
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
98

09
20

4v
5 

 6
 A

pr
 1

99
9

NSC-NCTS-870901

B ! �0X s in the Standard M odel

Xiao-Gang Heab� and Guey-Lin Linc y

a Departm entofPhysics,NationalTaiwan University,Taipei,Taiwan,10764,R.O .C.
b SchoolofPhysics,University ofM elbourne,Parkville,Vic.3052,Australia.

c Institute ofPhysics,NationalChiao-Tung University,Hsinchu,Taiwan,300,R.O .C.

Abstract

W e study B ! �0X s within the fram ework ofthe Standard M odel. Sev-

eralm echanism s such as b ! �0sg through the Q CD anom aly,and b ! �0s

and B ! �0s�q arising from four-quark operators are treated sim ultaneously.

Using Q CD equationsofm otion,we relate the e�ective Ham iltonian forthe

�rstm echanism to thatforthelattertwo.By incorporating next-to-leading-

logarithm ic(NLL)contributions,the�rstm echanism isshown to giveasignif-

icantbranching ratio forB ! �0X s,whiletheothertwo m echanism saccount

forabout15% oftheexperim entalvalue.TheStandard M odelprediction for

B ! �0X s isconsistentwith the CLEO data.
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Therecentobservation ofB ! �0K [1]and B ! �0X s [2]decayswith high m om entum �0

m esonshasstim ulated m any theoreticalactivities[3{10].Oneofthem echanism sproposed

to account for this decay is b ! sg� ! sg�0 [3,4]where the �0 m eson is produced via

the anom alous �0� g� g coupling. According to a previous analysis [4],this m echanism

within theStandard M odel(SM )can only accountfor1/3 ofthem easured branching ratio:

B(B ! �0X s)=
h

6:2� 1:6(stat)� 1:3(syst)+ 0:0�1:5 (bkg)
i

� 10�4 [2]with 2:0 < p�0 < 2:7 GeV.

Therearealso othercalculationsofB ! �0X s based on four-quark operatorsofthee�ective

weak-Ham iltonian [5,6]. These contributions to the branching ratio,typically 10�4 ,are

also too sm allto accountforB ! �0X s,although the four-quark-operatorcontribution is

capable ofexplaining the branching ratio for the exclusive B ! �0K decays [8,9]. These

resultshave inspired proposalsforan enhanced b! sg and otherm echanism sarising from

physicsbeyond the Standard M odel[4,6,7]. In orderto see ifnew physicsshould play any

role in B ! �0X s,one hasto have a betterunderstanding on the SM prediction. In this

letter,wecarry outacarefulanalysison B ! �0X s in theSM using next-to-leadinge�ective

Ham iltonian and considerseveralm echanism ssim ultaneously.

W e have observed thatallearliercalculationson b! sg�0were eitherbased upon one-

loop result[4]which neglectstherunning ofQCD renorm alization -scalefrom M W to M b or

only taking into accountpartoftherunning e�ect[3].Sincetheshort-distanceQCD e�ect

is generally signi�cant in weak decays,it is therefore crucialto com pute b ! sg�0 using

the e�ective Ham iltonian approach. As willbe shown later,the process b ! sg�0 alone

contribute signi�cantly to B ! �0X s while contributions from b ! �0s and B ! �0s�q are

suppressed.

Thee�ectiveHam iltonian [11]fortheB ! �0X s decay isgiven by:

H eff(�B = 1)=
G F
p
2
[
X

f= u;c

VfbV
�
fs(C1(�)O

f

1(�)+ C 2(�)O
f

2(�))

�V
�
tsVtb(

6X

i= 3

Ci(�)O i(�)+ C 8(�)O 8(�))]; (1)

with [12]

O
f

1 = (�sifj)V �A (�fjbi)V �A ; O
f

2 = (�sifi)V �A (�fjbj)V �A

O 3 = (�sibi)V �A
X

q

(�qjqj)V �A ; O 4 = (�sibj)V �A
X

q

(�qjqi)V �A

O 5 = (�sibi)V �A
X

q

(�qjqj)V + A; O 6 = (�sibj)V �A
X

q

(�qjqi)V + A

O 8 = �
gs

4�2
�si�

��(m sPL + m bPR)T
a
ijbjG

a
��; (2)

whereV � A � 1� 5.In theabove,wehavedropped O 7 sinceitscontribution isnegligible.

Fornum ericalanalyses,weusetheschem e-independentW ilson coe�cientsdiscussed in Ref.

[13,14].Form t= 175 GeV,�s(m
2
Z)= 0:118 and � = m b = 5 GeV,wehave[14]

C1 = �0:313; C2 = 1:150; C3 = 0:017; C4 = �0:037; C5 = 0:010; C6 = �0:045; (3)

AttheNLL level,thee�ective Ham iltonian ism odi�ed by one-loop m atrix elem entswhich

e�ectively changeC i(�)(i= 3;� � � ;6)into Ci(�)+ �Ci(q
2;�)with
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�C4(q
2
;�)= �C6(q

2
;�)= �3�C3(q

2
;�)= �3�C5(q

2
;�)= �Ps(q

2
;�); (4)

where

Ps(q
2
;�)=

�s

8�
C2(�)

�
10

9
+ G(m 2

c;q
2
;�)

�

; (5)

with

G(m 2

c;q
2
;�)= 4

Z

x(1� x)log

 
m 2

c � x(1� x)q2

�2

!

dx: (6)

Thecoe�cientC 8 isequalto �0:144 at� = 5 GeV [11],and m c istaken to be1:4 GeV.

Before we discussthe dom inantb! sg�0 process,letus�rstwork outthe four-quark-

operator contribution to B ! �0X s using the above e�ective Ham iltonian. W e follow

the approach ofRef.[3,5,15]which uses factorization approxim ation to estim ate various

hadronic m atrix elem ents. The four-quark operators can induce three types ofprocesses

represented by 1) < �0j�q�1bjB >< X sj�s�
0
1qj0 >,2) < �0j�q�2qj0 >< X sj�s�bjB >,and 3)

< �0X sj�s�3qj0 >< 0j�q�0
3
bjB >. Here �

(0)

i denotes appropriate gam m a m atirces. The con-

tribution from 1)givesa \three-body" type ofdecay,B ! �0s�q.The contribution from 2)

gives a \two-body" type ofdecay b ! s�0. The contribution from 3) is the annihilation

type which isrelatively suppressed and willbe neglected. Note thatthere are inteferences

between 1)and 2),so they m ustbecoherently added together[5].

Severaldecay constantsand form factorsneeded in thecalculationsarelisted below:

< 0j�u�5uj�
0
>=< 0j�d�5dj�

0
>= if

u
�0p

�0

�

< 0j�s�5sj�
0
>= if

s
�0p

�0

� ; < 0j�s5sj�
0
>= i(fu�0 � f

s
�0)

m 2
�0

2m s

;

f
u
�0 =

1
p
3
(f1cos�1 +

1
p
2
f8sin�8); f

s
�0 =

1
p
3
(f1cos�1 �

p
2f8sin�8);

< �
0
j�u�bjB

�
>=< �

0
j�d�bj�B

0
>= F

B q

1 (pB� + p
�0

� )+ (F
B q

0 � F
B q

1 )
m B 2 � m 2

�0

q2
q�;

F
B q

1;0 =
1
p
3
(
1
p
2
sin�F

B �8
1;0 + cos�F

B �1
1;0 ): (7)

Fotthe �0� � m ixing associated with decay constantsabove,we have used the two-angle

-param etrization. The num ericalvaluesofvariousparam etersare obtained from Ref.[16]

with f1 = 157 M eV,f8 = 168 M eV,and the m ixing angles �1 = �9:10,�8 = �22:10.

For the m ixing angle associated with form factors,we use the one-angle param etrization

with � = �15:4o [16],since these form factors were calculated in that form ulation [5,15].

In the latter discussion ofb ! sg�0,we shalluse the sam e param etrization in order to

com pare our results with those ofearlier works [3,4]. For form factors,we assum e that

F B �1 = F B �8 = F B � with dipole and m onopole q2 dependence forF1 and F0,respectively.

W e used the running m assm s � 120 M eV at� = 2:5 GeV and F B � = 0:33 following Ref.

[9].

The branching ratios ofthe above processes also depend on two less well-determ ined

KM m atrix elem ents,Vts and Vub.Thedependenceson Vts arisefrom thepenguin-diagram
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contributionswhilethedependenceson Vub and itsphase occurthrough thetree-diagram

contributions. W e willuse  = 640 obtained from Ref.[17],jVtsj � jVcbj = 0:038 and

jVubj=jVcbj= 0:08 foran illustration. W e �nd that,for� = 5 GeV,the branching ratio in

thesignalregion p�0 � 2:0 GeV (m X � 2:35 GeV)is

B(b! �
0
X s)� 1:0� 10�4 : (8)

Thebranching ratio can reach 2� 10�4 ifallparam eterstakevaluesin favourofB ! �0X s.

Clearly the m echanism by four-quark operator is not su�cient to explain the observed

B ! �0X s branching ratio.

W e now turn to the m ajor m echanism for B ! �0X s: b ! �0sg through the QCD

anom aly. To see how the e�ective Ham iltonian in Eq. (1)can be applied to calculate this

process,werearrangepartofthee�ectiveHam iltonian such that

6X

i= 3

CiO i= (C3 +
C4

N c

)O 3 + (C5 +
C6

N c

)O 5 � 2(C4 � C6)O A + 2(C4 + C6)O V ; (9)

where

O A = �s�(1� 5)T
a
b
X

q

�q�5T
a
q; O V = �s�(1� 5)T

a
b
X

q

�q�Ta
q: (10)

Sincethelight-quark bilinearin O V carriesthequantum num berofa gluon,oneexpects[3]

O V give contribution to the b! sg� form factors. In fact,by applying the QCD equation

ofm otion :D �G
��
a = gs

P
�q�Taq,we have O V = (1=gs)�s�(1� 5)T

abD �G
��
a [18].In this

form ,O V iseasily seen to give rise to b ! sg� vertex. Letuswrite the e�ective b ! sg�

vertex as

�bsg� = �
G F
p
2
V
�
tsVtb

gs

4�2
(�F 1�s(q

2
� � q= q�)LT

a
b� iF2m b�s���q

�
RT

a
b): (11)

In theabove,wede�netheform factors�F 1 and F2 according to theconvention in Ref.[4].

Inferring from Eq.(9),wearriveat

�F 1 =
4�

�s
(C4(�)+ C 6(�)); F2 = �2C8(�) (12)

W enotethatourrelativesign between �F 1 and F2 agreewith thosein Ref.[4,6],and shall

result in a destructive interference for the rate ofb ! sg�0. W e stress that this relative

sign is �xed by treating the sign ofO 8 and the convention ofQCD covariant derivative

consistently [19].To ensurethesign,wealso check againsttheresultby Sim m a and W yler

[20]on b ! sg� form factors. An agreem ent on sign is found. Finally,we rem ark that,

at the NLL level,�F 1 should be corrected by one-loop m atrix elem ents. The dom inant

contribution arisesfrom theoperatorO 2 whereitscharm -quark-pairm eetsto form a gluon.

In fact,thiscontribution,denoted as� �F1 forconvenience,hasbeen shown in Eqs.(4)-(6),

nam ely � �F1 =
4�

�s
(�C4(q

2;�)+ �C6(q
2;�)).

Toproceed further,werecallthedistribution oftheb(p)! s(p0)+ g(k)+ �0(k0)branching

ratio [4]:
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FIG .1. Thedistribution ofB(b! s+ g+ �0)asa function ofthe recoilm assm X .

d2B(b! sg�0)

dxdy
�= 0:2cos2�

 
gs(�)

4�2

! 2
a2g(�)m

2
b

4

�

"

j�F 1j
2
c0 + Re(�F 1F

�
2
)
c1

y
+ j�F 2j

2c2

y2

#

; (13)

whereag(�)�
p
N F �s(�)=�f�0 isthestrength of�

0� g� g vertex:agcos������q
�k� with q

and k them om enta oftwo gluons;x � (p0+ k)2=m 2
b and y � (k+ k0)2=m 2

b;c0,c1 and c2 are

functionsofx and y asgiven by:

c0 =
h

�2x2y+ (1� y)(y� x
0)(2x + y� x

0)
i

=2;

c1 = (1� y)(y� x
0)2;

c2 =
h

2x2y2 � (1� y)(y� x
0)(2xy� y+ x

0)
i

=2; (14)

with x0 � m 2
�0=m

2
b;and the �0� � m ixing angle � is taken to be �15:4o as noted earlier.

Finally,in obtaining thenorm alization factor:0.2,wehavetaken into accounttheone-loop

QCD correction [21]to thesem i-leptonicb! cdecay forconsistency.

In previousone-loop calculationswithoutQCD corrections,itwasfound �F 1 � �5 and

F2 � 0:2 [3,4].In ourapproach,weobtain �F 1 = �4:86 and F2 = 0:288 from Eqs.(3)and

(12).However,�F 1 isenhanced signi�cantly by the m atrix-elem entcorrection � �F1(q
2;�).
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The latterquantity developsan im aginary partasq2 passesthe charm -pairthreshold,and

the m agnitude ofitsrealpartalso becom esm axim alatthisthreshold. From Eqs.(3),(4)

and (5),one �ndsRe(� �F1(4m
2
c;�))= �2:58 at� = 5 GeV.Including the contribution by

� �F1(q
2;�)with � = 5 GeV,and using Eq.(13),we�nd B(b! sg�0)= 5:6� 10�4 with the

cutm X �
q

(k+ p0)2 � 2:35 GeV im posed in the CLEO m easurem ent[2].Thisbranching

ratioisconsistentwith CLEO’sm easurem enton theB ! �0X s branchingratio[2].W ithout

thekinem aticcut,weobtain B(b! sg�0)= 1:0� 10�3 ,which ism uch largerthan 4:3� 10�4

calculated previously [4]. W e also obtain the spectrum dB(b ! sg�0)=dm X asdepicted in

Fig.1.Thepeak ofthespectrum correspondsto m X � 2:4 GeV.

Itisinteresting to notethattheCLEO analysis[2]indicatesthat,withouttheanom aly-

induced contribution,therecoil-m ass(m X )spectrum ofB ! �0X s cannotbewellreproduced

even ifthefour-quark operatorcontributionsarenorm alized to�tthebranching ratioofthe

process. On the otherhand,ifb! sg� ! sg�0 dom inatesthe contributionsto B ! �0X s,

as shown here,the m X spectrum can be �tted better as shown in Fig. 2 ofRef.[2]. It

is also interesting to rem ark thatalthough the four-quark operatorcontributions can not

�t the branching ratio nor the spectrum ,it does play a role in producing a sm allpeak

in the spectrum ,which corresponds to the B ! �0K m ode. Speci�cally,the B ! �0K

m ode is accounted for by the b ! s�0 type ofdecays discussed earlier. Based on results

obtained so far,oneconcludesthattheStandard M odelisnotin conicttheexperim ental

data on B ! �0X s.Itcan producenotonly thebranching ratio forB ! �0X s butalso the

recoil-m assspectrum when contributionsfrom the anom aly m echanism and thefour-quark

operatorsareproperly treated.

Up tothispoint,ag(�)ofthe�
0� g� gvertex hasbeen treated asaconstantindependent

ofinvariant-m assesofthegluons,and � issetto be5 GeV.In practice,ag(�)should behave

like a form -factor which becom es suppressed as the gluons attached to it go farther o�-

shell[3,4,6]. However,itrem ainsunclearhow m uch the form -factorsuppression m ightbe.

It is possible that the branching ratio we just obtained gets reduced signi�cantly by the

form -factore�ect in �0� g� g vertex. Should a large form -factorsuppression occur,the

additionalcontribution from b! �0s and B ! �0s�q discussed earlierwould becom ecrucial.

W e however like to stressthatourestim ate ofb ! sg�0 with �s evaluated at� = 5 GeV

isconservative.To illustratethis,letuscom parebranching ratiosforb! sg�0obtained at

� = 5GeV and � = 2:5GeV respectively.In NDR schem e[22],branchingratiosattheabove

two scaleswith thecutm X � 2:35 GeV are4:9� 10�4 and 9:1� 10�4 respectively.Onecan

clearly seethesigni�cantscale-dependence!W ith theenhancem entresulting from lowering

the renorm alization scale,there seem sto be som e room forthe form -factorsuppression in

theattem ptofexplaining B ! �0X s by b! sg�0[23].

Itshould benoted thattheabovescale-dependenceissolely duetothecouplingconstant

�s(�)appearing in the �0� g� g vertex. In fact,the b! sg� vertex isratherinsensitive

to the renorm alization scale. Indeed,from Eq. (11),we com pute in the NDR schem e the

scale-dependence ofgs � (�F1 + � �F1(q
2)). W e �nd that,as� decreasesfrom 5 GeV to 2.5

GeV,thepeak valueoftheabovequantity increasesby only 10% .Therefore,to stablizethe

scale-dependence,oneshould includecorrectionsbeyond thosewhich sim ply renorm alizethe

b! sg� vertex.W eshallleavethisto a futureinvestigation.

It is instructive to com pare our results with those ofRefs.[3,4]. W ith the kinem atic

cut,ournum ericalresultforB(b! sg�0)isonly slightly sm allerthan the branching ratio,
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8:2� 10�4 ,reported in Ref.[3],wherethe�s(�)coupling of�
0� g� g vertex isevaluated at

� � 1 GeV,and �F 1 receivesonly short-distancecontributionsfrom theW ilson coe�cients

C4 and C6. Although we have a m uch sm aller �s,which is evaluatd at � = 5 GeV,and

theinterference of�F 1 and F2 isdestructive [4]ratherthan constructive [3],thereexistsa

com pensating enhancem entin �F 1 due to one-loop m atrix elem ents. The branching ratio

in Ref.[4]is 2� 3 tim es sm aller than ours since it is given by a �F 1 sm aller than ours

butcom parable to thatofRef.[3].Concerning the relative im portance of�F 1 and F2,we

�nd that �F 1 alone gives B(b ! sg�0) = 6:5� 10�4 with the kinem atic cut m X � 2:35

GeV.Hencetheinclusion ofF2 lowersdown thebranching ratio by only 14% .Such a sm all

interferencee�ectisquitedistinctfrom resultsofRefs.[3,4]where20% � 50% ofinterference

e�ectsarefound.W eattributethisto theenhancem entof�F 1 in ourcalculation.

Before closing we would like to com m ent on the branching ratio for B ! �X s. It is

interesting to note thatthe width ofb! �sg issuppressed by tan2� com pared to thatof

b! �0sg. Taking � = �15:4o,we obtain B(B ! �X s)� 4� 10�5 . The contribution from

thefour-quark operatorcan belarger.Depending on thechoiceofparam eters,we�nd that

B (B ! �X s)isin therangeof(6� 10)� 10�5 .

In conclusion,wehavecalculated thebranching ratio ofb! sg�0by including theNLL

correction to theb! sg� vertex.By assum ing a low-energy �0� g� g vertex,and cutting

the recoil-m assm X at2:35 GeV,we obtained B(b! sg�0)= (5� 9)� 10�4 depending on

the choice ofthe QCD renorm alization-scale. Although the form -factorsuppression in the

�0� g� gvertexisanticipated,itrem ainspossiblethattheanom aly-induced processb! sg�0

could accountforthe CLEO m easurem ent on B(B ! �0X s). Forthe four-quark operator

contribution,we obtain B(B ! �0X s)� 1� 10�4 . This accounts forroughly 15% ofthe

experim entalcentral-value and can reach 30% iffavourable param eters are used. Finally,

com bining contributions from the anom aly-m echanism and the four-quark operators,the

entirerangeofB ! �0X s spectrum can bewellreproduced.
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ag(�)in Eq.(13)isreplaced by ag(m �0)�
m 2

�
0

(m 2

�
0
�q 2)

according to Ref.[6].However,this

prescription forag stem sfrom theassum ption thatg� ! g�0form factorbehavesin the

sam e way asthe QED-anom aly form factor� ! �0.Itrem ainsunclearasraised in

Refs.[3,4]thatonecould m akesuch a connection between two distinctform factors.
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