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A B ST R A C T

W e analyze the asym m etry in the partialwidths for the decays B � !

M �M �� (M = �+ ;K + ;�0;�),which resultsfrom theinterferenceofthenon-

resonantdecay am plitude with theresonantam plitudeforB � ! �c0�
� fol-

lowed by thedecay �c0 ! M �M .TheCP violating phase can beextracted

from them easured asym m etry.W e�nd thatthepartialwidth asym m etryfor

B � ! �+ �� �� isabout0:33sin,and about0:45sin forB� ! K + K � �� ,

while itissom ewhatsm allerforB � ! �0�0�� and B � ! ���� . Potential

sourcesofuncertaintiesin theseresults,prim arily com ingfrom poorlyknown

inputparam eters,arediscussed.
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The m easurem entofCP asym m etriesin charged B m eson decaysm ight

provide the �rstdem onstration ofCP violation outside theK system [1,2].

Am ongtheusualthreeCP-oddphases�,� and,thephase seem stobethe

m ostdi�cultto explore experim entally [3].One possibility to m easure this

CP odd phase  = arg(V�

ub)hasbeen suggested in [4,5]. In thisapproach

the asym m etry appears as a result ofthe interference ofthe nonresonant

B � ! M �M �� decay am plitude and the resonantB � ! �c0�
� ! M �M ��

am plitude,where�c0 isthe0
+ + c�cstateat3:415 GeV.Theabsorptivephase

necessary toobserveCP violation in thepartialwidth asym m etry isprovided

by the �c0 width. There have also been suggestions to determ ine the CP

violating phase by analyzing theDalitzplotsin thedecaysB� ! �+ �� ��

[6]and B � ! �� �+ K � [7].

On the experim entalside the CLEO collaboration has reported upper

lim its on som e ofthe nonresonant decays ofthe type B + ! h+ h+ h� [8].

CLEO found theupperlim itson thebranchingratiosB R(B + ! �+ �� �+ )�

4:1� 10� 5 and B R(B + ! K + K � �+ )� 7:5� 10� 5.In [4]thebranchingratio

forB + ! �+ �� �+ wasestim ated tobein therange1:5� 10� 5 to8:4� 10� 5.

M otivated by this theoreticalexpectation and the CLEO experim ental

results,we furtherinvestigate the asym m etry in the decaysB � ! M �M �� ,

whereM = �+ ;K + ;�0;�,im provingupon thecalculation ofthenonresonant

partofthe decay am plitude. W e willassum e,asin [4],the resonantdecay

am plitudeinB � ! M �M �� isduetothec�cresonance�c0 which subsequently

decaysintoM �M ,whereM = �+ ;K + ;�0;�.Notethatweareinterested only

in the kinem aticalregion where the M �M invariantm assisclose to the �c0
m ass,asin [4].ThusM �M arising from otherresonancessuch asthe� need

not be considered. However,we willuse the nonresonant B � ! M �M ��

decay am plitudes,calculated using techniques developed previously in our

analysisofD l4 decays[10]. In particular,we use the factorization approxi-

m ation,in which the m ain contribution to the nonresonantB � ! M �M ��

am plitudecom esfrom theproduct< M �M j(�ub)V � AjB
� > < �� j(�du)V � Aj0>

where (�q1q2)V � A denotes �q1�(1� 5)q2. Forthe calculation ofthe m atrix

elem ent< M �M j(�ub)V � AjB
� > weextend theresultsobtained in [10],where

thenonresonantD + ! K � �+ l� decay wasanalyzed.In thisanalysistheex-

perim entalresultforthebranching ratio ofthenonresonantD + ! K � �+ l�

decay was successfully reproduced within a hybrid fram ework which com -

bines the heavy quark e�ective theory (HQET) and the chiralLagrangian

(CHPT)approach.
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Thecom bination ofheavy quarksym m etry and chiralsym m etry hasbeen

quite successfulin the analysis ofD m eson sem ileptonic decays [11]-[16].

The heavy quark sym m etry isexpected to be even betterforthe heavierB

m esons[14,15].However,CHPT could beworsein B decaysduetothelarge

energiesoflightm esonsin the �nalstate. Itisreally only known thatthe

com bination ofHQET and CHPT isvalid atsm allrecoilm om entum .In [16]

wehavem odi�ed thehybrid m odelof[11]-[14]to describethesem ileptonic

decays ofD m esons to one light vector or pseudoscalar m eson sate. Our

m odi�cation isquite straightforward: we retain the usualHQET Feynm an

rulesforthe verticesnearand outside the zero-recoilregion,asin [14,15],

butwe include the com plete propagators instead ofusing the usualHQET

propagator [16]. This reasonable m odi�cation ofthe hybrid m odelenabled

ustouseitsuccessfully overtheentirekinem aticregion oftheD m eson weak

decays[10,16,17].Thedetailsofthisapproach can befound in [10,16].

In thefollowing wesystem atically usethism odel[10,16]to calculatethe

nonresonantB � ! M �M �� decay am plitude. W e �nd there are im portant

contributions,which werenottaken into accountpreviously [4].

Theweak e�ectiveLagrangian forthenonleptonicCabibbosuppressed B

m eson decaysisgiven by [4]

Lw = �
G F
p
2
V
�

udVub(a
eff

1 O 1 + a
eff

2 O 2) (1)

where O 1 = (�ub)V � A(�du)V � A and O 2 = (�uu)V � A(�db)V � A. W e take the ef-

fective coe�cientsa
eff

i (i= 1;2)from the phenom enological�t[18],which

givesa
eff

1 ’ 1:08 and a
eff

2 ’ 0:21. These valuesare also in agreem entwith

otheranalyses[19,20].W e do nottake into accountthe contributionsaris-

ing from penguin operators,sincethesecontributionsarenotexpected to be

im portant [4,6,21]. The quark currents required in the weak Lagrangian

(1) can be expressed in term s ofthe m eson �elds,as previously described

explicitly in [10,16].

Using thefactorization approxim ation,asin [4],wecan analyzeallpossi-

blecontributionsto theB � ! M �M �� nonresonantam plitude.Thevarious

kindsofcontributionsare shown in Fig. 1. To illustrate the use ofthe fac-

torization oftheam plitudeweconsiderthespeci�cdecay B � ! �� �� �+ .It

iseasy tosee,then,thatthetwo contributionsshown in Fig.1a,which com e
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from theoperatorO 1,canceleach otherin thechirallim itm � ! 0,since in

thislim it

< �
� (p1)�

+ (p2)�
� (p3)jO 1jB

� (pB )>=< �
� (p1)�

+ (p2)�
� (p3)j(�du)Aj0> �

< 0j(�ub)AjB
� (pB )> +

< �
� (p1)�

+ (p2)�
� (p3)jLsj�

� (pB )>
�1

m 2
B � m 2

�

�

< �
� (pB )j(�du)Aj0>< 0j(�ub)AjB

� (pB )> = 0

(2)

>From Fig.1b thereisa contribution from operatorO 2:

< �
� (p1)�

+ (p2)�
� (p3)jO 2jB

� (pB )> =

< �
� (p1)�

+ (p2)j(�uu)V j0>< �
� (p3)j(�db)V jB

� (pB )> +

(p1 $ p3): (3)

The m atrix elem ent< �� (p1)�
+ (p2)j(�uu)V j0 > can be calculated using the

m odeldeveloped previously [16]. In this m odelthe m atrix elem ent (3) is

determ ined by thepion form factor,which isdom inated by the� m eson pole.

However,the� m eson contributionisnotrelevantinthepresentcalculationof

thenonresonantdecay am plitude.Therefore,thecontributionscom ing from

diagram sin Fig. 1b can be neglected in ourcalculation ofthe nonresonant

decay am plitude.

The only im portant contributions to the nonresonant decay am plitude

com esfrom thediagram sin Fig.1cand isgiven by

< �
� (p1)�

+ (p2)�
� (p3)jO 1jB

� (pB )> =

< �
� (p3)j(�du)V � Aj0>< �

� (p1)�
+ (p2)j(�ub)V � AjB

� (pB )> +

(p1 $ p3): (4)

For the m atrix elem ent of< �� (p1)�
+ (p2)j(�ub)V � AjB

� (pB ) > we use the

results obtained in the analysis of the nonresonant D + ! �+ K � l�l de-

cay width [10]. Following this analysis we write the m atrix elem ent <

�� (p1)�
+ (p2)j(�ub)V � AjB

� (pB )> in thegeneralform

< �
� (p1)�

+ (p2)j�u�(1� 5)bjB
� (pB )> = ir(pB � p2 � p1)�

+iw+ (p2 + p1)� + iw� (p2 � p1)� � 2h����p
�
B p

�

2p


1 : (5)
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In thepresentcaseonlythenonresonantform factorsw nr
�
and w nr

+
contribute.

Notethatthecontribution proportionaltorisoforderm 2
� and thereforecan

be safely neglected. However,in [6],where a di�erent param etrization of

the form factorswas used,in neglecting the contributions ofthe orderm 2
�

the contributions proportionalto w� were also dropped. In the notation

of[6]the product< M (p1)�M (p2)j(�ub)V � AjB (pB )> < �(p3)j(�du)V � Aj0 > is

proportionalto to F4m
2
� [22]and onecan easily show thatF4m

2
� = �m 2

�r+

m 2
�=m

2
�(w+ + w� )(pB + p2)� p3+ m 2

�=m
2
�(w+ � w� )(pB + p1)� p3,which explicitly

dem onstratesthattheterm sproportionaltotheform factorsw� arisingfrom

theproduct< M �M j(�ub)V � AjB > < �j(�du)V � Aj0> can notbeneglected,but

areim portantcontributionsto thenonresonantdecay am plitude.M oreover,

thiscontribution cannoteven betreated asbeingconstant[6,22];itdepends

signi�cantly on the variabless = (pB � p3)
2 = (p2 + p1)

2,t= (pB � p1)
2 =

(p2 + p3)
2 and u = (pB � p2)

2 = (p1 + p3)
2.

Using thepreceding analysiswe can write theam plitude forthenonres-

onantdecay B � ! �+ �� ��

M nr(B
� (pB )! �

� (p1)�
� (p3)�

+ (p2)) =
G F
p
2
V
�

udVub

fa
eff

1 [
f�

2
(m 2

B � s� m
2

�)w
nr
+
(s;t)+

f�

2
(2t+ s� m

2

B � 3m 2

�)w
nr
�
(t)]

+ (s$ t)g; (6)

where

w
nr
+
(s;t) = �

g

f2�

fB �m
3=2

B �m
1=2

B

t� m 2
B �

[1�
1

2m 2
B �

(m 2

B � m
2

� � t)]

+
fB

2f2�
�

p
m

B
�2

2f2�

1

m 2
B

(2t+ s� m
2

B � 3m 2

�); (7)

and

w
nr
�
(t) =

g

f2�

fB �m
3=2

B �m
1=2

B

t� m 2
B �

[1+
1

2m 2
B �

(m 2

B � m
2

� � t)]+

p
m

B
�1

f2�
: (8)

Theparam eters�1;2 areexplicitly de�ned in [16].Notethatboth the�1 and

�2 term sareim portantin (7)and (8),which wasoverlooked previously [4].

Forthenonresonantdecayam plitudeB � (pB )! �0(p1)�
0(p2)�

� (p3)there

aretwocontributions:oneproportionaltoa
eff

1 < �� j(�du)Aj0> < �0�0j(�ub)AjB
� >
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and anotherone proportionalto a
eff

2 < �0j(�uu)Aj0 > < �0�� j(�db)AjB
� >.

Theam plitudeforB � (pB )! �0(p1)�
0(p2)�

� (p3)isthen given by

M nr(B
� (pB )! �

0(p1)�
0(p2)�

� (p3)) =
G F
p
2
VubV

�

ud

f�

4

fa
eff

1 [w nr
+ (s;t)(m

2

B � m
2

� � s)+ w
nr
�
(t)(2t+ s� m

2

B � 3m 2

�)]

+a
eff

2 [w nr
+ (u;t)(m

2

B � m
2

� � u)+ w
nr
�
(t)(2t+ u � m

2

B � 3m 2

�)]

+ (t$ u)g: (9)

Theform factorsw nr
�
appearingin thepartofam plitudeproportionaltoa

eff

2

are given by (7)and (8),including the term sproportionalto �1;2,while in

thepartofam plitudeproportionalto a
eff

1 theseterm sdepending on �1;2 are

absent.

A sim ilaranalysisofthenonresonantam plitudeforthedecay B � (pB )!

K + (p1)K
� (p2)�

� (p3)gives

M nr(B
� (pB )! K

+ (p1)K
� (p2)�

� (p3)) =
G F
p
2
V
�

udVub

fa
eff

1 [
f�

2
(m 2

B � s� m
2

�)w
nr
+ (s;t) +

f�

2
(2t+ s� m

2

B

�m 2

� � 2m 2

K )w
nr
�
(t)]g; (10)

where

w
nr
+
(s;t) = �

g

f2K

fB �m
3=2

B �m
1=2

B

t� m 2
B �

[1�
1

2m 2
B �

(m 2

B � m
2

� � t)]

+
fB

2f2K
�

p
m

B
�2

2f2K

1

m 2
B

(2t+ s� m
2

B � m
2

� � 2m 2

K ); (11)

and

w
nr
�
(t) =

g

f2K

fB �m
3=2

B �m
1=2

B

t� m 2
B �

[1+
1

2m 2
B �

(m 2

B � m
2

� � t)]+

p
m

B
�1

f2K
:(12)

The analysis ofthe decay B � (pB ) ! �(p1)�(p2)�
� (p3) is a little m ore

com plicated dueto � � �0m ixing.Thenonresonantdecay am plitudeis

M nr(B
� (pB )! �(p1)�(p2)�

� (p3))=
G F
p
2
VubV

�

ud

f2K

8
[(1+ c

2

�)
1

f�
+ s�c�

1

f0�
]2

5



fa
eff

1 [w nr
+
(s;t)(m 2

B � m
2

� � s)+ w
nr
�
(t)(2t+ s� m

2

B � m
2

� � 2m 2

�)]

+a
eff

2 [w nr
+
(u;t)(m 2

B � m
2

� � u)+ w
nr
�
(t)(2t+ u � m

2

B � 2m 2

� � m
2

�)]

+(t $ u)g:(13)

The form factors w nr
�

in (13) are given by equations (11) and (12),with

m K ! m � and withouttheterm sproportionalto �1;2.The� � �0m ixing is

de�ned asusualwith � = �8c� � �0s� and �
0= �8s� + �0c�,where c� = cos�

and s� = sin� and � ’ �200 [24]. In the num ericalcalculations below we

used thevaluesf� = 0:13 GeV and f�0 = 0:11 GeV determ ined in [24].W e

willnotanalyze caseswhere the the �0 m eson isin the �nalstate since one

expectsthatin thenonleptonicdecaysofB m esonsinto �nalstates�0X the

gluonicpenguin contributionsareprobably very im portant(see,forexam ple

[25,26]).

Thepartialwidth forthenonresonantdecay B � ! M �M �� is

�nr(B
� ! M �M �

� )=
1

(2�)3

1

32m 3
B

Z

jM nrj
2
ds dt: (14)

(Thereisan additionalfactorof1=2 forthedecayswith two identicalpseu-

doscalarm esons in the �nalstate.) The lower and the upperbounds on s

aresm in = (m 2 + m 3)
2,sm ax = (m B � m 1)

2,whilefortthey aregiven by

tm in;m ax(s) = m
2

1 + m
2

2 �
1

s
[(s� m

2

B + m
2

1)(s+ m
2

2 � m
2

3)

� �
1

2(s;m 2

B ;m
2

1)�
1

2(s;m 2

2;m
2

3)]; (15)

where�(a;b;c)= a2 + b2 + c2 � 2(ab+ ac+ ab).

Unfortunately thereisno experim entalm easurem entoftheB m eson de-

cay constant and therefore we willuse the usualheavy quark sym m etry

relation [14]

fB

fD
=

s

m D

m B

(16)

to obtain fB from thefD ,even though ithasnotbeen experim entally m ea-

sured either. But,there are som e data on fD s
[9],albeitwith large uncer-

tainty,and taking fD ’ 200 M eV isreasonable [17,27].Then the B decay
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constant is fB ’ 128 M eV . W e willuse the value ofjVubj= 0:0031,the

latestaverage in [9].The param eterg in the form factors,determ ined from

the D � ! D � decay,isg = 0:3� 0:1 [28]. >From D 0 ! K � l+ � we found

g = 0:15� 0:08 [17]. In the presentcalculationswe willconsiderthe range

0:2 � g � 0:23,the overlap between these two determ inations ofg. W e

havepreviously determ ined thenum ericalvaluesof�1 and �2 analyzing the

D ! V l�l decays[16,17],and m ustextrapolate to B m esonsfrom these D

m eson values.To thisend weapply the softscalingoftheaxialform factors

A 1 and A 2 asdiscussed in [14].Thisscaling procedurehasthevirtuethatit

doesnotneglectthem assesofthelightvectorm esonswhen theheavy quark

sym m etry isused. Itiscom pletely in the sam e spiritasthe basic assum p-

tion underlying oursim plem odi�cation oftheHQET propagatorsdeveloped

previously [10,16,17]and used in the presentanalysis. Softscaling [14]of

theaxialform factorsm eansthat

A
H V
1 (q2m ax)= const

p
m

H

m H + m V

; (17)

and

A
H V
2

(q2m ax)= const
m H + m V
p
m

H

; (18)

whereH and V denoteheavy pseudoscalarand lightvectorm esons,respec-

tively. It is easy to see that this scaling leads to the following relations:

�D K �

1
= �

B �

1 and �D K �

2
=m D = �

B �

2 =m B . Am ong allcasesfound in [16,17],

we select the values �D K �

1 = �0:13 GeV 1=2,�D K �

2 = �0:13 GeV 1=2,since

only this choice ofparam eters gives 3:4� 10� 5 � B R(B � ! �� �+ �+ ) �

3:8� 10� 5,consistent with recent data [8]. Allthe other com binations of

�1;2,found in [10]give a B � ! �� �+ �+ branching ratio larger than the

experim entalupperlim it[8]. And forthissam e setofparam eters,we also

�nd 1:4� 10� 5 �B R(B � ! K � K + �� )� 1:5� 10� 5,which is bellow the

experim entalupperlim it[8]. W e also note the following lim itsforthe un-

m easured branching ratios:1:5� 10� 5 � B R(B � ! �� �0�0)� 1:7� 10� 5

and 1:0� 10� 5 � B R(B � ! �� ��)� 1:1� 10� 5.W e notethatthe contri-

butionsto thebranching ratiosarising from �1;2 arevery im portantin these

num ericalresults.

In addition to theuncertaintiesin ourresultsarising from theuncertain-

ties in the values ofthe param eters discussed above,there is a potentially

quite large errorthatcould com e from the uncertainty in the CKM m atrix
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elem ent Vub and the decay constant fB . For exam ple,the range ofvalues

0:0018 � Vub � 0:0044 [9]could change the branching ratiosby asm uch as

a factorof2,butthe resulting uncertainty in the CP asym m etry,which we

discussnext,issom ewhatsm aller.

In ordertoobtain theCP violatingasym m etry,onealsoneedstocalculate

theresonantdecay am plitude B � ! �0c�
� ! M �M �� .Thisam plitudecan

easily bedeterm ined in thenarrow width approxim ation,asin [4]:

M r(B
� ! �0c�

� ! M �M �
� ) =

M (B � ! �0c�
� )

1

s� m 2
�0c

+ i��0cm �0c

M (�0c ! M �M )+ (s$ t): (19)

In ournum ericalcalculationswe willuse the estim ate B R(B � ! �c0 �
� )=

B R(�c0 ! �+ �� )= 5� 10� 7 derived in [5].The�c0 decay data [9]then �x

thedecay am plitudesfor�c0 ! M �M ,(M = �+ ;�0;K + ;�).

Finally we can calculate the partial width asym m etry in the B � !

M �M �� decays. W e are only interested in the kinem aticalregion where

the M �M invariant m ass is close to the m ass of the �c0 m eson, m �0c =

3:415 GeV. The partialdecay width �p for B � ! M �M �� ,which con-

tainsboth the nonresonantand resonantcontributions,isobtained then by

integration from sm in = (m �0c � 2��0c)
2 to sm ax = (m �0c + 2��0c)

2,where

��0c = 0:014� 0:005 GeV isthewidth ofthe�0c:

�p =
1

(2�)3

1

32m 3
B

Z
sm ax

sm in

ds

Z
tm ax(s)

tm in (s)

dtjM nr + M rj
2
: (20)

Sim ilarly,��p,thepartialdecay width forB
+ ! M �M �+ ,also containsboth

the nonresonant and resonant contributions. The CP-violating asym m etry

isde�ned by

A = j
�p � ��p

�p + ��p

j: (21)

Forthe range ofvaluesofg and selected �1;2 discussed above we obtain

theranges

0:33 sin � A(B� ! �
+
�
�
�
� )� 0:34 sin; (22)
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0:44 sin � A(B� ! K
+
K

�
�
� )� 0:45 sin; (23)

0:23 sin � A(B� ! �
0
�
0
�
� )� 0:24 sin; (24)

and

0:17 sin � A(B� ! ���
� )� 0:20 sin: (25)

In [4]itwasfound thatA(B � ! �+ �� �� )= (0:44� 0:49)sin,which di�ers

from (22)dueto theim portanceofthe�1;2 term s.

The uncertaintiesdue to the experim entalerrorsin the rem aining input

param etershave notbeen included here,butwe can roughly estim ate that

theratherlargecurrentuncertaintiesin Vub,��c0 and �(B
� ! �c0�

� )could

resultin theerrorin theasym m etry being aslargeaseven 100% .

To sum m arize,we have analyzed the partialwidth asym m etry in B � !

M �M �� decays(M = �+ ,K + ,�0,�),which signalsCP violation,and can

potentially be used to determ ine sin. The asym m etry results from the

interference ofthe nonresonant decay am plitude with the resonant decay

am plitude B � ! �oc�
� followed by �0c ! M �M . The asym m etry,which is

rathersensitive to the choice ofparam eters,wasestim ated to be 0:33 sin

forB � ! �+ �� �� and 0:45 sin forB� ! K � K + �� ,while itissm aller

forB � ! �0�0�� and B � ! ���� decays. The estim ates ofthese partial

width asym m etries,whileperhapsuncertain by asm uch asa factorof2,do

provideusefulguidancefortheexperim entalsearchesforCP violation and a

m easurem entofthephase.
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nology ofthe Republic ofSlovenia (B.B.,S.F.,and S.P.),and by the U.S.

Departm ent ofEnergy,Division ofHigh Energy Physics under grant No.

DE-FG02-91-ER4086 (R.J.O.). S.F.thanksthe Departm entofPhysicsand

Astronom y atNorthwestern University forwarm hospitality.
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Figure C aption

Fig. 1. Skeleton diagram sforthe variouscontributionsto the nonres-

onant B � ! M �M �� am plitude. The square in each diagram denotes the

weak transition dueto theweak Lagrangean Lw (1),whileeach dotdenotes

oneofthetwo corresponding weak currents.
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