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Abstract

We smudy B ! %X ¢ within the fram ework of the Standard M odel. Sev—
eralm echanism s such asb ! g through the QCD anomaly, andb ! O
and B ! sqarisihg from furquark operators are treated sin ultaneously.
Using QCD equations ofm otion, we relate the e ective H am iltonian for the

rst m echanisn to that for the Jatter two. By incorporating next-to-leading—
logarithm ic(NLL) contributions, the rstm echanisn is shown to give a signif-
icant branching ratio HrB ! %X 4, while the other two m echanism s account
for about 15% ofthe experim entalvalue. T he Standard M odel prediction for
B ! X% is consistent with the CLEO data.
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The recent observation of B ! & flJlandB ! % Bldecayswith highmomentum ©°
m esons has stin ulated m any theoretical activities [F{1(]. O ne of the m echanisn s proposad
to account for this decay isb ! sg ! sg ° B#4] where the °meson is produced via
the anomalus ° g g coupling. According to a previous analysis 4], this m echanism
w ithin the Standﬁlrd M odel(SM ) can only acoount b{ 1/3 of the m easured branching ratio:
BB ! %X )= 62 16(@tat) 13(@ysH) 2P bkg) 10* Rlwith20< po< 2:7Gev.
T here are also other calculationsof B ! %  based on Hurquark operators of the e ective
weak-H am iltonian f5/4]. These contrbutions to the branching ratib, typically 10 ¢, are
also too amallto account orB | %X, although the four-quark-operator contrbution is
capablke of explaining the branching ratio for the exclusive B ! K decays BQ]. Thes
results have inspired proposals for an enhanced b ! sg and other m echanisn s arising from
physics beyond the Standard M odel §,6/4]. In order to see if new physics should play any
ki B ! %, one hasto have a better understanding on the SM prediction. In this
ltter, we carry out a carefilanalysison B ! % . in the SM using next-+to-leading e ective
H am iltonian and consider ssveralm echanisn s sin ultaneously.

W e have cbserved that all earlier calculationson b ! sg ° were etther based upon one-
loop result §4]which neglects the running ofQ CD renom alization -scale from My toM ,, or
only taking into account part of the munning e ect B]. Since the short-distance QCD e ect
is generally signi cant in weak decays, it is therefore crucial to compute b ! sg ° ushg
the e ective Ham iltonian approach. As will be shown later, the processb ! sg ° alne

contribute signi cantly to B ! % while contrbutions from b! % and B ! %qgare
suppressed.
The e ective Ham ilttonian flI] ortheB ! % decay is given by:
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whereV. A 1 5. In the above, we have dropped O 5 since its contribution is negligble.
Fornum erical analyses, we use the schem e-independent W ilson coe cients discussed In Ref.
1314].Form = 175GeV,  m2)= 0:dl8and =m,= 5GeV,wehave [14]

C1= 01313; C2= 11150; C3= 0:017,' C4= 01037; C5= O:OlO; C6= 0:045,' (3)

Atthe NLL lkvel, the e ective Ham iltonian ism odi ed by one-doop m atrix elem ents which
e ectively change C;( ) A= 3; ;6) Nto(C) + C;(f; ) wih



Cald; )=Csld; )= 3Cs(; )= 3Cs; )= P ); )

w here
s 10 2
P.(f; )= 5 C2() 3+Gcmc;q2; ) 5)
w ih
z ) !
Gm%d; )=4 x0 wbg me XL 0T 4. ©)

The coe cient C g isequalto 0:d44at = 5GeV 1], andm . istaken tobe 14 GeV .

Before we discuss the dom inant b ! sg ? process, ket us st work out the ourquark—
operator contrloution to B ! % . ushg the above e ective Ham iltonian. W e ©llow
the approach of Ref. [3,5,15] which uses factorization approxin ation to estin ate various
hadronic m atrix elem ents. The fourquark operators can induce three types of processes
represented by 1) < %3 bB >< X5 JgP >,2) < %53 .gP >< X ;B bB >, and 3)
< K. 3gP>< 0@y gbjB > . Here i(o) denotes appropriate gamm a m atirces. The con—
trbution from 1) gives a \threebody" type ofdecay, B ! %q. The contrbution from 2)
gives a \twobody" type of decay b ! s % The contrbution from 3) is the annihilation
type which is relatively suppressed and w illbe neglected. N ote that there are Inteferences
between 1) and 2), so they m ust be coherently added together [3].

Several decay constants and form factors needed In the calculations are listed below :
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Fot the ° m ixing associated w ith decay constants above, we have used the two-anglk
-param etrization. T he num erical values of various param eters are cbtained from Ref. [1§]

wih f; = 157 MeV, f; = 168 M &V, and the mixing angles ; = 91°% 5= 22:1°.
For the m ixing angle associated with form factors, we use the oneanglk param etrization
wih = 154 [1§], sihce these orm factors were calculated in that omulation F15].

In the latter discussion of b ! sg Y we shall use the sam e param etrization in order to
com pare our results with those of earlier works [3j4]. For orm factors, we assum e that
FB:1=FB¢=F® ywih dipole and monopole ¢ dependence rF; and F,, respectively.
Weused the unningmassmg 120Me&V at = 25G&V and F? = 033 ollowing Ref.
{l.

T he branching ratios of the above processes also depend on two less welkdetermm ined
KM m atrix elem ents, Vi5 and V3. T he dependences on Vi arise from the penguin-diagram



contrbutions while the dependences on V, and itsphase occur through the tree-diagram
contrboutions. We willuse = 64° obtained from Ref. I7], ¥ Vo= 0:038 and
VuFVaj= 008 for an illustration. W e nd that, for = 5 G&V, the branching ratio in
the signalregion po 20 G&V g 235GeV) is

B! %X, 10 10°: @)

The branching ratio can reach 2 10 * ifall param eters take values in favourofB ! %X .
C karly the mechanian by furquark operator is not su cient to explain the observed
B ! % . branching ratio.

Wenow tum to the majprmechanisn orB ! X ,: b ! %g through the QCD
anom aly. To see how the e ective Ham iltonian .n Eq. () can be applied to calculate this
process, we rearrange part of the e ective H am iltonian such that

C C
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Since the light-quark bilinear in Oy carries the quantum num ber ofa glion, one expects [3]
Oy give contribution to l;cheb ! sg fom factors. In fact, by applying the QCD equation
ofmotion :D G, =g g T?g wehaveOy = (1=g5)s (@ 5$)T?D G, [18]. In this
form, Oy iseasily seen to give rdiseto b ! sg vertex. Letuswrte thee ective b ! sg
vertex as

G
e 19%Vtsvtb%(Fls(q2 g9 )LT?b iF,mys gRTD): a1

In the above, we de ne the form factors F ; and F, according to the convention in Ref. [2!].
Inferring from Eq. (), we arrive at

F1:4—(C4()+C6()); Fo= 2Cg() 12)
S
W e note that our relative sign between F ; and F, agree w ith those in Ref. B/4], and shall
result in a destructive interference for the rate of b ! sg °. W e stress that this relative
sign is xed by treating the sign of O g and the convention of QCD ocovariant derivative
consistently [19]. To ensure the sign, we also check against the resut by Sinma and W ylr
RQlon b ! sg form factors. An agreement on sign is ound. Finally, we rem ark that,
at the NLL Jvel, F ; should be corrected by one-loop m atrix elem ents. The dom inant
contrbution arises from the operator O , where is cham quark-pairm eets to form a glon.
In fact, this contrloution, denoted as F; for convenience, hasbeen shown in Egs. 4)—(6),
namely Fi=*-Cs(i )+ Celdi ).
To proceed firrther, we recallthe distrioution oftheb@) ! s©E)+ gk)+ °k°% branching
ratio [41:
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FIG.1l. Thedistrbution ofB ! s+ g+ 0 as a function ofthe recoilm assm x .
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where a4 ( ) pﬁ s( )= foisthestrengthof ° g g vertex: ag cos gk wihg

and k themomenta oftwo gluons; x = ©°+ k)*=mandy (k+ k%%=m?; o, and ¢ are
functions of x and y as given by:
h i
o= 2xv+ 01 v xHex+y x°H =2;

a=0 g x5 .
h i
o= 22y @ vy x)exy y+x) =2; (14)
wih x° mZ%=m; and the ° m ixing angle  is taken to be 15# as noted earlier.
F inally, in obtaining the nom alization factor: 02, we have taken Into account the one-loop
QCD correction 1] to the sem ideptonicb ! cdecay for consistency.
In previous one-loop calculations w thout Q CD corrections, it was found F ; 5 and
F, 02 BA]. In our approach, weobtain F ;= 486andF,= 0288 from Egs. () and
(12). However, F ; is enhanced signi cantly by the m atrix-elem ent correction F; (F; ).



T he latter quantity develops an in agihary part as ¢f passes the cham -pair threshold, and
the m agniude of its real part also becom es m axin al at this threshold. From Egs. (3), 4)
and (5), one ndsRe( F; (4m§; )) = 258 at = 5Ge&V.Including the contribution by
Fi (5 )wih = 5Gev,andusingEq. @3),we ndBb! sg )= 56 10? wih the
cut my k+ p)? 235GeV inposed in the CLEO measurament 2]. This branching
ratio is consistent w ith CLEO ‘sm easurem ent on theB ! X branching ratio [2]. W ithout
the kinem atic cut,weobtainB b ! sg 9= 10 10°3,whicth ismuch largerthan 4:3 10 *
calculated previously 1. W e also obtain the spectrum dB ! sg 9=dmy as depicted I
Fig. 1. The peak of the spectrum corresponds to m g 24 GeV.
Tt is interesting to note that the CLEO analysis 2] indicates that, w ithout the anom aly-

Induced contrbution, the recoitm assm x ) soectrum ofB ! % . can notbewell reproduced
even if the ourquark operator contributions are nom alized to tthe branching ratio ofthe
process. On the other hand, ifb! sg ! sg °dom inates the contrbutionstoB ! %X,

as shown here, the my spectrum can be tted better as shown in Fig. 2 of Ref. ]. &
is also Interesting to rem ark that although the fourquark operator contributions can not

t the branching ratio nor the spectrum , it does play a rok In producihg a sm all peak
in the spectrum , which corresponds to the B ! %K mode. Speci cally, the B ! K
m ode is accounted r by the b ! s ° type of decays discussed earlier. Based on results
cbtained so far, one concludes that the Standard M odel is not In con ict the experim ental
dataon B ! %X ,. Tt can produce not only the branching ratio forB ! % ¢ but also the
recoibm ass spectrum when contrbutions from the anom aly m echanian and the fourquark
operators are properly treated.

Up to thispoint, a4 ( ) ofthe 0 g gvertex hasbeen treated as a constant independent
of nvariant-m asses of the gluons, and issst tobe 5 G eV . In practice, a4 ( ) should behave
like a fom -factor which becom es suppressed as the glions attached to it go farther o —
shell 3)4/6]. However, it rem ains unclear how much the form ~factor suppression m ight be.
&t is possibl that the branching ratio we just obtained gets reduced signi cantly by the
om-factore ect in ° g g vertex. Should a large fom —factor suppression occur, the
additional contrbution from b! Y% andB ! %qdiscussed earlier would becom e crucial.
W e however like to stress that our estinate ofb ! sg "wih . evaluated at = 5Ge&v
is conservative. To illustrate this, Jet us com pare branching ratios orb ! sg ° cbtained at

= 5GeV and = 2:5GeV respectively. InNDR schem e P2, branching ratios at the above
two scaleswith thecutmy 2:35GeV are4:9 10? and 91 10 ? respectively. O ne can
clearly see the signi cant scaledependence! W ih the enhancem ent resulting from Ilowering
the renom alization scale, there seam s to be som e room for the form —-factor suppression in
the attem pt ofexplainingB ! %X ;byb! sg ° P31

Tt should be noted that the above scale-dependence is sokly due to the coupling constant

s () appearing in the ° g g vertex. Ih fact, theb ! sg vertex is rather insensitive
to the renom alization scale. Indeed, from Eq. (l1), we com pute in the NDR schem e the
scaledependence of g, (F;+ F;(F)). We ndthat, as decreases from 5GeV to 2.5
G &V, the peak value ofthe above quantiy increases by only 10% . T herefore, to stablize the
scale-dependence, one should include correctionsbeyond those which sim ply renom alize the
b! sg vertex.W e shall leave this to a fiiture investigation.

It is Instructive to com pare our resuls with those of Refs. [3/4]. W ith the kinem atic
cut, our num erical result ©rB ! sg 9 is only slightly an aller than the branching ratio,



82 10*, reported in Ref. §], wherethe () couplngof ° g g vertex isevaluated at
1GeV,and F ; receives only short-distance contributions from the W ilson coe cients

C4 and C¢. A lthough we have a much snaller 4, which isevaluatd at = 5 Gé&V, and
the interference of F ; and F, is destructive ] rather than constructive [3], there exists a
com pensating enhancem ent in F ; due to onedoop m atrix elem ents. T he branching ratio
in Ref. ] is2 3 tines snaller than ours since it is given by a F ; analler than ours
but com parabk to that of Ref. B]. Conceming the relative in portance of F ; and F,, we

nd that F ; albbnegivesBp ! sg 9 = 65 10* wih the kinem atic cut m 235
G &V .Hence the inclusion ofF, lowers down the branching ratio by only 14% . Such a small
interference e ect isquite distinct from resultsofRefs. B4]where 205 50% of interference
e ects are found. W e attrbute this to the enhancem ent of F ; In our calculation.

Before closing we would lke to comm ent on the branching ratio or B ! Xs. kis
Interesting to note that the width ofb ! sg is suppressed by tan’ com pared to that of
b! O%g.Takihg = 154, wecbtah BB ! X,) 4 10°. The contrbution from
the fourquark operator can be larger. D epending on the choice of param eters, we nd that
B® ! X, isihtherangeof (6 10) 10°.

In conclusion, we have calculated the branching ratio ofb ! sg °by including the NLL
correction to theb ! sg vertex. By assum ng a ow-energy ° g g vertex, and cuttihg
the recoitmassmy at2:35GeV,weobtamnedBb! sg 9= & 9) 10* depending on
the choice of the QCD renomm alization-scale. A lthough the fomm —factor suppression in the

0 g gvertex isanticipated, it rem ainspossible that the anom aly-induced processb ! sg °

could account for the CLEO measurement on BB ! %X ,). For the Purquark operator
contrioution, we cbtain B® ! %) 1 10*?. This acoounts for roughly 15% of the

experin ental centralvalue and can reach 30% if favourable param eters are used. F inally,
com bining contrbutions from the anom aly-m echanisn and the fourquark operators, the
entire range of B ! %X, spectrum can be well reproduced.
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ag () n Eq. @-3) is replaced by ag Mm o) (m27;2> according to Ref. f_6]. However, this
0

prescription foray stem s from the assum ption thatg ! g °fom factorbehaves in the

sam e way as the QED -anom aly form factor ! O, & rem ains unclear as raised in

Refs. 34] that one could m ake such a connection between two distinct form factors.



