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I. NTRODUCTION

R ecently ﬂ:] we analyzed the decays of B m esons to two light pssudoscalar m esons
P within the context of avor SU (3) B, 3, 4]. W e proposed that inform ation on phases
of the CabibboXK cbayashiM askawa (CKM ) m atrix could be cbtained from the study
of tin e-independent m easurem ents of decay rates, and found that the SU (3) relations
were of use In interpreting and anticipating CP ~violating asym m etries In these decays.

The analyses in [l]m ade use of an overcom plete graphical description of am pliudes
Involving dom Inant tree T , color suppressed C , and penguin P contributions, and an aller
exchange E , annihilation A, and penguin annihilation P A tem s. Particularly ussfil
relations ollowed from the neglect of these last three term s. Fora B m eson to decay
via these diagram s directly the two quarks In the meson must nd each other, and
hence the contributions of these diagram s were expected to be suppressed by a factor
of fg=my 5% . Tests of this assum ption that relied on B decays to the pssudoscalar
m esons were proposed in Ii].

O ne can also test for the absence of exchange and annihilation graphs In the decays
2,3,'4] of B 's to one light pseudocalarP and one charm ed meson D . (In these processes
there is no analogue of the penguin annihilation graph. Furthem ore, various SU (3)—
breaking e ects can be studied in a m anner not possbl when both nalstate m esons
are light. Since a sihgle product of CKM elem ents is Involved in such decays, relative
phases between am plitudes are a signal of nalstate interactions, which thusm ay be
probed w ith the help of am plitude triangles 1. W hen two cham ed quarks occur in the

nalstate,asin thedecaysB ! DD orB ! P, the analysisbecom es even simpler.

T he strangenesspreserving processes B | PD , mvolving the CKM m atrix elem ent
product V4 V,4, have typical branching ratios of several parts in 10°. They dom inate
themuch rarerB ! PP processes, which nvolve V,, and are expected to have branch—
ing ratios of order 10 °. The strangenesschanging processes B ! P D, involving the
com bination V Vs, aswellas the rarer processesB | P D , involving the com binations
ViupVes Or V Vg, also provide usefiil informm ation, as do the decays of B mesons to D D
or P nalstates.

Several issues arose in ;] which can be addressed in part by extending the analysis to
decays involving one or two cham ed quarks In the nal state. W e address these issues
In the present paper:

(1) How large are SU (3)-breaking e ects in twobody B m eson decays?

(2) A re contrbutions due to exchange (E ) and annihilation @) diagram s really
negligble?

(3) Can one detemm ine nalstate Interactions in a m anner independent of CKM
phases? One such detem ination involves the decaysB* !  *D?,B°! *D , and
B! °D° {1

In Refs. [§, 1] we discussed several ways in which weak CKM phases could be de-
term ined using SU (3) trangl relations involving a variety of B ! PP processes. In
thispaperwe discuss how these analyses are a ected by SU (3)-breaking e ects. W ew i1l
see that, for the m ost part, SU (3) breaking can be taken into account in a system atic
way. In Ref. B], the question was raised as to the in portance of electroweak penguin



diagram s in the detem nation of weak phases. A though this is an in portant point, it
is som ew hat orthogonalto the m ain thrust of the present work. W e therefore discuss it
in a separate paper f].

The in patient reader m ay tum directly to our conclusions (Sec. V III) for the an-
swers (many ofwhich will require new m easurem ents) to the above questions. Form ore
kisurely perusal, the llow Ing sectionsm ay be of interest aswell.

In Section ITwe review our SU (3) analysis D:] of B ! PP processes, and extend it
toB! PD,B ! PD,B ! DD,andB ! P decays. The SU (3) analysis w ill lead
to m any useful relations. For all except the B | PP processs, equivalent relations
can be cbtained by sim ply replacing one or both ofthe pssudoscalarm esons in the nal
state w ith a vectorm eson. O foourse, when both are vector m esons, am plitude relations
will hold ssparately for di erent helicity or angular m om entum states, lin iting their
usefiness.

The language em ployed involves a graphical notation equivalent to decom position
into SU (3) representations. W e Introduce this notation and apply it to the case of rst—
order SU (3) breaking In Sec. ITI. M easuram ents w hich test these relations, both In the
presence and in the absence of exchange € ) and annihilation @) contributions, are
noted in Sec. IV . In Sec.V we exam Ine how SU (3)-breaking e ectsa ect the extraction
ofweak CKM phases. W e discuss am plitude triangle relations and their in plications for
strong nalstate interactions in Sec.V I.T he present status of relevant data on two-body
B decays, and som e fiture experin ental prosoects, are reviewed in Sec.V II.

In our approach, the graphical description is used to Implment avor SU (3) sym —
m etry and linear SU (3) breaking In the m ost general form . Som e of our relations fol-
Iow purely from this Inearly broken symm etry, while others degpend on an additional
(testable) dynam ical assum ption that pem its us to ignore certain contrbutions. This
is com plem entary to the m odeldependent studies of twobody B decays carried out in
the past [10]. Such m odel calculations are based on further assum ptions of factorizable
hadronicm atrix elem ents ofthe e ective H am iltonian and on speci c hadronic form fac—
tors. T his leads to stronger predictions than in our approach { absolute branching ratios,
for exam ple. However, the m odeldependent description is also expected to nvolve a
num ber of di erent kinds of uncertainties [L1], so that it is probably only su cient for
order-ofm agniude rate estin ates.

IJI.NOTATION AND SU 3) DECOM POSITION
A .D e nitions of states

W e recapitulate som e results of [L]. Taking the u; d, and s quarks to transform as
a trplet of avor SU (3), and the u;d, and s to transform as an antitriplet, we de ne
m esons In such a way as to form isosgoin muliplets w ithout extra signs:

. 0 P
u ; @ uu)= 2 ; du ; @)

K" us ; K° ds ; @)



K° & ; K su : 3)

For reasons discussed In more detail n [L], we do not consider decays nvolving
or %in the present paper. Since these states are octet-singlet m ixtures, we would have
to introduce additional SU (3) reduced m atrix elem ents or additional graphs to describe
such decays.

The B m esons and their charge-con jigates are de ned as

Cham ed m esons are taken to be

D" cw ; D d ; DY s ;
D° @ ; D od ; D

8
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B .D ecom position in term s of SU (3) am plitudes

1.B ! PP demyswerediscussed in [I}]. Theweak Ham iltonian operators associated
w ith the transitionsb ! uugandb! g (= dor s) transform asa 3 , 6, or15 of
SU 3). W hen combined wih the trplt light quark In the B meson, these operators
then lead to the follow ing representations in the direct channel:

3 3=1+8§ ; (6)
6 3=8+ 10 ; (7
15 3=&+ 10 + 27 : 8)

These representations couple to the symm etric product of two octets (the pseu—
doscalar m esons), containing unique singlet, octet, and 27-plt representations, so that
the decays are characterized by one singlet, three octets, and one 27-plt am plitude. Sep—
arate am plitudes apply to the cases of strangenesspreserving and strangeness-changing
transitions.

2. B ! PD demays, nvolving the quark subprocess b ! wug (g = d or s), are
characterized by a weak Ham iltonian transform ng as a avor octet. W hen combined
w ith the iniial light quark (3), this leads to nal states transform ing as 3, 6 , and 15
representations of SU (3). These are also the representations form ed by the com bination
of the naloctet Iight pssudoscalarm eson and triplet D meson. Thus, there are three
Independent SU (3) am plitudes, transform ing as 3, 6 , and 15, for these decays.

3. B ! PD demys, mvolving the quark subprocessb ! uog (@ = d or s), are
characterized by a weak Ham iltonian transform ing asa 3 or 6 representation. W hen
com bined w ith the initial light quark (3), this leads to the follow ing representations:

3 3=3+6 ; 9)



6 3=3+15 ; 10)

which each have unique couplings to the nallight pssudoscalar (8) and cham ed m eson
(3 ), whose tensorproduct involves 3 , 6,and 15 representations. T hus, these processes
are characterized by four invariant am plitudes.

4.B ! DD andB ! P demys are characterized by transitions giving rise to a
single light antiquark, transformm ing as an antitriplet. W hen combined with the niial
quark, this antiquark can form a singlkt or an octet In the direct channel. T hus, there
w illbe two SU (3)-invariant am plitudes (1 + 8) characterizing thedecaysB ! DD but
only one (8) characterizing the decaysB ! P ,where P isan octet m em ber.

C .D ecom position in term s of diagram s

D jagram s describing B decays are a particularly usseful representation of SU (3) am -
plitudes. T here are six distinct diagram s, shown in Fig.%;. They consist of:

a (olorfavored) \tree" am plitude T,
a \oolorsuppressed" am plitude C,
a \penguin" am plitude P ,
an \exchange" am plitude E ,
an \anniilation" am plitude A, and
a \penguin annihilation" am plitude P A .
O f oourse, not all diagram s contrioute to all classes of decays. In particular,

1. A1l six diagram s contrbute to the decays B ! PP (see Fig. 1), but only ve
distinct linear com binations appear in the am plitudes.

2. Threediagram s (T, C, E ) contrdbute to thedecaysB ! PD (seeFjg.EZ).

3. Fourdiagram s (', C', E’, K') contrbute to the decaysB ! PD (seeFjg.:Q).

4. Threediagram s @,B,E) contribute tothedecaysB ! DD ,butthey only appear
in two com binations (f + PA, EA) . Only one diagram (CA) contributes to the decays

B! (P (eeFg.Q).

A s expected, one obtains the sam e num ber of diagram s (or com binations of diagram s)
contrbuting to the various classes of B decays as was ound previously using group
theory.

In Tablks 44§, n the \SU (3) fnvariant" column, we present the decom position in
term s of diagram s of all the B decays In the four classes:

1.B ! PP (Tablksid and2).
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Figure 1: D jJagram sdescrioing B ! PP decays for S = 0 processes (Unprin ed am pli-
tudes) or j Sj= 1 processes (prin ed am plitudes). T he g quark denotes any m em ber of
the SU (3) triplkt, u;d;s, whereas o denotes d or s.

2.B ! PD (Tabks3andy),
3.B ! PD (TablsHand®),
4.B ! DD andB ! P (Tablksiland®g).

Note that, or B ! PP, we include only the contrbutions from the T, C and P

diagram s. A s discussed In [I], and reiterated in the introduction, we expect the E , A

and P A diagram s to be suppressed by fp=m 5% . W e willbe testing the validity of
this assum ption with the B ! PD system . The decom position ofB ! PP decays in

term s of all six diagram s can be found i {1].
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Figure 2: D jagram s describbing decaysB ! PD orB !
VVua Or Vg Vs (

PD govemed by CKM factors
Vi Vuq) barred am plitudes), and V  Ves or V. Vg ( ViVes)
(tilded am plitudes). The g quark denotes any m ember of the SU (3) trplt, u;d;s,
whereas o denotes d or s.
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Figure 3: D jagram s describing B !

DD @cd),orB ! P () decayswih jSj=1
(unprin ed am plitudes, ° = s) orwih S = 0 (rimed amplitudes, g
quark denotes any m ember u;d;s of the SU (3) trplet.

d). The g



Tablk 1: Decomposition of B ! PP amplitudes or C = S = 0 transitions in
tem s of graphical contributions shown in Fig. 1. AmplitudesE , A, and PA (and the
corresoonding SU (3)-breaking tem s) are neglected.

Fial SU (3) SU (3)
State nvariant breaking
+ + 0 _ld_
B™ ! T+ C)=2
K*K? P P,
BO ! * CI+Pp)
00 C P)=2
K%K © P P,
B! *K (T +P) T+ P,)
0er 0 P p_—
K (C P):Z (Cz Pz): 2

Tabl 2: Decom position of B | PP amplitudes for C = 0; jSj= 1 transitions in
temm s of graphical contributions shown in Fig. 1. AmplitudesE % A% and PA° (@and the
corresoponding SU (3)-breaking tem s) are neglected.

Fial SU @3) SU (3)
State nvariant breaking
B* ! KO po . p) 5
oK * T+ C%+ P9Y= 2 @+ Ccl+PY= 2
BO! K* @™+ P9 @+ P
O O 0 0 P 0 0 P
K c® p9= 2 c® p)= 2
B! K'K ™+ P9 @+ T2+ P2+ P
K °K ° pP° P+ pJ?




Table 3: D ecom position ofam plitudes forprocesses govemed by V Vg
of graphical contributions shown in Fig. 2.

Final SU (3) SU (3)

State Invariant breaking
B ! DO T+C
BO ! D T+E
‘D0 E)=p§

K*D, E E,

B, ! K°?° C C,

D T T,

S

Table 4: D ecom position ofam plitudes for processes govemed by V V¢
of graphical contributions shown in Fig. 2.

Fial SU @3) SU (3)
State nvariant breaking
B*! K'D? T+ C) T, + C1)
B! K'D T T,
K°? C C,
B, ! D E E.
op 0 =2 E1=p§
K*D T+E) ([;+ T, + E;+ Ey)

0 (?)Intem s

O (3)ntems



Table 5: D ecom position ofam plitudes for processes govermed by V, Vs
of graphical contributions shown in Fig. 2.

O (’)intems

Final SU (3) SU (3)

state invarant breaking

B*! K'D? cC K c, K
K" K )i}

o + b b~

D} T= 2 Ti= 2

B! K¢ of of]
D ;r T T:

Bg ! K D; T E ™n T, E7 ES
D* E E,

O 0 P S

D E= 2 E1= 2

Table 6: D ecom position ofam plitudes forprocesses govemned by V ;. Ve O ( %) In tem s

of graphical contributions shown in Fig. 2.

Fial SU 3) SU 3)
State Invariant breaking
B* ! *DO C+ K)
0o + b
D T K)= 2
K} K K,
BO ! D* T+ E)
0~ O b
D Cc E)= 2
K D! E E,
B, ! K D T T,
KDY o c,
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Table 7: D ecom position of am plitudes for j Sj= 1 processes nvolving a cc pair in
the nalstate [eading behavior O (?)]in tem s of graphical contrbutions shown in
Fi. 3.

Final SU 3) SU 3)

State nvariant breaking

B*! D!D?° T+ P T, + B;
K ¢ o

B°! DID T+ 8 [+ By
K ° ¢ &

B,! D!p, T+P+E T.+P+FE;
+T,+ By + E,

D*D E o

DD E £,

Tabl 8: D ecom position of am plitudes for S = 0 processes Involving a cc pair n the
nalstate [leadingbehavior O ( 3)1in tem sofgraphicalcontributions shown in F ig. 3.

Final SU 3) SU 3)
State Ihvariant breaking
B*! DD To4+ BO
c + CO
B! D*D T+ PO+ E?
DD E°
DID, EO EY
o ag P =
. ¢¥ 2
a0 £0 a0 0
B! DD, T+ P S+ P,
K ° éo &9
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ITI.SU 3) BREAKING EFFECTS

In the previous section, we discussed the decom position of the various B decays in
tem s of SU (3)-invariant am plitudes. W e now tum to a discussion of SU (3)-breaking
e ects.

A .SU (3)breaking diagram s

F lavor SU (3) is broken by the di erence in the u, d and s quark m asses. Since the
massm atrix transform s as a 3 3 =1+ 8 ofSU (3), we use the octet piece to break
SU (3) (the singkt is, by de nion, SU (3)-invariant). This breaking is st order (ie.
linear) in the quark m asses. In operator language, this corregoonds to the introduction of
an operatorM into the SU (3)-nvariant am plitudes, n which M is a linear com bination
of 3and g (the ;aretheusualGellM ann matrices). The ; piece can be neglected,
since it corresponds to isospin breaking, which isexpected to be very am all. W e therefore
have M g. It isnow possbl to construct all SU (3)-breaking operators a la Savage
and W ise 3], and to exam ine theire ectson B decays.

Tt is sin pler, how ever, to think ofthe above in term sofa diagram m atic decom position
of SU (3) am plitudes. It is the squark mass (or, m ore precisely, the di erence of the
squark and the d-quark m asses) which breaks SU (3). The GellM ann m atrix g
diagfl;1; 2] can be wrtten as the dentity which is SU (3)-invarant) plus the m atrix
diag;0; 3]. Thus, SU (3)-breaking operators w ill be nonzero only when an s-quark
is involved and an SU (3)-breaking diagram can be obtained from the SU (3)-pressrving
diagram s of F 4. 1, by putting an \X " on any s-quark line. The \X " corresponds to a
m assdi erence Insertion m o my)= , where is the scak of SU (3) breaking. The
SU (3)-breaking diagram s are shown in Fig.4:

There are two SU (3)-breaking diagram swhich can be cbtained from a T diagram :
(1) in the T, diagram , the s-quark is am ong the decay products ofthe W ; 2) In
the T, diagram , the squark is the spectator quark.

T here are two SU (3)-breaking diagram swhich can be obtained from a C diagram :
(1) In the C; diagram , the s—quark is am ong the decay products ofthe W ; (2) In
the C, diagram , the squark is the soectator quark.

T here are three SU (3)-breaking diagram swhich can be obtained from a P diagram :
(1) in theP; diagram , thereisab ! stransition; @) in theP, diagram , the squark
is the spectator quark; (3) in the P; diagram , an ss quark pair is created.

There are two SU (3)-breaking diagram swhich can be obtained from a E diagram :
(1) In the E; diagram , the squark is in the decaying Bs) meson; (2) n the E,
diagram , an ss quark pair is created.

There are two SU (3)-breaking diagram swhich can be cbtained from a A diagram :
(1) In the A, diagram , the s-quark is am ong the decay products ofthe W ; (2) In
the A, diagram , an ss quark pair is created.

12
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Figure 4: D iagram m atic representation of SU (3) symm etry breaking e ects. Crosses
appear only on s quark lines as explained in text.

There aretwo SU (3)-breaking diagram sw hich can be obtained from aP A diagram .
They are not shown in Fig.4 since we w ill never m ake use of them . However we
list them here for com plkteness: (1) in the P A; diagram , the squark is in the
decaying Bs) meson; (2) in the P A, diagram , an ss quark pair is created.

It is now straightforward to establish which SU (3)-breaking diagram s contribute to
the various B decays:

1.B ! PP :allsix diagram s contribute to these decays (@beit In only ve distinct
linear com binations), so all 13 SU (3)-breaking diagram s w ill contribute, though
only in 10 distinct linear com binations.

2.B ! PD:TheT,C and E diagram s contribute to these decays, so there are six
possbl SU (3)-breaking contriutions (T;, T, C1,C2, E1,E5).

3.B! PD:TheT,C,E and K diagram s contribute to these decays, so there are
eight possble SU (3)-breaking contributions (T3, T, C1,C,, E1,E5, K1, K5).

4.B ! DD : Two combinations (f + PA, EA) of the three diagram s TA, P and E
contribute to these decays, so there are fourpossble SU (3)-breaking contributions

13



(fl + PAl, TAZ + PAZ, EAl, EA2) . CPA3 never appears since In these decays a cc quark pair
is created, not an ss pair.)

B! P:The ¢ diagram contributes to these decays, so there are two possbl
SU (3)dreaking contrbutions €, ¢,).

In Tables2-§, in the \SU (3) breaking" colum n, we present the SU (3)-breaking con—
tributions to allthe B decays in the four classes:

1.B ! PP (Tabksland?).
2.B ! PD (Tabks3andi),
3.B ! PD (Tablks§and®g),
4.B ! DD andB ! P (Tabksiland®g),

ForB ! PP, we Include only the SU (3)-breaking contrbutions which are derived
from the T, C and P diagram s and their prin ed counterparts. Those SU (3)-breaking
diagram s which are welated to the E, A and P A diagram s are expected to be much
an aller (see below ).

Note that, In T type diagram s, the weak current is coupled directly to a nalstate
meson (see Figs.1{3). Therefore, assum Ing factorization, SU (3)-breaking e ects in the
decay of the W can be directly related to m eson decay constants. Speci cally, for
B! PP andB ! PD,

T+ T, f&
== . 11
T P 11)
whikeforB ! PD andB ! DD we have
T+ T f
1 _ o, 12)
T 5

(In the above, the symbol \T " represents any T -type diagram in Figs. 1{3.)

Since the T,, C, and P, corrections involre the spectator quark, these can be inter-
preted as form —factor corrections. T he ram aining SU (3)-breaking corrections are related
to the di erence In the production am plitudes for ss and uu (dd).

In all cases, the SU (3)-breaking diagram sm ay have di erent strong phases than the
parent diagram s, so that nalstate phases can be a ected. Tn particular, in Egs. (11)
and {2) above, the quantity 1+ T;=T is in generalequalto the ratio of decay constants
tin es an unknown phase.

B . E xpected sizes of the various diagram s

Not all of the SU (3)-invarant contrlbutions are expected to be equally large { we
expect there to be a range of m agnitudes. The SU (3)-violating contributions should
obey a sin ilar hierarchy.

Forexample, theT,C ,E and A contributionsto a particular decay allhave the sam e
CKM m atrix elem ents. However, for dynam ical reasons, the T diagram is expected to

14



dom nate. TheC diagram iscolorsuppressed, so naively itsm agnitude should be am aller
than that of the T diagram by a factor 1/3. M odel calculations suggest that the ratio
L =T jis in fact som ewhat sn aller, about 02 [12,13]. For the purmposes of com parison,
wewilltake £ =T j . Note that the use ofthe param eter here isnot related in any
way to the CKM matrix elements of C and T { it is sin ply used to keep track of the
relative size of the two diagram s.) A s previously m entioned, the E and A diagram s are
expected to be suppressed relative to the T diagram s by a factor fz=mz 5
(A gain, the param eter is used here only as an approxin ate m easure of the re]atjye

size.) Thus, the approxin ate relative sizes of these four SU (3)-Invarant contrlbutions

are T j: £ I:EFAI=1: : 2.

W e do not know how large the SU (3)-breaking e ects are. Our one clie com es
from the matio fx =f = 12, which appears naturally if factorization is assum ed, ie.
(fx f)=f 02 . Assum Ing all SU (3)-breaking e ects are of this order, we
expect =T j , T=C3 , etc. (If the SU (3)-breaking e ects should tum out to
be signi cantly larger, then our lowest-order param etrization of SU (3) breaking would
probably be suspect.)

The P and PA contrbutions have to be considered separately, since they have dif-
ferent CKM m atrix elem ents than the T, C,E and A diagram s. W e w ill discuss theam
as they arise in the various B decays below .

A word of caution to the rader: In what follow s, we estin ate the relative sizes (In
powers of ) of the SU (3)-Invariant and SU (3)-breaking diagram s which contribute to
alltwobody hadronic B decays. In later sections we often use this estin ated hierarchy
to isolate the largest e ect in a particular decay (ncliding appropriate explanations,
of course). However, one must be carefiil not to take this hierarchy too literally. Not
only are these only educated guesses, but isnot that analla number { a factor of 4
enhancem ent or suppression can easily tum an e ect ofO ( ) nto an e ect of O ( ® ).

o\

1. B ! PP demys: For thes decays, theb ! uud and b ! uus transitions must
be analysed ssparately, sihce the penguin contrbutions play a di erent role in the two
cases.

The dom inant diagram in b ! uud decays is T, whose CKM m atrix elm ents are
V,pVua- Based on the above discussion, relative to T jwe expect that £ £ 3 AJ
and the SU (3) corrections to T, C, E and A are suppressed by various powers of
The P diagram is also am aller than the T diagram , but is suppression factor ism ore
uncertain. The CKM m atrix elem ents forP areV,Vy [4]. A though V3> Vupj there
are suppressions due to the Ioop and to smy) /7 02. A llow ing for the possibility that
the P m atrix elem ents are enhanced relative to the T m atrix elem ents, a conservative
estinateis P=T3j O () (@although this is likely to be som ewhat sm aller[i5]). The P A
diagram should be suppressed relative to the P diagram by a factor fz=m y 2. Thus,
for C = S = 0 transitions, relative to the dom nant T joontribution we expect the
follow Ing approxin ate hierarchy to hold:
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O(% : I

O() : £3F% P3F SUQB) corxrectionsto T,

0(?% : £3F AF SUE) correctionsto C and P,

O0(’ : PAF SU Q) comectionstoE and A, (13)
O (% : SU @) correctionstoPA .

T his in plies that, ifone neglkcts the E and A contrbutions to such decays, it is consis—
tent to also ignore all SU (3)-breaking e ects exospt the correctionsto T .

Forb ! uus transitions, the relevant CKM m atrix elments in a T° diagram are
VopVus O (%), whikthose ortheP °diagram (which correspondstoab ! s transition)
areVyVis O (?). There is a suppression for the P ° diagram due to the Ioop and to

sMmy), and we estim ate this as above to be O ( ). The conclusion is that, in these
decays, i is the P ° diagram which dom fnates. Thus, or C = S = 0 transitions,
relative to P Jwe expect the ollow ing approxin ate hierarchy of contributions:
0% : P%
0 () % SU 3) correctionsto P °,
0(?% : 1% PA% SU (3) corrections to T°
0 (?) £°% A% SU (3) correctionsto C%and PAY, (14)
o(% SU (3) corrections to E % and A°.

Tt should be stressed, how ever, that this estin ated hierarchy is on less solid ground than
that forb ! uud transitions, since our know ledge of penguin contributions to hadronic
B decays is rather sketchy at the m om ent. H owever, if this hierarchy holds, then it is
probably consistent to ignore the C ° contribution in Tabk 2, aswellasallSU (3)-breaking
e ects except the P {.

2.B ! PD demys: The Jargest contrbution to these decays is T . Relative to T jwe
expect that £ j J;1jand JpJjare O ( ); £3 £1jand £,jare0 ( ?);and £1jand F,J
are O ( 3).

3.B ! PD demays: The largest contribution to these decays is T'. Relative to JT'jwe
expect that 3 J1jand JejareO ( ); £33 £ Fijand $rjareO ( ?);and 13 23
Fijand Fpjare O ().

4.B ! DD andB ! P decays:FortheB ! DD decays, the T diagram dom inates,
and the E diagram is suppressed relative to it by a factor of O ( ?). As for the B
diagram , its CKM m atrix elem ents are about the sam e size as those ofTA, but there
are suppressions due to the Ioop, to sfmy) 7 02, and to the fact that a cc pairmust
be created. Taking all factors into account, the total suppression is probably of O ( 2),
stronger than that m B ! PP decays. W ith this assum ption, relative to jEAjwe expect
that Jf; jand ¥f>jare0 (), ¥ jand ¥ jare0 ( ?),and £13 ¥, 3 F1jand Frjare0 (7).
ForB ! P decays, the C diagram dom nates, and the ¥ ;jand i, ]jcorrections are
suppressed relative to it by a factorofO ().

16



IV.TESTS FOR SU 3) BREAKING AND NEGLECT OF E,ADIAGRAMS

W e now inspect Tables 1§ for relations which test for the m agnitude of SU (3)-
breaking tem s and for the absence of E and A diagram s. W e consider pairs of tables
together, since they are generally related by a factor . W e st discuss relations which
are expected to hold in the presence of SU (3) breaking, usually as a consequence of the
isospin properties of the weak Ham iltonian. W e then discuss general tests for SU (3)
breaking, keeping E and A contributions, and nally note the additional relationswhich
follow if such tem s are neglected. In what follow s we shall always work to rst order
In SU (3) breaking. W e ram ind the reader that, aside from the decaysB ! PP, one is
free to change one orboth nalstate pssudoscalar m esons to a vector m eson in all the
relations to be quoted below .

A .B ! PP decays

W e refer the reader to fli] for our conventions regarding identical particles. Am pli-
tudes are de ned in such a way that their squares always yield decay ratesw ith the sam e
constant of proportionality.

1. Relrtions follow ing m erely from isospin consist of the equality
AB.L T )= .t 00 (L5)
the triangle relation
Pt Y=a@r * )+ 2A@%! % (16)

and the quadrangk relation [1§]
P—

ABY! K%Y+ 2a@7! KT)=nA@°! K')y+ 2a@°%! °k% : a7

2.W ithin SU (3) symmetry, B* decays to and K are relted {1,'6,'71:

p_ + O, + P + + 0
2A B ! K")= 2A B ! ) (18)

AT ! KU+
T he general treatm ent of SU (3) breaking forB ! PP decays (ncluding E , A, and
P A tem s) Involves a large num ber of contributions, since allthe quarks in the nalstate
transform as avor tripkts or antitriplets. In the rem aining relations, based on Tablks;
and 2, we Ignore the e ects of E , A, and PA and the corresponding SU (3)-breaking
term s. Num erous tests for the presence of E, A, and P A were suggested In gl]. Even
w ith this sin pli cation, we nd that SU (3)-breaking e ects are harder to separate from
one another than in the cases nvolving one or m ore cham ed quarks in the nal state.
W e nd the Pllow ng relations:

3. One am plitude r=lation is preserved in the presence of SU (3) breaking:

AT ! K'kY=a@°! KR8 : 19)
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Both amplitudes are P + P5. This relation would not necessarily hold in the presence
of unequalA and P A contrbutions, since the keft-hand side receives a contrbution A
while the right-hand side has an additional P A tem [L].

4. Several com binations of SU (3)Joreaking term s can be extracted from the data:

Bs! 'K )=@®°! T ) = 1+ 2Rell+Py)=(C+P)] ; (20)

Bs! K%9H=@°! °% = 1+2RelC, B)=C P)]l ; (1)
Bs! Kk)>=@"! *K% = 1+ 2ReP,=P" ; 22)
Bs! K'K )=8°! K") = 1+ 2RelT)+P)=C’+P% : @3)

O nly the real parts of the SU (3)-breaking tem s appear here and below , since we are
working only to linear order in these tem s.)) Our program of ignorng E, A and PA

term s is equivalent to kesping only the lowest-order corrections to the dom inant temm

In any decay. If our estin ates (see Sec. IIT B) of the approxin ate sizes of the various
SU (3)-breaking tem s are correct, C,, P, and T2° are negligible to the order at which we
are working. Furthem ore, in the SU (3) corrections on the right-hand sides ofthe above
equations, we need only keep the largest tem s In both the num erator and denom na—
tor. T he other contributions are subdom inant and can be ignored. T hus, at this level
of approxin ation the SU (3)-breaking quantity that is measured n Eq. €0) above is
Re(T,=T ), while the quantity Re P ;=P °) ism easured In both Egs. £2) and 3). To this
order, since we have neglected E and P A temm s in the denom inator ofthe left-hand side
of Eq. G_Z-jl) which are of the sam e order as SU (3)-breaking tem s, the SU (3)-breaking
factor on the right-hand side should be ignored; we cannot say anything about O ( )
corrections in this case.

SU (3)-breaking tem s m odify the triangk relation (18):

|
P_ T+ co0 p_
AY! K%Y+ 22a@Y! ‘k*)= 1+ﬁ) 2ot Y Y . b

W e have argued above that the C ¢ and C ° tem s in the above expression give subdom i
nant SU (3) corrections, and are therefore negligblk. Thus, using Eq. {11), we see that
the SU (3)-breaking e ect which enters the relation between the I = 3=2B ! K am-
plitudeand tinestheI= 2B ! am plitudes is just fix =f (tin es a possible strong
phase). This is, .n fact, what we estin ated previously fl].

To relate various contributionsn B ! andB ! K decaysto one another, Silva
and W olfenstein I7] neglected E and PA m B° ! % and assumed that T=T° =
P=P°nB0! K * .W e nd that this assum ption is di cult to test using the decays
of Tabks and 2.

B.B ! PD decays
1. An isospin am pliude relation connects the am plitudes orBs ! D :

+ p_ 0~ O
A B! D )= 2A B ! D”) : (25)
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2. Isospin triangke relations connect the am plitudes forB ! D :

ABT ! D=a@°! ‘D )+ 2a@°! DY) : 26)
and the am plitudes orB ! KD :

A"! K'D)=2a@°! K'D )+2a@®°! KD?) : @7)

3. One r=lation am ong six am plitides holds in the presence of rst-order SU (3) breaking
when E tem s are retained:

AB,! K'D,) A@®B! ‘D) A@®! K'D )

= ABs! "DH)+Aa@®°! K'D_) A@®! *D )] : (28)
W e can also use the results of these two tables to leam about the sizes of the SU (3)
breaking:
4. The malpart of the mtio (T; + C1)=(T + C) may be lramed from the ratio

B! K'DY9=2 87! *D%=1+2Re[(T;+Cy)=(T +C)] : 29)

O nemust write this relation In tem s of the realpart of the ratio ofthe SU (3) breaking
and SU (3) Invarant tem s since strong nalstate phases m ay not be the sam e in the
K*D?and *D? channels. Once again, if our estin ates of the approxin ate sizes of
the SU (3)-breaking tem s are correct, the C; and C tem s In the above expression are
negligble since they are sin ply higherorder corrections. In this case the above rate
ratio is sinply equalto (fx =f ) kee Eq. {11)1.

5. O ther rate ratios provide nfom ation on com binations of param eters:

B! KDY9=2 B,! KD =1+ 2Re[C; Cy)=C] ; (30)

Bs! "D )=? @°%°! K'D_)=1+ 2Re[E, E,)=E] : (31)
Ifwenow neglct allE contributions (there areno A tetmsin B ! PD decays),
6. Three deay rates vanish:

B°! K'D_)= B:! ‘D )= ®.,! DY=0 : (32)

Upper lin its on the size of E tem s can already be cbtained from the data: B B9 !
K*D, )=B@®B°! *D )< 1=12andB@®°! K'D_,)=B®" ! *DP? < 1=20 [1§].
O f course, the m easurem ent of these ratios w ill have to in prove by m ore than an order
ofm agnitude in order to detect E e ects at the expected level, but it is interesting that
we already have signi cant experin ental evidence regarding the suppression of the E
term s. W e w ill discuss the experin ental data further in Sec.V II.

In addition we leam m ore about the SU (3)-breaking tem s:

7. The realparts of T;,=T and C;,=C can be leamed separately from the ratios

B°! K'D )=2 ®8°! D )= 1+ 2Re(;=T) ; (33)
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Bs! *D_)>=@°! "D )=1+2Re(,=T) ; (34)

Bs! K'D_)=®%! K'D )= 1+ 2Re(,=T) ; (35)
B°!' KD)=22 %! D% =1+ 2ReC;=C) ; 36)
B,! KD9=2 @8°%! D%=1+2ReC,=C) : 37)

Using Eq.11, the rst relation above is in fact equalto (fx =f )?. Furthem ore, if our
estin ated hierarchy is correct, the C; tem s are about the sam e size as the E tem s
which we have neglected. Therefore, to this order, the last two relations are reliable
onlyy uptoO (1), notto O ().

8. A consistency check m ay be perform ed by com paring the results of Egs. (34) and
G9) .

C.B ! PD decays

Since these processes are at m ost of order 3, they willbe Jess valuable fr testing
SU (3) breaking and neglect of E than the B ! PD decays m entioned above. These
processes do provide a unigue testing ground for the presence of A contributions, how -
ever. M oreover, the ratio C=T" of colorsuppressed to colornon-suppressed am plitudes
Which m ay di er from the corresponding ratio C=T forB ! PD decays) is In portant
for the m easurem ent {[9] of the weak phase usingB ! K D.p decays.
1. Two isogpin relations between am plitudes exist:

P + On + 0 +
2A B ! D;)=A@B"! D.) ; (38)

s

A@B! D)= 2AB.,! ‘D% (39)

2. O ne isospin triangk can be found:
A"!' K'DYh+a@"! KD")=2@°! KD?) : (40)
3. One isospin quadrangk holds:
AB'! DY+ ZaE*! D )=a®°! D)+ 2a®°! DY : @l
4. One rhtion am ong six am plitudes is valid in the presence of all rst-order tem s:
aAg’! D') A@! K D) A@B! K DY)

= BA@B:! K D) A®B! D"y A@E’! D] 42)

S
W e also cbtain a num ber of additional resuts:
5. The Pollowing SU (3)-breaking term s can be extracted from ratios of rates:

@7 ! K'DY)=@" ! 'D%=1+2Re[Ci+E)=C+X)] ; 43
@7 ! KDT)=@" ! K°D])= 1+ 2Re[® £K;)=K] ; (44)
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2% KD%Y=@s! K D% =1+ 2Re[C: C1)=C1 ; 45)
?®°! D{)=@s! K D')=1+2Rell; Tp)=T] ; (46)
2 B! D)= B°! K D!)= 1+ 2Re[E; E,)=E] : @7)

Now we exam ine the consequence of neglecting E° and A" contributions.
6. The Pllowing 5 rates vanish:

B"!' xD")= ;! D)= ®:! ‘DY

= 8! kD)= %! K D{)=0 : (48)

The vanishing of the rate or B* ! K °D* implies, through the isospin triangle
#Ad), a relation between am plitudes w ith isogpins 0 and 1 in the direct channel, and the
equality ofthe amplitudes orB* | K*D%andB?% ! K °D °. Since these processes are
color-suppressed, the violation ofthe rate relation ® * ! K'D% = @®°! KDY
would probably be them ost stringent test we could devise forthe presence ofannihilation
(&) contributions.

7. The one quadrangle relation (41) becom es two am plitude relations:
p_
ag*! "p%Yh="2a@°! ‘D% ; (49)

P—
2n@"! DY)y=na@°! D) : (50)
8. In addition the follow ing SU (3)Joreaking term s can ke extracted:

ZB8Y! K'DY)=@"! *'D%=1+2ReCi=C) ; (51)
B,! KD%9=@"! "D%=1+2ReC,=C) ; (52)
>®°! DIH=@°! D')=1+2ReM=T) ; ©3)
Bs! K DI)=@°! D!)=1+2Re@=T) : (54)
B:s! K D')=@°"! DY)= 1+ 2Re(T,=T) : (55)

Ifthe C; tem s are of the sam e order as the B and A" tem s, as we expect, the rsttwo
of the above rate relations should be reliable only up to O (1).

9. A oonsistency check m ay be perform ed by com paring the left-hand sides of the last
tw o equations.

D.B! DD and B ! P decays

Here we must discuss the relations inplied by Tables 7 and § separately, since a
sihgk factor of no onger relates the two. A though T&T 7 ¢ 7 & / @nd
sin ilarly for the corresponding SU (3)-breaking tem s), the ratio BB is expected to be
only oforder , but not to the sam e accuracy.

By now ourm ethods should have becom e clear to the reader, but we enum erate the
consequences of the tables explicitly for the sake of com pleteness.
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1. Num erous isospin relationsm ay be w ritten . T hese consist of the am plitude relations

ae*! D!D%=2@°%°! D!D ) ; (56)

ae*! K")y=a@°! K% ; (57)

AB,! D'D )= A@®B ! DDY (58)
p_

aAg*! .T)y="2a@°! % ; (59)

and the trangle relation
Ae"!' D'DYY)=2a@°%°! D'D )+2@B°! DD% : (60)

The consequences ofthe I = 0 nature oftheb ! ocs transition forB | K J= decays
were pointed out som e tin e ago Q1.

2. The e ects of cwbrsuppressed and exchange-type SU (3)oreaking am plitudes can be
extracted from the data:

28" K')y=@'! . ")=1+2ReC:=) ; 61)
B.! X9=8"! .")=1+2Rel=) ; 62)
°! D!D_)=B°! DD°) =1+ 2ReE,=F) ; 63)
2B,! D'D )=@°! DD% =1+ 2ReE,=F) : (64)

3. The e ects of the com bination T+ P can be extracted from the ratio
B:! D'D_)=®" ! D'D% =1+ 2Re[(fP+ BA=("+P9Y] : (65)

Ifwe now ignore exchange-type diagram s, we nd severalm ore relations:

4. Several am pliudes vanish. T hus,
AB,! D'D )=2a@,! DD%)=2@°%°! D!D_)=2@°! DDY) =0 : (66)
A s one consequence, the triangle relation (60) becom es an am plitude equality :
aAe*! D'D%=a@°! DD ) : (67)
5. The e ects of the com bination fz + Eg\z can be extracted from the ratio
B.! DID_)= " ! DD =1+ 2Re[,+ B,)=C+E)] ; (68)

where we recall that we are working only to rst order in SU (3) breaking.

T he tree contrbutions T and T° al ays occur In com bination w ith the corresponding
penguin tem sP and B° A number of additional consequences would follow ifwe were
to assm e that BB ’ T&T, or that the penguin tem s which must produce a cc
pair) are negligble. In the latter case one could detem ine the ratio (f .= )2 [eee
Eq. 12)]1by comparing B* ! D*D% with 2 ®*" ! D!D?). Other mate ratios
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which can be used to obtain (f,,=f, ) are B° ! DD )=2 %! D!D ) and
Bs! D'D_)=% B! D!D,).

V.SU 3)BREAKING AND THE EXTRACTION OF CKM PHASES

In Refs. [§, 7] we presented a num ber of ways to extract CKM phases, strong phases,
and the sizes of ndividualdiagram s from B ! PP decays. A llthese analysesm ade use
ofunbroken SU (3) symm etry (aswell asthe neglect ofE ,A and P A diagram s) to r=late
B ! ;B! K andB ! KK decays. In this section we discuss the in plications of
SU (3)-breaking e ects for such analyses. (N ote that electroweak penguins 8, :'94], which
we neglct here, m ay be of equal, or greater, in portance than SU (3)-breaking e ects.
If such contrioutions are large, they m ay well invalidate the analyses of Refs. {6, 7].
However, if they are an all, then SU (3) breaking is the in portant factor, which is why
it is usefil to consider it ssparately, as we do here.)

Ref. ] makes use of the SU (3) trianglke relation of Eq. (1§), rew ritten below for
convenience:

p_ p_
ABY! K%+ 2a@F! °kK*)= 2a@F! * 9

If A type diagram s are neglected, these three am plitudes have the follow Ing graphical
deocom position :

+ + 0 1
AB"T ! ) = ?§U+C) ;
aAae*! *'k% = p° ; (69)

AT ! k')

1
p—é(ro+ c’+p9
N ow oonsider the triangle form ed from the three CP -con jugate processes:
0 P 0 P 0
AB ! K)+ 2a@ ! K )= 2A B ! ) (70)

The P % am plitude is dom inated by the CKM m atrix elem ents Vi Vis, whose phase is
T hus, this am plitude is comm on to both triangles:

ag*! "r%=a@ ! K: (71)
The weak phass ofthe T + C amplitude is . Thuswe have
ABT! T 9=pE ! )3 (72)

T he third am plitude, T %+ C %+ P % hastwo controutions ((T %+ C°% and P % w ith di erent
weak and strong phases. Hence there can be CP viclation in thedecay B ! °K .

W hen one com pares the trangle togh_eCP—ooangate triangle, the anglk between the
amplitudes 2a®B* ! * %and 22 B ! %) is ast 2 (see Fig.d). There
isa twofold ambiguity corresonding to the interchanging of and tco  po,where (co
and po are the strong phases ofthe (T°+ C% and P ° am plitudes, respectively.
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T+CeP

Figure 5: Tranglk relating am plitudes T°+ Cc%+ PO = péACB+ ! %k, p0=
ABY! 'K%,andT%°+ Cc%= (H=Ff)A®B" ! * 9), aswellasthe corresponding
charge-con Jugate processes (denoted by bars over symbols for am plitudes). The anglke
between T°+ C%and TO+ COis2

How doesthisanalysishold up when we consider SU (3) breaking? From Tablsi, and
-2, the decom position of the am plitudes in term s of SU (3)-Invariant and SU (3)-breaking
contributions is

1
ABT! Y = po@FC)
A"! K% = pP%pP;? ; (73)
1
At ! k') = P—E(TO+ c’+pP% T2+ Cc2+ P))

In other words, the third side of the trianglk is really  (I°+ C°%+ T2+ C?), whereas
above we assum ed it was T+C)= @+ CO).TheeJﬂ:orjanﬂ:edjssjmp]y
T+ CJ T,

toorco o o
where, on the right-hand side, we have neglkcted the C Y and C ! tem s asbeing subdom —
nant (see Sec. ITIB). (T his approxin ation is at the sam e kevel as the neglct of A -type
diagram s.) However, from Eq. {11), assum ing factorization, we have
T? £

_el SU (3) ; (’75)

1+ L=
TO f

where we have included a possibl additional strong phase. T his sin ply re ects the fact
that, In the presence of SU (3) breaking, the T and T° am plitudes no longer have the

sam e strong phase: 0= 1 + g5y . Therebre, taking into account SU (3)-breaking
e ects, Eq. (18) should read
p— x . p-
ABT! K9+ 2a@*! k)= Zetsve 2a@T! % 0 (76)

24



T his does not change things substantively. 1co and po are now the strong phases of
T+ Cc%+ T2+ C?) and P °+ P, respectively. Apart from this, the analysis of Ref. [B]
still holds, as long as the factor fx =f is included. The weak phase can be ocbtained,
up to a twofold am biguity which interchanges it and the strong phase 1o po.

Ref. [1] describes two types of analyses. The rst is essentially an extension of the
analysis describbed above, except that it also allow s one to extract the strong phases
and sizes of the indiidual T% C° and P ° diagram s. It m akes use of the isospin K
quadrangke Eq. {17)], rew ritten below for convenience:

ABT! K%+ ZA@T! KN)=AE’! K')+ AB’! °KO)
T he key point is that, within SU (3) symm etry, one diagonal of the K quadranglk is
related to the amplitude orB* | * © Eq. @8): @°+ Cc% = (T + C). Thus, by
m easuring the our K rates, as well as the rate for B* ! * 9, one can oconstruct
the diagram in Fig.#§. This allws the extraction of % % £% coand 1o, as
well as the quantity po To , where ; i rco. If one also m easures the
CP-oonjigate processes, can be disentangled from  po ro,as n [G]. (It should be

pointed that there is som e uncertainty in the determ ination of £ *jand .o. A though

the am plitude A ° is negligible com pared to P °and T, it is not so sn allwhen com pared

toC%{ weestinate A%CY% . Thus, the precision in our detemm inations of £%jand
co is lin ited by the neglect ofA°.)

If one considers SU (3) corrections, Fig.§ still holds, except that () P% T%and C°
now include their SU (3) corrections P, T and C ?, respectively, and (ii) the diagonal is
no longer (T'°+ C%, which isdirectly related to (T + C ), but rather (T°+ C°+ T + C?).
However, we showed above how to relate this SU (3)-corrected diagonalto (T + C): up to
am all corrections, L%+ C% T2+ C%9= (fx =f ) I + C 3. Thus, the analysis stillholds,
exoept that the strong phases that are m easured include SU (3)-breaking e ects. (To be
precise, the SU (3) correction C? should be neglected everyw here. Tt is expected to be of
the sam e order as E and A -type diagram s, which have been ignored. Thism eans that,
jist as In the SU (3)-invariant case, the detemm ination of 1 %jis accurate to only about
25% ,and (o is sin flarly a ected.)

The second analysis of Ref. [}] is a bit m ore com plicated. If one assum es unbroken
SU (3) symm etry, one has two triangles wih a common base [see Egs. {14), {I7]) and
(E

pEA(BJr | + 0) — A(BO! + )+ pEA(BO! 0 O) ;
p_ + + 0 0 + p_ 0 0 0
2A B" ! ) = A@B ! K")+ 2Aa@B"! K”) 77)

In tem s of diagram s, these two triangles can be w ritten

T+C) = @+P)+ C P) ;
T+c)y = @°+pP%+ Cc® PY : (78)
By measuring the rates or B* !  "K°% and B?° ! KK ?, one can obtain the

m agnitudes ofP and P , respectively. W ith these 7 ratem easurem ents, one can construct
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Figure 6: Am plitude triangles based on Egs. (17) and (18) pem iting the extraction of
strong phases and the weak phase in the SU (3) symm etry lin it and w ith linear SU (3)
sym m etry breaking.
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the diagram of Fig. 7], in which the apex of the subtriangle T°+ C°= @°%°+ C9 is
determm ned, up to a twofold ambiguity, from the intersection of the two circles. The
key point here is that this xes the ordentation of the vectors P and P °. Thus we can
obtain their phases, relative to the (I°+ CY amplitude (the horizontal line). These

relative phasssare p + and po , respectively (We have assum ed that the weak
phase ofthe P diagram is given approxin ately by Arg (Vy Vi) = ifi4], and we have
used = ). However, wihin SU 3) symmetry, p = po, so that one can

com bine these two phase m easuram ents to obtain the weak CKM phase . In addition,
one can also obtain the strong phases and m agnitudes of the various diagram s. If one
also m easures the rates for the CP-conjugate processes, it is possbl to ocbtain ,
and p ssparately. Note that the precision with which the m agnitude and phase of
C%= C can be determ ined is lin ited as in the st construction by the neglect of A —
and P A -type diagram s.)

U nfortunately, in the presence of SU (3)-breaking e ects, this analysis does not stand
up aswell as the previous two. W e willbe ablk to extract and certain strong phases
In a way Independent of the previous constructions, but we w ill not be ablk to obtain
the other CKM phases.

There are two places where SU (3)-breaking e ects e ects are in portant. First, P
and P ° get di erent SU (3) corrections: the amplitude P ° in the decay B* ! *K?©
gets an SU (3) correction P, while the am plitude P in thedecay B? ! K °K ® hasa P3
correction. Thus, the equalilty » = po is lkely to be broken, so that the CKM anglk

cannot be extracted as described above. Furthem ore, the P3; correction to P is not
present in the isospin triangke Eq. {@§)]. T hism eansthat there is som e uncertainty asto
the position ofthe apex of the subtriangle. T hus, the ordentation ofthe P + P53 vector is
poorly determm ined { even ifwe som ehow knew that = po, we still could not obtain

precisely. (N ote that the orientation ofP °+ P can stillbe fairly accurately obtained
{ sihce P 7 $ % a amall correction to P has very little e ect on the orientation of
P %+ P asdetem ined from the intersection ofthe P and P ° circles in Fig.i1.)

Second, there are really two subtrangles: T+ C = (T+ C)and T%+ Cc%= (T%+ C9.
A ssum Ing a perfect SU (3) sym m etry, these subtriangles are congruent, and sin ply scale
by .However, thisisno longertrue in the presence of SU (3) breaking. W e know how to
take certain SU (3)-breaking e ects nto acoount. For exam ple, assum Ing factorization,
T%and T are related by (fx =f )exp (i gy 3)), asare (T°+ C% and (T + C) to a good
approxin ation (the error is at the kevel of 2 relative to the dom nant T and TP
diagram s.) However, C° and C are not so clearly related. A priori, we do not know
the relation between these two am plitudes. In this case, the sn all di erence between
T%+ Cc% and (T + C) can have a signi cant e ect. Since the C diagram is an aller than
the T diagram by a factorof , the sm allerror onem akes in relating T+ CYHhto (T+C)
can be a large error in the determ ination of the m agnitudes and phases of C and C° (in
addition to the error Incurred by neglecting A —and P A -type diagram s). This in tum
leads to a further uncertainty in the position of the apex of the subtriangle.

O n the otherhand, sihce I jand T “jaremuch larger than T jand 1 % respectively,
the an all uncertainty in the position of the apex of the subtrangl has little e ect on
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T'+C

Figure 7: Amplitude trangle based on Egs.

phase shift di erences and the weak phases
Iinearly broken SU (3), only the extraction of
text).
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the determ nation of T %jand to. Thus, the quantity o o can be extracted
In the same way as in the rst analysis of Ref. []]. If one m easures the CP -conjigate
processes, one can sin ilarly disentangle and po ro. O ne of the advantages of this
m ethod over the previous one was that the weak phase oould be obtained. In the
presence of SU (3) breaking this is no longer the case. Furthem ore, the determ inations
of £%and (o rem ain in precise. However even in the presence of SU (3) breaking, this
m ethod can stillbe used to independently determ ne  and som e of the strong phases.

VI.FINAL-STATE INTERACTIONS
A .B ! D decays

The decaysB* ! *D?% B° ! *D ,andB?° ! ‘D% invole one amplitude
leading to a nalstate with I = 1=2 and one am plitude lading to a nal state w ith
I = 3=2. Speci cally, the weak Ham iltonian for the transition b ! cud transformm s as
I= 1 = 1, pem itihg the ollow ing decom position of the am plitudes in tem s of the

D isosoins:

AB"! *'D%=1., ;
AB®! "D )= (=3)A;,+ (1=3)As, ;
p_
2nB°! D% = @=B)A,+ @=3)A, : (79)

T hese am plitudes clearly satisfy a triangle relation, as already w ritten In £§) . Since
a single CKM elem ent dom Inates the decays, a non—zero area for this tranglk would
signify di erences in nalstate phases between the I = 1=2 and I = 3=2 am plitudes.
This circum stance has been used by H . Yam am oto [§] to place upper lin its on such
phase di erences, not only in thedecaysB ! D ,butalsoinB ! D andB ! D.
A sin ibarm ethod has already been used in the decaysD ! K and rlted processes
to conclude that there are in portant nalstate phase di erences between the I = 1=2
andI= 3=2 K and K states P1l.

W e illustrate in Fig.'§ an am plitude triangle ©rB ! D decays, where we de ne
r Aj»=A3,. The bas ofthe trdangle has unit length, whik the two other sides have
lengths

A@°! *D ) 1+ 2r
= (80)
AB*T! *DO) 3
and P_
2o ®%! ‘D% 2 or
= : (81)

AB*! *DY) 3
A lnedrawn from a point 1/3 ofthe way along the base to the apex then has the phase
Arg(r).
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13 2/3

Figure 8: Am plitude triangl for detem ining the phase of r Ajo,=A3, n B ! D
decays.

B.B ! KD decays

A single CKM m atrix elem ent, goveming the transition b ! aus, also dom inates the
decaysB™ ! K*'D? B! K*'D ,andB?! K°D°. The weak Ham ilonian trans-
fomsasI = I3 = 1=2. The decay am plitudes m ay be decom posed into contrlbutions
with nalkstate isosppnsI= O0and I= 1:

A" ! K'D%) =4} ;
AB°! K'D )= @=2)al+ @1=2)a7 ;

Aa%°! KDY= a=2)a¢ (@=2)a) : (82)

T hus, they w ill satisfy a triangular relation ¢€1). Ifthe trianglke has non—zero area, nal-
state interactions are in portant. Sin ilar resuls apply, forexample, toB ! K D and
B ! KD decays.

C.SU (3) relationsbetween B! D and B ! KD decays

The results of Tabls 3 and 4 in ply relations am ong the amplitudes orB ! D
andB ! KD decays. In the absence of SU (3) breaking and exchange diagram (& ) con-—
trbutions, we would expect A = A5, andAJ= (1=3) (4A,, 2As).By comparing
the expressions r the respective decays in tem s of am plitudes T and C or T%and C?,
we see that if the triangles 26) and €71) have di erent shapes, one m ust conclude that
(i) SU (3) isbroken, (i) exchange contributions are im portant, or (iii) both.

D . O ther tests for nalstate interactions

The decays B ! D and B ! KD o er the best hope of providing clean tests
for nalstate Interactions w ith reasonable decay rates and triangles whose sides are all
expected to be non-vanishing. However, two additional am plitude triangls and one
am plitude quadrangke m ay be of use in testing for nalstate Interactions. T hese are the
relations {0), (60), and @1) ivolving the decaysB ! KD,B ! DD,andB ! D,
respectively.
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Sincethedecay B ! K D" isexpected to proceed purely through an annihilation
diagram (see Tableh), the triangle containing this am plitude should have one very short
side. It m ay be very di cul to tell that such a triangle has non—zero area. Sin ilarly,
thedecay B? ! D °D © should proceed purely via an exchange diagram (Tabk§), so its
triangle m ay have a short side. The amplitude quadrangk (A1) applies to the decays
B ! D whose amplitudes are of order *, and hence not likely to be detected soon.
One could tell if such a quadrangk had non—zero area by constructing its sides as the
square roots of observed rates and checking that no two or three sides added up to any
other two or one side.

E .Com m ents on rescattering e ects

In Ref. [I,'§, 7] the neglect ofE , A, and P A contrdoutions in com parison with T, C,
and P contributions was noted explicitly to be equivalent to the assum ption that certain
rescattering e ects are unin portant. For exam ple, a nal state which can be readhed
through the annihilation diagram can also be reached through a tree diagram followed
by a rescattering. Several tests of this hypothesis were proposed in Ref. fI,, §,7]. Tt isno
surprise that this assum ption lads to relations between nalstate phases in di erent
decay channels. Indeed one such phase relation was noted to exist between B ! and
B! K P2

It was subsequently pointed out R3] that a relation among nalstate phases was
in plicit in assum ing that the decay the decay B* ! *K° is pure penguin (here we
have neglected the annihilation diagram ). This is indeed s0. The point raised in Ref. R3]
is that the I = 3=2 com bination

| O
AR+ 22 (kTy= T+ CH 83)
and the I = 1=2 tree contribution to the com bination
| O
PA("K?) 22 (K )lee=+ @+ CH (84)

should have the sam e strong naltstate phases if their sum is to vanish. In the graphical
description ofRef. [, 6, 7], this is autom atically the case, since the am plitude n Eq. §3)
and the tree contribution to the combination in Eq. $4) are both proportionalto T % C °.
Thus, the equivalence of the strong nalstate phases is a direct consequence of our
assum ption that the annihilation diagram s are negligble.

W e stress that our general treatm ent of linearly broken avor SU (3) in twobody B
decays doesnot forbid nalstate interaction phases. A though O Z I-forbidden scattering
from one gg pair to another is not pem itted at the quark levelby our decom position
R4], each of the hadronic decay am plitudes, T, C, P, etc. may carry a nonzero CP—
conserving phase. For exam ple, part of the phase of P can be calculated perturbatively
231
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VII.EXPERIM ENTALDATA AND PROSPECTS

In this section we give a shapshot of the present status of data. W e Include results
which are anticipated soon with the events In hand. W e then discuss brie y the in —
provem ents w hich would be needed to test various sectors of the theory. O ur treatm ent
of B¢ decays is rather sketchy since it is pram ature to assess experim ental possibilities
untilm ore nal states have been reconstructed.

A .D ecays to two light m esons

Herewe concentratem ainly on expected hierarchies ofthe dom inant am plitudes T ; T,
C;C% and P;P Y and the potential or con m ing them . W e have already m entioned in
Ref. QI] the (rather dem anding) levels of statistics required to test for the presence of
the diagram sE ;E% A;A% and PA;PA°.

Som e com bination of the decays B? ! " and B? ! K * hasbeen cbserved
R6], wih a combined branching ratio of about 2 10 °. Equalm ixtures of the two
m odes are lkely, though a decisive ssparation awaits better particke identi cation. &
then appears {I, 17] that the am plitude T dom nates the B © ! * decay, whike P °
dom natesB? ! K* (see Tabksi and 3), aswe estin ated :n Sec. IIIB .

OtherB ! PP decayswhich should be visbl at branching ratiosof1/2to1 10 °
(depending on whether they involve a neutral or charged pion) areB* ! * 9, B!

*K ,and allthe rem aining processes .n Tabk 2. For exam pk, if the C am plitude is
an all, one expects

(R ®8° ! =2 (85)
Ifthe P ° am plitude is the only cnepresent n B ! K , one expects

e°!' k') 2@"! k") : (86)
P resent upper lin its on branching ratios (@t the 90% con dence level) for such processes
incde P71B®Y ! " %99< 23 10°B@E°! %< 63 10°BEB" !
%K *)< 32 10°,andB BT ! "K% < 68 10°,wih no infom ation availablk

for B decays. Updated results for som e of these m odes are forthcom ing P§]1.

The S = 0 processes in Tablk I,containing only color-suppressed and/or penguin
contributions, such asB° !  ° 9, should be characterized by branching ratios of order
10 ¢ orsmaller (see also [12]). In this class of processes, Ref. 27] quotes only the lim it
BBY! 9%« 10 10°.Thus, onemustwait oran in provem ent of about a factor
of ten in present data before expecting to see such processes consistently. At this level,
one w ill be abl to construct a m eaningfuil trianglk based on the three distinct decay

rates orB ! , and one should expect deviations from the relation (85).
A factor often increase in data w ill also pem it the cbservation of rate di erences in
thevariousB ! K channels, as a consequence of interference of the term T° in Tablke

2 with the dom inant P ° tem . TfC° is su ciently small in com parison with T 9, these
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rate di erences should violate them iddle equality n 66) while preserving the othertwo
equalities:
e*! *r% 2@°! k9 87)

and
®°! K"y 2@®"! ‘%) : 88)

E lectroweak penguin contrbutions §, 9] could disturb these relations, m aking them of
particular nterest for early testing.

In B decays to one light vector m eson and one light pssudoscalar, there are hints of
signals in severalB ! K channels P7]. However, as noted (€g.) In Rland [I], the
SU (3) analysis in these channels ism ore involved, so we have not undertaken a general
treatm ent of SU (3)-breaking e ects. Som e partial results on the rok of electroweak
penguins have been obtained f1.

B.B ! PD decays

W e begin by discussing the O ( #) processes .n Tabk 3.

T he color-favored decays of nonstrange B m esons, involring the am plitude T, have
been seen at branching ratio kvelsof1/4 tonearly 2% {13, nthe D, D , D,and

D channels. Typicalupper lin its on the color-suppressed B ° decays to these channels
are an order ofm agnitude Iower. A snoted In B], one can already construct m eaningfill
am plitude triangles for several of these channels, placing upper lim its on the relative
phase shiftsbetween I = 1=2 and I = 3=2 channels which are typically tens of degrees.

W hat level of data would be required to see e ects of the E ocontrbution? The
am plitude for such a process is expected to be only a few percent of the dom nant T
contrdoution. The equaliy of ®° ! *D ) F+Efwith B.! *D.)

i + T,F ismore Ikely to be upset by the SU (3)-oreaking tem T, than by the tem E .
So far one candidate ©rBs ! D _ hasbeen sen R9].

In orderto seethee ect ofE alone, one would have to detect the decay B 1 K*D s
(or a related process volring one or m ore vector m esons). T he present lin its 18] of
BB°! K*D, )< 23 104B@®B°! K*D, )< 17 10%B@E°! K D,)<
97 104 B@®B°! K "D, )< 1d 102 are not adequate to detect the presence of
tth_oontubutjon at the predicted level. T he present upper lim its on ﬁ=%+_E )j<
1= 12from BB’ ! K'D_)=B®°! D )andon £=C + C)j< 1= 20 from
BE°! K*'D_)=BB" ! *D’ mustbe inproved considerably for an observation of
decay m odes dom Inated by E and A am plitudes, if these tem s are indeed suppressed
by fs=mjg 2,

N one ofthe strangenesschangingB ! P D decays listed in Table'4 hasbeen reported
yet. The cbservation ofthe decay B* ! K "D ° probably o ers the best prospects. If
SU (3) breaking can be accounted for by the ratio fx =f , as one expects to be true for
the dom lnant T contrdbution, one expects

+ +1 0 . ¢
B"! K D)zijvusf 0075 ; 89)
B*! *DY E VuaF
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while this ratio would be only about 0.051 in the absence of SU (3) breaking.
Since about 300 BT ! "D events have already been reported by the CLEO II
C ollaboration {[3], there should be nearly two dozen eventsofB* ! K *D? in thesame
sample. An cbserved sample of some hundred B* ! K "D © events would be ablk to
test conclusively for the SU (3) breaking m entioned above.
In the absence of appreciable E contributions, one should expect
B°! K'D )  Jx Vi

9L D) E Ve 7 o

aswell. About 80 events of B® ! *D  have been reported by CLEO I so far {13].

C.B ! PD decays

Here one is dealing w ith am plitudes which, though nom inally of order * (Tablk 9§)
or * (Tablk [6), m ay be further suppressed by the an allhess of V,;, and the e ects of
form factors. Nonetheless, it is im portant to detect m odes such as the color-suppressed
decay B* ! K *D? ifthe program ofRef. [L9] for detemm ining the weak phase is to
be In plm ented.

The process w ith the best prospect of being seen st is the decay B ° ! DI,
for which there exists only the upper lin it of2:7 10 * on the branching ratio f1§]. A
crude estin ate based on factorization in which we neglect form factor di erences and

colorsuppressed diagram s would predict

(BO! D+) f2
2 = 5 (1)

B!

where we have taken fj, | 300 M eV . Thus, we expect a branching ratio orB° ! D ;
of severalparts in 10°. T he decay should begin to show up w ith severaltin esthe present
data sample. At precisely half the rate of B? ! D!, (as a consequence of isospin),
one should see thedecay B* ! D .

O bsarvation of the colorsuppressed B ! K D decays will require a further ncrease
ofabout tenfold In thedata. At this levelonem ay test SU (3) by com paring the processes
involving T+ T; or T+ T3 + T, in Tabk 5 w ith those nvolving T or (T'+ T,) in Tablk
q.

D.B ! DD decays

Decays such asB ! DD (see Tabk']) (and the corresponding processes nvol—
Ing one or two vector m esons) have been observed wih branching ratiosof 1 { 2 %
B0]. Som ewhat over 100 events have been cbserved in the sum of all channels. Isospin
Invariance predicts paimw ise equalities for charged and neutral B decay m odes.

T he color-suppressed decaysB ! J= K ! 'havebeen cbserved w ith branching ratios
which are about an order ofm agnitude sn aller than thoseofB ! D D ' ). Thisprovides
Inform ation about the ratio f=fjwhich is som ewhat larger than . Sin ilar branching
ratios, of about 10 3, are expected orB ! K ¢’ which should soon be cbserved
through the hadronic decay m odes ofthe ..
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ThedecaysB* ! D*D%and B’ ! D'D (see Tablk §) should occur at several
percent of the rates orB* ! D!D°%and B° ! D!D , wih precise ratios dictated
by ratios of heavy m eson decay constants if a factorization hypothesis is adequate to
describe these decays and if penguin am plitudes are negligible.

The pressnce of E contrbutions would be m ost cleanly ilustrated by observing
decays of the form By ! DD . W ih fy=my 5% , we estim ate the corresponding
branching ratio to be at m ost a faw parts in 10°. P resent fragm entary infom ation on
B meson production does not allow us to estin ate the size of the data sam ple that
would pem i such a test.

E .Overall prospects

Thepresent sam ple of B decays isbased in Jarge part on the 2 m illion nonstrange B B

pairs collected so farby CLEO, with in pressive reconstructions of som e decay m odes
(ihcluding those 0ofBg) by groups at LEP and by the CDF Collaboration at Fem ilab.
A foreseen upgrade of the lum fnosity of CESR to L = 10°3* am 2s ! should provide 10
m illion such pairs in a year (10’ s) of operation. A symm etric B factories at SLAC and
KEK should provide com parablk (or eventually larger) sam ples. N onetheless, it seam s
hard to escape the conclusion that m any of the tests proposed here w ill require larger
data sets than can be adchieved at electron-positron colliders. The ability of hadron
colliders to produce lJarge num bers of B m esons is unquestioned; it rem ains to be ssen
w hether a Jarge enough fraction of these can be detected.

VIIT.CONCLUSION S

W e have discussed prospects for experin ental tests of several agpects of twobody
hadronic B decays, lncliding SU (3)-breaking, the neglect of certain SU (3) am plitudes
corresponding to disfavored graphs, and the elucidation of strong nalstate-interaction
phase di erences. W hik decays to pairs of light pssudoscalar m esons typically involre
m ore than one product ofelam ents of the C abibboK obayashiM askawa CKM ) m atrix,
decays in which one or two of the nal quarks are cham ed typically have a sim pler
CKM structure. Consequently, the e ects of interest to us can be m ore readily isolated.

W e have discussed a staged set of m easurem ents, starting w ith the present sam plk
of nonstrange B decays (dom inated by CLEO II data) and progressing through the
m ultiplication ofthis sam ple by successive factors. Resultswhich m ay be testable in the
near fiture nclude the ollow ng:

1) W e have presented a diagram m atic description of the various SU (3)-breaking ef-
fects. A ssum ing factorization for T -type diagram s, one SU (3)-breaking diagram ocorre—
sponds to the ratio of decay constants. U sing this description, we expect that ® * !
K*'D(9= @®* !  *D )Y = 56V, F=TF VuaF 0075, while this ratio would be
only about 0.051 in the absence 0of SU (3) breaking. Sim ilar com m ents apply to the ratio

B°! k*D'))=@* ! *D ),

2) The study of B ! DD decays (Tabls 7 and 8) can provide infomm ation on the

ratio f, =f, _ if factorization isassuimed: ®* ! D'D%=@®*" ! D!D?%, B!
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DD )= @°! D!D and B! D*'D_ )= Bs ! D!D.) arc all expected to
equal ¥fp Vea F=1p . Ves F . This sam e ratio of CKM m atrix elem ents and decay constants
can also be obtained from @B ° ! D)= ®°! D }), but this is Ikely to be less
usefiil experin entally, sihoe a snall P ( *)] am plitude is involved.

3) O therSU (3)-breaking e ects, associated w ith form factorsand quark pair creation,
can also be isolated by ratios of rate m easurem ents. T he list of such m easurem ents is
very long, so we refer the reader to Sec. IV for a com plete discussion.

4) A search Prdecays such asB° ! K ("D () at an order of m agnitude better
sensitivity than present levels w ill start to shed light on the presence or absence of weak
B m eson decays involing the light spectator quark. O ther processes of order 2 in the
am plitude which are of this type are the decaysB, ! D*D andB, ! D ° (Tabk
7).

5) The processes In 4) are all of the \exchange" type. In order to look for purely
\anniilation" am plitudes one must tum to the process B* ! K°D* (Tabl 5), of
order 3. This process is involved in an isospin triangle relation together with the
decaysB* ! K'D%and B? ! K °D°. Unequal rates for these last two decays also
would be evidence for the annihilation contribution.

6) Other O ( °) processes of the purely \exchange" variety nchideB, ! *D and
B! °D° (Tabk 4),B; ! D* andB:;! °D° (Tabk5),andB° ! D’D° and
B! D!D_, (Tabk 8). These should also be suppressed.

7) Som e SU (3) rlations which should hold even in the presence of SU (3) breaking
(out whose validity depends on the neglect of exchange and annihilation contributions)
have been dbtained, including the amplitude relation AB* ! K*'K% = A @° !
K °K ?) (see Sec. V).

8) W e nd that the program for cbtaining the weak phase , In several lndependent
ways, from B ! PP decays descrbed in Refs. §] and 7] is not substantially a ected
by a more careful consideration of SU (3) breaking (see Sec. V). Som e strong phase
Inform ation can also still be extracted. On the other hand, the detem ination of
proposed in Ref. {}] is much more vuherablk to such e ects. The rolk of ekctroweak
penguins in such determ inations hasbeen discussed I a separate paper 1.

9) Triangle relations involving the decaysB ! D [HlandB ! KD (and related
states involving vectorm esons) w illprovide useful infom ation on strong nalstatephase
shift di erences, since these decays are dom inated by a single CKM m atrix elem ent.

10) A hierarchy of contrilbutions to various decays has been discussed (Sec. ITIB),
whereby one can estin ate the expected rates for rare processes w ithout reference to
soeci ¢ m odels. Rates of colorsuppressed decays are expected to be Interm ediate be-
tween rates of color-favored processes and processes dom nated by \annihilation" or
\exchange" am plitudes.

To sum up, a rich set of questions m ay be addressed by m easurem ents of rates for
twobody B decays, from the present levels which inclide branching ratios ofm ore than
a percent down to levels of 10 ' or Iower. Eventually, one will want to detect large
num bers of B g decays In order to fully in plem ent this program .
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