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A brief review of the strategies used in looking for CP violation in B decays is

presented. Som e problem s due to penguin diagram s are addressed. Penguin trap-

ping is discussed, in the context of the upcom ing experim ents. The high rates

and the possibility to perform experim ents on the B s system justify the interest

in hadronic colliders.

1 Introduction

In theStandardM odel,CP violation(CPV)arisesfrom theclashoftheYukawa

couplingswith thecharged currentinteraction.W hen theLagrangian iswrit-

ten in the physical(m ass)basis,thisshowsup asan irrem ovablephasein the

CK M 1 quark m ixing m atrix.The m agnitudesofm ostCK M m atrix elem ents

are constrained experim entally 2;3,and exhibit an hierarchy,with the m ag-

nitudes getting sm aller as one leaves the diagonal. Together with unitarity,

this m otivates the W olfenstein 4 param etrization ofthe CK M m atrix. The

W olfenstein param eters� and A are known to 1% and 5% ,respectively. The

best(correlated)constraintson theW olfenstein param eters� and � arisefrom

the m easurem entsofjVub=Vcbj
5,B 0 � �B 0 m ixing 6,and the m easurem entof

indirectCPV in neutralK aons7.

Theseconstraintsdepend on hadronicm atrix\m essy"elem ents,and hence

have largeerrors.The corresponding allowed regionsare shown in the �gure,

taken with thegraciousperm ission ofNeubertfrom hisrecentreview 2.In this

�gure,the CP conserving m easurem entsofjVub=Vcbjand ofxd = �M =� (in

theB 0

d
system )alreadyim ply CP violation.Atpresent,thisfeaturedisappears

ifwetakethe m ostconservativebounds.

Anotherway to expresstheseconstraintsisto look attheorthogonality of

the �rstand third (db)colum nsofthe CK M m atrix.Thiscan be written as

1=
V �

ub

�V �

cb

+
Vtd

�V �

cb

: (1)

The squared m agnitudesofthe two term son the RHS are �2 + �2,and (1�

�)2 + �2,respectively,and the corresponding boundslead to the two circular
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Figure 1: Constraints on the �-� plane. The circles centered at (0,0) and (1,0) describe

the bounds on jVub=Vcbj and xd, respectively. The two hyperbolae arise from the CPV

m easurem ent in neutralK aons.

sectionsin the�gure.Equation 1 m ay bevisualized asthewellknown unitary

triangle in the � � � plane. It is constructed from a side starting at (0,0),

another at (1,0),and m eeting at an apex lying within the allowed region in

the �gure. Its anglesare uninspiredly known as �,� and ,going clockwise

from the apex. Increasing excitem entisdue to theirupcom ing m easurem ent

through CP asym m etriesin B decays.

Depending on how the �0=� experim ents develop,this m ight be the �rst

independentm easurem entofCPV since1964 (ThatwasseveralyearsbeforeI

wasborn!!).In any event,itwillhelp to constrain � and �,shedding new light

on the structureofthe CK M m atrix and probing forNew Physicse�ects.

2 Searching for C P V in B decays

Although CPV in theCK M m atrix isapurely Electroweakphenom enon,since

quarksare included,we are unavoidably confronted with strong interactions.

Thesebring with them severalnew features:

� Though we can calculate reliably diagram sinvolving quarksand short-

distancee�ects,thenon-perturbativehadronic\m essy"elem entsarenot

known to the desirableprecision.Thisisresponsibleforthelargeerrors

in the�gure,and,unlesssuch m atrix elem entscancelout,also produces

corresponding errorsin B decays.

� Besidestree diagram s,we also getgluonic-penguins,which willcom pli-

cate the analysis. There are also electroweak-penguins,which play a

crucialrolein certain decays8.
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� Strong phasesare induced by �nalstate interactions. Two such phases

are m andatory for direct CPV,but m ay obscure the interpretation of

CPV from the interferencebetween the m ixing and the decay.

� Since the strong interaction preservesavour,one m ay rephase the B 0

states. This m eans that only the clash between two phases m ay have

physicalm eaning.

The lastpointleadsto three classesofasym m etry observables:

1. IndirectCPV,where we clash the phases ofthe B 0 � �B 0 m ixing m ass

(M 12) and width (�12). W e know that there is indirect CPV in the

K 0 � �K 0 m ixing,due to the m easurem entofthe Re(�)param eter.Un-

fortunately,thisisexpected to beunm easurably sm allfortheB d and B s

system s.

2. DirectCPV,whereweclash two independentdecay paths.Thisrequires

atleasttwo am plitudes(preferably ofsim ilarm agnitudes),two di�erent

weak phases,and two di�erent strong phases. Ifthe �nalstate is not

com m on to B
0 and �B 0,the decays have the advantage ofbeing self-

tagging.Thisism ostclearly seen in B � decays. In the kaon system ,a

m easurem entof�0=� would be a signalofthistype ofCPV.

3. Interference CPV,occurring when the �nalstate iscom m on to B 0 and
�B 0,where one clashesthe directdecay path,B ! f,with the indirect

B ! �B ! f decay.

The �rsttwo m ethodsareplagued by hadronic uncertainties.However,these

cancelin interference CPV when the (com m on)�nalstate isa CP eigenstate

and the decay isoverwhelm ingly dom inated by one weak phase.O ne�nds,

a(t)=
�[B 0(t)! f]��[ �B 0(t)! f]

�[B 0(t)! f]+ �[ �B 0(t)! f]
= �f sin(2�)sin(�M t); (2)

where �f is the CP eigenvalue ofthe �nalstate f,and � isthe weak phase.

O ne can also perform a tim e-independent m easurem ent,thus paying a price

ofx=(1+ x2). The m easured value ofxd yieldsa m odestsuppression of1=2.

However,in theB s system ,the currentlowerbound on xs
6 already im pliesa

suppression ofan orderofm agnitude.Thisiscom ing up on vertexing lim its9,

and m akestim e-dependentm easurem entsm andatory forthe B s system .

The gold plated m ode ofthistype isthe B ! J= K S decay,which m ea-

suressin(2�).Thisdecay isim portanttheoretically,becausethe penguin and

tree contributions share the weak phase,and also experim entally,since the
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J= iseasy to tag with di-leptons.Currentestim atesforBABAR and BELLE

predictuncertaintiesoforder0:210.Athadronicm achinesonehasm uch higher

lum inosities,butalso a m uch harderenvironm entto work on.Com prehensive

M onte Carlo sim ulationsare stillin theirinfancy. The �xed targetHERA-B

experim entquotesuncertaintiesaround 0:13,whileLHC-B quotes0:02311.In

a very nice article,Butler12 obtains 0:07,for the Tevatron running at 1032

lum inosity13. Iwould like to thank him publicly forsum m arizing the e�ects

ofthe variouscutsand e�cienciesin a com plete and cleartable (ratherthan

scatterthem allover357 pagesofjargon).

The hadronic m ess reappears when one has m ore than one weak phase,

asithappensin B ! �+ �� ,where the tree and penguin contributionscom e

in with di�erentphases.Here,besidesthe interference CPV sin(�M t)term ,

we also geta directCPV cos(�M t)dependence. Even ifthere were no �nal

state phases(in which case the costerm would vanish),the penguin diagram

would stilla�ectthe extraction ofsin(2�)from the B ! �+ �� decay 14. In

fact,even form odestvaluesofthepenguin am plitude around 20% ofthetree

am plitude,wecan �nd deviationsofup to �0:4 in thatdeterm ination14.

To rem ovethisproblem ,G ronau and London15 have proposed the use of

isospin sym m etry torelatethisdecay toB 0 ! �0�0 and B + ! �+ �0.Though

one m ustalso take the electroweak penguinsinto account16,these have been

shown notto a�ectthis m ethod 8. Unfortunately,the B 0 ! �0�0 branching

ratioisoforder10� 6 and wewould havetodetecttwoneutralpionsin the�nal

state.Thisisprobablyunfeasibleathadroniccolliders.Still,wecan useSU (3)

sym m etry and relate B 0 ! �+ �� to the penguin dom inated B 0 ! K + �� .

Silva and W olfenstein introduced thisidea to \trap" the penguin 17. In fact,

once� ism easured in B 0 ! J= K S,allweneed istherateratio
17,forwhich

CLEO already hasa (ratherloose)bound 18.Clearly,thistechnique willpro-

videthe�rstexperim entalhandleon �.Recently,G ronau and Rosner19 have

developed this idea,showing that one m ay rem ove the penguin factorization

hypothesisbym easuringin addition thebranchingratioforB + ! K
0
�
+ .This

also allowsfortheindependentdeterm ination of,though � willbem easured

beforehand anyway (recallthat � + � +  = � in the SM ;a fact used in all

these analysis).

Another approach consistsin constructing polygonsrelating variousam -

plitudes to extract the CK M angles. For exam ple, G ronau and W yler 20

have suggested the extraction ofthe angle  from triangles built using the

B + ! K + (D 0; �D 0;D 0

+
)decays,and theirCP conjugates.Subsequently,Duni-

etzapplied thisstrategy to neutraldecays21,in whattheLHC-B collaboration

callsM ethod Two22.Forsim plicity,Iwilluse theirnotation.M ethod O ne is

due to Aleksan,Dunietz and K ayser23 and usesB s decaysinto D
�

s K
� . O ne
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m ay also com binethesepolygon constructionswith SU (3)sym m etry24 to ex-

tractthe anglesofthe unitarity triangle. Such techniques have been further

explored in a very largenum berofrecentarticles.

3 T he use ofthe B s system

An im portantconstrainton the param eters� and � would com e from a m ea-

surem entofthem assdi�erencebetween B 0

s and
�B 0
s,�m s.Lookingat�gure1,

werealizeim m ediately thattheconstrainton jVtdjarising from �m d israther

poor.Thisisdue to the hadronic uncertainties:the bag term and the decay

constant for B d are only known to about 20% . However,their ratios to the

corresponding factors for B s are m uch better known. Therefore,a clean de-

term ination of�m s=�m d would greatly im prove ourknowledge ofthe CK M

m atrix.ThecurrentLEP lim it25 is�m s > 7:7ps� 1,and thereaderisencour-

aged to ask them aboutthe m eaning ofthe 8ps� 1 m inim um in the likelihood

plot.Should thisvaluebecom em uch higher,wem ightrun intotechnologylim -

its9.M oreover,when looking forasym m etriesin B 0

s decays,theoscillationsin

equation 2 willbecom e too fastfordetection.

Fortunately,the width di�erence between B 0

s and
�B 0

s m ightcom e to the

rescue.In a recentanalysis,Beneke,Buchalla and Dunietz26 �nd
�
��

�

�

B s

= 0:16+ 0:11
� 0:09

: (3)

Hence,the width di�erence cannotbe neglected,and the decay ratesm ay be

written as
�[B ! f] / H (��t=2)+ I(�M t)

�[�B ! f] / H (��t=2)�I(�M t):
(4)

For untagged decays,not only is there no statistics cost from tagging,but

the rapid oscillation I(�M t) term s drop out. Strictly speaking,one should

now talk aboutthe shortlived and the long lived B s states. As pointed out

eloquently by Dunietz27,this provides a uniquely di�erent way to m easure

CPV in theB system .In particular,M ethod O neisapplicablewith untagged

sam ples.Dunietz27 also proposesan untagged B s into D
0
� version ofM ethod

Two.Thisisa hottopic,and rapid new developm entsareexpected.

4 C onclusions

The factthatthe SM hasonly one CPV independentquantity m akesitvery

predictive,giving usan idealsetting in which to look forthe PhysicsBeyond.
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Sincethirty two yearsisa lotoftim eto seaton ourhands,thispictureshould

(and will)be tested.

In theB system ,the�rstinform ation willbethem easurem entof� in the

gold plated B ! J=	K s decay. For a m easurem ent of� in B ! �
+
�
� we

m usttrap thepenguin.Thiscan beperform ed17 com paringitto B ! K + �� ,

and wecan avoid the penguin factorization approxim ation19 by m easuring in

addition B + ! �+ K 0. As for the extraction of,there are severalclassic

m ethods20;21;23. The good news from Dunietz27 is that we m ay be able to

use untagged sam plesforM ethod O ne23,and forthe B s into D
0� version of

M ethod Two27.Thisisspecially interesting ifthewidth and m assdi�erences

in the B s system turn outto be large.

Theangle� willsoon bem easured atBABAR,BELLE and HERA-B.W e

willalso learn a considerableam ountaboutpenguin trapping.Thehigh rates

and the (com plem entary)B s Physicsopportunitiesavailable atthe Tevatron

and LHC warrantdedicated B-Physics experim ents. Understanding the real

capabilitiesofsuch experim ents,under whatisadm ittedly a very hard envi-

ronm ent,willrequire extensive M onte Carlo sim ulations. Please sum m arize

each step ofyourcutsand e�cienciesclearly.W e willthank you forit.
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