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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently [1]we analyzed the decaysofB m esonsto two lightpseudoscalarm esons

P within thecontextofavorSU(3)[2,3,4].W eproposed thatinform ation on phases

ofthe Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM ) m atrix could be obtained from the study

oftim e-independent m easurem ents ofdecay rates,and found thatthe SU(3)relations

wereofusein interpreting and anticipating CP-violating asym m etriesin thesedecays.

Theanalysesin [1]m adeuseofan overcom pletegraphicaldescription ofam plitudes

involvingdom inanttreeT,colorsuppressed C,andpenguin P contributions,andsm aller

exchange E ,annihilation A,and penguin annihilation PA term s. Particularly useful

relationsfollowed from the neglectofthese lastthree term s. Fora B m eson to decay

via these diagram s directly the two quarks in the m eson m ust �nd each other,and

hence the contributions ofthese diagram swere expected to be suppressed by a factor

offB =m B � 5% .Testsofthisassum ption thatrelied on B decaysto the pseudoscalar

m esonswereproposed in [1].

Onecan also testfortheabsenceofexchangeand annihilation graphsin thedecays

[2,3,4]ofB ’stoonelightpseudocalarP and onecharm ed m eson D .(In theseprocesses

there isno analogue ofthe penguin annihilation graph.) Furtherm ore,variousSU(3)-

breaking e�ectscan be studied in a m annernotpossible when both �nal-state m esons

are light. Since a single productofCKM elem ents isinvolved in such decays,relative

phases between am plitudes are a signalof�nal-state interactions,which thus m ay be

probed with thehelp ofam plitudetriangles[5].W hen two charm ed quarksoccurin the

�nalstate,asin thedecaysB ! D �D orB ! �cP,theanalysisbecom eseven sim pler.

The strangeness-preserving processesB ! P �D ,involving the CKM m atrix elem ent

product V �

cbVud,have typicalbranching ratios ofseveralparts in 103. They dom inate

them uch rarerB ! PP processes,which involveVub and areexpected to havebranch-

ing ratiosoforder10� 5. The strangeness-changing processes B ! P �D ,involving the

com bination V �

cbVus,aswellastherarerprocessesB ! PD ,involving thecom binations

V �

ubVcs orV
�

ubVcd,also provide usefulinform ation,asdo the decaysofB m esonsto D �D

or�cP �nalstates.

Severalissuesarosein [1]which can beaddressed in partby extendingtheanalysisto

decaysinvolving one ortwo charm ed quarksin the�nalstate.W eaddressthese issues

in thepresentpaper:

(1)How largeareSU(3)-breaking e�ectsin two-body B m eson decays?

(2) Are contributions due to exchange (E ) and annihilation (A) diagram s really

negligible?

(3) Can one determ ine �nal-state interactions in a m anner independent ofCKM

phases? One such determ ination involves the decays B + ! �+ �D 0,B 0 ! �+ D � ,and

B 0 ! �0 �D 0 [5].

In Refs.[6,7]we discussed severalways in which weak CKM phases could be de-

term ined using SU(3)triangle relations involving a variety ofB ! PP processes. In

thispaperwediscusshow theseanalysesarea�ected by SU(3)-breaking e�ects.W ewill

see that,forthe m ostpart,SU(3)breaking can be taken into accountin a system atic

way. In Ref.[8],the question wasraised asto the im portance ofelectroweak penguin
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diagram sin the determ ination ofweak phases.Although thisisan im portantpoint,it

issom ewhatorthogonalto them ain thrustofthepresentwork.W ethereforediscussit

in a separatepaper[9].

The im patient reader m ay turn directly to our conclusions (Sec.VIII) for the an-

swers(m any ofwhich willrequirenew m easurem ents)to theabovequestions.Form ore

leisurely perusal,thefollowing sectionsm ay beofinterestaswell.

In Section IIwe review ourSU(3)analysis[1]ofB ! PP processes,and extend it

to B ! P �D ,B ! PD ,B ! D �D ,and B ! �cP decays. The SU(3)analysiswilllead

to m any usefulrelations. For allexcept the B ! PP processes,equivalent relations

can beobtained by sim ply replacing oneorboth ofthepseudoscalarm esonsin the�nal

statewith avectorm eson.Ofcourse,when both arevectorm esons,am plituderelations

willhold separately for di�erent helicity or angular m om entum states,lim iting their

usefulness.

The language em ployed involves a graphicalnotation equivalent to decom position

into SU(3)representations.W eintroducethisnotation and apply itto thecaseof�rst-

orderSU(3)breaking in Sec.III.M easurem entswhich testthese relations,both in the

presence and in the absence ofexchange (E ) and annihilation (A) contributions,are

noted in Sec.IV.In Sec.V weexam inehow SU(3)-breaking e�ectsa�ecttheextraction

ofweak CKM phases.W ediscussam plitudetrianglerelationsand theirim plicationsfor

strong�nal-stateinteractionsin Sec.VI.Thepresentstatusofrelevantdataon two-body

B decays,and som efutureexperim entalprospects,arereviewed in Sec.VII.

In ourapproach,the graphicaldescription isused to im plem ent avorSU(3)sym -

m etry and linearSU(3)breaking in the m ostgeneralform . Som e ofourrelationsfol-

low purely from this linearly broken sym m etry,while others depend on an additional

(testable)dynam icalassum ption thatperm itsusto ignore certain contributions. This

iscom plem entary to the m odel-dependentstudiesoftwo-body B decayscarried outin

thepast[10].Such m odelcalculationsarebased on furtherassum ptionsoffactorizable

hadronicm atrix elem entsofthee�ectiveHam iltonian and on speci�chadronicform fac-

tors.Thisleadstostrongerpredictionsthan in ourapproach {absolutebranchingratios,

for exam ple. However,the m odel-dependent description is also expected to involve a

num berofdi�erentkindsofuncertainties[11],so thatitisprobably only su�cientfor

order-of-m agnituderateestim ates.

II.N O TAT IO N A N D SU (3) D EC O M PO SIT IO N

A .D e�nitions ofstates

W e recapitulate som e resultsof[1]. Taking the u; d,and s quarksto transform as

a tripletofavorSU(3),and the� �u;�d,and �s to transform asan antitriplet,wede�ne

m esonsin such a way asto form isospin m ultipletswithoutextra signs:

�
+
� u�d ; �

0
� (d�d� u�u)=

p
2 ; �

�
� � d�u ; (1)

K
+
� u�s ; K

0
� d�s ; (2)
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�K 0
� s�d ; K

�
� � s�u : (3)

For reasons discussed in m ore detailin [1],we do not consider decays involving �

or�0in thepresentpaper.Since thesestatesareoctet-singletm ixtures,we would have

to introduceadditionalSU(3)reduced m atrix elem entsoradditionalgraphsto describe

such decays.

TheB m esonsand theircharge-conjugatesarede�ned as

B
+
� �bu ; B

0
� �bd ; B s �

�bs ;

B
�
� � b�u ; �B 0

� b�d ; �B s � b�s : (4)

Charm ed m esonsaretaken to be

D
0
� � c�u ; D

+
� c�d ; D

+

s � c�s ;

�D 0
� �cu ; D

�
� �cd ; D

�

s � �cs : (5)

B .D ecom position in term s ofSU (3) am plitudes

1.B ! PP decayswerediscussed in [1].TheweakHam iltonian operatorsassociated

with the transitions�b ! �uu�q and �b ! �q (q = d ors)transform asa 3�,6,or15� of

SU(3). W hen com bined with the triplet light quark in the B m eson,these operators

then lead to thefollowing representationsin thedirectchannel:

3
�
� 3 = 1 + 81 ; (6)

6 � 3 = 82 + 10 ; (7)

15
�
� 3 = 83 + 10

� + 27 : (8)

These representations couple to the sym m etric product of two octets (the pseu-

doscalarm esons),containing uniquesinglet,octet,and 27-pletrepresentations,so that

thedecaysarecharacterized byonesinglet,threeoctets,andone27-pletam plitude.Sep-

arateam plitudesapply to thecasesofstrangeness-preserving and strangeness-changing

transitions.

2. B ! P �D decays,involving the quark subprocess �b ! �cu�q (q = d or s),are

characterized by a weak Ham iltonian transform ing asa avor octet. W hen com bined

with the initiallightquark (3),thisleadsto �nalstatestransform ing as3,6�,and 15

representationsofSU(3).Thesearealso therepresentationsform ed by thecom bination

ofthe �naloctetlightpseudoscalarm eson and triplet �D m eson. Thus,there are three

independentSU(3)am plitudes,transform ing as3,6�,and 15,forthesedecays.

3. B ! PD decays,involving the quark subprocess �b ! �uc�q (q = d or s),are

characterized by a weak Ham iltonian transform ing asa 3 or6� representation. W hen

com bined with theinitiallightquark (3),thisleadsto thefollowing representations:

3 � 3 = 3
�

1
+ 6 ; (9)
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6
�
� 3 = 3

�

2
+ 15

�
; (10)

which each haveuniquecouplingstothe�nallightpseudoscalar(8)and charm ed m eson

(3�),whosetensorproductinvolves3�,6,and15� representations.Thus,theseprocesses

arecharacterized by fourinvariantam plitudes.

4. B ! D �D and B ! �cP decaysare characterized by transitionsgiving rise to a

single lightantiquark,transform ing asan antitriplet. W hen com bined with the initial

quark,thisantiquark can form a singletoran octetin the directchannel. Thus,there

willbetwo SU(3)-invariantam plitudes(1 + 8)characterizing thedecaysB ! D �D but

only one(8)characterizing thedecaysB ! �cP,whereP isan octetm em ber.

C .D ecom position in term s ofdiagram s

Diagram sdescribing B decaysarea particularly usefulrepresentation ofSU(3)am -

plitudes.Therearesix distinctdiagram s,shown in Fig.1.They consistof:

� a (color-favored)\tree" am plitudeT,

� a \color-suppressed" am plitudeC,

� a \penguin" am plitudeP,

� an \exchange" am plitudeE ,

� an \annihilation" am plitudeA,and

� a \penguin annihilation" am plitudePA.

Ofcourse,notalldiagram scontributeto allclassesofdecays.In particular,

1.Allsix diagram s contribute to the decays B ! PP (see Fig.1),but only �ve

distinctlinearcom binationsappearin theam plitudes.

2.Threediagram s(�T, �C, �E )contributeto thedecaysB ! P �D (seeFig.2).

3.Fourdiagram s(~T, ~C, ~E , ~A)contributeto thedecaysB ! PD (seeFig.2).

4.Threediagram s(T̂,P̂,Ê )contributetothedecaysB ! D �D ,buttheyonlyappear

in two com binations(T̂ + P̂,Ê ).Only onediagram (Ĉ)contributesto thedecays

B ! �cP (seeFig.3).

Asexpected,one obtainsthe sam e num berofdiagram s(orcom binationsofdiagram s)

contributing to the various classes ofB decays as was found previously using group

theory.

In Tables 1-8,in the \SU(3) invariant" colum n,we present the decom position in

term sofdiagram sofalltheB decaysin thefourclasses:

1.B ! PP (Tables1 and 2).
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(a)             T, T (b)              C, C

(c)             P, P (d)             E, E

(e) A, A (f) PA, PA

u

u
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b b
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u u

u

q

q

q

u u

q
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q u

’
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’’

0
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0

0

q
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q

q

q

q

q

0

q

q

q

q
0

Figure1:Diagram sdescribing B ! PP decaysfor�S = 0 processes(unprim ed am pli-

tudes)orj�Sj= 1 processes(prim ed am plitudes).Theqquark denotesany m em berof

theSU(3)triplet,u;d;s,whereasq0denotesd ors.

2.B ! P �D (Tables3 and 4),

3.B ! PD (Tables5 and 6),

4.B ! D �D and B ! �cP (Tables7 and 8).

Note that, for B ! PP, we include only the contributions from the T, C and P

diagram s. Asdiscussed in [1],and reiterated in the introduction,we expectthe E ,A

and PA diagram sto besuppressed by fB =m B � 5% .W ewillbetesting thevalidity of

thisassum ption with the B ! P �D system . The decom position ofB ! PP decaysin

term sofallsix diagram scan befound in [1].
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(c) (d)
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q
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q
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E (

~

E)

q
0

q
0

Figure2:Diagram sdescribing decaysB ! P �D orB ! PD governed by CKM factors

V �

cbVud or V
�

cbVus (� �V�cbVud) (barred am plitudes),and V �

ubVcs or V
�

ubVcd (� � �V�ubVcs)

(tilded am plitudes). The q quark denotes any m em ber ofthe SU(3) triplet, u;d;s,

whereasq0denotesd ors.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

c
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q
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b q0
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0

^

C;
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0
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0
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^
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0

q
0

q
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Figure3:Diagram sdescribing B ! D �D (a,c,d),orB ! �cP (b)decayswith j�Sj= 1

(unprim ed am plitudes,q0 = s) or with �S = 0 (prim ed am plitudes,q 0 = d). The q

quark denotesany m em beru;d;softheSU(3)triplet.

7



Table 1: Decom position ofB ! PP am plitudes for �C = �S = 0 transitions in

term sofgraphicalcontributionsshown in Fig.1. Am plitudesE ,A,and PA (and the

corresponding SU(3)-breaking term s)areneglected.

Final SU(3) SU(3)

state invariant breaking

B + ! �+ �0 � (T + C)=
p
2

K + �K 0 P P3

B 0 ! �+ �� � (T + P)

�0�0 � (C � P)=
p
2

K 0 �K 0 P P3

B s ! �+ K � � (T + P) � (T2 + P2)

�0 �K 0 � (C � P)=
p
2 � (C2 � P2)=

p
2

Table 2: Decom position ofB ! PP am plitudesfor�C = 0; j�Sj= 1 transitionsin

term sofgraphicalcontributionsshown in Fig.1.Am plitudesE 0,A 0,and PA 0(and the

corresponding SU(3)-breaking term s)areneglected.

Final SU(3) SU(3)

state invariant breaking

B + ! �+ K 0 P 0 P 0

1

�0K + � (T0+ C 0+ P 0)=
p
2 � (T0

1
+ C 0

1
+ P 0

1
)=
p
2

B 0 ! �� K + � (T0+ P 0) � (T0
1
+ P 0

1
)

�0K 0 � (C0� P0)=
p
2 � (C0

1
� P0

1
)=
p
2

B s ! K + K � � (T0+ P 0) � (T0
1
+ T0

2
+ P 0

1
+ P 0

2
)

K 0 �K 0 P 0 P 0

1 + P 0

2
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Table3:Decom position ofam plitudesforprocessesgoverned byV �

cbVud � O (�2)in term s

ofgraphicalcontributionsshown in Fig.2.

Final SU(3) SU(3)

state invariant breaking

B + ! �+ �D 0 �T + �C

B 0 ! �+ D � �T + �E

�0 �D 0 (�C � �E )=
p
2

K + D �

s
�E �E 2

B s ! �K 0 �D 0 �C �C2

�+ D �

s
�T �T2

Table4:Decom position ofam plitudesforprocessesgoverned byV �

cbVus � O (�3)in term s

ofgraphicalcontributionsshown in Fig.2.

Final SU(3) SU(3)

state invariant breaking

B + ! K + �D 0 �(�T + �C) �(�T1 + �C1)

B 0 ! K + D � ��T ��T1

K 0 �D 0 � �C � �C1

B s ! �+ D � � �E � �E 1

�0 �D 0 � ��E =
p
2 � ��E 1=

p
2

K + D �

s �(�T + �E ) �(�T1 + �T2 + �E 1 + �E 2)
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Table5:Decom position ofam plitudesforprocessesgoverned byV �

ubVcs � O (�3)in term s

ofgraphicalcontributionsshown in Fig.2.

Final SU(3) SU(3)

state invariant breaking

B + ! K + D 0 � ~C � ~A � ~C1 � ~A 1

K 0D + ~A ~A 1

�0D +
s � ~T=

p
2 � ~T1=

p
2

B 0 ! K 0D 0 � ~C � ~C1

�� D +
s � ~T � ~T1

B s ! K � D +
s � ~T � ~E � ~T1 � ~T2 � ~E 1 � ~E 2

�� D + � ~E � ~E 1

�0D 0 ~E =
p
2 ~E 1=

p
2

Table6:Decom position ofam plitudesforprocessesgoverned byV �

ubVcd � O (�4)in term s

ofgraphicalcontributionsshown in Fig.2.

Final SU(3) SU(3)

state invariant breaking

B + ! �+ D 0 �(~C + ~A)

�0D + �(~T � ~A)=
p
2

�K 0D +
s � �~A � �~A 2

B 0 ! �� D + �(~T + ~E )

�0D 0 �(~C � ~E )=
p
2

K � D +
s � ~E � ~E 2

B s ! K � D + �~T �~T2
�K 0D 0 � ~C � ~C2
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Table 7: Decom position ofam plitudes for j�Sj= 1 processes involving a c�c pair in

the �nalstate [leading behavior� O (�2)]in term sofgraphicalcontributionsshown in

Fig.3.

Final SU(3) SU(3)

state invariant breaking

B + ! D +
s
�D 0 T̂ + P̂ T̂1 + P̂1

�cK
+ Ĉ Ĉ1

B 0 ! D +
s D

� T̂ + P̂ T̂1 + P̂1

�cK
0 Ĉ Ĉ1

B s ! D +
s D

�

s T̂ + P̂ + Ê T̂1 + P̂1 + Ê 1

+ T̂2 + P̂2 + Ê 2

D + D � Ê Ê 1

D 0 �D 0 � Ê � Ê 1

Table 8:Decom position ofam plitudesfor�S = 0 processesinvolving a c�c pairin the

�nalstate[leadingbehavior� O (�3)]in term sofgraphicalcontributionsshown in Fig.3.

Final SU(3) SU(3)

state invariant breaking

B + ! D + �D 0 T̂0+ P̂ 0

�c�
+ Ĉ 0

B 0 ! D + D � T̂0+ P̂ 0+ Ê 0

D 0 �D 0 � Ê 0

D +
s D

�

s Ê 0 Ê 0

2

�c�
0 Ĉ 0=

p
2

B s ! D + D �

s T̂0+ P̂ 0 T̂0

2
+ P̂ 0

2

�c
�K 0 Ĉ 0 Ĉ 0

2

11



III.SU (3)-B R EA K IN G EFFEC T S

In the previoussection,we discussed the decom position ofthe variousB decaysin

term s ofSU(3)-invariant am plitudes. W e now turn to a discussion ofSU(3)-breaking

e�ects.

A .SU (3)-breaking diagram s

FlavorSU(3)isbroken by the di�erence in the u,d and s quark m asses. Since the

m assm atrix transform sasa 3 � 3� = 1 + 8 ofSU(3),we use the octetpiece to break

SU(3)(the singlet is,by de�nition,SU(3)-invariant). This breaking is�rstorder(i.e.

linear)in thequarkm asses.In operatorlanguage,thiscorrespondstotheintroduction of

an operatorM into theSU(3)-invariantam plitudes,in which M isa linearcom bination

of�3 and �8 (the�i aretheusualGell-M ann m atrices).The�3 piececan beneglected,

sinceitcorrespondstoisospin breaking,which isexpected tobeverysm all.W etherefore

have M � �8.Itisnow possible to constructallSU(3)-breaking operators�a la Savage

and W ise[3],and to exam inetheire�ectson B decays.

Itissim pler,however,tothinkoftheaboveinterm sofadiagram m aticdecom position

ofSU(3) am plitudes. It is the s-quark m ass (or,m ore precisely,the di�erence ofthe

s-quark and the d-quark m asses) which breaks SU(3). The Gell-M ann m atrix �8 �

diag[1;1;� 2]can be written asthe identity (which isSU(3)-invariant)plusthe m atrix

diag[0;0;� 3]. Thus,SU(3)-breaking operators willbe nonzero only when an s-quark

isinvolved and an SU(3)-breaking diagram can be obtained from the SU(3)-preserving

diagram sofFig.1 by putting an \X" on any s-quark line. The \X" correspondsto a

m ass-di�erence insertion (m s � md)=�,where � is the scale ofSU(3) breaking. The

SU(3)-breaking diagram sareshown in Fig.4:

� Therearetwo SU(3)-breaking diagram swhich can beobtained from a T diagram :

(1)in the T1 diagram ,the s-quark isam ong the decay productsofthe W ;(2)in

theT2 diagram ,thes-quark isthespectatorquark.

� Therearetwo SU(3)-breaking diagram swhich can beobtained from a C diagram :

(1)in the C1 diagram ,thes-quark isam ong thedecay productsofthe W ;(2)in

theC2 diagram ,thes-quark isthespectatorquark.

� TherearethreeSU(3)-breakingdiagram swhich can beobtained from aP diagram :

(1)intheP1 diagram ,thereisab! stransition;(2)intheP2 diagram ,thes-quark

isthespectatorquark;(3)in theP3 diagram ,an s�s quark pairiscreated.

� Therearetwo SU(3)-breaking diagram swhich can beobtained from a E diagram :

(1)in the E 1 diagram ,the s-quark isin the decaying (B s)m eson;(2)in the E 2

diagram ,an s�s quark pairiscreated.

� Therearetwo SU(3)-breaking diagram swhich can beobtained from a A diagram :

(1)in theA 1 diagram ,thes-quark isam ong thedecay productsofthe W ;(2)in

theA 2 diagram ,an s�s quark pairiscreated.
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Figure 4: Diagram m atic representation ofSU(3) sym m etry breaking e�ects. Crosses

appearonly on s quark linesasexplained in text.

� TherearetwoSU(3)-breakingdiagram swhich canbeobtainedfrom aPA diagram .

They are notshown in Fig.4 since we willneverm ake use ofthem . Howeverwe

list them here for com pleteness: (1) in the PA 1 diagram ,the s-quark is in the

decaying (B s)m eson;(2)in thePA 2 diagram ,an s�s quark pairiscreated.

Itisnow straightforward to establish which SU(3)-breaking diagram scontribute to

thevariousB decays:

1.B ! PP:allsix diagram scontribute to these decays(albeitin only �ve distinct

linear com binations),so all13 SU(3)-breaking diagram s willcontribute,though

only in 10 distinctlinearcom binations.

2.B ! P �D :The �T, �C and �E diagram scontribute to these decays,so there aresix

possibleSU(3)-breaking contributions(�T1, �T2, �C1, �C2, �E 1, �E 2).

3.B ! PD :The ~T, ~C, ~E and ~A diagram scontribute to these decays,so there are

eightpossibleSU(3)-breaking contributions(~T1, ~T2, ~C1, ~C2, ~E 1, ~E 2, ~A 1, ~A 2).

4.B ! D �D : Two com binations (T̂ + P̂, Ê ) ofthe three diagram s T̂, P̂ and Ê

contributetothesedecays,sotherearefourpossibleSU(3)-breakingcontributions
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(T̂1+ P̂1,T̂2+ P̂2,Ê 1,Ê 2).(P̂3 neverappearssincein thesedecaysa c�cquark pair

iscreated,notan s�s pair.)

B ! �cP:The Ĉ diagram contributesto these decays,so there are two possible

SU(3)-breaking contributions(Ĉ1,Ĉ2).

In Tables1-8,in the\SU(3)breaking" colum n,wepresenttheSU(3)-breaking con-

tributionsto alltheB decaysin thefourclasses:

1.B ! PP (Tables1 and 2).

2.B ! P �D (Tables3 and 4),

3.B ! PD (Tables5 and 6),

4.B ! D �D and B ! �cP (Tables7 and 8),

For B ! PP, we include only the SU(3)-breaking contributions which are derived

from the T,C and P diagram sand theirprim ed counterparts. Those SU(3)-breaking

diagram s which are related to the E ,A and PA diagram s are expected to be m uch

sm aller(seebelow).

Note that,in T-type diagram s,the weak currentiscoupled directly to a �nal-state

m eson (see Figs.1{3).Therefore,assum ing factorization,SU(3)-breaking e�ectsin the

decay of the W can be directly related to m eson decay constants. Speci�cally, for

B ! PP and B ! P �D ,
�
�
�
�

T + T1

T

�
�
�
�=

fK

f�
; (11)

whileforB ! PD and B ! D �D wehave

�
�
�
�

T + T1

T

�
�
�
�=

fD s

fD
: (12)

(In theabove,thesym bol\T" representsany T-typediagram in Figs.1{3.)

Since theT2,C2 and P2 correctionsinvolve thespectatorquark,these can beinter-

preted asform -factorcorrections.Therem aining SU(3)-breaking correctionsarerelated

to thedi�erencein theproduction am plitudesfors�s and u�u (d�d).

In allcases,theSU(3)-breaking diagram sm ay havedi�erentstrong phasesthan the

parentdiagram s,so that�nal-state phasescan be a�ected. In particular,in Eqs.(11)

and (12)above,thequantity 1+ T1=T isin generalequalto theratio ofdecay constants

tim esan unknown phase.

B .Expected sizes ofthe various diagram s

Not allofthe SU(3)-invariant contributions are expected to be equally large { we

expect there to be a range ofm agnitudes. The SU(3)-violating contributions should

obey a sim ilarhierarchy.

Forexam ple,theT,C,E and A contributionstoaparticulardecay allhavethesam e

CKM m atrix elem ents. However,fordynam icalreasons,the T diagram isexpected to
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dom inate.TheC diagram iscolor-suppressed,sonaivelyitsm agnitudeshould besm aller

than thatofthe T diagram by a factor1/3. M odelcalculationssuggestthatthe ratio

jC=Tjisin factsom ewhatsm aller,about0.2 [12,13].Forthe purposesofcom parison,

wewilltakejC=Tj� �.(Notethattheuseoftheparam eter� hereisnotrelated in any

way to the CKM m atrix elem ents ofC and T { itissim ply used to keep track ofthe

relativesizeofthetwo diagram s.) Aspreviously m entioned,theE and A diagram sare

expected to be suppressed relative to the T diagram sby a factorfB =m B � 5% � �2.

(Again,the param eter � is used here only as an approxim ate m easure ofthe relative

size.) Thus,the approxim ate relative sizes ofthese fourSU(3)-invariantcontributions

arejTj:jCj:jE j;jAj= 1:� :�2.

W e do not know how large the SU(3)-breaking e�ects are. Our one clue com es

from the ratio fK =f� = 1:2,which appears naturally iffactorization is assum ed,i.e.

(fK � f�)=f� � 0:2 � �. Assum ing allSU(3)-breaking e�ects are ofthis order,we

expectjTi=Tj� �,jCi=Cj� �,etc. (Ifthe SU(3)-breaking e�ectsshould turn outto

be signi�cantly larger,then ourlowest-orderparam etrization ofSU(3)breaking would

probably besuspect.)

The P and PA contributionshave to be considered separately,since they have dif-

ferentCKM m atrix elem entsthan the T,C,E and A diagram s.W e willdiscussthem

asthey arisein thevariousB decaysbelow.

A word ofcaution to the reader:In whatfollows,we estim ate the relative sizes(in

powersof�)ofthe SU(3)-invariantand SU(3)-breaking diagram swhich contribute to

alltwo-body hadronicB decays.In latersectionsweoften usethisestim ated hierarchy

to isolate the largest e�ect in a particular decay (including appropriate explanations,

ofcourse). However,one m ustbe carefulnotto take thishierarchy too literally. Not

only are these only educated guesses,but� isnotthatsm alla num ber{ a factorof4

enhancem entorsuppression can easily turn an e�ectofO (�n)into an e�ectofO (�n� 1).

1. B ! PP decays: For these decays,the �b ! �uu�d and �b ! �uu�s transitions m ust

be analysed separately,since the penguin contributionsplay a di�erentrole in the two

cases.

The dom inant diagram in �b ! �uu�d decays is T,whose CKM m atrix elem ents are

V �

ubVud. Based on the above discussion,relative to jTjwe expect that jCj,jE j,jAj,

and the SU(3) corrections to T,C,E and A are suppressed by various powers of�.

The P diagram isalso sm allerthan the T diagram ,butitssuppression factorism ore

uncertain.TheCKM m atrix elem entsforP areV �

tbVtd [14].Although jVtdj> jVubj,there

aresuppressionsdueto theloop and to �s(m b)’ 0:2.Allowing forthepossibility that

the P m atrix elem entsare enhanced relative to the T m atrix elem ents,a conservative

estim ateisjP=Tj� O (�)(although thisislikely to besom ewhatsm aller[15]).ThePA

diagram should besuppressed relativetotheP diagram by afactorfB =m B � �2.Thus,

for�C = �S = 0 transitions,relative to the dom inantjTjcontribution we expectthe

following approxim atehierarchy to hold:
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O (�0) : jTj

O (�) : jCj;jPj;SU(3)correctionsto T,

O (�2) : jE j;jAj;SU(3)correctionsto C and P,

O (�3) : jPAj;SU(3)correctionsto E and A, (13)

O (�4) : SU(3)correctionsto PA.

Thisim pliesthat,ifoneneglectstheE and A contributionsto such decays,itisconsis-

tentto also ignoreallSU(3)-breaking e�ectsexceptthecorrectionsto T.

For�b ! �uu�s transitions,the relevant CKM m atrix elem ents in a T0 diagram are

V �

ubVus � O (�4),whilethosefortheP 0diagram (which correspondstoa�b! �stransition)

are V �

tbVts � O (�2). There isa suppression forthe P 0 diagram due to the loop and to

�s(m b),and we estim ate this as above to be O (�). The conclusion is that,in these

decays,it is the P 0 diagram which dom inates. Thus,for �C = �S = 0 transitions,

relativeto jP 0jweexpectthefollowing approxim atehierarchy ofcontributions:

O (�0) : jP
0
j

O (�) : jT
0
j;SU(3)correctionsto P 0,

O (�2) : jC
0
j;jPA

0
j;SU(3)correctionsto T0

O (�3) : jE
0
j;jA

0
j;SU(3)correctionsto C 0and PA 0, (14)

O (�4) : SU(3)correctionsto E 0and A 0.

Itshould bestressed,however,thatthisestim ated hierarchy ison lesssolid ground than

thatfor�b! �uu�d transitions,since ourknowledge ofpenguin contributionsto hadronic

B decaysisrathersketchy atthe m om ent. However,ifthishierarchy holds,then itis

probablyconsistenttoignoretheC 0contribution inTable2,aswellasallSU(3)-breaking

e�ectsexcepttheP 0

i.

2. B ! P �D decays: The largestcontribution to these decaysis �T. Relative to j�Tjwe

expectthatj�Cj,j�T1jand j�T2jareO (�);j�E j,j�C1jand j�C2jareO (�
2);and j�E 1jand j�E 2j

areO (�3).

3. B ! PD decays: The largestcontribution to these decaysis ~T. Relative to j~Tjwe

expectthatj~Cj,j~T1jand j~T2jareO (�);j~Ej,j~Aj,j~C1jand j~C2jareO (�
2);and j~E 1j,j~E 2j,

j~A 1jand j~A 2jareO (�
3).

4.B ! D �D and B ! �cP decays:FortheB ! D �D decays,the T̂ diagram dom inates,

and the Ê diagram is suppressed relative to it by a factor ofO (�2). As for the P̂

diagram ,its CKM m atrix elem ents are about the sam e size as those of T̂,but there

are suppressionsdue to the loop,to �s(m b)’ 0:2,and to the factthata c�c pairm ust

becreated.Taking allfactorsinto account,thetotalsuppression isprobably ofO (�2),

strongerthan thatin B ! PP decays.W ith thisassum ption,relativeto ĵTjweexpect

thatĵT1jand ĵT2jareO (�),ĵEjand ĵPjareO (�
2),and jÊ 1j,jÊ 2j,ĵP1jand ĵP2jareO (�

3).

ForB ! �cP decays,the Ĉ diagram dom inates,and the ĵC1jand ĵC2jcorrectionsare

suppressed relativeto itby a factorofO (�).
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IV .T EST S FO R SU (3) B R EA K IN G A N D N EG LEC T O F E ,A D IA G R A M S

W e now inspect Tables 1-8 for relations which test for the m agnitude ofSU(3)-

breaking term sand forthe absence ofE and A diagram s. W e considerpairsoftables

together,sincethey aregenerally related by a factor�.W e�rstdiscussrelationswhich

areexpected to hold in thepresenceofSU(3)breaking,usually asa consequence ofthe

isospin properties ofthe weak Ham iltonian. W e then discuss generaltests for SU(3)

breaking,keeping E and A contributions,and �nally notetheadditionalrelationswhich

follow ifsuch term sare neglected. In whatfollowswe shallalwayswork to �rstorder

in SU(3)breaking.W e rem ind the readerthat,aside from the decaysB ! PP,oneis

freeto change one orboth �nal-state pseudoscalarm esonsto a vectorm eson in allthe

relationsto bequoted below.

A .B ! PP decays

W e referthe readerto [1]forourconventions regarding identicalparticles. Am pli-

tudesarede�ned in such away thattheirsquaresalwaysyield decay rateswith thesam e

constantofproportionality.

1.Relationsfollowing m erely from isospin consistoftheequality

A(B s ! �
+
�
� )= �

p
2A(B s ! �

0
�
0) ; (15)

thetrianglerelation

p
2A(B +

! �
+
�
0)= A(B 0

! �
+
�
� )+

p
2A(B 0

! �
0
�
0) ; (16)

and thequadranglerelation [16]

A(B +
! �

+
K

0)+
p
2A(B +

! �
0
K

+ )= A(B 0
! �

�
K

+ )+
p
2A(B 0

! �
0
K

0) :(17)

2.W ithin SU(3)sym m etry,B + decaysto �� and �K are related [1,6,7]:

A(B +
! �

+
K

0)+
p
2A(B +

! �
0
K

+ )= �
p
2A(B +

! �
+
�
0) : (18)

The generaltreatm entofSU(3)breaking forB ! PP decays(including E ,A,and

PA term s)involvesalargenum berofcontributions,sinceallthequarksin the�nalstate

transform asavortripletsorantitriplets.In therem aining relations,based on Tables1

and 2,we ignore the e�ects ofE ,A,and PA and the corresponding SU(3)-breaking

term s. Num eroustestsforthe presence ofE ,A,and PA were suggested in [1]. Even

with thissim pli�cation,we�nd thatSU(3)-breaking e�ectsareharderto separatefrom

one anotherthan in the casesinvolving one orm ore charm ed quarksin the �nalstate.

W e�nd thefollowing relations:

3.One am plitude relation ispreserved in thepresence ofSU(3)breaking:

A(B +
! K

+ �K 0)= A(B 0
! K

0 �K 0) : (19)
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Both am plitudesare P + P3. Thisrelation would notnecessarily hold in the presence

ofunequalA and PA contributions,since the left-hand side receives a contribution A

whiletheright-hand sidehasan additionalPA term [1].

4.Severalcom binationsofSU(3)-breaking term scan beextracted from thedata:

�(B s ! �
+
K

� )=�(B 0
! �

+
�
� ) = 1+ 2 Re[(T2 + P2)=(T + P)] ; (20)

�(B s ! �
0 �K 0)=�(B 0

! �
0
�
0) = 1+ 2 Re[(C2 � P2)=(C � P)] ; (21)

�(B s ! K
0 �K 0)=�(B +

! �
+
K

0) = 1+ 2 Re(P 0

2=P
0) ; (22)

�(B s ! K
+
K

� )=�(B 0
! �

�
K

+ ) = 1+ 2 Re[(T0

2
+ P

0

2
)=(T0+ P

0)] : (23)

(Only the realpartsofthe SU(3)-breaking term sappearhere and below,since we are

working only to linear order in these term s.) Ourprogram ofignoring E ,A and PA

term sisequivalent to keeping only the lowest-order correctionsto the dom inantterm

in any decay. Ifourestim ates(see Sec.IIIB)ofthe approxim ate sizes ofthe various

SU(3)-breaking term sarecorrect,C2,P2 and T
0

2
arenegligibleto theorderatwhich we

areworking.Furtherm ore,in theSU(3)correctionson theright-hand sidesoftheabove

equations,we need only keep the largestterm sin both the num eratorand denom ina-

tor. The othercontributionsare subdom inantand can be ignored. Thus,atthislevel

ofapproxim ation the SU(3)-breaking quantity that is m easured in Eq.(20) above is

Re(T2=T),whilethequantity Re(P
0

2
=P 0)ism easured in both Eqs.(22)and (23).Tothis

order,sincewehaveneglected E and PA term sin thedenom inatoroftheleft-hand side

ofEq.(21)which are ofthe sam e orderasSU(3)-breaking term s,the SU(3)-breaking

factor on the right-hand side should be ignored;we cannot say anything about O (�)

correctionsin thiscase.

SU(3)-breaking term sm odify thetrianglerelation (18):

A(B +
! �

+
K

0)+
p
2A(B +

! �
0
K

+ )=

 

1+
T0

1
+ C 0

1

T0+ C 0

!

�
p
2A(B +

! �
+
�
0) : (24)

W ehaveargued abovethattheC 0

1
and C 0term sin theaboveexpression givesubdom i-

nantSU(3)corrections,and are therefore negligible. Thus,using Eq.(11),we see that

the SU(3)-breaking e�ectwhich entersthe relation between the I = 3=2 B ! �K am -

plitudeand � tim estheI = 2B ! �� am plitudesisjustfK =f� (tim esapossiblestrong

phase).Thisis,in fact,whatweestim ated previously [1].

Torelatevariouscontributionsin B ! �� and B ! �K decaystooneanother,Silva

and W olfenstein [17]neglected E and PA in B 0 ! �+ �� and assum ed thatT0

1
=T0 =

P 0

1=P
0in B 0 ! �� K + .W e�nd thatthisassum ption isdi�cultto testusing thedecays

ofTables1 and 2.

B .B ! P �D decays

1.An isospin am plitude relation connectstheam plitudesforB s ! � �D :

A(B s ! �
+
D

� )= �
p
2A(B s ! �

0 �D 0) : (25)
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2.Isospin triangle relationsconnecttheam plitudesforB ! � �D :

A(B +
! �

+ �D 0)= A(B 0
! �

+
D

� )+
p
2A(B 0

! �
0 �D 0) : (26)

and theam plitudesforB ! K �D :

A(B +
! K

+ �D 0)= A(B 0
! K

+
D

� )+ A(B 0
! K

0 �D 0) : (27)

3.Onerelation am ongsixam plitudesholdsin thepresenceof�rst-orderSU(3)breaking

when E term sareretained:

A(B s ! K
+
D

�

s )� A(Bs ! �
+
D

� )� A(B0 ! K
+
D

� )

= �[A(B s ! �
+
D

�

s )+ A(B 0
! K

+
D

�

s )� A(B0 ! �
+
D

� )] : (28)

W ecan also usetheresultsofthesetwo tablesto learn aboutthesizesoftheSU(3)

breaking:

4.The realpartofthe ratio (�T1 + �C1)=(�T + �C)m ay belearned from theratio

�(B +
! K

+ �D 0)=�2�(B +
! �

+ �D 0)= 1+ 2 Re[(�T1 + �C1)=(�T + �C)] : (29)

Onem ustwritethisrelation in term softherealpartoftheratio oftheSU(3)breaking

and SU(3)invariantterm ssince strong �nal-state phases m ay notbe the sam e in the

K + �D 0 and �+ �D 0 channels. Once again,ifour estim ates ofthe approxim ate sizes of

the SU(3)-breaking term sare correct,the �C1 and �C term sin the above expression are

negligible since they are sim ply higher-order corrections. In this case the above rate

ratio issim ply equalto (fK =f�)
2 [seeEq.(11)].

5.Otherrate ratiosprovideinform ation on com binationsofparam eters:

�(B 0
! K

0 �D 0)=�2�(B s ! �K 0 �D 0)= 1+ 2 Re[(�C1 � �C2)=�C] ; (30)

�(B s ! �
+
D

� )=�2�(B 0
! K

+
D

�

s )= 1+ 2 Re[(�E 1 � �E 2)=�E ] : (31)

Ifwenow neglectall �E contributions(thereareno �A term sin B ! P �D decays),

6.Three decay ratesvanish:

�(B 0
! K

+
D

�

s )= �(B s ! �
+
D

� )= �(B s ! �
0 �D 0)= 0 : (32)

Upperlim itson the size of �E term scan already be obtained from the data: B (B 0 !

K + D � �

s )=B (B 0 ! �+ D � �)< 1=12 and B (B 0 ! K + D �

s )=B (B
+ ! �+ �D 0)< 1=20 [18].

Ofcourse,them easurem entoftheseratioswillhaveto im proveby m orethan an order

ofm agnitudein orderto detect �E e�ectsattheexpected level,butitisinteresting that

we already have signi�cant experim entalevidence regarding the suppression ofthe �E

term s.W ewilldiscusstheexperim entaldata furtherin Sec.VII.

In addition welearn m oreabouttheSU(3)-breaking term s:

7.The realpartsof �T1;2=�T and �C1;2=
�C can belearned separately from theratios

�(B 0
! K

+
D

� )=�2�(B 0
! �

+
D

� )= 1+ 2 Re(�T1=�T) ; (33)
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�(B s ! �
+
D

�

s )=�(B
0
! �

+
D

� )= 1+ 2 Re(�T2=�T) ; (34)

�(B s ! K
+
D

�

s )=�(B
0
! K

+
D

� )= 1+ 2 Re(�T2=�T) ; (35)

�(B 0
! K

0 �D 0)=2�2�(B 0
! �

0 �D 0)= 1+ 2 Re(�C1=�C) ; (36)

�(B s ! �K 0 �D 0)=2�(B 0
! �

0 �D 0)= 1+ 2 Re(�C2=�C) : (37)

Using Eq.11,the �rstrelation above isin factequalto (fK =f�)
2. Furtherm ore,ifour

estim ated hierarchy is correct,the �Ci term s are about the sam e size as the �E term s

which we have neglected. Therefore,to this order,the last two relations are reliable

only up to O (1),notto O (�).

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

(35).

C .B ! PD decays

Since these processesare atm ostoforder�3,they willbe lessvaluable fortesting

SU(3) breaking and neglect ofE than the B ! P �D decays m entioned above. These

processesdo provide a unique testing ground forthepresence ofA contributions,how-

ever. M oreover,the ratio ~C=~T ofcolor-suppressed to color-non-suppressed am plitudes

(which m ay di�erfrom thecorresponding ratio �C=�T forB ! P �D decays)isim portant

forthem easurem ent[19]oftheweak phase using B ! K D CP decays.

1.Two isospin relationsbetween am plitudesexist:

p
2A(B +

! �
0
D

+

s )= A(B 0
! �

�
D

+

s ) ; (38)

A(B s ! �
�
D

+ )= �
p
2A(B s ! �

0
D

0) : (39)

2.One isospin triangle can befound:

A(B +
! K

+
D

0)+ A(B +
! K

0
D

+ )= A(B 0
! K

0
D

0) : (40)

3.One isospin quadrangleholds:

A(B +
! �

+
D

0)+
p
2A(B +

! �
0
D

+ )= A(B 0
! �

�
D

+ )+
p
2A(B 0

! �
0
D

0) :(41)

4.One relation am ong six am plitudesisvalid in thepresence ofall�rst-orderterm s:

A(B 0
! �

�
D

+ )� A(B0 ! K
�
D

+

s )� A(Bs ! K
�
D

+ )

= �[A(B s ! K
�
D

+

s )� A(Bs ! �
�
D

+ )� A(B0 ! �
�
D

+

s )] : (42)

W ealso obtain a num berofadditionalresults:

5.The following SU(3)-breaking term scan beextracted from ratiosofrates:

�
2�(B +

! K
+
D

0)=�(B +
! �

+
D

0)= 1+ 2 Re[(~C1 + ~A 1)=(~C + ~A)] ; (43)

�
2�(B +

! K
0
D

+ )=�(B +
! �K 0

D
+

s )= 1+ 2 Re[(~A 1 � ~A 2)=~A] ; (44)
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�
2�(B 0

! K
0
D

0)=�(B s ! �K 0
D

0)= 1+ 2 Re[(~C1 � ~C2)=~C] ; (45)

�
2�(B 0

! �
�
D

+

s )=�(B s ! K
�
D

+ )= 1+ 2 Re[(~T1 � ~T2)=~T] ; (46)

�
2�(B s ! �

�
D

+ )=�(B 0
! K

�
D

+

s )= 1+ 2 Re[(~E 1 � ~E 2)=~E ] : (47)

Now weexam inetheconsequence ofneglecting ~E and ~A contributions.

6.The following 5 ratesvanish:

�(B +
! K

0
D

+ )= �(B s ! �
�
D

+ )= �(B s ! �
0
D

0)

= �(B +
! �K 0

D
+

s )= �(B 0
! K

�
D

+

s )= 0 : (48)

The vanishing ofthe rate for B + ! K 0D + im plies,through the isospin triangle

(40),a relation between am plitudeswith isospins0 and 1 in thedirectchannel,and the

equality oftheam plitudesforB + ! K + D 0 and B 0 ! K 0D 0.Sincetheseprocessesare

color-suppressed,the violation ofthe rate relation �(B + ! K + D 0)= �(B 0 ! K 0D 0)

would probablybethem oststringenttestwecould deviseforthepresenceofannihilation

(~A)contributions.

7.The one quadrangle relation (41)becom estwo am plitude relations:

A(B +
! �

+
D

0)=
p
2A(B 0

! �
0
D

0) ; (49)

p
2A(B +

! �
0
D

+ )= A(B 0
! �

�
D

+ ) : (50)

8.In addition the following SU(3)-breaking term scan be extracted:

�
2�(B +

! K
+
D

0)=�(B +
! �

+
D

0)= 1+ 2 Re(~C1=
~C) ; (51)

�(B s !
�K 0
D

0)=�(B +
! �

+
D

0)= 1+ 2 Re(~C2=
~C) ; (52)

�
2�(B 0

! �
�
D

+

s )=�(B
0
! �

�
D

+ )= 1+ 2 Re(~T1=~T) ; (53)

�(B s ! K
�
D

+

s )=�(B
0
! �

�
D

+

s )= 1+ 2 Re(~T2=~T) : (54)

�(B s ! K
�
D

+ )=�(B 0
! �

�
D

+ )= 1+ 2 Re(~T2=~T) : (55)

Ifthe ~Ci term sareofthesam eorderasthe ~E and ~A term s,asweexpect,the�rsttwo

oftheaboveraterelationsshould bereliableonly up to O (1).

9. A consistency check m ay be perform ed by com paring the left-hand sidesofthe last

two equations.

D .B ! D �D and B ! �cP decays

Here we m ust discuss the relations im plied by Tables 7 and 8 separately,since a

singlefactorof� no longerrelatesthetwo.Although T̂0=T̂ ’ Ĉ 0=Ĉ ’ Ê 0=Ê ’ � � (and

sim ilarly forthecorresponding SU(3)-breaking term s),theratio P̂ 0=P̂ isexpected to be

only oforder�,butnotto thesam eaccuracy.

By now ourm ethodsshould havebecom eclearto thereader,butweenum eratethe

consequencesofthetablesexplicitly forthesakeofcom pleteness.
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1.Num erousisospin relationsm ay bewritten.Theseconsistoftheam plituderelations

A(B +
! D

+

s D
0)= A(B 0

! D
+

s D
� ) ; (56)

A(B +
! �cK

+ )= A(B 0
! �cK

0) ; (57)

A(B s ! D
+
D

� )= � A(Bs ! D
0 �D 0) (58)

A(B +
! �c�

+ )=
p
2A(B 0

! �c�
0) ; (59)

and thetrianglerelation

A(B +
! D

+ �D 0)= A(B 0
! D

+
D

� )+ A(B 0
! D

0 �D 0) : (60)

The consequencesofthe I = 0 nature ofthe�b! �cc�s transition forB ! K J= decays

werepointed outsom etim eago [20].

2. The e�ectsofcolor-suppressed and exchange-type SU(3)-breaking am plitudescan be

extracted from thedata:

�
2�(B +

! �cK
+ )=�(B +

! �c�
+ )= 1+ 2 Re(Ĉ1=Ĉ) ; (61)

�(B s ! �c �K
0)=�(B +

! �c�
+ )= 1+ 2 Re(Ĉ2=Ĉ) ; (62)

�(B 0
! D

+

s D
�

s )=�(B
0
! D

0 �D 0)= 1+ 2 Re(Ê 2=Ê ) ; (63)

�
2�(B s ! D

+
D

� )=�(B 0
! D

0 �D 0)= 1+ 2 Re(Ê 1=Ê ) : (64)

3.The e�ectsofthe com bination T̂0

2 + P̂ 0

2 can beextracted from theratio

�(B s ! D
+
D

�

s )=�(B
+
! D

+ �D 0)= 1+ 2 Re[(T̂0

2
+ P̂

0

2
)=(T̂0+ P̂

0)] : (65)

Ifwenow ignoreexchange-type diagram s,we�nd severalm orerelations:

4.Severalam plitudesvanish.Thus,

A(B s ! D
+
D

� )= A(B s ! D
0 �D 0)= A(B 0

! D
+

s D
�

s )= A(B 0
! D

0 �D 0)= 0 : (66)

Asoneconsequence,thetrianglerelation (60)becom esan am plitudeequality:

A(B +
! D

+ �D 0)= A(B 0
! D

+
D

� ) : (67)

5.The e�ectsofthe com bination T̂2 + P̂2 can beextracted from theratio

�(B s ! D
+

s D
�

s )=�(B
+
! D

+

s
�D 0)= 1+ 2 Re[(T̂2 + P̂2)=(T̂ + P̂)] ; (68)

wherewerecallthatweareworking only to �rstorderin SU(3)breaking.

ThetreecontributionsT̂ and T̂0alwaysoccurin com bination with thecorresponding

penguin term s P̂ and P̂ 0.A num berofadditionalconsequenceswould follow ifwewere

to assum e that P̂ 0=P̂ ’ T̂0=T̂,or that the penguin term s (which m ust produce a c�c

pair) are negligible. In the latter case one could determ ine the ratio (fD s
=fD )

2 [see

Eq.(12)]by com paring �(B + ! D + �D 0) with �2�(B + ! D +
s
�D 0). Other rate ratios
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which can be used to obtain (fD s
=fD )

2 are �(B 0 ! D + D � )=�2�(B 0 ! D +
s D

� ) and

�(B s ! D + D �

s )=�
2�(B s ! D +

s D
�

s ).

V .SU (3) B R EA K IN G A N D T H E EX T R A C T IO N O F C K M PH A SES

In Refs.[6,7]wepresented anum berofwaysto extractCKM phases,strongphases,

and thesizesofindividualdiagram sfrom B ! PP decays.Alltheseanalysesm adeuse

ofunbroken SU(3)sym m etry (aswellastheneglectofE ,A and PA diagram s)torelate

B ! ��,B ! �K and B ! K �K decays.In thissection wediscusstheim plicationsof

SU(3)-breaking e�ectsforsuch analyses.(Notethatelectroweak penguins[8,9],which

we neglecthere,m ay be ofequal,orgreater,im portance than SU(3)-breaking e�ects.

Ifsuch contributions are large,they m ay wellinvalidate the analyses ofRefs.[6,7].

However,ifthey are sm all,then SU(3)breaking isthe im portantfactor,which iswhy

itisusefulto consideritseparately,aswedo here.)

Ref.[6]m akes use ofthe SU(3) triangle relation ofEq.(18),rewritten below for

convenience:

A(B +
! �

+
K

0)+
p
2A(B +

! �
0
K

+ )= �
p
2A(B +

! �
+
�
0) :

IfA-type diagram sare neglected,these three am plitudes have the following graphical

decom position:

A(B +
! �

+
�
0) = �

1
p
2
(T + C) ;

A(B +
! �

+
K

0) = P
0

; (69)

A(B +
! �

0
K

+ ) = �
1
p
2
(T0+ C

0+ P
0) :

Now considerthetriangleform ed from thethreeCP-conjugateprocesses:

A(B �
! �

� �K 0)+
p
2A(B �

! �
0
K

� )= �
p
2A(B �

! �
�
�
0) : (70)

The P 0am plitude isdom inated by theCKM m atrix elem entsV �

tbVts,whose phase is�.

Thus,thisam plitudeiscom m on to both triangles:

A(B +
! �

+
K

0)= A(B �
! �

� �K 0): (71)

Theweak phaseoftheT + C am plitudeis.Thuswehave

jA(B +
! �

+
�
0)j= jA(B �

! �
�
�
0)j: (72)

Thethird am plitude,T0+ C 0+ P 0,hastwocontributions((T0+ C 0)and P 0)with di�erent

weak and strong phases.Hencetherecan beCP violation in thedecay B � ! �0K � .

W hen onecom paresthetriangletotheCP-conjugatetriangle,theanglebetween the

am plitudes�
p
2A(B + ! �+ �0)and �

p
2A(B � ! �� �0)isjust2 (see Fig.5).There

isa twofold am biguity corresonding to theinterchanging of and �TC 0� �P 0,where�TC 0

and �P 0 arethestrong phasesofthe(T0+ C 0)and P 0am plitudes,respectively.
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’P

T+C’’
T+C’’

T+C+P’’ ’

T+C+P’’ ’

Figure 5: Triangle relating am plitudes T0+ C 0+ P 0 = �
p
2A(B + ! �0K + ),P 0 =

A(B + ! �+ K 0),and T0+ C 0= �(fK =f�)A(B
+ ! �+ �0),aswellasthecorresponding

charge-conjugate processes (denoted by barsoversym bols foram plitudes). The angle

between T0+ C 0and T0+ C 0is2.

How doesthisanalysishold up when weconsiderSU(3)breaking? From Tables1and

2,thedecom position oftheam plitudesin term sofSU(3)-invariantand SU(3)-breaking

contributionsis

A(B +
! �

+
�
0) = �

1
p
2
(T + C) ;

A(B +
! �

+
K

0) = P
0+ P

0

1 ; (73)

A(B +
! �

0
K

+ ) = �
1
p
2
(T0+ C

0+ P
0+ T

0

1 + C
0

1 + P
0

1) :

In other words,the third side ofthe triangle is really � (T0+ C 0+ T0

1
+ C 0

1
),whereas

aboveweassum ed itwas� �(T + C)= � (T0+ C 0).Theerrorincurred issim ply

1+
T0

1 + C 0

1

T0+ C 0
’ 1+

T0

1

T0
; (74)

where,on theright-hand side,wehaveneglected theC 0and C 0

1 term sasbeing subdom -

inant(seeSec.IIIB).(Thisapproxim ation isatthesam elevelastheneglectofA-type

diagram s.) However,from Eq.(11),assum ing factorization,wehave

1+
T0

1

T0
=
fK

f�
e
i�S U (3) ; (75)

wherewehaveincluded a possibleadditionalstrong phase.Thissim ply reectsthefact

that,in the presence ofSU(3) breaking,the T and T0 am plitudes no longer have the

sam e strong phase: �T 0 = �T + �SU (3). Therefore,taking into account SU(3)-breaking

e�ects,Eq.(18)should read

A(B +
! �

+
K

0)+
p
2A(B +

! �
0
K

+ )=
fK

f�
e
i�S U (3)�

p
2A(B +

! �
+
�
0) : (76)
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Thisdoesnotchange thingssubstantively. �TC 0 and �P 0 are now the strong phasesof

(T0+ C 0+ T0

1
+ C 0

1
)and P 0+ P 0

1
,respectively. Apartfrom this,theanalysisofRef.[6]

stillholds,aslong asthefactorfK =f� isincluded.The weak phase can beobtained,

up to a twofold am biguity which interchangesitand thestrong phase�TC 0 � �P 0.

Ref.[7]describestwo typesofanalyses. The �rstisessentially an extension ofthe

analysis described above,except that it also allows one to extract the strong phases

and sizes ofthe individualT0,C 0 and P 0 diagram s. It m akes use ofthe isospin �K

quadrangle[Eq.(17)],rewritten below forconvenience:

A(B +
! �

+
K

0)+
p
2A(B +

! �
0
K

+ )= A(B 0
! �

�
K

+ )+
p
2A(B 0

! �
0
K

0) :

The key pointis that,within SU(3)sym m etry,one diagonalofthe �K quadrangle is

related to the am plitude forB + ! �+ �0 [Eq.(18)]: (T0+ C 0)= �(T + C). Thus,by

m easuring the four �K rates,as wellas the rate for B + ! �+ �0,one can construct

the diagram in Fig.6. This allows the extraction ofjP 0j,jT0j,jC 0j,� C 0 and � T 0,as

wellas the quantity � P 0 � �T 0 � ,where �i � �i� �TC 0. Ifone also m easures the

CP-conjugateprocesses, can bedisentangled from � P 0 � �T 0,asin [6].(Itshould be

pointed thatthereissom e uncertainty in thedeterm ination ofjC 0jand � C 0.Although

theam plitudeA 0isnegligiblecom pared to P 0and T0,itisnotso sm allwhen com pared

to C 0{ we estim ate jA 0=C 0j� �.Thus,the precision in ourdeterm inationsofjC0jand

� C 0 islim ited by theneglectofA 0.)

Ifone considers SU(3)corrections,Fig.6 stillholds,except that(i)P 0,T0 and C 0

now includetheirSU(3)correctionsP 0

1
,T0

1
and C 0

1
,respectively,and (ii)thediagonalis

no longer(T0+ C 0),which isdirectly related to (T + C),butrather(T0+ C 0+ T0

1
+ C 0

1
).

However,weshowed abovehow torelatethisSU(3)-corrected diagonalto(T + C):up to

sm allcorrections,jT0+ C 0+ T0

1
+ C 0

1
j= (fK =f�)�jT + Cj.Thus,theanalysisstillholds,

exceptthatthestrong phasesthatarem easured includeSU(3)-breaking e�ects.(To be

precise,theSU(3)correction C 0

1 should beneglected everywhere.Itisexpected to beof

thesam eorderasE and A-typediagram s,which havebeen ignored.Thism eansthat,

justasin the SU(3)-invariantcase,the determ ination ofjC 0jisaccurate to only about

25% ,and � C 0 issim ilarly a�ected.)

The second analysisofRef.[7]isa bitm ore com plicated. Ifone assum esunbroken

SU(3) sym m etry,one has two triangles with a com m on base [see Eqs.(16),(17) and

(18)]:

�
p
2A(B +

! �
+
�
0) = �A(B 0

! �
+
�
� )+ �

p
2A(B 0

! �
0
�
0) ;

�
p
2A(B +

! �
+
�
0) = A(B 0

! �
�
K

+ )+
p
2A(B 0

! �
0
K

0) : (77)

In term sofdiagram s,thesetwo trianglescan bewritten

�(T + C) = �(T + P)+ �(C � P) ;

�(T + C) = (T0+ P
0)+ (C 0

� P
0) : (78)

By m easuring the rates for B + ! �+ K 0 and B 0 ! K 0 �K 0,one can obtain the

m agnitudesofP 0andP,respectively.W iththese7ratem easurem ents,onecanconstruct
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∆    − γ − ∆

’

’
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’

T+PC-P

T

P
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’P

’

T+C+P
’’ ’

T+C’ ’

∆    − γ
P’

P’ T’

Figure6:Am plitudetrianglesbased on Eqs.(17)and (18)perm itting theextraction of

strong phasesand theweak phase in theSU(3)sym m etry lim itand with linearSU(3)

sym m etry breaking.
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the diagram ofFig.7,in which the apex ofthe subtriangle T0+ C 0 = (T0+ C 0) is

determ ined,up to a twofold am biguity,from the intersection ofthe two circles. The

key pointhere isthatthis�xesthe orientation ofthe vectorsP and P 0. Thuswe can

obtain their phases,relative to the (T0+ C 0) am plitude (the horizontalline). These

relative phasesare � P + � and � P 0 � ,respectively (we have assum ed thatthe weak

phase ofthe P diagram isgiven approxim ately by Arg(V �

tbVtd)= � � [14],and we have

used � = � � � � ). However,within SU(3)sym m etry,�P = � P 0,so thatone can

com binethesetwo phasem easurem entsto obtain theweak CKM phase�.In addition,

one can also obtain the strong phasesand m agnitudesofthe variousdiagram s. Ifone

also m easures the rates for the CP-conjugate processes,it is possible to obtain ,�

and � P separately. (Note thatthe precision with which the m agnitude and phase of

C 0= �C can be determ ined islim ited asin the �rstconstruction by the neglectofA-

and PA-typediagram s.)

Unfortunately,in thepresenceofSU(3)-breaking e�ects,thisanalysisdoesnotstand

up aswellasthe previoustwo. W e willbe able to extract and certain strong phases

in a way independent ofthe previousconstructions,butwe willnotbe able to obtain

theotherCKM phases.

There are two places where SU(3)-breaking e�ects e�ects are im portant. First,P

and P 0 get di�erent SU(3) corrections: the am plitude P 0 in the decay B + ! �+ K 0

getsan SU(3)correction P 0

1
,while theam plitude P in thedecay B 0 ! K 0 �K 0 hasa P3

correction.Thus,theequality � P = � P 0 islikely to bebroken,so thattheCKM angle

� cannotbe extracted asdescribed above. Furtherm ore,the P3 correction to P isnot

presentin theisospin triangle[Eq.(16)].Thism eansthatthereissom euncertainty asto

theposition oftheapex ofthesubtriangle.Thus,theorientation oftheP + P3 vectoris

poorly determ ined { even ifwesom ehow knew that� P = � P 0,westillcould notobtain

� precisely.(Notethattheorientation ofP 0+ P 0

1 can stillbefairly accurately obtained

{ since jPj� jP 0j,a sm allcorrection to P hasvery little e�ect on the orientation of

P 0+ P 0

1
asdeterm ined from theintersection oftheP and P 0circlesin Fig.7.)

Second,therearereally two subtriangles:T + C = (T + C)and T0+ C 0= (T0+ C 0).

Assum ing a perfectSU(3)sym m etry,thesesubtrianglesarecongruent,and sim ply scale

by �.However,thisisnolongertruein thepresenceofSU(3)breaking.W eknow how to

take certain SU(3)-breaking e�ectsinto account. Forexam ple,assum ing factorization,

T0 and T are related by (fK =f�)exp(i�SU (3)),asare (T
0+ C 0)and (T + C)to a good

approxim ation (the error is at the levelof� �2 relative to the dom inant T and T0

diagram s.) However,C 0 and C are not so clearly related. A priori,we do not know

the relation between these two am plitudes. In this case,the sm alldi�erence between

(T0+ C 0)and (T + C)can havea signi�cante�ect.SincetheC diagram issm allerthan

theT diagram by afactorof�,thesm allerroronem akesin relating(T0+ C 0)to(T + C)

can bea largeerrorin thedeterm ination ofthem agnitudesand phasesofC and C 0(in

addition to the errorincurred by neglecting A-and PA-type diagram s). Thisin turn

leadsto a furtheruncertainty in theposition oftheapex ofthesubtriangle.

On theotherhand,sincejTjand jT0jarem uch largerthan jCjand jC 0j,respectively,

the sm alluncertainty in the position ofthe apex ofthe subtriangle haslittle e�ecton

27



T’+C’

C’-P’ T’+P’

|P’|

(C-P)λ

|P|λ

(T+P)λ

Figure 7: Am plitude triangle based on Eqs.(77) perm itting the extraction ofstrong

phase shift di�erences and the weak phases �; in the SU(3) sym m etry lim it. W ith

linearly broken SU(3),only theextraction of and certain strongphasesispossible(see

text).
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thedeterm ination ofjT0jand � T 0.Thus,thequantity � P 0 � �T 0 �  can beextracted

in the sam e way asin the �rstanalysis ofRef.[7]. Ifone m easures the CP-conjugate

processes,onecan sim ilarly disentangle and � P 0� �T 0.Oneoftheadvantagesofthis

m ethod over the previous one was that the weak phase � could be obtained. In the

presence ofSU(3)breaking thisisno longerthecase.Furtherm ore,thedeterm inations

ofjC 0jand � C 0 rem ain im precise.Howevereven in thepresenceofSU(3)breaking,this

m ethod can stillbeused to independently determ ine and som eofthestrong phases.

V I.FIN A L-STAT E IN T ER A C T IO N S

A .B ! � �D decays

The decays B + ! �+ �D 0,B 0 ! �+ D � ,and B 0 ! �0 �D 0 involve one am plitude

leading to a �nalstate with I = 1=2 and one am plitude leading to a �nalstate with

I = 3=2. Speci�cally,the weak Ham iltonian forthe transition �b ! �cu�d transform sas

I = I3 = 1,perm itting the following decom position ofthe am plitudes in term softhe

� �D isospins:

A(B +
! �

+ �D 0)= A 3=2 ;

A(B 0
! �

+
D

� )= (2=3)A 1=2 + (1=3)A 3=2 ;

p
2A(B 0

! �
0 �D 0)= � (2=3)A1=2 + (2=3)A 3=2 : (79)

Theseam plitudesclearly satisfy a trianglerelation,asalready written in (26).Since

a single CKM elem ent dom inates the decays,a non-zero area for this triangle would

signify di�erences in �nal-state phases between the I = 1=2 and I = 3=2 am plitudes.

This circum stance has been used by H.Yam am oto [5]to place upper lim its on such

phasedi�erences,notonly in thedecaysB ! � �D ,butalso in B ! � �D � and B ! ��D .

A sim ilarm ethod hasalready been used in the decaysD ! � �K and related processes

to conclude thatthere are im portant�nal-state phase di�erencesbetween the I = 1=2

and I = 3=2 � �K and � �K � states[21].

W e illustrate in Fig.8 an am plitude triangle forB ! � �D decays,where we de�ne

r� A1=2=A 3=2.Thebaseofthetrianglehasunitlength,whilethetwo othersideshave

lengths

A(B 0 ! �+ D � )

A(B + ! �+ �D 0)
=
1+ 2r

3
(80)

and p
2A(B 0 ! �0 �D 0)

A(B + ! �+ �D 0)
=
2� 2r

3
: (81)

A linedrawn from a point1/3 oftheway along thebaseto theapex then hasthephase

� � Arg(r).
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(2-2r)/3

2/31/3

Figure 8: Am plitude triangle fordeterm ining the phase ofr � A1=2=A 3=2 in B ! � �D

decays.

B .B ! K �D decays

A singleCKM m atrix elem ent,governing thetransition �b! �cu�s,also dom inatesthe

decays B + ! K + �D 0,B 0 ! K + D � ,and B 0 ! K 0 �D 0. The weak Ham iltonian trans-

form sasI = I3 = 1=2. The decay am plitudesm ay be decom posed into contributions

with �nal-stateisospinsI = 0 and I = 1:

A(B +
! K

+ �D 0)= A
0

1
;

A(B 0
! K

+
D

� )= (1=2)A 0

1
+ (1=2)A 0

0
;

A(B 0
! K

0 �D 0)= (1=2)A 0

1 � (1=2)A00 : (82)

Thus,they willsatisfy a triangularrelation (27).Ifthetrianglehasnon-zero area,�nal-

state interactionsare im portant. Sim ilarresultsapply,forexam ple,to B ! K � �D and

B ! K �D � decays.

C .SU (3) relations betw een B ! � �D and B ! K �D decays

The results ofTables 3 and 4 im ply relations am ong the am plitudes forB ! � �D

and B ! K �D decays.In theabsenceofSU(3)breaking and exchangediagram (E )con-

tributions,wewould expectA 0

1
= �A 3=2 and A

0

0
= (1=3)�(4A 1=2 � A3=2).By com paring

theexpressionsfortherespective decaysin term sofam plitudesT and C orT0and C 0,

wesee thatifthetriangles(26)and (27)have di�erentshapes,onem ustconclude that

(i)SU(3)isbroken,(ii)exchange contributionsareim portant,or(iii)both.

D .O ther tests for �nal-state interactions

The decays B ! � �D and B ! K �D o�er the best hope ofproviding clean tests

for�nal-stateinteractionswith reasonabledecay ratesand triangleswhosesidesareall

expected to be non-vanishing. However,two additionalam plitude triangles and one

am plitudequadranglem ay beofusein testing for�nal-stateinteractions.Thesearethe

relations(40),(60),and (41)involving the decaysB ! K D ,B ! D �D ,and B ! �D ,

respectively.
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Sincethedecay B + ! K 0D + isexpected to proceed purely through an annihilation

diagram (seeTable5),thetrianglecontainingthisam plitudeshould haveonevery short

side. Itm ay be very di�cultto tellthatsuch a triangle hasnon-zero area. Sim ilarly,

thedecay B 0 ! D 0 �D 0 should proceed purely via an exchangediagram (Table8),so its

triangle m ay have a shortside. The am plitude quadrangle (41)applies to the decays

B ! �D whose am plitudesare oforder�4,and hence notlikely to be detected soon.

One could tellifsuch a quadrangle had non-zero area by constructing itssides asthe

squarerootsofobserved ratesand checking thatno two orthreesidesadded up to any

othertwo oroneside.

E.C om m ents on rescattering e�ects

In Ref.[1,6,7]theneglectofE ,A,and PA contributionsin com parison with T,C,

and P contributionswasnoted explicitly tobeequivalenttotheassum ption thatcertain

rescattering e�ects are unim portant. Forexam ple,a �nalstate which can be reached

through the annihilation diagram can also be reached through a tree diagram followed

by arescattering.Severaltestsofthishypothesiswereproposed in Ref.[1,6,7].Itisno

surprise thatthis assum ption leads to relations between �nal-state phases in di�erent

decay channels.Indeed onesuch phaserelation wasnoted toexistbetween B ! �� and

B ! �K [22].

It was subsequently pointed out [23]that a relation am ong �nal-state phases was

im plicit in assum ing thatthe decay the decay B + ! �+ K 0 is pure penguin (here we

haveneglected theannihilation diagram ).Thisisindeed so.Thepointraised in Ref.[23]

isthattheI = 3=2 com bination

A(�+ K 0)+
p
2A(�0K + )= � (T0+ C

0) (83)

and theI = 1=2 treecontribution to thecom bination

[2A(�+ K 0)�
p
2A(�0K + )]tree = +(T0+ C

0) (84)

should havethesam estrong �nal-statephasesiftheirsum istovanish.In thegraphical

description ofRef.[1,6,7],thisisautom aticallythecase,sincetheam plitudein Eq.(83)

and thetreecontribution tothecom bination in Eq.(84)areboth proportionaltoT0+ C 0.

Thus,the equivalence ofthe strong �nal-state phases is a direct consequence ofour

assum ption thattheannihilation diagram sarenegligible.

W estressthatourgeneraltreatm entoflinearly broken avorSU(3)in two-body B

decaysdoesnotforbid �nal-stateinteraction phases.Although OZI-forbidden scattering

from one q�q pairto anotherisnotperm itted atthe quark levelby ourdecom position

[24],each ofthe hadronic decay am plitudes,T,C,P,etc.m ay carry a nonzero CP-

conserving phase.Forexam ple,partofthephaseofP can becalculated perturbatively

[25].
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V II.EX PER IM EN TA L D ATA A N D PR O SPEC T S

In thissection we give a snapshotofthe presentstatusofdata.W e include results

which are anticipated soon with the events in hand. W e then discuss briey the im -

provem entswhich would beneeded to testvarioussectorsofthetheory.Ourtreatm ent

ofB s decaysisrathersketchy since itisprem ature to assessexperim entalpossibilities

untilm ore�nalstateshavebeen reconstructed.

A .D ecays to tw o light m esons

Hereweconcentratem ainlyonexpectedhierarchiesofthedom inantam plitudesT;T0,

C;C 0,and P;P 0,and thepotentialforcon�rm ing them .W ehave already m entioned in

Ref.[1]the (ratherdem anding) levels ofstatistics required to test forthe presence of

thediagram sE ;E 0,A;A 0,and PA;PA 0.

Som e com bination ofthe decays B 0 ! �� �+ and B 0 ! �� K + hasbeen observed

[26],with a com bined branching ratio ofabout 2� 10� 5. Equalm ixtures ofthe two

m odes are likely,though a decisive separation awaits better particle identi�cation. It

then appears[1,17]thatthe am plitude T dom inatesthe B 0 ! �� �+ decay,while P 0

dom inatesB 0 ! �� K + (seeTables1 and 2),asweestim ated in Sec.IIIB.

OtherB ! PP decayswhich should bevisibleatbranching ratiosof1/2to1� 10� 5

(depending on whetherthey involve a neutralorcharged pion)are B + ! �+ �0,B s !

�+ K � ,and allthe rem aining processesin Table 2. Forexam ple,ifthe C am plitude is

sm all,oneexpects

�(B +
! �

+
�
0)� �(B0

! �
�
�
+ )=2 : (85)

IftheP 0am plitudeistheonly onepresentin B ! �K ,oneexpects

�(B +
! �

+
K

0)� 2�(B0
! �

0
K

0)

� �(B0
! �

�
K

+ )� 2�(B+
! �

0
K

+ ) : (86)

Presentupperlim itson branchingratios(atthe90% con�dencelevel)forsuch processes

include [27]B (B + ! �+ �0) < 2:3 � 10� 5,B (B 0 ! �0K 0) < 6:3 � 10� 5,B (B + !

�0K + )< 3:2� 10� 5,and B (B + ! �+ K 0)< 6:8� 10� 5,with no inform ation available

forB s decays.Updated resultsforsom eofthesem odesareforthcom ing [28].

The �S = 0 processesin Table 1 containing only color-suppressed and/orpenguin

contributions,such asB 0 ! �0�0,should becharacterized by branching ratiosoforder

10� 6 orsm aller(seealso [12]).In thisclassofprocesses,Ref.[27]quotesonly thelim it

B (B 0 ! �0�0)< 1:0� 10� 5.Thus,onem ustwaitforan im provem entofabouta factor

often in presentdata beforeexpecting to seesuch processesconsistently.Atthislevel,

one willbe able to construct a m eaningfultriangle based on the three distinct decay

ratesforB ! ��,and oneshould expectdeviationsfrom therelation (85).

A factoroften increasein data willalso perm ittheobservation ofratedi�erencesin

thevariousB ! �K channels,asa consequence ofinterference oftheterm T0in Table

2 with the dom inant P 0 term . IfC 0 issu�ciently sm allin com parison with T 0,these
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ratedi�erencesshould violatethem iddleequality in (86)whilepreserving theothertwo

equalities:

�(B +
! �

+
K

0)� 2�(B0
! �

0
K

0) (87)

and

�(B 0
! �

�
K

+ )� 2�(B+
! �

0
K

+ ) : (88)

Electroweak penguin contributions[8,9]could disturb these relations,m aking them of

particularinterestforearly testing.

In B decaysto onelightvectorm eson and onelightpseudoscalar,therearehintsof

signalsin severalB ! �K � channels[27]. However,asnoted (e.g.) in [2]and [1],the

SU(3)analysisin thesechannelsism oreinvolved,so wehavenotundertaken a general

treatm ent ofSU(3)-breaking e�ects. Som e partialresults on the role ofelectroweak

penguinshavebeen obtained [9].

B .B ! P �D decays

W ebegin by discussing theO (�2)processesin Table3.

The color-favored decaysofnonstrange B m esons,involving the am plitude �T,have

been seen atbranching ratio levelsof1/4 to nearly 2 % [13],in the� �D ,� �D �,��D ,and

��D � channels.Typicalupperlim itson thecolor-suppressed B 0 decaysto thesechannels

arean orderofm agnitudelower.Asnoted in [5],onecan already constructm eaningful

am plitude triangles for severalofthese channels,placing upper lim its on the relative

phaseshiftsbetween I = 1=2 and I = 3=2 channelswhich aretypically tensofdegrees.

W hat levelofdata would be required to see e�ects ofthe �E contribution? The

am plitude forsuch a process isexpected to be only a few percent ofthe dom inant �T

contribution. The equality of�(B 0 ! �+ D � ) � j�T + �E j2 with �(B s ! �+ D �

s ) �

j�T + �T2j
2 ism orelikely to beupsetby theSU(3)-breaking term �T2 than by theterm �E .

So faronecandidateforB s ! �+ D �

s hasbeen seen [29].

In ordertoseethee�ectof �E alone,onewould havetodetectthedecayB 0 ! K + D �

s

(ora related processinvolving one orm ore vectorm esons). The presentlim its[18]of

B (B 0 ! K + D �

s )< 2:3� 10� 4,B (B 0 ! K + D � �

s )< 1:7� 10� 4,B (B 0 ! K � +D �

s )<

9:7� 10� 4,B (B 0 ! K � +D � �

s )< 1:1� 10� 3 arenotadequate to detectthe presence of

the �E contribution atthe predicted level. The presentupperlim itson j�E=(�T + �E )j<

1=
p
12 from B (B 0 ! K + D � �

s )=B (B 0 ! �+ D � �)and on j�E =(�T + �C)j< 1=
p
20 from

B (B 0 ! K + D �

s )=B (B
+ ! �+ �D 0)m ustbeim proved considerably foran observation of

decay m odesdom inated by E and A am plitudes,ifthese term sare indeed suppressed

by fB =m B � �2.

Noneofthestrangeness-changingB ! P �D decayslisted in Table4hasbeen reported

yet. The observation ofthe decay B + ! K + �D 0 probably o�ersthe bestprospects. If

SU(3)breaking can be accounted forby the ratio fK =f�,asone expectsto be true for

thedom inant �T contribution,oneexpects

�(B + ! K + �D 0)

�(B + ! �+ �D 0)
=
jfK Vusj

2

jf� Vudj
2
� 0:075 ; (89)
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whilethisratio would beonly about0.051 in theabsenceofSU(3)breaking.

Since about 300 B + ! �+ �D 0 events have already been reported by the CLEO II

Collaboration [13],thereshould benearly two dozen eventsofB + ! K + �D 0 in thesam e

sam ple. An observed sam ple ofsom e hundred B + ! K + �D 0 events would be able to

testconclusively fortheSU(3)breaking m entioned above.

In theabsenceofappreciable �E contributions,oneshould expect

�(B 0 ! K + D � )

�(B 0 ! �+ D � )
=
jfK Vusj

2

jf� Vudj
2
� 0:075 (90)

aswell.About80 eventsofB 0 ! �+ D � havebeen reported by CLEO IIso far[13].

C .B ! PD decays

Here one isdealing with am plitudeswhich,though nom inally oforder�3 (Table 5)

or�4 (Table 6),m ay be further suppressed by the sm allness ofVub and the e�ects of

form factors.Nonetheless,itisim portantto detectm odessuch asthecolor-suppressed

decay B + ! K + D 0 ifthe program ofRef.[19]fordeterm ining the weak phase  isto

beim plem ented.

The process with the best prospect ofbeing seen �rst is the decay B 0 ! �� D +
s ,

forwhich thereexistsonly theupperlim itof2:7� 10� 4 on thebranching ratio [18].A

crude estim ate based on factorization in which we neglect form factordi�erences and

color-suppressed diagram swould predict

�(B 0 ! �� D +
s )

�(B 0 ! �� �+ )
�
f2D s

f2�
� 5 ; (91)

wherewehavetaken fD s
� 300M eV.Thus,weexpectabranchingratioforB0 ! �� D +

s

ofseveralpartsin 105.Thedecay should begin toshow up with severaltim esthepresent

data sam ple. Atprecisely halfthe rate ofB 0 ! �� D +
s ,(asa consequence ofisospin),

oneshould seethedecay B + ! �0D +
s .

Observation ofthecolor-suppressed B ! K D decayswillrequire a furtherincrease

ofabouttenfold in thedata.Atthislevelonem aytestSU(3)bycom paringtheprocesses

involving ~T + ~T1 or ~T + ~T1+ ~T2 in Table5 with thoseinvolving �~T or�(~T + ~T2)in Table

6.

D .B ! D �D decays

Decays such asB ! D +
s
�D (see Table 7)(and the corresponding processes involv-

ing one or two vector m esons) have been observed with branching ratios of1 { 2 %

[30].Som ewhatover100 eventshave been observed in thesum ofallchannels.Isospin

invariancepredictspairwiseequalitiesforcharged and neutralB decay m odes.

Thecolor-suppressed decaysB ! J= K (� )havebeen observed with branchingratios

which areaboutan orderofm agnitudesm allerthan thoseofB ! D �

s
�D (� ).Thisprovides

inform ation abouttheratio ĵC=T̂jwhich issom ewhatlargerthan �.Sim ilarbranching

ratios,ofabout 10� 3,are expected for B ! �cK
(� ) which should soon be observed

through thehadronicdecay m odesofthe�c.
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The decays B + ! D + �D 0 and B 0 ! D + D � (see Table 8)should occur atseveral

percent ofthe rates for B + ! D +
s
�D 0 and B 0 ! D +

s D
� ,with precise ratios dictated

by ratios ofheavy m eson decay constants ifa factorization hypothesis is adequate to

describethesedecaysand ifpenguin am plitudesarenegligible.

The presence of Ê contributions would be m ost cleanly illustrated by observing

decays ofthe form B s ! D �D . W ith fB =m B � 5% ,we estim ate the corresponding

branching ratio to be atm osta few partsin 105. Presentfragm entary inform ation on

B s m eson production does not allow us to estim ate the size ofthe data sam ple that

would perm itsuch a test.

E.O verallprospects

Thepresentsam pleofB decaysisbased in largeparton the2m illion nonstrangeB �B

pairscollected so farby CLEO,with im pressive reconstructions ofsom e decay m odes

(including those ofB s)by groupsatLEP and by the CDF Collaboration atFerm ilab.

A foreseen upgrade ofthe lum inosity ofCESR to L = 1033 cm � 2s� 1 should provide 10

m illion such pairsin a year(107 s)ofoperation.Asym m etric B factoriesatSLAC and

KEK should provide com parable (oreventually larger)sam ples. Nonetheless,itseem s

hard to escape the conclusion thatm any ofthe testsproposed here willrequire larger

data sets than can be achieved at electron-positron colliders. The ability ofhadron

collidersto produce large num bersofB m esonsisunquestioned;itrem ainsto be seen

whethera largeenough fraction ofthesecan bedetected.

V III.C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have discussed prospects forexperim entaltests ofseveralaspects oftwo-body

hadronic B decays,including SU(3)-breaking,the neglectofcertain SU(3)am plitudes

corresponding to disfavored graphs,and theelucidation ofstrong �nal-state-interaction

phase di�erences. W hile decaysto pairsoflightpseudoscalarm esonstypically involve

m orethan oneproductofelem entsoftheCabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )m atrix,

decays in which one or two ofthe �nalquarks are charm ed typically have a sim pler

CKM structure.Consequently,thee�ectsofinterestto uscan bem orereadily isolated.

W e have discussed a staged setofm easurem ents,starting with the present sam ple

ofnonstrange B decays (dom inated by CLEO II data) and progressing through the

m ultiplication ofthissam pleby successivefactors.Resultswhich m ay betestablein the

nearfutureincludethefollowing:

1)W e have presented a diagram m atic description ofthe variousSU(3)-breaking ef-

fects. Assum ing factorization forT-type diagram s,one SU(3)-breaking diagram corre-

spondsto theratio ofdecay constants.Using thisdescription,weexpectthat�(B + !

K + �D (� )0)=�(B + ! �+ �D (� )0) = jfK Vusj
2=jf�Vudj

2 � 0:075,while this ratio would be

only about0.051in theabsenceofSU(3)breaking.Sim ilarcom m entsapply totheratio

�(B 0 ! K + D (� )�)=�(B + ! �+ D (� )�).

2)The study ofB ! D �D decays(Tables7 and 8)can provide inform ation on the

ratio fD =fD s
iffactorization is assum ed: �(B + ! D + �D 0)=�(B + ! D +

s
�D 0),�(B 0 !
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D + D � )=�(B 0 ! D +
s D

� ) and �(B s ! D + D �

s )=�(B s ! D +
s D

�

s ) are allexpected to

equaljfD Vcdj
2=jfD s

Vcsj
2.Thissam eratio ofCKM m atrix elem entsand decay constants

can also beobtained from �(B 0 ! �� D + )=�(B 0 ! �� D +
s ),butthisislikely to beless

usefulexperim entally,sincea sm all[O (�4)]am plitudeisinvolved.

3)OtherSU(3)-breakinge�ects,associated with form factorsand quarkpaircreation,

can also be isolated by ratiosofrate m easurem ents. The listofsuch m easurem ents is

very long,so wereferthereaderto Sec.IV fora com pletediscussion.

4) A search fordecays such as B 0 ! K (� )+D (� )�
s at an order ofm agnitude better

sensitivity than presentlevelswillstartto shed lighton thepresenceorabsenceofweak

B m eson decaysinvolving thelightspectatorquark.Otherprocessesoforder�2 in the

am plitude which are ofthistype are the decaysB s ! D + D � and B s ! D 0 �D 0 (Table

7).

5)The processes in 4)are allofthe \exchange" type. In order to look forpurely

\annihilation" am plitudes one m ust turn to the process B + ! K 0D + (Table 5),of

order �3. This process is involved in an isospin triangle relation together with the

decays B + ! K + D 0 and B 0 ! K 0D 0. Unequalrates for these last two decays also

would beevidence fortheannihilation contribution.

6)OtherO (�3)processesofthepurely \exchange" variety includeB s ! �+ D � and

B s ! �0 �D 0 (Table 4),B s ! �� D + and B s ! �0D 0 (Table 5),and B 0 ! D 0 �D 0 and

B 0 ! D +
s D

�

s (Table8).Theseshould also besuppressed.

7)Som e SU(3)relationswhich should hold even in the presence ofSU(3)breaking

(butwhosevalidity dependson theneglectofexchangeand annihilation contributions)

have been obtained,including the am plitude relation A(B + ! K + �K 0) = A(B 0 !

K 0 �K 0)(seeSec.IV).

8)W e�nd thattheprogram forobtaining theweak phase,in severalindependent

ways,from B ! PP decaysdescribed in Refs.[6]and [7]isnotsubstantially a�ected

by a m ore carefulconsideration ofSU(3) breaking (see Sec.V).Som e strong phase

inform ation can also stillbe extracted. On the other hand,the determ ination of�

proposed in Ref.[7]is m uch m ore vulnerable to such e�ects. The role ofelectroweak

penguinsin such determ inationshasbeen discussed in a separatepaper[9].

9)Triangle relationsinvolving the decays B ! � �D [5]and B ! K �D (and related

statesinvolvingvectorm esons)willprovideusefulinform ationonstrong�nal-statephase

shiftdi�erences,sincethesedecaysaredom inated by a singleCKM m atrix elem ent.

10)A hierarchy ofcontributionsto variousdecayshasbeen discussed (Sec.IIIB),

whereby one can estim ate the expected rates for rare processes without reference to

speci�c m odels. Ratesofcolor-suppressed decays are expected to be interm ediate be-

tween rates ofcolor-favored processes and processes dom inated by \annihilation" or

\exchange" am plitudes.

To sum up,a rich setofquestionsm ay be addressed by m easurem entsofratesfor

two-body B decays,from thepresentlevelswhich includebranching ratiosofm orethan

a percent down to levels of10� 7 or lower. Eventually,one willwant to detect large

num bersofB s decaysin orderto fully im plem entthisprogram .
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