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A bstract

W e reanalyze thedecay B4 ! w ithout assum ing dom inance ofQ CD penguins
w ith intemal top-quark exchanges. In that case the weak phass oftheb! dQCD

penguin am plitude isnot related in a sin pleway to the CKM angle . Nevertheless
it is still possble to extract the CKM angle in a transparent and alm ost m odel-
Independentway from the tin e-dependent CP violating asym m etry ofthe transition
Bg! ° . Aside from that CP asymm etry this approach needs as an Input only
am plitudes ofdecays w ith branching ratios oforder 10 ° and w illthusbewellw ithin
reach at future B -factordes.

+

Am ong the central goals of the planned dedicated B -physics experin ents is the direct
m easurem ent of the angles , and arisihg in the unitarty triangle UT) fii] of the
C abibbo{K obayashi{M askawa m atrix CKM m atrix) [2]. Besides the \gold-plated" decay
By ! J= Kg to determ ine sin 2 ), the transition B4 ! 7 plays a very in portant
role to acoom plish this task B].

Tt iswellknow n that the tin edependent CP <iolating asym m etry ofthisdecay de ned
by
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probesthe angle oftheUT,where M 4 > 0 denotes them ass splitting of the Bg B_g
m ass eigenstates. In this expression we have separated direct from m xing-induced CP -
violating contributions which are characterized by
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The cbservable @ containing essentially allthe inform ation that is needed to evaluate

these quantities takes the follow ing fom :
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where A .. isthe contrbution of the current-current operators ncluding the tree process
aswellas the exchange contribution and A, @.,., ) are the contrbutions of the penguin
typetoBJ ! ¢ 9r .

If there were no penguin contributions present in B4 !
we would sim ply have [3]
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and could detemm ine  from that expression. H owever, penguins contribute and disturb
the relation () between sh 2 ) and the CPviolhting asymmetry arishgin B4 ! 7
T he corresponding hadronic uncertainties have been investigated by m any authors in the
previous literature (see eg. B))

O ne distinguishes between two types of penguin topologies: QCD and electroweak
penguins related to strong and electroweak Interactions, respectively. Consequently the
penguin am plitude A, can be decom posed as

Apey =P + Pyy s ©)

where P describestheb ! dQCD penguinsand P,, denotestheb ! d electroweak pen-
guin contrbutions. W hereas there are certain non-leptonic B decays w here electrow eak
penguinsplay an in portant role 5], in the transitions considered in this letter electrow eak
penguins enter only in colorsuppressed form and hence kad to an alle ects [G, 7]. T here-
fore wem ay om it the electroweak penguin contributions in the follow Ing discussion.

T here are strategies that allow to elin nate the QCD penguin uncertainties n B4 !

* thereby providing a clkan extraction of . Probably the best known exam ple is
the isogpin approach based on triangle constructions that was proposed by G ronau and
London ES] and requires n addition to a tin edependent m easurem ent of B4 (£) ! +
alo the branching ratiosBR 8" !  * % and BR B4 ! ¢ %). Since the branching
ratio of By ! ? is expected to be of O (10 ®) or even am aller [}], this approach is {
despite of its attractiveness { rather di cult from an experim ental point of view . For
alternative m ethods to detem ne  see eg. @l.

In this note we reanalyze the contributions of the QCD penguin type to the tine-
dependent CP asymmtery {I). To the best of our know kdge i hasbeen assumed In all
previous studies of the hadronic uncertainties a ecting the detem ination of that the
QCD penguins are dom nated by intemal top-quark exchanges. Under this assum ption
theb! dQCD penguin amplitude P takes the very sinple fom

P=e'e*P; 6)

where , isa CP-oconserving strong phase.



However, aswas shown in [10], also Q CD penguinsw ith up—and cham -quarks running
as virtual particles In the loopsm ay play an In portant rok and cannot be neglected. In
particular these penguin topologies contain long-distance contributions such as B g !
fD*D g ! ¥ (e eg. [11])) which are very hard to estinate. In the Hllow ing
discussion we shall include these contributions into the de nition ofthe b ! d QCD
penguin am plitudes and hence we relax the condition of top—quark dom nance.

U sing the notation of {[(] the contributions oftheb! dQCD penguin type read

X
P = VaaVgPq 7 (7)
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where P is the am plitude ofa QCD penguin process w ith intermal quark g om itting the
CKM factors. Note that P (theb ! d QCD penguin amplitude) is related to P by

reversing the signs of the weak phases. For the cbservable «f) onem ay write usihg )
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W e shallexploit the fact that the penguin contrbutionsP and P are expected to bemuch
am aller than the current-current am plitnde A.. 12, 13]. In fact, using the operator basis
for the B j= 1 Ham iltonian as given in [{4], one can obtain a sin ple estin ate for this

ratio. To thisend we shall retain only the top-quark contribution (only for this estim ate!)
and w rite
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where the Cy are the W ilson ooe cients of the currentcurrent k = 1;2) and QCD
penguin operators (k = 3;::5;6) taken at the scale O (m ). The hadronic m atrix elem ents
of the ourquark operators Q are evaluated In factorization which implies a Fierz re-
arrangem ent for som e of the operators. In that way one cbtains
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where N . = 3 is the num ber of quark-colors and the factor M 2=[fm , + m 4)m ] is due to
the use of the equations of m otion for the quark elds. W e have used the range for the
CKM -factor ¥y F¥Vuwjgiven by A liand London in Ref. {I§].

From this sinple estim ate it seem s to be justi ed to expand the observable @) i
powers of P=A.. and P=A.. and to keep only the kadig term i that expansion, hence
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where .. denotes the CP-conserving strong phase of the am plitude

A.=¢e e A} 12)

Aswe will sse In a moment, by measuring a ratio of certain branching ratios (poth
O (10 °)) it can be tested easily whether this expansion is in fact jasti ed.
In order to discuss the e ect of the subdom inant penguin contrbutionsP , and P, we
ollow ([[(] and w rite
1 ; . i
P= —Pte’l FuPuP"; 13)
t

where we have introduced Py q, Pogq B @2 Py Pg, and
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w ith 022 being the param eter in the W olfensten param etrization [1§] of the CKM
m atrix. The quantity P given by
P
p 15)
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m easures the e ect of the subdom inant penguins P, and P.. Usihg thes rhtions we
obtain
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from which we m ay express the observable @) as
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Here we have de ned an auxiliary quantity

P’ YoPwil Ple'™ (18)

and is the CP-conserving strong phase of P&A ... Using (@) and (10), representative
values of the W ilson ocoe cients [14] and the factorization assum ption to estin ate the
relevant hadronicm atrix elem entsone nds = 0 . Thereforewe expect 90 20 .
Furthem ore, note that P %4#.. jis of order unity sihce by counting the relevant CKM
factors and using the estin ate ({1) we have
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From f{17) one readily obtains the CP -violating asym m etries
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Hence the two observables AT and AT ™ are expressed In tem s of three unknown
quantities, the ratio P “+A.. j thestrongphase andUT angle . Thepresently allowed
range r R, obtained at 95% C L.by constraining the UT usihg indirect strategies [15]
is 0:68 R¢ 155. Thus R: is expected to be 0of O (1) wihin the Standard M odel
Strategies for extracting the CKM —factor R have been discussed eg. .n [17].

N ote that we have obtained 0), €1) by expanding in P ¥A.. jwhich isofthe same
order as 2 R+ P FA.. j Keesping only the leading tem is valid as long as the relevant
prefactors are of order unity such that the sublkading tem s can savely be neglected.
T herefore the approxin ationsm ade allow usto extract and only In a region In which

s ©o0s2 sh 0 1); 22)

where O (1) m eans that this com bination of trigonom etric functions is not as an all as
2 ReP "FAcc I L

Let us note that very sin ilar expressions as those given in €0), 1) have been derived
by G ronau In {13]. H owever, we did not assum e dom inance ofQ CD penguinsw ith intemal
top-quarks and the physical interpretation ofthe am plitude P ®appearing in our om ulae is
quite di erent from [I3]aswew illsee in am om ent. In ordertouse 0), @I) to determ ine

one has to have som e additional nput to reduce the num ber of unknown quantities.
One comm only used input is SU (3) avor symm etry of strong interactions (8] which we
shall use in our case to relate the m agnitude of the auxiliary b ! d amplitude P° (see
18)) totheb! sQCD penguin am plitude.

TheQCD penguin am plitude involving an s—quark instead ofa d-quark takes the form
E-g] (s) _ X () _ h (s)i I
P = VeVpP?= 1 P ©® y4jp, &= 23)
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and hence exactly corresponds to ourauxiliary quantity ( P % in the strict SU (3) lim i, ie.
ifwe do not distinguish between s—and d-quarks. In other words, assum .lng avor SU (3),
P %is sin ply the m agnitude of the am plitude of a penguin-induced b ! s transition such
asB" ! *KO.

Thus one of the unknowns in {20), £1) { the mtio P “+A.. j { may be determ ined
with a relatively m ild SU (3) Input. The m agniude of the am plitude A .. jm ay be ob—
tained from thedecayB* ! * 9 which receives only color-allowed and color-suppressed
acurrent—current and negliglbly an all color-suppressed electrow eak penguin contributions.
B ecause ofthe isospin sym m etry of strong interactions, Q CD penguins do not contibute to
that decay B]. Ifwe neglect the colorsuppressed current-current and electrow eak penguin
controutionstoB* !  * 0 we obtain

P °F 1BREB" ! *K9)
PeeF gy 2BRBT!I T

; 24)

where phase space e ects have been neglected and the factor 1/2 is due to the °-m eson.
The relevant B branching ratios have been estin ated using the factorization hypothesis
tobeBREB' ! *"K% =91 1Ff andBRE@* ! * %) =78 10 [I]yielding
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In the factorization approach SU (3)-breaking can be taken into acoount by multiplying
w ith the ratio £ =fx 08 yielding

v
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which nally allows us a detemm ination of and from the measurement of ASY and
Ay using @0), £1).

Let us discuss the uncertainties and lin iations of this procedure. O ne lim itation is
due to the expansion in P ¥A..jand has already been given in @2). The anglke is
expected to lie within the range 20 120 {5] and hence sin  w ill not becom e
an all. Furthem ore, if the strong phase is close to the lim iting values of 90, the
extraction of m ay be perfom ed by using the direct CP «violating asym m etry only since

¢¥jaocquires itsm axin alvalie of

"y P9
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while our expansion breaks down for AT **¢, Hence for intem ediate values of only
the cos2 factor In @2) causes troublk sice it vanishes at = 45 and = 135 .

Consequently we have to exclude a r=gion around these values n which joos2 j
2 ReP “FA..J ie. the subleading tem s of the expansion start to becom e in portant.

From this one obtains the exclision regions 45 and 135 w ith
180 %5 %
180 . FI R FI. 28)
ﬁCC j ﬁCC j

Flavor SU (3) isgenerally believed to be good at a level ofabout ten to twenty percent.
However, as faras SU (3) is concemed, we only need it for the relation between branching
ratios, while we do not use SU (3) for any of the strong phases. Q uantitatively we m ay
use €0), 1) to give an explicit expression for the uncertainty ~ of that is lnduced
by the uncertainty of P “+A.. J. W e cbtain

o r sin? o
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where we have used the abbreviation
P
t 3
Acc]

For the follow Ing discussion we shall assum e that the m easurem ent of the branching
ratios appearing in €6) yieldsa valuie of0.6 or P “+A .. j Thisvalie is in correspondence
wih @5 ifwe include factorizable SU (3)-breaking through f =fx .

The ratio P “FA .. jenters our expressions only through r. In relating the m easured
branching ratios to r we have to deal w ith uncertainties arising from non-factorizable
SU (3)-breaking, the neglected color-suppressed current-current contributions to B* !

r 2R

30)



* % and from the CKM —factorR.. A ssum ing an uncertainty in r of30% , which includes
the one from using £4) aswellaspossible uncertainties n Ry, is clearly quite conservative.
In our exam ples we shalluse r= 026 as the central value corresponding to P “FA .. j=
06, R = 1 and shall not consider any experin ental uncertainties.

Asthe rst exampl ket us consider a case where no direct CP violation is detected,
ie.ASY = 0, and the measurament yields AT >4 =  025. Ignoring the presence of
penguins one would extract from these values = 83 ; including the penguins along the
lines suggested here one cbtains = (76 1) , where the uncertainty of one degree is
obtained orm £9). Note that In this exam ple the QCD penguin contrbutions shift the
extracted value of by seven degrees.

Let us now consider a case w ith non-vanishing direct CP violation. Speci cally, we
assum e that the CP asymm etries are measured to be AT > = 025 and AZY = +0:1.
In that case one obtains = (76 1) . The non-vanishing direct CP violation implies a
non-trivial CP -conserving phase which In thisexample tumsouttobe = (24 4).

In summ ary, ora 30% theoretical uncertainty n r and for the centralvaluie r= 026
the m ethod suggested here is expected to allow an extraction of with an uncertainty of

3 if lies in the allowed regions, ie.not too close to 45 or 135 . Forvaluesof far
away from these singular points one m ay even have an uncertainty of 1 as has been
shown in the above exam pls. Even for lJarger values of r them ethod is stillquite reliable,
at least for \save" values of

A nother source of uncertainty isthe expansion n P ¥A.. j= O (r). To give som e idea
of the e ect ofthe higherorderterm s in P ¥R .. jwe shalluse our rst example. Here
the lneartem s in P F¥A .. Jihduced a shift of seven degrees which am ounts to roughly
ten percent. Therefore we expect the corrections from second order tem s to be of the
order of a percent, ie. n absolute values of about one degree.

Since the approach presented In this ketter requires neither di cult m easurem ents of
very an all branching ratios nor com plicated geom etrical constructions it m ay tum out
to be very usefill for the early days of the B -factory era begihning at the end of this
m llennium .
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