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ABSTRACT

W e analyze the asymm etry in the partial w idths for the decays B !

M M ™M = *;K*'; 9 ),whih results from the interference of the non—
resonant decay am plitude w ith the resonant am plitude forB ! fol-
lowed by thedecay ! M M .TheCP violhting phase can be extracted
from them easured asymm etry. W e nd that the partialw idth asym m etry for
B ! 7 isabout 033 sin ,and about 0:45sin ©orB ! K*'K ,
while it issomewhat snallerforB ! ° % andB ! . Potential
sources of uncertainties n these results, prim arily com ing from poorly known
Input param eters, are discussed.
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The m easurem ent of CP asymm etries in charged B m eson decays m ight
provide the rst dem onstration of CP violation outside the K system fl, 2].
AmongtheusualthreeCP-oddphases , and ,thephasse seam stobethe
m ost di cult to explore experin entally [B]. O ne possbility to m easure this

CP odd phase = arg(V,.) hasbeen suggested in [4, §]. Tn this approach
the asymm etry appears as a resul of the interference of the nonresonant
B ! MM decay am plitude and the resonant B ! 0 I MM

am plitude, where , isthe 0" " ccstateat 3:415 G &V . T he absorptive phase
necessary to observe CP violation in the partialw idth asym m etry isprovided
by the  width. There have also been suggestions to determm ine the CP
violating phase by analyzing the D alitz plots n thedecaysB !
kland B ! K[

On the experin ental side the CLEO oollaboration has reported upper
lim its on som e of the nonresonant decays of the type B* ! h*h'h gl
CLEO found theupper lin tson thebranching atiosBR 8" ! )
41 10 °andBR@®B" ! K*K *) 75 10 5. In 4]thebranching ratio
ore* !t " wasestin ated tobe in therange 15 10 *to 84 10 °.

M otivated by this theoretical expectation and the CLEO experin ental
results, we further investigate the asymmetry In thedecaysB ! M M ’
whereM = *;K*; 9; ,improving upon the calculation ofthe nonresonant
part of the decay amplitude. W e willassume, as .n 4], the resonant decay
ampliutdeinB ! MM isduetothe ccresonance o which subsequently
decaysintoM M ,whereM = *;K*; ?; .Notethatwe are interested only
in the kinem atical region where the M M  Invariant m ass is close to the
mass, as in [4]. ThusM M arising from other resonances such asthe need
not be considered. However, we will use the nonresonant B ! M M
decay am plitudes, calculated using technigues developed previously in our
analysis of D iy decays [1Q]. In particular, we use the factorization approxi-
m ation, n which the m ain contrbution to the nonresonant B ! M M
am plitude com es from theproduct< M M Jjub)y » B > < Jjdu)y a P>
where )y a denotes g (1 5)% . For the caloulation of the m atrix
element< M M jub)y » B > weextend the results obtained in [LJ], where
thenonresonantD * ! K *1 decay wasanalyzed. In this analysis the ex—
perim ental resul for the branching ratio ofthe nonresonantD * | K *1
decay was successfully reproduced within a hybrd fram ework which com -
bines the heavy quark e ective theory HQET) and the chiral Lagrangian
(CHPT) approach.



T he com bination ofheavy quark sym m etry and chiral sym m etry hasbeen
quite successfill in the analysis of D m eson sem ileptonic decays fi1] — [[6].
T he heavy quark symm etry is expected to be even better for the heavier B
mesons {14, 15]. However, CHPT could beworse in B decays due to the large
energies of light m esons in the nalstate. It is really only known that the
combination of HQET and CHPT isvald at sm all recoilm om entum . In [14]
we have m odi ed the hybrid m odelof [L1] - [l4] to describe the sem ileptonic
decays of D mesons to one light vector or pssudoscalar m eson sate. Our
m odi cation is quite straightforward: we retain the usutal HQET Feynm an
rules for the vertices near and outside the zerorecoil region, as in {14, 45],
but we include the com pkte propagators instead of using the usutal HQET
propagator [1§]. This reasonable m odi cation of the hybrid m odel enabld
usto use it successiilly over the entire kinem atic region ofthe D m eson weak
decays [0, 16§, 17]. T he details of this approach can be found in [0, L§].

In the Hllow ing we system atically use thism odel {10, 164] to caloulate the
nonresonant B ! M M decay am plitude. W e nd there are in portant
contributions, which were not taken into acocount previously 1.

Theweak e ective Lagrangian for the nonlptonic C abibbo suppressed B
m eson decays is given by {4]

)

F eff

ff
L, = =V, Vb @5 >

01+ a, 03) @)
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where O; = (Ub)y » @Qu)y o and O, = @u)y a o)y a . W e take the ef-
fective coe cients a §°° (1= 1;2) from the phenom enological t i8], which
gives S 7 108 and a5'" / 021. These values are also in agreem ent w ith
other analyses {[9, 20]. W e do not take into account the contrbutions aris—
Ing from penguin operators, since these contributions are not expected to be
inportant {4, §, 21]. The quark currents required in the weak Lagrangian
@) can be expressed In tem s of the meson  elds, as previously described
explictly n {10, 16].

U sing the factorization approxin ation, as n B], we can analyze allpossi-
bl contrbutionstotheB ! M M nonresonant am plitude. T he various
kinds of contrbutions are shown In Fig. 1. To illustrate the use of the fac—
torization ofthe am plitude we consider the speci cdecay B ! B o
iseasy to see, then, that the two contributions shown in Fig. la, which com e



from the operator O ;, canceleach other in the chirallimitm ! 0, shoe in
this Iim it
< ©1) ") ©E)PB ) >=< ) " ©2)  (e3)J@u)a P>

< 0juba P @) > +
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>From Fig. 1b there is a contrbution from operatorO,:

< ©) ") ©)PB s)>
< 1) * ) juu)y P >< ©s3)Jjdo)y B (s) >
1 $ p3): 3)

+

The m atrix elem ent < ©) © ()juu)y P > can be calculated using the
m odel developed previously {14]. In this m odel the m atrix element @) is
determ ined by the pion form factor, which isdom nated by the m eson polke.
However, the m eson contribution isnot relevant in the present calculation of
the nonresonant decay am plitude. T herefore, the contrdbutions com ing from
diagram s In Fig. 1b can be neglected In our calculation of the nonresonant
decay am plitude.

The only inportant contrbutions to the nonresonant decay am plitude
com es from the diagram s in Fig. 1c and is given by

< ©) ") )P B s)> =
< s)jcu)y 2 P>< ©) T E)iuby AP )> 4

P S p3): @)
For the m atrix elem ent of < ©) " E)jub)y a B ) > we use the
results cbtained In the analysis of the nonresonant D © ! K 1, de

cay width [IQ]. Following this analysis we write the matrix ekment <
©1) T ©)iuby A B ) > I the general om

< ©) ") @ s)OB ) > =ir@s P2 pP1)
tiw, 2+ p1) +Ww @ pri) Z2h BsBopr - ©)



In the present case only the nonresonant form factorsw"* and w}* contrioute.
N ote that the contribution proportionalto r is of orderm ? and therefore can
be safely neglected. However, in [], where a di erent param etrization of
the m factors was used, in neglecting the contributions of the order m 2
the contributions proportional to w were also dropped. In the notation
of ] the product < M ()M (pz)jubly 2 B ) > < (E)idu)y 2 P> is
proportionalto to Fym 2 R2] and one can easily show that F,m? = m2r+
m’=m’ W, +w ) +p) prm’=m’ W, w )@s+p) B which explicitly
dem onstrates that the tem sproportionalto the form factorsw arising from
theproduct< M M Jub)y » B > < Jjdu)y a P> can notbeneglcted, but
are In portant contributions to the nonresonant decay am plitude. M oreover,
this contribution cannot even be treated asbeing constant [§, 22]; it depends
signi cantly on the variables s= (z  p3)° = @+ p1)’, t= (@ p1)’=
2+ ps3)*andu= @z P)°= @+ ps)°.

U sing the preceding analysis we can w rite the am plitude for the nonres-
onantdecay B !

G
Mo® ©:)! @) @) E) = p%vudvub
eff f_ 2 2 nr /. f_ 2 2 nr
fa; [2 fmyg s m7)w, (5;0+ 2 @t+ s mg 3m )w T (B)]
+ ($ bvg; (6)
where
3=2 1=2
gfp mp mg 1 2 2
wi(s;0) = - m £
R CHe 2t mﬁ L 2m§ mg )]
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f_B ML Ct+ s m 2 3m2). 7)
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(o] 2t mﬁ L 2m§ mg )] 2 )

The param eters ,, are explicitly de ned in [6]. Note that both the ; and
» temm s are Inportant in {}) and @), which was overlooked previously H4].
Forthenonresonant decay am plitudeB @) ! %6@1) %6,)  (o3) there

are two contrbutions: oneproportionaltoal’™ < j@du)a P> < ° %jub)a B



and anocther one proportionalto aj'* < %juu)a P> < ° doa B > .

Theamplitnde ®rB () ! %@) () (o3) isthen given by
0 0 GF f
M. B @E:)! ©)  ©2)  E3) = p—EVuqudz
T W G mE m? s +wERt+ s ml 3m 2)]
+al T W WD mE m? uw+ wEet+tu m? 3m?)]

+ (S uwg: )

The form factorsw"* appearing in the part of am plitude proportional to agff

are given by 1) and @), ncluding the tem s proportionalto 1,, whilk in
the part of am plitude proportional to a‘fff
absent.

A sim ilar analysis of the nonresonant am plitude forthedecay B (og ) !

K" @)K @) (3) gives

these tem sdependingon 1, are

G
Mo B @)! K'EDK @) ) = p%vudvub
f f
fa?ff[?(mé s mi)wit(s;n) + ?(2t+s m 2
m? omg W ©;  (10)
where
3=2__ 1=2
. _ g fp m; mg 1 2 2
wit(s;n) = g £ m2 [ 2m 2 fmy m 122
P_—_
fB mB 2 l 2 2 2
— @t+ s m m 2mz ); 11
and
3=2_ 1=2 P_
nr g fpmy; my 1 2 2 Mg 1
w o = — m B+ ———: (12
The analysis of the decay B (o) ! ©) @) (3) isa little more
com plicated due to °m ixing. The nonresonant decay am plitude is
Gr £2 1 1
Mnp® (@©:)! @) @) (P3))=P—§Vubvud?[(l+ Cz)f— + Scﬁ]2
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The form factors w™® in (I3) are given by equations (11) and {2), wih
mg ! m and wihout the tem s proportionalto i,,. The Om ixing is
de ned asusualwith = j3c os and %= gs + ,c,wherec = cos
ands = sin and ‘' 20 P4]. In the num erical calculations below we
used the values £ = 0:13 GeV and f o= 0:11 GeV determ ned in P4]. W e
w ill not analyze cases where the the °meson is in the nal state since one
expects that in the nonleptonic decays of B m esons into nalstates %X the

gluionic penguin contributions are probably very in portant (see, forexam ple

P3,28).
The partialw dth for the nonresonant decay B ! M M is
B ! MM )= 1 Zle ¥ ds dt: 14)
nr - (2 )3 32m§ nr °

(T here is an additional factor of 1=2 for the decays w ith two identical pseu—
doscalar m esons In the nal state.) The Iower and the upper bounds on s
are Sy = M2+ m3)?, spax = M m;)?, whilk fortthey are given by

2 2 2 2
tmin;max(s) = mj+mj; —[(s mB+m1)(S+m2 m3)

1 1
Z(smZ;m?) Z(sma;m3)); 15)

where @;bjo)= a®+ K+ & 2@b+ ac+ ab).

U nfortunately there is no experin entalm easuram ent ofthe B m eson de-
cay constant and therefore we will use the usual heavy quark symm etry
relation {4] <
f m
B _ Db (16)
i) mp

to obtain fz from the f; , even though it has not been experim entally m ea—

sured either. But, there are some data on f,, H], abeit wih large uncer—
taity, and taking f, / 200 M eV is reasonable {17,27]. Then the B decay

6



constant is fz ’/ 128 M &V . W e will use the value of ¥,,j= 00031, the
latest average in []. The param eter g in the orm factors, determ ned from

theD ! D decay,isg= 03 0:i1 P8]. >rom D°! K I we found
g= 0415 008 [17]. In the present calculations we w ill consider the range
02 g 023, the overlap between these two detem nations of g. W e
have previously detemm ined the num erical values of | and , analyzing the
D ! V1,;decays {14, d7], and must extrapolate to B m esons from these D

m eson values. To this end we apply the soft scaling of the axial form factors
A, and A, asdiscussed in [14]. T his scaling procedure has the virtue that it
does not neglect the m asses of the light vectorm esons when the heavy quark
symm etry is used. It is com plktely In the sam e spirt as the basic assum p-
tion underlying our sin plem odi cation ofthe HOQET propagators developed
previously {10,716, 7] and used in the present analysis. Soft scaling [14] of
the axial form factorsm eans that

Pr—
m
Atv = const ——2—; 17
1 () —— a7
and N
m m
A7 (o) = const —p——; 18)

H
where H and V denote heavy pssudoscalar and light vector m esons, respec—
tively. Ik is easy to see that this scaling lads to the Pllow ng relations:

PK = P and DX =mp, = 5 =mjy.Among allcases found in 1§, 11},
we sskct the values 0¥ = 043 Gev'?, 3% = 043 Gev'?, shee
only this choice of param eters gives 34 10 > BR @B ! )
38 10 °, consistent with recent data B]. A 11 the other com binations of
12, und .n Q] give a B ! * ' branching ratio larger than the
experin ental upper lin i B]. And for this sam e set of param eters, we also
ndl4 10° BR@B ! K K* ) 15 10 °, whih is bellow the
experin ental upper lin i B]. W e also note the follow ng lin its for the un—
m easured branching ratios: 15 10 > BR B ! © 0 17 10°
and10 10° BR@B ! ) 14 10°.W e note that the contri-

butions to the branching ratios arising from 1, are very in portant In these
num erical resuls.

In addition to the uncertainties in our resuls arising from the uncertain-
ties In the values of the param eters discussed above, there is a potentially
quite large error that could com e from the uncertainty in the CKM m atrix



elem ent Vy, and the decay constant fz . For exam pl, the range of values
00018 V., 0:0044 ] could change the branching ratios by asmuch as
a factor of 2, but the resulting uncertainty in the CP asymm etry, which we
discuss next, is som ew hat an aller.

In orderto obtain the CP violating asym m etry, one also needsto calculate
the resonant decay am plitude B ! o ! MM . This am plitude can
easily be determ ined in the narrow w idth approxin ation, as n H41:

M r(B ! Oc ' MM ) =
1
MB ! o ) > , M (! MM)+ (5% B: (19
S m Oc+l Ocm Oc
In our num erical calculations we willuse the estinate BR B8 ! 0 )=
BR(o! * )=5 10 "derived in B]. The  decay data @]then x

the decay amplitudes or o ! MM, M = *; %K ).

Finally we can caloulate the partial width asymmetry In the B !
M M decays. W e are only interested In the kinem atical region where
the M M Invarant mass is close to the mass of the  meson, m =

Oc

3415 GeV. The partial decay width , forB ! MM , which con-
tains both the nonresonant and resonant contributions, is cbtained then by
integration from s;;, = @ ,. 2 )P tosiac= @ .+ 2 )?, where
.= 0014 0005 GeV isthewidth ofthe (:

0
1 1 Zsax Ztaaxt® ;

= ds dt + M : 20

e r3md s tn in ) M - €0

Sin flarly, , the partialdecay width forB* ! M M ¥, also containsboth
the nonresonant and resonant contributions. The CP <violating asym m etry
isde ned by

A=3E2 B3 1)
p + p
For the range of values of g and selected ;,, discussed above we cbtan

the ranges
0:33 sin AB ! 7 ) 034 sin ; (22)



0:44 sin AB ! K'K ) 045sin ; (23)

023 sin A ! °°% ) 024sin ; ©@4)

and
0:17 sin AGB ! ) 020 sin : @5)
In E]itwas found thatA B ! * )= (044 049)sin ,which di ers

from @2) due to the in portance of the ;,, tem s.

T he uncertainties due to the experim ental errors in the rem aining Input
param eters have not been inclided here, but we can roughly estim ate that
the rather large current uncertainties n vV, ,and B ! o ) could
result In the error In the asymm etry being as large as even 100% .

To summ arize, we have analyzed the partialw idth asymmetry m B !
M M decays M = *,K*, % ), whih signals CP violation, and can
potentially be used to detemm ne sin . The asymm etry results from the
Interference of the nonresonant decay am plitude with the resonant decay

ampliudeB ! . Plowedby o ! MM . The asymm etry, which is
rather sensitive to the choice of param eters, was estin ated to be 0:33 sin

orsa ! * and 045 sn f©orB ! K K* ,whik i isanaller
ore ! °°% andB ! decays. The estin ates of these partial

w idth asym m etries, w hile perhaps uncertain by asmuch as a factor of 2, do
provide ussfil guidance for the experin ental searches for CP violation and a
m easuram ent of the phase
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F igure C aption

Fig. 1. Skekton diagram s for the various contributions to the nonres-
onant B ! MM am plitude. The square in each diagram denotes the
weak transition due to the weak Lagrangean L,, (1), whilk each dot denctes
one of the two corresponding weak currents.
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