpected to have equalrates,the associated weak current

cs being isoscalar. Experim entally these two rates di�er by few standard deviations [5]and

som eaveragedom inated by them ostaccurately m easured D o m odeisused forextracting the

quantity F D K
1 (0)and the slope ofF D K

1 (q2)atq2 = 0 from the m easured q2 distribution. In

orderto have an estim ate oftheuncertaintiesoftheanalysis,letusnoticethattheratevalue

used by W itherell[12]is10% higherthan theoneofthePDG [5]both valuesbeing given with

5% errors.In spiteofthisdi�erence,thevaluesobtained by thePDG [5],F D K
1 (0)= 0:75� 0:03

and by W itherell[12],F D K
1

(0)= 0:77� 0:04 arevery sim ilar.
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W e have considered the problem ofdeterm ining F B K
1 (0) from the sem i-leptonic rate by

using Eq.(IX.7). The resultdepends on the param eter�F sim ply related to the pole m asses

�D F and �F in theD and B sectors.

Theresultsare:

n2 = 2: 5 GeV � �F � 5:71 GeV ; 0:68 � F
D K
1 (0) � 0:79 (X.1)

n2 = 1: 5 GeV � �F � 5:39GeV ; 0:68 � F
D K
1

(0) � 0:77 (X.2)

n2 = 0: 5 GeV � �F � 5:10 GeV ; 0:68 � F
D K
1 (0) � 0:73 (X.3)

The num ericalvalueofthe rateused in thisanalysisisthe PDG value of(8:2� 0:4)1010 s� 1.

W e notice that the slope results presented by W itherell[12]correspond in our language to

5:02 GeV � �F � 5:36 GeV .

W e now com m ent on D ! K
�
‘+ �‘ data,forwhich the q2-dependences forthe relevant

hadronicform factors,A K �

1
;A D K �

2
and V D K �

,arenotyetavailable.By�ttingtheq2 distribution

and the angular distribution due to the K � ! K + � decay, the ratios xD (0) and yD (0)

are obtained assum ing for the form factors a m onopole q2-dependence with the pole m asses

given by the lowestlying cs bound states,D �
s(2110)and D � �

s (2560). The resultsofthe PDG

[5]and ofW itherell[12]are nearly identical. The quantity A D K �

1
(0) is then obtained from

the transition rate. In this case the sem i-leptonic decay rates �(D o ! K �� + ‘+ + �‘) and

�(D + ! K �
o
+ ‘+ + �‘)areequalwithin errors.Howevertheaveragevalueoftherateused by

thePDG and by W itherelldi�ersby 11% and asaconsequencethevaluesofA D K �

1
(0)obtained

in thetwo casesaredi�erent:

PD G [5] A
D K �

1 (0)= 0:56� 0:04 ; W [12] A
D K �

1 (0)= 0:61� 0:05 (X.4)

W e study the problem ofdeterm ining A D K �

1
(0) from the sem i-leptonic decay rate by using

Eq.(IX.22).W evary theparam eters�1;�2;�V (�1;�2;�V )in theallowed dom ainsdeterm ined

in PartV and theresultsare:

n2 = 2: 0:601 � A
D K �

1
(0) � 0:645 (X.5)

n2 = 1: 0:618 � A
D K �

1
(0) � 0:645 (X.6)

n2 = 0: 0:638 � A
D K �

1
(0) � 0:647 (X.7)
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OurA D K �

1 (0)isto be com pared to thePDG one0:56� 0:04,since thenum ericalvalue ofthe

rateused in ouranalysisisthePDG value(4:6� 0:4)1010 s� 1.

Theerrorsquoted forF D K
1 (0)and A D K �

1 (0)in references[5]and[12]donottakeintoaccount

thetheoreticaluncertaintiesduetotheq2-dependenceused foranalysingtheexperim entaldata.

Theform alresultspreviously obtained with ourm odelillustrateclearly thepointand itseem s

to usthattheerrorshavebeen underestim ated.

Finally letuspointoutthatthevariousratiosstudied in thispaperhavedi�erenttypesof

dependence with respectto theform factorvaluesatq2 = 0 in theD sector.

(i). A LR and A
0

LR depend only on yD (0).

(ii). �L and �
0

L depend on xD (0)and yD (0).

(iii). R J=	 and R
	
0 depend on xD (0),yD (0)and zD (0).

(iv). R �c dependson x
D (0)and zD (0).

(v). S and T areindependentofthesethreeratios.

(vi). S� and T� depend on xD (0)and yD (0).

Forthesem i-leptonicnorm alized distribution X (t),itisindependenton theseratiosin the

D ! K + ‘+ + �‘ caseand itdependson x
D (0)and yD (0)in theD ! K

�
+ ‘+ + �‘ m ode.

3o)In addition to thenecessity ofan im provem entin accuracy fortheobserved rates� in

particular,thoseinvolving the	
0

arestillbadly known with errorsatthe45% or64% level�

weneed a detection oftheK + �c and K
� + �c m odes.On thepolarization side,only theratio

�L hasbeen m easured and itwasan im portantquantity to betaken into accountforthe �ts.

ItisclearthattheknowledgeofA LR ,�
0

L and A
0

LR predicted by ourm odelwould considerably

help in reducing thesizeoftheallowed dom ainsin theparam eterspace.

Thebestsituation would betoselectonlyonescenarioand asm alldom ain in theparam eter

space.Theworsesituation forourm odelwould bethatthenew m easurem entsexcludethethree

presently rem aining scenarios. Ourapproach being purely phenom enologicalisnotconnected

with any theoreticalcalculation like,forinstance,QCD sum ruleorlatticegaugetheoriesand

ourm odeliscertainly nottheuniqueway to com puteB ! K (K �)hadronicform factors.

Howeverifwearein thebestsituation previously m entioned,itwillbenecessary toprovide

a theoreticalsupportto theso determ ined hadronicform factorsand forthat,resultsofRef.[6]

seem to bein a good shapebecauseoftheunusualq2 behaviourprediction forA 1(q
2).
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Ifwe are in the worse situation,itwillbe reasonable to think seriously ofthe role played

by non-factorizablecontributions.
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A ppendix A

1.Erroron �L (Eq:(III.17)).

4 �L = 2�L(1� �L)

8
<

:

"
bx

a� bx

#2  
4 xD

xD

! 2

+

"
2c2y2

1+ c2y2

#2  
4 yD

yD

! 2
9
=

;

1=2

(A.1)

2.Erroron N = (a� bx)2 + 2(1+ c2y2)

4 N = 2

8
<

:
[bx(a� bx)]2

 
4 xD

xD

! 2

+
h

2c2y2
i2
 
4 yD

yD

! 2
9
=

;

1=2

(A.2)

3.Erroron R J=	 (Eq:(III.19)).

4 R J=	 = R J=	

8
<

:

 
4 N

N

! 2

+ 4

 
4 zD

zD

! 2
9
=

;

1=2

(A.3)

4.From thePDG valuesin theD sectoratq2 = 0 [5].

4 xD

xD
=
15

73
;

4 yD

yD
=

25

189
;

 
4 zD

zD

! 2

=

�
1

14

�2

+

�
1

25

� 2

(A.4)

5.In the	
0

case,wem akethesituationsa ! a
0

;b! b
0

;c! c
0

;x ! x
0

;y ! y
0

and z ! z
0

.

6.Erroron S (Eq:(VII.3)).

4 S = 2 S

8
<

:

 
4 fJ=	

fJ=	

! 2

+

 
4 f

0

	

f
0

	

! 2
9
=

;

1=2

(A.5)
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7.Erroron S� (Eq:(VII.4)).

4 S� = 2 S
�

8
<

:

"
4 S

2S

#2

+

"
bx(a� bx)

N
�
b
0

x
0

(a
0

� b
0

x
0

)

N
0

#2  
4 xD

xD

! 2

+ 4

2

4
c2y2

N
�
c
02
y
02

N
0

3

5

2  
4 yD

yD

! 2

9
>=

>;

1=2

(A.6)

A ppendix B

Sem i-leptonic decay D ! K e+ �e :

Using forthe hadronic form factorF D K
1 (q2)a m onopole q2-dependence,the decay rate is

given by Eq.(IX.7) where the integralI(�F )is de�ned in Eq.(IX.6). From the experim ental

rate,itispossibleto deducethevalueofF D K
1

(0)iftheslopeparam eter�F isknown.

Thecom putation ofI(�F )hasbeen doneboth num erically and analytically.In thecaseof

interesthere:

1

(1+ r)2
< �F <

1

(1� r)2
; r=

m K

m D

(B.1)

theresultis:

I(�F ) =
1� r2

2�3F

n

� 6+ 9(1+ r
2)�F � 2(1� r

2)2�2F

o

�
3

�4F

n

1� 2(1+ r
2)�F + (1+ r

4)�2F

o

lnr

+
3

�4F
[1� (1+ r

2)�F ]
q

[(1+ r)2�F � 1][1� (1� r)2�F ]

�

8
<

:

�

2
� Arctg

(1+ r2)� (1� r2)2�F

(1� r2)
q

[(1+ r)2�F � 1][1� (1� r)2�F ]

9
=

;
(B.2)

Ofcourse such a form ula can be used forany sem i-leptonic decay ofthe type 0� ! 0� +

e+ + �e provided thecorresponding form factorhasa m onopoleq2-dependence.
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Figure C aptions and Table C aptions

A . Figure captions

1.Figure 1 :Param etersfortheB ! K transitions.On thehorizontalaxisis�2
F ,on the

leftverticalaxisistheparam eter�,on therightverticalaxisisthepolem ass� 2
D F .The

relevantrelationsare

�
B =

m 2
B � m2K

�2
F

; �
D =

�B � �

1+ �� B
; �

D =
m 2

D � m2K

�2
D F

�2

D F =
m c

m b

�2

F �

�

1�
m c

m b

�

(m bm c � m
2

K )

Thevaluesof�F and �D F used by Bauer-Stech-W irbelareindicated by thepointBSW

and they are�F = 5.43 GeV and �D F = 2.11 GeV .

2.Figure 2 :Param etersfortheB ! K � transitions.On thehorizontalaxisis�2
2
,on the

leftverticalaxisistheparam eter�,on therightverticalaxisisthepolem ass� 2
D 2
.The

relevantrelationsare

�
B =

m 2
B � m2K �

�2
2

; �
D =

�B � �

1+ ��B
; �

D
=
m 2

D � m2K �

�2
D 2

�2

D 2
=
m c

m b

�2

2
�

�

1�
m c

m b

�

(m bm c� m
2

K �)

The valuesof�2 and �D 2 used by Bauer-Stech-W irbelare indicated by the pointBSW

and they are�2 = 5.82 GeV and �D 2 = 2.53 GeV .

3.Figure 3 :Thequark levelcolour-suppressed diagram bq! (cc)+ (sq).

4.Figure 4 :A B K �
2 (m 2

	
0)and xB (m 2

	
0)asfunctionsof�2 for5 GeV � �2 � 6 GeV .One

standard deviationsareindicated with dotted points.

5.Figure 5 :The fractionallongitudinalpolarization �
0

L asa function of�2 for5 GeV �

�2 � 6 GeV . One standard deviationsare indicated with dotted points. Ourscenario-

independentupperlim it�
0

L � 0:5664 isindicated.
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6.Figure 6 : The hadronic form factorF B K
1 (q2)atq2 = 0,q2 = m 2

J=	
and q2 = m 2

	
0 as

functionsof�F for5 GeV � �F � 6 GeV .Onestandard deviationsareindicated with

dotted points.

7.Figure 7 : The ratio ofratesR
	
0 asa function of�2 and �F for5 GeV � �2;�F �

6 GeV .Thecrosspointsindicatetheonestandard deviation experim entallim its0:44�

R
	
0 � 3:62.

8.Figure 8 :Theallowed dom ain in the�1,�2,�V spaceduetotheconstraints�L + 4 �L �

0:70 for�2;�V 2 (5 -6)GeV ,�1 � 5 GeV .Thescenario is[n1;n2;nV ]= [� 1;2;2].

9.Figure 9 :Sam easFigure8 forthescenario [-1,1,2].

10.Figure 10 :Sam easFigure8 forthescenario [-1,0,2].

11.Figure 11 :Sam easFigure8 forthescenario [-1,2,1].

12.Figure 12 : The allowed dom ain in the �1,�2,�V space due to the constraints �L +

4 �L � 0:70 and RJ=	 � 4 RJ=	 � 2:20 for �2;�V 2 (5 -6)GeV ,�1 � 5 GeV . The

scenario is [n1;n2;nV ]= [� 1;2;2]. 4 �L and 4 R J=	 are theoreticalerrors induced by

experim entalerrorsofxD (0);yD (0)and zD (0).

13.Figure 13 :Sam easFigure12 forthescenario [-1,1,2].

14.Figure 14 :Sam easFigure12 forthescenario [-1,0,2].

15.Figure 15 :Theallowed dom ain in the�F ,�2,�V spacedueto theconstraint

�1;M IN (�2;�V ;�F = 5 GeV )� �1 � �1;M A X (�2;�V )with �F � 5GeV .The scenario

is[n1;n2;nV ]= [� 1;2;2].

16.Figure 16 :Sam easFigure15 forthescenario [-1,1,2].

17.Figure 17 :Sam easFigure15 forthescenario [-1,0,2].

18.Figure 18 :Thenorm alized dim ensionlessdistribution X (t)forthesem i-leptonicdecay

D ! K + ‘+ + �‘.Thescenario n2 = 2 correspondsto 5 GeV � �F � 5:71 GeV ,the

scenarios n2 = 1 corresponds to 5 GeV � �F � 5:39 GeV and the scenario n2 = 0
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correspondsto 5 GeV � �F � 5:10 GeV . By Eq.(II.24)the pole m asses�D F in the

D sectorcan beobtained from �F given here.

19.Figure 19 :Thenorm alized dim ensionlessdistribution X (t)forthesem i-leptonicdecay

D ! K
�
+ ‘+ + �‘.Thescenario is[n1;n2;nV ]= [� 1;2;2].Thethicknessofthecurveis

dueto the�1;�2;�V ranges.

20.Figure 20 :Sam easFigure19 forthescenario [-1,1,2].

21.Figure 21 :Sam easFigure19 forthescenario [-1,0,2].
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B . Table C aptions

1.Table 1 :

Experim entaldata ofthedecay ratesforK (� )+ 	
0

and K (� )+ J=	 asaveraged by PDG

[5].

2.Table 2 :

Experim entaldata and theaveraged valuesfortheratiosR
	
0,R J=	 .

3.Table 3 :

Num ericalresults for �L,�L + 4 �L,R J=	 and R J=	 � 4 RJ=	 at three values of�1 ;

�1;M A X ,�1;M IN and an interm ediatevaluebetween twoextrem evaluesin threescenarios

(n2 = 2;1;0).

4.Table 4 :

Experim entaldata and theaveraged valuesfortheratiosS,S�.
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