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A bstract

W e review the present statusoftheoretical attem ptsto calculate the sam ikptonic
cham and bottom decays and then present a calculation ofthese decays in the light{
front fram e at the kinem aticpoint o = 0. Thisallow susto evaluate the form factors
at the sam e value of ¢, even though the allowed kinem atic ranges or cham and
bottom decays are very di erent. A Iso, at this kinem atic point the decay is given
In tem s of only one form factor A, (0). For the ratio of the decay rates given by
the E 653 collaboration we show that the determm mnation ofthe ratio ofthe C abibbo{
K obayashi{M askawa (CKM ) m atrix elem ents is consistent w ith that obtained from
the unitarity constraint. At present, though, the unitarity m ethod still has greater
accuracy. Since com parisons of the sam ikptonic decays into  and either electrons
or muons w ill be available soon from the E791 Femm ilab experin ent, we also look
at the m assive muon case. W e show that for a range of ¢ the SU 3)r symm etry
breaking is an all even though the contributions of the various helicity am plitudes
becom es m ore com plicated. For B decays, thedecay B ! K “‘at ¢ = 0 involves
an extra form factor com ing from the photon contribution and so isnot am enable to
the sam e kind ofanalysis, laving only thedecay B ! K as a possibility. A sthe
m ass of the decaying particle increases we note that the SU (3) symm etry becom es
badly broken at ¢ = 0.
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1 TIntroduction

Sem ileptonic B—and D —m eson decays constitute a sub gct of great interest in the
physics of electroweak interactions, as they m ay help determm Ine the various CKM
m xing angles. In particular, the decays nvolving b ! c¢' « are en hently suitable
for the heavy quark e ective theory HQET) to determ ine [li] the CKM m atrix V.
For exclisive decays to a nal state with a u or s quark, and for the D {m eson
decays as a whole, it is less lkely that the heavy quark symm etries apply. Since
the dynam ical content of the corresponding am plitudes is contained in Lorentz—
Invariant form factors, to know and understand form factors of hadronic currents is
very in portant for analyzing these decays.

However, faw of these form factors have been m easured experin entally, and
those that have been, are not known very precisely yet because of the an allhess
of the branching ratios associated w ith them . On the other hand, the theoretical
calculations are hard to estin ate because of the nonperturbative character of strong
Interactions. Here, onem ay resort to a m odel, but that introduces uncertainties that
are Inherent to the m odel itself. To overcom e this di culyy, at least to som e degres,
m any authorshave studied, instead ofthe branching ratios ofthe sam ileptonic decays
of the particular heavy m esons, their ratios at som e particular kinem atical points,
usually at zero recoil.

For exam ple, Sanda and Yam ada ] propose a strategy to get ¥,,jby relating
the di erential decay width ofthe B ! ‘' to that oftheprocessB ! K ‘‘at
their repective ¢ ., linis (fny m ) and my; my )?) using the SU (3){ avor
symm etry and heavy quark approxim ation. They nd
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where x =P )im = m =mgk and Cy and C, are the QCD ocorrected W ilson
coe cients. Them atrix elem ent V 1, Jm ay be determ ined ifthe RH S can be cbtained
by experin ent and Vs jfrom theuniariy condition. Theproblm isthat in the zero
recoillimitp x ! 0, ie, & = ¢ .., the ¢ distrbutions vanish due to the phase
soace suppression. Thism eansthat experin entally there should be no events at that
point and very f&w in the neighborhood, m aking it a very di cult m easurem ent.

Db and Vera 3] relate B ! ‘' toD ! ' also at the point of zero recoi,
using the heavy quark symm etry, to get a m odel independent resul to lkeading order
In Inverse powers of large m asses. At the kinem atical point of zero recoil, v = 1,
wherey= mZ+ m? &)=2mm and I= B orD they nd
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T hey detem ine the ratio of orm factors £, (1)=£, ' (1) i the constitent quark
m odel at the treedevel In the HQET and also with the inclusion of short{distance
QCD oorrections. Their num erical resul for the ratio of form factors is between
1.09 and 1.18. The param eters that cause the largest uncertainty In the ratio are
m.and .Agal, the ratesvanish at y = 1 due to phase space. To detem ine the
LHS of @) experin entally one should access the region nearby and extrapolate to
the pont ofy = 1.

Ligeti and W ise give a m odekndependent m ethod f] which is based on the
study [] of the doubk ratio of form factors (E®' '=£®' ¥ ))=(P! I=f @ K )y,
They clain that this doubl ratio is equal to unity in the SU (3) lm i, and In the
Iim it of heavy quark symm etry so that a detemm ination of ¥, is possble ushg
Infom ation obtahabl from the decay modes B ! ‘.,B ! K ,D ! A
and D ! K ‘.. They use a pok model to get away from the zero{recoil point.
Since them axinum values fory are di erent for B and D decays, Vnax = 35 and
Vo ax = 13, regpectively, they lim £y fortheB decaysto lie In therangel < y < 15.
Provided £0' ) (y)=f® ' ¥ ) (y) is aIm ost Independent of y then a precise value or
VuwJjcan be extracted from the rates orB ! K and B ! '\ integrated over
thisregion m y and £®*' Y Q)=f®*' ¥ ) (1). However, at the present tin e the rare
decaysB ! K Yvorand B ! K , have not been observed, and there is no
Inform ation on the ndividual form -factors forD ! AR

In thispaper, we concentrate on opposite end ofthe heavy m eson decay kinem atic
spectrum , nam ely, vanishing ourm om entum transfer, o¢ = 0, for the ratio ofD !

‘'“toD ! K ' .and forthe ratio ofB ! ‘'“toB ! K . This kinem atic
point isthem axinum recoilofthe orK ;¢ = 0 correspondsto di erent valuesofy
In these cases and isnot therefore a good point from the y, orheavy quark approach.
T he m otivation for choosing this kinem atic point is that st ofall, there isa well
developed way in the light-front form alism {§] to deal with the point at ¢ =
Secondly, the other calculations obtain resuls at the zero recoil point where it is
known that the experim ents should nd no events so that extrapolations and pol
m odels have to be used. Thirdly, the decay w idths at ¢ = 0 are given in tem s of
only one form factorA, (0) (de ned below ). F inally, there isnow a rst report ofthe
lattice calculation ofthe form factorA, (0) orthedecay B0 !+ . P] which is
In portant phenom eno]ogjca]Jy for the determm ination of VupJ- T hey have determm ined
a range of values oraA%’"  (0) and Pund that A% ' ° (0)=p 2= (016 0352,
w here the range is due to system atic uncertainty and the quoted error is statistical.

2 Sem ileptonicD ! V ' .D ecays

W e de ne the form factors n the sam ileptonic decay ofa D -meson D (o) Into a
vectorm eson V (Q ) w ith the polarization vector " , by
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The form factor A can be written as

A) = Ay As) )
w here
_ mp +my mp my
As ) = e A ) “ome A, () 5)

and wih A4 (0) = A3 (0).

In the 1im it of vanishing Jepton m asses, the tem proportionalto A In eg.(3) does
not contrbute to the totalam plitude and hence to the decay rate. In this lin i, the
di erential g°-distrbution of the sem ilptonicD ! V ' . decay can be w ritten
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where H, ;H and H ( are the partial helicity am plitudes,
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W e now com pare the lpton spectra in the decays D ! ‘vand D ! K ‘.

at ¢ = 0. I the lin it of vanishing lepton m ass, the di erential decay rate for
D ! V" .decay is detem ined by only one om factorA, at ¢ = 0:
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Hence, the ratio of the two distrbutions at o = 0 is
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needs know ldge of Ay " (O)FRAL' ¥ (0)jto extract the ratio ¥/o=Ves 3 This ratio
is often taken to have the value unity by SU (3){ avor symm etry.

T here have been m any m odel{dependent studies of this ratio which we show In
tablked. From table'l, we see that theoretical predictions of the ratio of form -factors
@llin a range near 1. The procedure adopted to get A, (0) often uses Eq. §) with
the calculated values of A and A, rather than A, directly. H owever, this Indirect



way to get Ay may have som e di culties com ing from the g? dependences of the
form factors and also from possbl correlations in treating the errors. This has
already been comm ented on In ref. 30] and we w illhave further rem arks to m ake
when we discuss the non-m asslkess pton case.

W e use the light-front quark m odel, which is suitabl at the kinem atic lm it
where = 0, to detem ine the sam e ratio. This m odel was developed ] a Iong
tin e ago and there have been m any applications BI4] where the details can be
found.

In the light -front quark m odel, the quark coordinates are given by

Po+ = XP, ; Po? =XP> +Kk: ;P =1 XPy j Ppee= (1 xP, +Kk;;
0 x 1 ; P=pg+pg: 10)

where k = (k,;;k,) is the mtemal momentum . For P (and sin ilarly for other
vectors), P = P, ;P,)withP, = Po+ P, andP, = (P,;P,) .

To calculate the form factors, one reasonable and often used assum ption for the
meson wave function (x;k, ) isa G aussian-type function

®ik,) = (k) ;i k)= (%) Tlexp ( kP=217) 11)

dx
where ! isa scale param eter and x is de ned through

+ k, q——
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The wave function (1) has been used In ref. (], 8] and also in {1Q],{11] for
various applications of the light-front quark m odel.
A sim ilar wave function is

ike) = k) = i k)= N exp ( M;=8!7?) (13)

Here N is the nomn alization constant and M  is the nvariant m ass of the quarks,
which isnow given by

My = e + & 14)
This wave function has been also applied for heavy mesons in 9] and {IZ].
A nother possbility is the wave function adopted in {13]:
s - O " #21 !

x(l x) M 2 1 mi m? k2
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whereM isthemassofthemeson. As shown in [IQ], the wave finctions (I1) and
15) satisfy the scaling law [14]

1
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mp

where f; isthe heavy H -m eson decay constant and m , is the corresponding heavy
quark. However, the wave function (13) does not satisfy {14) unless the param eter
! scales as the square root of the heavy quark m ass {15].

W e use the wave fiinction (1) in our calulations. The param eters for  and
K aretaken from ref. [1§]. In ref. [1§] the pion decay constant used has the valie
f =924 02Me€V andthe decay constantf=m = 152:9 3:6M &V, both taken
from experment. The same value of ! (called there) is assum ed for both the
and the mesons. Thisisin linew ith the usualideas ofhyper ne splitting [[7]. The
param eters that are tted are the quark masses, found tobem , = mg= 250 5
M eV, where it isassumed that !,y = 'gq = 'uq = 03194. A sin ilar calculation
for the kaon based on the decay constant fx = 1134 11 M &V and the decay rate
forK ! K*' ,ladsto the squark massmg = 037 0:02 M eV and the wave
function param eter ! ;s = 0:3949 G &V . T he values for them asses ofu—and s—quarks
and the wave function param eter ! ¢ obtained in thisway are used to evaluate the
K decay constant, fx = 1863 M &V.

U sing these values of the quark m asses and wave{function param eter we get:
ALY’ 0)=A2'¥ (0) = 088, ie, an SU 3)r {breaking e ect at the kevel of about
10 % . The kinem atical factor in eq.() readjusts this value and the ratio of the
decay rates in temm s of the CKM factor becom es 0:96, which is very close to the
SU @) symm etry lin it. This result forthe values ofthe form factors isnot strongly
dependent on the choice ofwave function. W e have calculated the sam e form factors
also w ith the wave fiunction {13) above and got a sim ilar resul. The fact that form
factors do not depend on the choice of wave function can also be seen by com paring
our result w ith the one given in the rst row ofthe tabl I, which cam e from using
the wave function 15).

The E 653 C ollaboration determ ined the Hllow ing ratio of decay rates [1§]:

®+!0+)
0

_ +0:031
P 0:044" 3931 0:014 (17)

U sing this and the values given in the last row ofthe Tablk for the form factors
ofD ! andD ! K ,we can extract the follow ing result on the ratio ofthe CKM
m atrix elem ents V4=Vt

VaFVesd = 021475508 (18)

which is consistent with, but not as accurate as, the prediction derived from the
values quoted in PDG [19], com ing from the unitarity constraint:

VeaFVes) = 0226 0003 : (19)



2.1 Lepton M assE ects

M ost of the theoretical and experin ental analyses of the exclusive sam ikeptonic de—
cays assum e that taking the lepton m ass to be zero is a good approxin ation. For
the electron and {lpton cases, the situation is relatively clear. For the electron,
the zero m ass approxin ation is good since the threshold is very close to them assless
Iim it. On the other hand, it is obvious that one has to include lepton m ass e ects
when analysing sam ileptonic decays nvolving {Jeptons. Since com parisons of the
sem ileptonic decays nto  and either electrons orm uons w illbe available soon 0],
we now discuss the m assive muon case.

Two di erent aspectshave to be considered when lepton m asse ectsare included
in an analysis of sem ileptonic decays R1]. The kinem atics of the decay processes
change. There is also a change of a dynam ical nature: when the lepton aocquires a
m ass there can also be soin{ ip contribution.

W hen the Jepton m ass is taken to be nonzero, Eq.®%) becom es R1]
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In addition to soin 1 contributions, there are o {shell soin 0 contributions propor-
tionalto H ¥ where

n #
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In Eq.Q0), spin  ip contrbutions bring in the characteristic i factorm 3=2¢¢
which vanishes in the zero Jepton m ass lin it. The bounds on ¢ are given by m 2
F (Mmp my)?and i isseen that because ofthe factor (@ m 2)? muliplying all
of the helicity am plitudes, allthe o factor contributions vanish at threshold f =
m 2. This is in contrast to the case orm . = 0, Eq.(4) where the Iongitudinalhelicity
am plitude H , appearsw ith a 1=f factorwhich survivesat o = 0w ith a contribution
proportional to a singlke form factorA . W e have w rtten the helicity am plitudes in
tem s of the form factors Ay, A, and V mather than the m ore conventional choice
9,211 of A1, A, and V. This latter choice does not connect sm oothly to the
m assless f = 0 lin it and gives incorrect results ©r SU (3)r breaking.

To investigate the SU (3)r lin i when the Jpton m ass e ect is ncluded we need
to consider of dependences of the Hmm factors. For this we use the approxin ation
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where we take the values of the param eters  ; and , from RZ].
In Fig. 1 we show the ¢ spectra ortheratio d O ! )=dgEFd O !
K )=d'], ¢o Or di erent helicity contrbutions de ned in Eq.[20). As an ex—

plicit exam ple, ifwe take them ass ofthem uon to be zero then ourdi erential decay



rate orD ! K at ¢ = 0 gives a value of 5:8 in units of ¥ 710 %sec 'Gev 2.
T he threshold for non—zero m ass is ¢ = 0:011 G eV 2 where the decay rate vanishes.
It isat ¢ = 0087 GeV? that the value of 5:8 is st cbtained. However, this 5:8 is
now com posaed ofthree parts (see tabJeEZ), that com ing from ourA, () w ith a value
0f4:15 and two otherparts, one called a ip contrbution (iving 1:04) with the re
m aining contrbution of 062 com ng from the transverse helicity part. In ourm odel
theratio d O ! )=do’Fd © ! K )=dF L o at thispoint (0:087) be-
com es 0:96 com pared to 0:97 atq2 = 0 In them assless Ilin it. So, the SU 3)y lim it
rem ains steady when the simple, single form —factor is replaced by a m ore com pli-
cated collection of form factors. T hisbehaviourbreaks down only at higher o when
the e ects of the di ering masses of and K becom e cbvious. Figures'Z and 3
show thee ectofamassivemuon inD !

3 RareB ! K D ecay

Them ain reason for studying thedecay B ! K is that in contrast to the decay
B ! K Y, where "isa charged ¥pton, its di erential decay rate does not have
any singularity at ¢ = 0. In the standard model, B ! K decay is govemed by
7 ° penguin diagram s and box diagram s. The decay B ! K ‘'has an additional
structure g =, which dom iates the decay rate P3]. This does not occur, of
course, In those calculations that stay away from the o = 0 region. M oreover, the
decay B ! K is a good process theoretically , sihoe both the perturbative 4
and nonperturbative 1=m 2 corrections are known to be sn all P4].

Contrbutions from the Z° penguin diagram s and box diagram s are sensitive
functions of the top quark massm .. Thus, they contain an uncertainty due to the
dependence ofm ;. on the choice of the renom alization scale . A s stressed in ref.
P51, n order to reduce this uncertainty, it is necessary to calculate O ( ) corrections
to these diagram s Involving Intemal top quark exchanges. The resulting e ective

Ham itonian forB ! K decay is given \25] as follow s:
4Gy
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where x, = m 2=M ? and
X &) = Xo&)+ ~X1k) 24)

Here, X g represents pure ekctroweak oneloop contributions and X ; resuls from
O (g, ) twoJloop diagram s. W e do not display here the explicit form s of X ¢ (x;)
and X ; (x¢), which can be found in ref.P§]l. At =My andm.= 175GeV,we nd
that X (x¢) = 147.
The di erential decay rate forB ! K at zero m om entum transfer is
d B! K ) G2
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Taking 5 = 15 10 2sec !, sih® y = 023, ¥y,j= landAE' X (0) = 04 0]
and varying Vi In the range 0030 Vj 0:048we nd
1 d ' K
481 10 °Gev “? ® ) 123 10 'Gev *  (26)
T ot: d@
The di erential decay rate forB ! Y\ is detemn ined by the form factor A, at
& = 0, just as in the case of the D decays.
The ratio ofB ! ‘“toB ! K gives
2 2 !3 !2
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The form factors A}S! 0) and A§' ¥ (0) have already been calkulated [10]
In the light- front quark model as shown In the tablk. Thus, we see
A]Sl 0)=A%' ¥ (0) = 0:75. That is, the SU 3)r breaking of the form factors be-
com es larger as the m ass of the decaying m eson increases. In ref. [4] the doublk
ratio of orm factors (F®' '=f®' K N)=(®' I=fC' X)) was considered. In our
notation, this would correspond to the ratios of the form factors A;. They chose
to write everything In term s of A; and ratios of the other form factorsto A,. As
m entioned above, they did not calculate at ¢ = 0, a kinem atic point at which
only one form factor is needed. This doublk ratio should be equal to unity in the
Iim i of SU @)r . However, explicit calculation of form factors have shown that
al Al " h=al 'l ¥ )= 085,ie,an SU B); {breaking e ect at the
level of about 15 % . In ref. ] an argum ent that the SU (3) symm etry violation
could be an all In the ratios of the form factors and that a detem ination of V1]
w ith theoretical uncertainties of less than 10% . Thism ay be the case for the region
of y considered. At ¢ = 0, however, in taking the square of the double ratios the
ratios are reduced from the symm etry lim it value of unity to 0:72.

4 Conclusion

In thispaperwe have review ed the present status oftheoretical attem ptsto calculate
the sam ikptonic cham and bottom decays. W e then presented a calculation ofthese



decays in the light{front fram e at the kinem atic point o = 0. This allowed us to
evaluate the form factors at the sam e value of ¢, even though the allowed kinem atic
ranges for cham and bottom decays are very di erent. A 1so, at thiskinem atic point
the decay isgiven in temm s ofonly one form factorA (0). For the ratio of the decay
rates given by the E 653 collaboration we show that the detem ination of the ratio
of the CKM m atrix elem ents is consistent w ith that obtained from the unitariy
constraint. At present, though, the unitarity m ethod still has greater accuracy. For
B decays, thedecay B ! K “‘atq = 0 nvolves an extra form factor com ing from
the photon contribution and so isnot am enable to the sam e kind ofanalysis, kaving
only thedecay B ! K as a possibility. This is not an easy m ode to determ ine
experin entally.

T he results cbtained in ourm odel forthe form factorA, (0), orD decays, aswell
as otherm odels are collected in table ;. W e see that theoretical predictions of the
ratio of form —factors all in a range near 1. IfA, (0) is obtained from Eq. @) wih
the calculated values of A and A, then there m ay be di culties com ing from the
& dependences of the orm factors and also from possble correlations in treating
the errors. The com parison wih QCD sum rules predictions R91,B81],B2] shows a
sim ilar problem  (the exception is ref. B(], where A, is directly calculated ): the
uncertainities in the resuls obtained using A; and A , are so large that they ocbscure
the real value of A . For the non{zero lepton m ass case, use 0fA,, A, and V does
not connect am oothly to the zero lepton m ass results. W hen A, isused In place of
A, the SU (3) symm etry breaking rem ains an all or a range of ¢, even though there
is a m ore com plicated collection of form factors.

Tt is interesting to note the predictions of B4] cbtained in a fram ew ork based on
HQET and chiral symm etries. A though their values for the form factors forD !
and D ! K agree wih the predictions of other m odels given in the table, the
resul of B ! is Jarger than m ost of the others.

It is clain ed som etin es that the light—front quark m odel is ruled out since it
typically gives a value about 15% lessthan one orthematioR = f2'  (0)=f>' ¥ (0).
T he experin ental value of R is cbtained from them easurem ents ofthe decaysD © !
K e candD" ! %" (byMARK {III 0] and CLEO {II 1]

o\

8
Bro* ! %t ) < 85 27 14) M ARK IIT

BrP%! K e ) ‘@105 39 13)% CLEO II

To translate these results Into the values of ratio R, pole dom inance is assum ed for
’cheq2 dependence of the form factors forthe e K e o) decay with the m ass of
the vector resonance given by themassoftheD (@, ) meson :
8
< (129 021 041) M ARK III
R =
101 020 0207) CLEO 1II

G en the size of these errors, it is pram ature to clain that a value less than unity
is ruled out.
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In an analysis of two body hadronic decays, D* ! * ®andD® ! K*
Chau etal. @2] calulated the ratio R and fund that relative m agnitude of the
form factors should be such that f2' (0) > fP'¥ (0) ;n order to be consistent
w ith the pattem of SU (3) breaking. However, this calculation relies on the large—
N . factorization approach in addition to the polk dom inance assum ption for the
& dependences of the form factors. They also neglect the nal state interaction
e ects. These assum ptions have recently been questioned by Kamaletal. [#3].
A Iso, the value of the branching ratio ©rD ° ! K may have been overestin ated
B4).

F inally, we note that as the m ass of the decaying particle increases the SU (3)
symm etry breaking becom es greater at o = 0.
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Tablel: The form factorA, (0) ofD ! , D! K ,B! andB ! K transitions.

R eference D ! D! K D! =D ! K B ! B! K
L3p~ 0:67 0:73 0:92 028
per 085 0:80 106 0:14
PIr 0:91 (0:84) 037
Rer 0:74 0:12 014 020
p9r 057 040|045 030 127 123 079 0380
Bar 052 005|058 005 090 0:2 024 002 030 003
BILP 0415 0:97
B2? 028
B3r 0:74 059 125 024
Barv 073 047|065 0:14 112 036 140 030
BIT 039 043
Ber 076 025 0:72 047 106 043
B1rv 064 0:47| 071 046 0290 031
38T 0:77 029 057
Hr™ 022 0:49)
BIF 048 0:12
Br 031
or 069 0:78 0:88 032
rar~ 0:30 0:40

ThisW ork? 0:66 0:75 088

& Quark m odel

>OoCD sum ruks

CHQET + chiralperturbation theory
4 Lattice calculation

¢ H eavy-quark-sym m etry

f Light-front quark m odel

¥ Ay (0) is directly calculated.
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Table 2: The rst two columns show the partial helicity rates d =do?, i =
©Q); +; );©; T) or ongitudinal, transverse, I and total contributions at q2 =
0:087 GeV? in units of ¥cxm F10 sec ! GeV 2. The last colum n gives the ratio.

dqé D ! D! K |[D! = ! K
e | 405 415 0:97
i) 062 | 062 1:00
e 12 104 098
ot | 569 581 097
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F igure C aptions

Figurel: f spectra or d © ! )=dfFd O ! K )=df 1, ¢o Prdi erent
helicity contrbutions, longiudinal (0), tansverse (+; ), I () and total (T) In
units of Vo=V F.

Figure 2: ¢ spectra of sam ileptonic decay ratesD ! withm = 0 (dotted)
andm € 0 (full

F igure 3: Partialhelicity rates d =dg® for Iongitudinal (), transverse +, ), i (t)
and total (T) contributions as a function ofq2 forD ! m 6 0). The
contribution is an allbut not as tiny as indicated in ref.R1]
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