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A bstract

W ereview thepresentstatusoftheoreticalattem ptstocalculatethesem ileptonic

charm and bottom decaysand then presentacalculation ofthesedecaysin thelight{

frontfram eatthekinem aticpointq2 = 0.Thisallowsustoevaluatetheform factors

atthe sam e value ofq2,even though the allowed kinem atic rangesforcharm and

bottom decaysare very di�erent. Also,atthiskinem atic pointthe decay isgiven

in term s ofonly one form factorA 0(0). Forthe ratio ofthe decay ratesgiven by

theE653collaboration weshow thatthedeterm ination oftheratiooftheCabibbo{

Kobayashi{M askawa (CKM )m atrix elem entsisconsistentwith thatobtained from

theunitarity constraint.Atpresent,though,theunitarity m ethod stillhasgreater

accuracy. Since com parisonsofthe sem ileptonic decaysinto � and eitherelectrons

orm uonswillbe available soon from the E791 Ferm ilab experim ent,we also look

atthe m assive m uon case. W e show thatfora range ofq2 the SU(3)F sym m etry

breaking issm alleven though the contributionsofthe varioushelicity am plitudes

becom esm ore com plicated. ForB decays,the decay B ! K �‘�‘atq2 = 0 involves

an extraform factorcom ingfrom thephoton contribution and soisnotam enableto

thesam ekind ofanalysis,leaving only thedecay B ! K ���� asapossibility.Asthe

m assofthedecaying particleincreaseswe notethattheSU(3)sym m etry becom es

badly broken atq2 = 0.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9604208v3


1 Introduction

Sem ileptonic B-and D-m eson decaysconstitute a subjectofgreatinterestin the

physics ofelectroweak interactions,asthey m ay help determ ine the variousCKM

m ixing angles. In particular,the decaysinvolving b! c‘�‘ are em inently suitable

fortheheavy quark e�ectivetheory (HQET)to determ ine[1]theCKM m atrix Vcb.

For exclusive decays to a �nalstate with a u or s quark,and for the D{m eson

decays as a whole,it is less likely that the heavy quark sym m etries apply. Since

the dynam icalcontent ofthe corresponding am plitudes is contained in Lorentz-

invariantform factors,to know and understand form factorsofhadroniccurrentsis

very im portantforanalyzing thesedecays.

However, few of these form factors have been m easured experim entally, and

those that have been,are not known very precisely yet because ofthe sm allness

ofthe branching ratiosassociated with them . On the otherhand,the theoretical

calculationsarehard toestim atebecauseofthenonperturbativecharacterofstrong

interactions.Here,onem ayresorttoam odel,butthatintroducesuncertaintiesthat

areinherenttothem odelitself.To overcom ethisdi�culty,atleasttosom edegree,

m anyauthorshavestudied,insteadofthebranchingratiosofthesem ileptonicdecays

ofthe particularheavy m esons,theirratiosatsom e particularkinem aticalpoints,

usually atzero recoil.

Forexam ple,Sanda and Yam ada [2]propose a strategy to getjVubjby relating

the di�erentialdecay width ofthe �B ! �‘�� to thatofthe process �B ! K �‘�‘at

theirrespectiveq2m ax lim its((m �B � m �)
2 and (m �B � m K �)2)using theSU(3){avor

sym m etry and heavy quark approxim ation.They �nd

jVubj
2

jVtbV
�
tsj

2
=
q2

�B ! K �

m ax

q
2�B ! �
m ax

 
pK �

p�

!

lim

�
�Q E D

4�

� 2

2(C 2

V + C
2

A)
[d�(�B ! �‘��)=dq2]

q2! q
2 �B ! �
m ax

[d�(�B ! K �‘�‘)=dq2]q2! q2
�B ! K �

m ax

(1)

where (pK �=p�)lim =
q

m �=m K � and CV and CA are the QCD corrected W ilson

coe�cients.Them atrixelem entjV ubjm aybedeterm ined iftheRHS can beobtained

byexperim entand jVtsjfrom theunitaritycondition.Theproblem isthatin thezero

recoillim itp�;K � ! 0,i.e.,q2 = q2m ax,the q
2 distributionsvanish due to the phase

spacesuppression.Thism eansthatexperim entally thereshould benoeventsatthat

pointand very few in theneighborhood,m aking ita very di�cultm easurem ent.

Dib and Vera [3]relate B ! �‘�� to D ! �‘�� also atthe pointofzero recoil,

usingtheheavy quark sym m etry,togetam odelindependentresulttoleadingorder

in inverse powers oflarge m asses. At the kinem aticalpointofzero recoil,y = 1,

wherey = (m 2
I + m 2

� � q2)=2m Im � and I = B orD they �nd

d�(B ! �e�)=dy

d�(D ! �e�)=dy
j
jy! 1

=
jVub j

2

jVcd j
2

0

@
f
[B ]

A 1
(1)

f
[D ]

A 1
(1)

1

A

2  
m B � m �

m D � m �

! 2

(2)
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They determ inetheratioofform factorsf
[B ]

A 1
(1)=f

[D ]

A 1
(1)in theconstituentquark

m odelatthe tree-levelin the HQET and also with the inclusion ofshort{distance

QCD corrections. Their num ericalresult for the ratio ofform factors is between

1.09 and 1.18. The param etersthatcause the largestuncertainty in the ratio are

m c and �. Again,the ratesvanish aty = 1 due to phase space. To determ ine the

LHS of(2)experim entally one should accessthe region nearby and extrapolate to

thepointofy = 1.

Ligetiand W ise give a m odel-independent m ethod [4]which is based on the

study [5]ofthe double ratio ofform factors (f(B ! �)=f(B ! K �))=(f(D ! �)=f(D ! K �)).

They claim thatthisdouble ratio isequalto unity in the SU(3)lim it,and in the

lim it ofheavy quark sym m etry so that a determ ination ofjVubjis possible using

inform ation obtainable from the decay m odes B ! �‘��‘,B ! K ����,D ! ��‘�‘
and D ! K ��‘�‘. They use a pole m odelto get away from the zero{recoilpoint.

Since the m axim um valuesfory are di�erentforB and D decays,ym ax = 3:5 and

ym ax = 1:3,respectively,theylim ityfortheB decaystoliein therange1< y < 1:5.

Provided f(D ! �)(y)=f(D ! K �)(y)isalm ostindependentofy then a precise valuefor

jVubjcan beextracted from theratesforB ! K ���� and B ! �‘��‘ integrated over

thisregion in y and f(D ! �)(1)=f(D ! K �)(1). However,atthe presenttim e the rare

decays B ! K ��‘�‘ or and B ! K ����,have not been observed,and there is no

inform ation on theindividualform -factorsforD ! ��‘�‘.

Inthispaper,weconcentrateonoppositeendoftheheavym esondecaykinem atic

spectrum ,nam ely,vanishing four-m om entum transfer,q2 = 0,fortheratio ofD !

��‘�‘ to D ! K � �‘�‘ and fortheratio ofB ! �‘��‘ to B ! K �� ��.Thiskinem atic

pointisthem axim um recoilofthe� orK �;q2 = 0correspondstodi�erentvaluesofy

in thesecasesand isnotthereforeagood pointfrom they,orheavy quark approach.

The m otivation forchoosing thiskinem atic pointisthat�rstofall,there isa well

developed way in the light-front form alism [6]to dealwith the point at q2 = 0.

Secondly,the other calculations obtain results at the zero recoilpoint where it is

known thatthe experim entsshould �nd no eventsso thatextrapolationsand pole

m odelshave to be used. Thirdly,the decay widthsatq2 = 0 are given in term sof

only oneform factorA 0(0)(de�ned below).Finally,thereisnow a�rstreportofthe

latticecalculation oftheform factorA 0(0)forthedecay
�B 0 ! �+ ‘� ��‘ [7],which is

im portantphenom enologically forthedeterm ination ofjVubj.They havedeterm ined

a range ofvaluesforA
B 0! �+

0 (0)and found thatA
B + ! �0

0 (0)=
p
2 = (0:16� 0:35)+ 9� 6,

wheretherangeisdueto system aticuncertainty and thequoted errorisstatistical.

2 Sem ileptonic D ! V ‘�‘ D ecays

W e de�ne the form factors in the sem ileptonic decay ofa D -m eson D (c�q) into a

vectorm eson V (Q �q)with thepolarization vector"�,by

< V (pV ;")j�Q�(1� 5)cjD (pD )> =
2V (q2)

m D + m V

i"���� "
� �
p
�
D p

�

V � (m D + m V )"
� �
A 1(q

2)
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+
("� � pD )

m D + m V

(pD + pV )
�
A 2(q

2)� 2m V

("� � pD )

q2
q
�
A(q2) (3)

Theform factorA can bewritten as

A(q2) = A 0(q
2)� A 3(q

2) (4)

where

A 3(q
2) =

m D + m V

2m V

A 1(q
2)�

m D � m V

2m V

A 2(q
2) (5)

and with A 0(0)= A 3(0).

In thelim itofvanishinglepton m asses,theterm proportionaltoA in eq.(3)does

notcontributeto thetotalam plitudeand henceto thedecay rate.In thislim it,the

di�erentialq2-distribution ofthesem ileptonic D ! V ‘�‘ decay can bewritten

d�

dq2
jm ‘= 0

=
G 2

(2�)3
jVcQ j

2
pV q

2

12m 2
D

(jH + j
2 + jH � j

2 + jH 0j
2) (6)

whereH + ;H � and H 0 arethepartialhelicity am plitudes,

H � = 2m V A 0(q
2)+

(m 2
D � m 2

V � q2)A 2(q
2)� 2m D pV V (q

2)

m D + m V

H 0 =
1

p
q2

"

(m 2

D � m
2

V � q
2)A 0(q

2)+
2m V q

2

m D + m V

A 2(q
2)

#

: (7)

W e now com pare the lepton spectra in the decays D ! ��‘�‘ and D ! K ��‘�‘
at q2 = 0. In the lim it ofvanishing lepton m ass,the di�erentialdecay rate for

D ! V ‘�‘ decay isdeterm ined by only oneform factorA 0 atq
2 = 0:

d�(D ! V ‘�‘)

dq2
jq2! 0 =

G 2
F

192�3m 3
D

jVcQ j
2(m 2

D � m
2

V )
3jA D ! V

0 (0)j2 (8)

Hence,theratio ofthetwo distributionsatq2 = 0 is

[d�(D ! ��‘�‘)=dq
2]q2! 0

[d�(D ! K ��‘�‘)=dq
2]q2! 0

=
jVcdj

2

jVcsj
2

 
m 2

D � m 2
�

m 2
D � m 2

K �

! 3
jA

D ! �

0 (0)j2

jA D ! K �

0 (0)j2
(9)

From theexperim entalratio [d�(D ! ��‘�‘)=dq
2]=[d�(D ! K ��‘�‘)=dq

2]q2! 0 one

needsknowledgeofjA
D ! �

0 (0)j=jA D ! K �

0
(0)jto extracttheratio jVcd=Vcsj.Thisratio

isoften taken to havethevalueunity by SU(3){avorsym m etry.

There have been m any m odel{dependentstudiesofthisratio which weshow in

table1.From table1,weseethattheoreticalpredictionsoftheratioofform -factors

fallin a rangenear1.Theprocedureadopted to getA 0(0)often usesEq.(5)with

the calculated valuesofA 1 and A 2 ratherthan A 0 directly. However,thisindirect
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way to get A 0 m ay have som e di�culties com ing from the q 2 dependences ofthe

form factors and also from possible correlations in treating the errors. This has

already been com m ented on in ref. [30]and we willhave furtherrem arksto m ake

when wediscussthenon-m asslesslepton case.

W e use the light-front quark m odel,which is suitable at the kinem atic lim it

where q2 = 0,to determ ine the sam e ratio. This m odelwas developed [6]a long

tim e ago and there have been m any applications [8]-[12]where the details can be

found.

In thelight-frontquark m odel,thequark coordinatesaregiven by

pQ + = xP+ ; pQ ? = xP ? + k? ; p�q+ = (1� x)P+ ; p�q? = (1� x)P ? + k? ;

0� x � 1 ; P = pQ + p�q: (10)

where k = (kz;k? ) is the internalm om entum . For P (and sim ilarly for other

vectors),P = (P+ ;P ? )with P+ = P0 + Pz and P ? = (Px;Py).

To calculatetheform factors,onereasonableand often used assum ption forthe

m eson wavefunction �(x;k? )isa Gaussian-typefunction

�(x;k? ) = �(k)

s

dk
z

dx
; �(k)= (�!2)� 3=4exp(�k2=2!2) (11)

where! isa scaleparam eterand x isde�ned through

x =
eQ + kz

eQ + e�q
; ei=

q

m 2
i + k2 (i= Q;�q): (12)

The wave function (11) has been used in ref. [6],[8]and also in [10],[11]for

variousapplicationsofthelight-frontquark m odel.

A sim ilarwave function is

�(x;k? ) = �(k)

s

dk
z

dx
; �(k)= N exp(�M 2

0
=8!2) (13)

Here N isthe norm alization constantand M 0 isthe invariantm assofthe quarks,

which isnow given by

M 0 = eQ + e�q (14)

Thiswavefunction hasbeen also applied forheavy m esonsin [9]and [12].

Anotherpossibility isthewavefunction adopted in [13]:

�(x;k? )= N

s

x(1� x)

�!2
exp

0

@ �
M 2

2!2

"

x �
1

2
�
m 2

Q � m 2
�q

2M 2

#2
1

A exp

 

�
k2?

2!2

!

(15)
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where M isthe m assofthe m eson. Asshown in [10],the wave functions(11)and

(15)satisfy thescaling law [14]

fH /
1

p
m h

; m h ! 1 ; (16)

wherefH istheheavy H -m eson decay constantand m h isthecorresponding heavy

quark.However,the wave function (13)doesnotsatisfy (16)unlessthe param eter

! scalesasthesquarerootoftheheavy quark m ass[15].

W e use the wave function (11)in our calculations. The param eters for � and

K � aretaken from ref.[16].In ref.[16]thepion decay constantused hasthevalue

f� = 92:4� 0:2M eV and the� decay constantf�=m � = 152:9� 3:6M eV,both taken

from experim ent. The sam e value of! (called � there)isassum ed forboth the �

and the� m esons.Thisisin linewith theusualideasofhyper�nesplitting[17].The

param etersthatare �tted are the quark m asses,found to be m u = m d = 250� 5

M eV,where it is assum ed that!u�u = !d�d = !u �d = 0:3194. A sim ilar calculation

forthekaon based on thedecay constantfK = 113:4� 1:1 M eV and thedecay rate

forK � + ! K + ,leadsto the s-quark m assm s = 0:37� 0:02 M eV and the wave

function param eter!u�s = 0:3949GeV.Thevaluesforthem assesofu-and s-quarks

and thewave function param eter!u�s obtained in thisway areused to evaluatethe

K � decay constant,fK � = 186:73 M eV.

Using these values ofthe quark m asses and wave{function param eter we get:

A
D ! �

0 (0)=A D ! K �

0 (0) = 0:88,i.e.,an SU(3)F {breaking e�ect at the levelofabout

10 % . The kinem aticalfactor in eq.(9) readjusts this value and the ratio ofthe

decay rates in term s ofthe CKM factor becom es 0:96,which is very close to the

SU(3)F sym m etry lim it.Thisresultforthevaluesoftheform factorsisnotstrongly

dependenton thechoiceofwavefunction.W ehavecalculated thesam eform factors

also with thewavefunction (13)aboveand gota sim ilarresult.Thefactthatform

factorsdo notdepend on thechoiceofwavefunction can also beseen by com paring

ourresultwith theonegiven in the�rstrow ofthetable1,which cam efrom using

thewavefunction (15).

TheE653 Collaboration determ ined thefollowing ratio ofdecay rates[18]:

�(D + ! �0�+ �)

�(D + ! �K �0�+ �)
= 0:044+ 0:031� 0:025 � 0:014 (17)

Using thisand thevaluesgiven in thelastrow oftheTablefortheform factors

ofD ! � and D ! K �,wecan extractthefollowing resulton theratiooftheCKM

m atrix elem entsjVcd=Vcsj:

jVcdj=jVcsj = 0:214+ 0:074� 0:060 : (18)

which is consistent with,but not as accurate as,the prediction derived from the

valuesquoted in PDG [19],com ing from theunitarity constraint:

jVcdj=jVcsj = 0:226� 0:003: (19)

6



2.1 Lepton M ass E�ects

M ostofthetheoreticaland experim entalanalysesoftheexclusive sem ileptonic de-

caysassum e thattaking the lepton m assto be zero isa good approxim ation. For

the electron and �{lepton cases,the situation isrelatively clear. Forthe electron,

thezerom assapproxim ation isgood sincethethreshold isvery closetothem assless

lim it. On the otherhand,itisobviousthatone hasto include lepton m asse�ects

when analysing sem ileptonic decaysinvolving �{leptons. Since com parisonsofthe

sem ileptonicdecaysinto � and eitherelectronsorm uonswillbeavailablesoon [20],

wenow discussthem assivem uon case.

Twodi�erentaspectshavetobeconsidered when lepton m asse�ectsareincluded

in an analysis ofsem ileptonic decays [21]. The kinem atics ofthe decay processes

change. There isalso a change ofa dynam icalnature:when the lepton acquiresa

m asstherecan also bespin{ip contribution.

W hen thelepton m assistaken to benonzero,Eq.(6)becom es[21]

d�

dq2
jm ‘6= 0

=
G 2

(2�)3
jVcQ j

2
pV (q

2 � m 2
‘)
2

12m 2
D q

2

h

(jH + j
2 + jH � j

2 + jH 0j
2)

+

 
m 2

‘

2q2

!

(jH + j
2 + jH � j

2 + jH 0j
2 + 3jH tj

2)

#

(20)

In addition to spin 1 contributions,there are o�{shellspin 0 contributionspropor-

tionalto jH tj
2 where

H t =
2m D pV
p
q2

"

A 0(q
2)�

q2

2m V (m D + m V )
A 2(q

2)

#

(21)

In Eq.(20),spin ip contributionsbring in the characteristic ip factorm 2
‘=2q

2

which vanishesin thezero lepton m asslim it.Theboundson q2 aregiven by m 2
‘ �

q2 � (m D � m V )
2 and itisseen thatbecauseofthefactor(q2� m 2

‘)
2 m ultiplying all

ofthehelicity am plitudes,alltheform factorcontributionsvanish atthreshold q2 =

m 2
‘.Thisisin contrasttothecaseform ‘ = 0,Eq.(6)wherethelongitudinalhelicity

am plitudeH 0 appearswith a1=q
2 factorwhich survivesatq2 = 0with acontribution

proportionalto a singleform factorA 0.W ehavewritten thehelicity am plitudesin

term softhe form factorsA 0,A 2 and V ratherthan the m ore conventionalchoice

[19,21]ofA 1,A 2 and V . This latter choice does not connect sm oothly to the

m asslessq2 = 0 lim itand givesincorrectresultsforSU(3)F breaking.

To investigatetheSU(3)F lim itwhen thelepton m asse�ectisincluded weneed

to considerq2 dependencesoftheform factors.Forthisweusetheapproxim ation

F(q2) ’
F(0)

1� q2=�2
1 + q4=�4

2

(22)

wherewetakethevaluesoftheparam eters�1 and �2 from [22].

In Fig. 1 we show the q2 spectra forthe ratio [d�(D ! ����)=dq
2]=[d�(D !

K ����)=dq
2]m � 6= 0 fordi�erenthelicity contributionsde�ned in Eq.(20). Asan ex-

plicitexam ple,ifwetakethem assofthem uon tobezerothen ourdi�erentialdecay

7



rateforD ! K ���� atq
2 = 0 givesa valueof5:8 in unitsofjVcsj

21010sec� 1GeV � 2.

Thethreshold fornon-zero m assisq2 = 0:011GeV 2 wherethedecay ratevanishes.

Itisatq2 = 0:087GeV 2 thatthevalueof5:8 is�rstobtained.However,this5:8 is

now com posed ofthreeparts(seetable2),thatcom ingfrom ourA 0(q
2)with avalue

of4:15 and two otherparts,onecalled a ip contribution (giving 1:04)with there-

m aining contribution of0:62com ing from thetransversehelicity part.In ourm odel

theratio [d�(D ! ����)=dq
2]=[d�(D ! K ����)=dq

2]m � 6= 0 atthispoint(0:087)be-

com es0:96 com pared to 0:97 atq2 = 0 in the m asslesslim it.So,the SU(3)F lim it

rem ains steady when the sim ple,single form -factorisreplaced by a m ore com pli-

cated collection ofform factors.Thisbehaviourbreaksdown only athigherq2 when

the e�ects ofthe di�ering m asses of� and K � becom e obvious. Figures 2 and 3

show thee�ectofa m assive m uon in D ! ���.

3 R are B ! K ���� D ecay

Them ain reason forstudying thedecay B ! K ���� isthatin contrastto thedecay

B ! K �‘�‘,where ‘ is a charged lepton,its di�erentialdecay rate does not have

any singularity atq2 = 0.In thestandard m odel,B ! K ���� decay isgoverned by

Z 0 penguin diagram sand box diagram s. The decay B ! K �‘�‘ hasan additional

structure ���q�=q
2,which dom inates the decay rate [23]. This does not occur,of

course,in those calculationsthatstay away from the q2 = 0 region.M oreover,the

decay B ! K ���� isa good process theoretically ,since both the perturbative �s
and nonperturbative1=m 2

b correctionsareknown to besm all[24].

Contributions from the Z 0 penguin diagram s and box diagram s are sensitive

functionsofthe top quark m assm t. Thus,they contain an uncertainty due to the

dependence ofm t on the choice ofthe renorm alization scale �. Asstressed in ref.

[25],in ordertoreducethisuncertainty,itisnecessary tocalculateO (�s)corrections

to these diagram s involving internaltop quark exchanges. The resulting e�ective

Ham iltonian forB ! K ���� decay isgiven [25]asfollows:

H
���
eff =

4G F
p
2

�
�

2� sin2�W

�

V
�
tsVtbX (xt)(�s�Lb)(���L�) (23)

wherext = m 2
t=M

2
W and

X (x) = X 0(x)+
�s

4�
X 1(x) (24)

Here,X 0 represents pure electroweak one-loop contributions and X 1 results from

O (g4
2
�s) two-loop diagram s. W e do not display here the explicit form s ofX 0(xt)

and X 1(xt),which can befound in ref.[25].At� = M W and m t = 175 GeV,we�nd

thatX (xt)= 1:47.

Thedi�erentialdecay rateforB ! K ���� atzero m om entum transferis

d�(B ! K ����)

dq2
jq2= 0 =

G 2
F

192�3m 3
B

�
�

2� sin2�W

�2

jV �
tsVtbj

2(m 2

B � m
2

K �)
3
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� jAB ! K �

0 (0)j2jX (xt)j
2 (25)

Taking �B = 1:5� 10� 12sec� 1,sin2�W = 0:23,jVtbj= 1 and A B ! K �

0
(0)= 0:4 [10]

and varying Vts in therange0:030� jVtsj� 0:048 we�nd

4:81� 10� 8GeV � 2 �
1

�Tot:

d�(B ! K ����)

dq2
� 1:23� 10� 7GeV � 2 (26)

Thedi�erentialdecay rateforB ! �‘��‘ isdeterm ined by theform factorA 0 at

q2 = 0,justasin thecaseoftheD decays.

Theratio ofB ! �‘��‘ to B ! K ���� gives

[d�(B ! �‘��‘)=dq
2]q2! 0

[d�(B ! K ����)=dq2]q2! 0

=
jVubj

2

jV �
tsVtbj

2

 
m 2

B � m 2
�

m 2
B � m 2

K �

! 3  
2� sin2�W

�

! 2

�
jA

B ! �

0 (0)j2

jA B ! K �

0 (0)j2

1

jX (xt)j
2

= (1:86� 104)
jVubj

2

jV �
tsj

2

jA
B ! �

0 (0)j2

jA B ! K �

0 (0)j2
(27)

The form factors A
B ! �

0 (0) and A B ! K �

0
(0) have already been calculated [10]

in the light- front quark m odel as shown in the table. Thus, we see

A
B ! �

0 (0)=A B ! K �

0
(0)= 0:75. Thatis,the SU(3)F breaking ofthe form factorsbe-

com es larger as the m ass ofthe decaying m eson increases. In ref. [4]the double

ratio ofform factors(f(B ! �)=f(B ! K �))=(f(D ! �)=f(D ! K �)),was considered. In our

notation,this would correspond to the ratios ofthe form factorsA 1. They chose

to write everything in term sofA 1 and ratiosofthe otherform factorsto A 1. As

m entioned above,they did not calculate at q2 = 0,a kinem atic point at which

only one form factorisneeded. Thisdouble ratio should be equalto unity in the

lim it ofSU(3)F . However, explicit calculation ofform factors have shown that

(A
(B ! �)

0 =A
(B ! K �)

0 )=(A
(D ! �)

0 =A
(D ! K �)

0 )= 0:85,i.e.,an SU(3)F {breakinge�ectatthe

levelofabout15 % . In ref. [4]an argum ent that the SU(3) sym m etry violation

could be sm allin the ratios ofthe form factors and that a determ ination ofjVubj

with theoreticaluncertaintiesoflessthan 10% .Thism ay bethecasefortheregion

ofy considered. Atq2 = 0,however,in taking the square ofthe double ratiosthe

ratiosarereduced from thesym m etry lim itvalueofunity to 0:72.

4 C onclusion

In thispaperwehavereviewed thepresentstatusoftheoreticalattem ptstocalculate

thesem ileptoniccharm and bottom decays.W ethen presented acalculation ofthese
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decaysin the light{frontfram e atthe kinem atic pointq2 = 0. Thisallowed usto

evaluatetheform factorsatthesam evalueofq2,even though theallowed kinem atic

rangesforcharm and bottom decaysarevery di�erent.Also,atthiskinem aticpoint

thedecay isgiven in term sofonly oneform factorA 0(0).Fortheratio ofthedecay

ratesgiven by the E653 collaboration we show thatthe determ ination ofthe ratio

ofthe CKM m atrix elem ents is consistent with that obtained from the unitarity

constraint.Atpresent,though,theunitarity m ethod stillhasgreateraccuracy.For

B decays,thedecay B ! K �‘�‘atq2 = 0 involvesan extra form factorcom ing from

thephoton contribution and soisnotam enabletothesam ekind ofanalysis,leaving

only the decay B ! K ���� asa possibility. Thisisnotan easy m ode to determ ine

experim entally.

Theresultsobtained in ourm odelfortheform factorA 0(0),forD decays,aswell

asotherm odelsare collected in table 1.W e see thattheoreticalpredictionsofthe

ratio ofform -factorsfallin a range near1. IfA 0(0)isobtained from Eq. (5)with

the calculated valuesofA 1 and A 2 then there m ay be di�cultiescom ing from the

q2 dependences ofthe form factorsand also from possible correlations in treating

the errors.The com parison with QCD sum rulespredictions[29],[31],[32]showsa

sim ilar problem (the exception is ref. [30],where A 0 is directly calculated ): the

uncertainitiesin theresultsobtained using A 1 and A 2 aresolargethatthey obscure

therealvalueofA 0.Forthe non{zero lepton m asscase,use ofA 1,A 2 and V does

notconnectsm oothly to thezero lepton m assresults.W hen A 2 isused in place of

A 1 theSU(3)sym m etry breakingrem ainssm allforarangeofq
2,even though there

isa m orecom plicated collection ofform factors.

Itisinteresting to notethepredictionsof[34]obtained in a fram ework based on

HQET and chiralsym m etries.Although theirvaluesfortheform factorsforD ! �

and D ! K � agree with the predictions ofother m odels given in the table,the

resultofB ! � islargerthan m ostoftheothers.

It is claim ed som etim es that the light-front quark m odelis ruled out since it

typically givesavalueabout15% lessthan onefortheratioR = fD ! �
+ (0)=fD ! K

+ (0).

Theexperim entalvalueofR isobtained from them easurem entsofthedecaysD 0 !

K � e+ �e and D
+ ! �0e+ �e by M ARK{III[40]and CLEO{II[41]:

B r(D + ! �0e+ �e)

B r(D 0 ! K � e+ �e)
=

8
<

:

(8:5� 2:7� 1:4)% M ARK � III

(10:5� 3:9� 1:3)% CLE O � II

To translatetheseresultsinto thevaluesofratio R,poledom inanceisassum ed for

the q2�dependence ofthe form factorsforthe �e�e(K e�e)decay with the m assof

thevectorresonancegiven by them assoftheD �(D �
s)m eson :

R =

8
<

:

(1:29� 0:21� 0:11) M ARK � III

(1:01� 0:20� 0:07) CLE O � II

Given thesize ofthese errors,itisprem ature to claim thata value lessthan unity

isruled out.
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In an analysis oftwo body hadronic decays, D + ! �+ �0 and D 0 ! K + ��

Chau et.al. [42]calculated the ratio R and found that relative m agnitude ofthe

form factors should be such that fD ! �
+ (0) > fD ! K

+ (0) in order to be consistent

with the pattern ofSU(3)breaking. However,thiscalculation relieson the large-

N c factorization approach in addition to the pole dom inance assum ption for the

q2�dependences ofthe form factors. They also neglect the �nalstate interaction

e�ects. These assum ptions have recently been questioned by Kam alet.al. [43].

Also,the value ofthe branching ratio forD 0 ! K � m ay have been overestim ated

[44].

Finally,we note thatasthe m assofthe decaying particle increases the SU(3)

sym m etry breaking becom esgreateratq2 = 0.
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Table1:Theform factorA 0(0)ofD ! �,D ! K �,B ! � and B ! K � transitions.

Reference D ! � D ! K � D ! �=D ! K � B ! � B ! K �

[13]a;y 0:67 0:73 0:92 0:28 �

[26]a 0:85 0:80 1:06 0:14 �

[27]a � 0:91(0:84) � �0:37 �

[28]a 0:74� 0:12 � 0:14� 0:20 �

[29]b 0:57� 0:40 0:45� 0:30 1:27� 1:23 0:79� 0:80 �

[30]b;y 0:52� 0:05 0:58� 0:05 0:90� 0:12 0:24� 0:02 0:30� 0:03

[31]b � � � 0:15� 0:97 �

[32]b � � � 0:28� 1:1 �

[33]c 0:74 0:59 1:25 0:24 �

[34]c;y 0:73� 0:17 0:65� 0:14 1:12� 0:36 1:10� 0:30 �

[35]c � 0:39� 0:13 � � �

[36]d 0:76� 0:25 0:72� 0:17 1:06� 0:43 � �

[37]d;y 0:64� 0:17 0:71� 0:16 0:90� 0:31 � �

[38]d � 0:77� 0:29 � �0:57� 0:65 �

[7]d;y � � � (0:22� 0:49)+ 13� 8 �

[39]e � 0:48� 0:12 � � �

[8]f � � � � 0:31

[9]f 0:69 0:78 0:88 0:32 �

[10]f;y � � � 0:30 0:40

ThisW orky 0:66 0:75 0:88 � �

a Quark m odel

b QCD sum rules

c HQET + chiralperturbation theory

d Latticecalculation

e Heavy-quark-sym m etry

f Light-frontquark m odel

y A 0(0)isdirectly calculated.
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Table 2: The �rst two colum ns show the partial helicity rates d�(i)=dq
2, i =

(0);(+;�);(t);(T)forlongitudinal,transverse,ip and totalcontributionsatq2 =

0:087 GeV 2 in unitsofjVC K M j
21010 sec� 1 GeV � 2.Thelastcolum n givestheratio.

d�(i)

dq2
D ! � D ! K � D ! �=D ! K �

d�(0)

dq2
4:05 4:15 0:97

d�(+ ;�)

dq2
0:62 0:62 1:00

d�(t)

dq2
1:02 1:04 0:98

d�(T )

dq2
5:69 5:81 0:97
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FigureCaptions

Figure1:q2 spectra for[d�(D ! ���)=dq2]=[d�(D ! K ���)=dq2]m � 6= 0 fordi�erent

helicity contributions,longitudinal(0),tansverse (+;�),ip (t) and total(T) in

unitsofjVcd=Vcsj
2.

Figure 2: q2 spectra ofsem ileptonic decay ratesD ! ���� with m � = 0 (dotted)

and m � 6= 0 (full)

Figure3:Partialhelicity ratesd�=dq2 forlongitudinal(0),transverse(+,�),ip (t)

and total(T)contributionsasa function ofq2 forD ! ���� (m � 6= 0). The ip

contribution issm allbutnotastiny asindicated in ref.[21]
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