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A B ST R A C T

W eproposetheB c ! B �
u decay asthem ostsuitableprobefortheavourchangingneu-

traltransition c! u.W eestim atetheshortand long distancecontributionsto thisdecay

within thestandard m odeland we�nd them to becom parable;thisisin contrastto radia-

tivedecaysofD m esons,thatarecom pletely dom inated by thelong distancecontributions.

Sincethec! u transition isvery sensitive to thephysicsbeyond thestandard m odel,the

standard m odelprediction B r(B c ! B �
u)� 10�8 obtained here opensa new window for

future experim ents. The detection ofB c ! B �
u decay atbranching ratio wellabove 10�8

would signalnew physics. In addition we study the s ! d transition in Bs ! B �
d decay

and we �nd itto be dom inated by the long distance contribution. W e use the Isgur-Scora-

Grinstein-W ise(ISGW )constituentquark m odelforthecalculation ofthesedecays.

1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Flavourchanging neutralcurrent(FCNC)transitionsoccurin the standard m odelonly

attheloop level.Hence,theyarevery rarein thestandard m odeland they presentasuitable

probefornew physics.TheFCNC transitionsinthedown-quarksectorarerelativelyfrequent

due to the large m ass ofthe top quark running in the loop and the transition b ! s has

indeed been observed [1].TheFCNC transitionsin theup-quark sectorareespecially rarein

the standard m odeldue to the sm allm assesofthe interm ediate down-like quarksthatrun

in theloop.Forthesetransitions,thestandard m odelrepresentsa sm allbackground forthe

possible contributionsarising from som e new physics. Atpresent,only upperexperim ental

lim itson theFCNC transitionsin theup-quark sectorareavailable[2].
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In thepresentpaperwestudy thetransition c! u,which isthem ostprobableFCNC

transition in the up-quark sectorwithin the standard m odel. To probe the c! u transi-

tion we propose the radiative beauty-conserving decay B c ! B �
u;the Bc m eson hasbeen

detected recently atFerm ilab [3]. W e estim ate the shortdistance (SD)and long distance

(LD) contributions to B c ! B �
u decay within the standard m odeland �nd them to be

com parable,which allows us in principle to probe c ! u transition in this decay. This

is in contrast to previously discussed D m eson decays,where the dynam ics is com pletely

dom inated by the LD contributions[4-7]and itisim possible to extractthe shortdistance

c! u contribution from theexperim ent.

In addition westudy s! d transition in Bs ! B �
d decay.Thedynam icsofBs ! B �

d

is very sim ilar to the dynam ics ofB c ! B �
u due to the spectator�b in both decays. In

contrastto B c ! B �
u,thedecay Bs ! B �

d isfound to bedom inated by LD contributions

and consequently thesignalofnew physicsisnotexpected in thisdecay.

In Sec. 2 the B c ! B �
u decay isstudied: we de�ne SD and LD contributions,present

them odeland theresults.Thesam ereasoning isapplied to B s ! B �
d decay isSec.3.W e

concludewith a sum m ary in Sec.4.

2. B c ! B �
u D EC AY A N D c! u T R A N SIT IO N

2a. T he short distance contribution

TheSD contribution in B c ! B �
u decay isdriven by FCNC c! u transition and�bisa

spectator.Thec! u transition isstrongly GIM suppressed atone-loop,QCD logarithm s

enhance the am plitude by two orders ofm agnitude [8],while the com plete 2-loop QCD

correctionsfurtherincrease the am plitude by two ordersofm agnitude[8].The Lagrangian

thatinducesthec! u transition isgiven by

L
c! u

SD = �
G F
p
2

e

4�2
VcsV

�
us c

c! u

7 (�)�u���[m c

1+ 5

2
+ m u

1� 5

2
]cF�� : (1)

Theappropriatescaleforc
c! u

7 (�)in B c ! B �
u decay is� = m c (and not� = m b),since�b

ism erely a spectatorin theSD process.The 2-loop QCD calculation wasperform ed in [8],

giving c
c! u

7 (m c)= �0:0068� 0:020i.

Thecorrespondingam plitudeforB c ! B �
u(q;�)decayisproportionalto�

�
�q�hB

�
uj�u�

��(1�

5)cjB citaken atq
2 = 0,which can beexpressed in term softheform factorsF1(0)and F2(0)

[9]:

�
�
�hB

�
u(p

0
;�

0)j�ui���q�cjB c(p)iq2= 0 = i�
���

�
�
��

�0
� p

0
�pF1(0);

�
�
�hB

�
u(p

0
;�

0)j�ui���q�5cjB c(p)iq2= 0 = [(m 2

B c
� m

2

B �
u
)�� � �

�0� 2(��0� q)(p� �
�)]F2(0): (2)

Theform factorsde�ned in Eqs.(2)willbecalculated using theISGW m odel[10]lateron

in thissection.

2b. T he long distance contributions

The long distance contributions willbe calculated by using the nonleptonic weak La-
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grangian,which on thequark levelcan bewritten as[5]

Leff(�c= 1)= �
G F
p
2
VuqiV

�
cqj
[a1(�uqi)

�

V �A (�qjc)V �A ;� + a2(�uc)
�

V �A (�qjqi)V �A ;� ]; (3)

where(� 1 2)
�

V �A = � 1
�(1� 5) 2,qi,qj arethedown quarksd,s,band a1,a2 includethe

QCD corrections[11].

Quite generally,the LD contributions to B c ! B �
u decay can be separated into two

classesrelated to thetwo term sof(3),asperform ed previously [4]forD ! V  decays.The

class(I),called also theVM D contribution,isrelated to thea2 term (3)and correspondsto

the processesc! u�qiqi followed by �qiqi ! ,while�b isthe spectatorin B c ! B �
u decay.

Atthe hadron levelthe �qiqi !  transition isexpressed using the vectorm eson dom inance

(VM D)and thecorrespondingdiagram isdepicted in Fig.(1a).Theclass(II),called alsothe

polecontribution,isrelated to thea1 term (3)and correspondsto theprocessc�b! u�bwith

thephoton attached to incom ing oroutgoing quark lines.Selecting thelowestcontributing

states,thepolecontributionsaredepicted in Fig.(1b).

W e turn now to the estim ation ofthese two classes ofcontributions and we startwith

theVM D contribution (class(I))represented by Fig.(1a).Theunderlying quark processes

are c! u�ss(�dd)with �ss; �dd hadronizing into vectorm esons�,�,! which then turn to a

photon,while�brem ainsa spectator. W e neglectthe contribution of�bb!  in view ofthe

largem assof�.TherelevantpartoftheLagrangian,afterusing therelationsam ong CKM

m atrix elem ents,is

L
eff

(I)
= �

G F
p
2
a2(�)VcsV

�
us �u

�(1� 5)c[�s�(1� 5)s� �d�(1� 5)d]: (4)

The appropriate scale for a2(�) in B c ! B �
u decay is � = m c,since �b is again m erely

a spectator in VM D contribution. Thus,we m ay use a2(m c) = �0:5,as obtained in the

successfulphenom enological�tto D m eson decays[11]. De�ning hV (q;�)jV�j0i= gV (q
2)���

and using the factorization approxim ation,the e�ective Lagrangian thatinducesthe VM D

contribution isgiven by

L
c! u(�)

V M D = �
G F e
p
2
a2(m c)VcsV

�
usC

0

V M D �u�(1� 5)c�
�
� ; (5)

were

C
0

V M D =
g2�(0)

2m 2
�

�
g2!(0)

6m 2
!

�
g2�(0)

3m 2
�

= (�1:2� 1:2)� 10�3 GeV
2 (6)

isobtained byassum inggV (m V )= gV (0),with them ean valueand theerrorin (6)calculated

from theexperim entaldataon �(V ! e+ e� )[2].Noteheretherem arkableGIM cancellation

carried overto thehadroniclevel.

Lagrangian (5)im plies thatthe VM D am plitude forB c ! B �
u(q;�)isproportionalto

���hB
�
uj�u

�(1 � 5)cjB ci taken at q2 = 0. For the hadronic m atrix elem ents,one de�nes

appropriateform factorsforthevectorand axialtransitionsasfollows[9]:

hB �
u(p

0
;�

0)j�u�(1� 5)cjB c(p)i= �
2i

m B c
+ m B �

u

�
���

�
�0
� p

0
�pV (q

2)+ (m B c
+ m B �

u
)���0A 1(q

2)

�
��0� q

m B c
+ m B �

u

(p+ p
0)�A 2(q

2)� 2m B �
u

��0� q

q2
q
�[A 3(q

2)� A 0(q
2)]: (7)
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The requirem entsofthe �nite m atrix elem entsatq2 = 0 [11]and ofgauge invariance lead

to the relations am ong the various form factors [6],which im ply A 0(0) = A 3(0) = 0 and

A 2(0)= [(m B c
+ m B �

u
)=(m B c

� m B �
u
)]A 1(0). The sam e relationsare obtained by using the

prescription thatthephoton couplesonlytothetransversepolarization ofthecurrent[6,12].

Accordingly,theVM D am plitude willbeexpressed in term softwo form factorsonly,V (0)

and A 1(0).

At this point,we rem ark that the form factors F1,F2,V and A 1,needed for the SD

and VM D am plitudescannotbesafely related using theIsgur-W iserelations[13],sincethe

m asses ofb and c quarks com posing B c m eson do not perm it the �b quark to be at rest.

Thereforeweshalldeterm inethecorresponding form factorsatq2 = 0 independently,using

theISGW m odel[10].

W enow turn tothediscussion oftheLD contributionsofclass(II),thepolecontribution,

wherethequark processc�b! u�bisdriven by

L
eff

(II)
= �

G F
p
2
a1(�)VcbV

�
ub �u

�(1� 5)b�b�(1� 5)c (8)

and the photon line is attached to any offour quark lines. In term s ofhadronic degrees

offreedom this diagram is given in Fig. (1b),where the white box represents the action

ofthe Lagrangian (8) (we have neglected the contribution ofthe scalar and axialpoles).

Consideringthescalefora1(�)in c�b! u�b,itisdi�culttodecidebetween � = m c or� = m b,

since�bisnotspectatorin thepolecontribution.Asthedi�erencebetween a1(m c)= 1:2and

a1(m b)= 1:1[11]and isnotessential,wetakea1(m b)= 1:1.Notethatthepolecontribution

is relatively sm alldue to the factor VcbV
�
ub in (8). In D m eson decays,the corresponding

factorVcsV
�
us ism uch bigger,which m akesthepolecontribution dom inantoverthe SD and

VM D ones [4,5,6]. The di�erent CKM m atrix elem ents in the pole contributions ofB c

and D decaysisa m ajorfactorin establishing theB c ! B �
u decay asm oresuitableforthe

investigation ofc! u than theD decays.

To evaluatetheam plitudeforthepolediagram sgiven in Fig.(1b)wede�ne

h0jA �jPi = fP p� (9)

hV jV�j0i = gV �
�
�

A (P(p)! V (p0;�0)(�)) = �P e�
����

�
�
��

�0
� p�p

0
� ;

where�B c
,�B u

,fB c
,fB u

,gB �
c
and gB �

u
willbedeterm ined using ISGW m odel.

2c. T he am plitude

Using the above Lagrangians and form factor decom position ofEqs. (2),(7),(9),the

�nalam plitudeforB c ! B �
u containing SD and LD contributionscan beexpressed as

A(B c(p)! B
�
u(p

0
;�

0)(q;�))= i�
�0
� �

�
�[A P V (p

�
p
� � g

��
p� q)+ iAP C �

����
p
0
�p�]; (10)

where

A P V = �
G F
p
2
e

�

VcsV
�
ud

�
c
c! u

7 (m c)

2�2
(m c � m u)F2(0)+ 2a2(m c)C

0
V M D

A 1(0)

m B c
� m B �

u

��

;
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A P C = �
G F
p
2
e

�

VcsV
�
ud

�
c
c! u

7 (m c)

4�2
(m c + m u)F1(0)+ 2a2(m c)C

0
V M D

V (0)

m B c
+ m B �

u

�

+ VcbV
�
uba1(m b)

�
�B c

gB �
c
gB �

u

m 2
B �
c
� m 2

B �
u

+
�B u

m 2
B c
fB c

fB u

m 2
B c
� m 2

B u

��

: (11)

The �rstterm in Eqs. (11)com esfrom SD contribution,the second term from VM D con-

tribution and the third term from the pole contribution. The decay width is then given

by

�=
1

4�

�
m 2

B c
� m 2

B �
u

2m B c

�3

(jA P V j
2 + jA P C j

2): (12)

2d. T he m odel

Toaccountforthenonperturbativedynam icswithin them esonsweusethenonrelativistic

constituent ISGW quark m odel[10]. This m odelis considered to be reliable for a state

com posed oftwo heavy quarks,which m akes it suitable for treating B c; in addition the

velocity ofB �
u in therestfram eofB c istoafairapproxim ation nonrelativistic.In theISGW

m odeltheconstituentquarksofm assM m oveundertheinuenceofthee�ective potential

V (r)= �4�s=(3r)+ c+ br,c = �0:81 GeV ,b= 0:18 GeV 2 [14]. Instead ofthe accurate

solutionsoftheSchrodingerequation,thevariationalsolutions

 (~r)= �
�

3

4�
3

2e
�

�2r2

2 or  (~k)= �
�

3

4�
�

3

2e
�

k2

2�2 for S state

are used,where � isem ployed asthe variationalparam eter. The m eson state com posed of

constituentquarksq1 and �q2 isgiven by

jM (p)i=
X

C;s1;s2

1
p
3

s

2E

(2�)3

Z

d~k (~k)

s

M 1

E 1

s

M 2

E 2

fs2;s1�(p�p1�p2)b
y

1(~p1;s1;C)d
y

2(~p2;s2;
�C)j0i;

(13)

where~k isthem om entum oftheconstituentsin them eson restfram e,C denotesthecolour,

whilefs2;s1 = (�" # +�# ")=
p
2 forpseudoscalarand fs2;s1 = (�" # � �# ")=

p
2;�" ";�# # forvector

m esons. Using the norm alization ofthe spinorsasin [15],we obtain in the nonrelativistic

lim it

V (q2) =
m B c

+ m B �
u

2
F3(q

2)

�
1

M u

�
M b(M c� M u)�

2
B c

M cM um B �
u
(�2B c

+ �2B �
u
)

�

;

A 1(q
2) = F2(q

2)=
2m B c

m B c
+ m B �

u

F3(q
2);

F1(q
2) = 2F3(q

2)

�

1+ (m B c
� m B �

u
)

�
1

2M u

�
M b(M c+ M u)�

2
B c

2M cM um B �
u
(�2B c

+ �2B �
u
)

��

;

�B c
=

s

m B �
c

m B c

�
2�B c

�B �
c

�2B c
+ �2B �

c

� 3

2

�
2

3M c

�
1

3M b

�

;

fB c
=

2
p
3�

3

2

B c

�
3

4

p
m B c

;
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gB �
c

= m B �
c

2
p
3�

3

2

B �
c

�
3

4

p
m B �

c

(14)

and analogously for�B u
,fB u

and gB �
u
.Here

F3(q
2)=

s

m B �
u

m B c

�
2�B c

�B �
u

�2B c
+ �2B �

u

� 3=2

exp

�

�
M 2

b

2m B c
m B �

u

[(m B c
� m B �

u
)2 � q2]

�2(�2B c
+ �2B �

u
)

�

;

where � = 0:7 [10]. The results forV (q2) and A 1(q
2) reproduce the results of[10],while

F1(q
2)and F2(q

2)represent,to ourknowledge,the new resultswithin ISGW m odel.Using

param eters � [14]and m eson m asses given in Table 1 and the constituent quark m asses

M u = 0:33 GeV; M c = 1:82 GeV and M b = 5:2 GeV [14]weget

fB u
= 0:18 GeV ; gB �

u
= 0:86 GeV 2

; �B u
= 1:81 GeV �1

fB c
= 0:51 GeV ; gB �

c
= 2:41 GeV 2

; �B c
= 0:28 GeV �1

;

whiletheform factorsevaluated atq2 = 0 aregiven in Table2.

2e. T he results for B c ! B �
u

W eusethecentralvalueofthecurrentquark m assesm u = 0:0035 GeV ,m c = 1:25 GeV

from [2]and Vcb = 0:04,Vub = 0:0035.The SD,VM D and pole contributionsto am plitudes

A P C and A P V needed to com pute the am plitude (10)and the decay rate (12)are given in

Table 3,where the error is due only to the uncertainty in param eter C 0
V M D (6). In Ta-

ble 4 we present the totalbranching ratio and separately also the SD and LD partofthe

branching ratios for B c ! B �
u decay,where we have taken �(Bc) = 0:46

+ 0:18

�0:16
� 0:03 ps

asm easured by CDF Collaboration recently [3]. Note thatSD and LD contributions give

branching ratiosofcom parable size � 10�8 ,which in principle allowsto probe the c! u

transition in B c ! B �
u decay.Experim entaldetection ofBc ! B �

u decay atthebranching

ratio wellabove 10�8 would clearly indicate a signalfornew physics. The m easurem entof

thisdecay would probe di�erentscenariosofphysicsbeyond the standard m odel:the non-

m inim alsupersym m etric m odel[16]and thestandard m odelwith fourgenerations[17],for

exam ple,predictB r(c! u)up to 10�5 ,which would enhanceB r(B c ! B �
u)up to 10

�6 .

In D m eson decays(c�q ! u�q),on the otherhand,the branching ratiosare oforder10�6

even within the standard m odel[5,6,8]:they are driven m ainly by the long distance pole

contributions,which overshadow the c ! u transition (predicted at the branching ratio

� 10�9 in thestandard m odel)and possiblesignalsofnew physics.

3. B s ! B �
d D EC AY A N D s! d T R A N SIT IO N

The calculation ofSD and LD contributions to B s ! B �
d decay isanalogousto what

waspresented in theprevioussection.Dueto thesm alldi�erence m B s
� m B �

d
,the�nalB �

d

m eson isalm ostatrestin therestfram eofB s.

TheSD Lagrangian is

L
s! d

SD = �
G F
p
2

e

4�2
VcsV

�
usc

s! d

7 (m s) �d�
��[m s

1+ 5

2
+ m d

1� 5

2
]s F�� ; (15)
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wherec
s! d

7 (m s)= �0:23 [18].

The Lagrangian,from which the long distance VM D contribution iscalculated,isgiven

by

L
s! d

V M D = �
G F
p
2
a2(m s)VudV

�
us

�d�(1� 5)s [�u�(1� 5)u � �c�(1� 5)c]; (16)

wereja2(m s)j� 0:5 [18]and

CV M D =
g2�(0)

2m 2
�

+
g2!(0)

6m 2
!

�
X

i

2g2 i(0)

3m 2
 i

: (17)

From �exp(

� ! �� ) < 3:7 � 10�9 eV the upper lim it jCV M D j< 0:01 GeV 2 has been

obtained [18].

Thepolecontribution isabsentin B s ! B �
d decay sincethedecay s�b! d�binvolvesfour

quarksofthesam echarge.

W e use the constituentquark m assesM d = 0:33 GeV ,M s = 0:55 GeV [14],the central

valueofthecurrentquark m assesm d = 0:006GeV ,m s = 0:115GeV [2]and them assesand

param eters� ofthem esonsgiven in Table1.Using theform ulasoftheprevioussection and

discardingthepoleam plitudes,theresultingam plitudesA P C;P V and thebranchingratiosare

given in Tables3and 4,respectively,wheretheupperlim itsareduetojCV M D j< 0:01GeV 2.

Theupperlim itB r(B s ! B �
d)< 1:8� 10�7 isdom inated by theLD contribution.Thesam e

conclusion with a sm allerupperbound wasobtained in [18]assum ing thesim plefreequark

decay,which isa reasonable assum ption fors! d in Bs ! B �
d decay.However,the cal-

culation oftheVM D am plitudein [18]wasbased on theform alism presented in [19],which

isnotreliablefors! d transition.

4. SU M M A RY

W e have studied avourchanging neutraltransitionsc! u and s! d in Bc ! B �
u

and B s ! B �
d decays,respectively.Thepredicted shortand long distancecontributionsto

thesedecayswithin thestandard m odelarepresented in Table4.

W epredictB r(B s ! B �
d)< 1:8� 10�7 ,which isdom inated by thelong distancecontri-

bution.

Theshortdistancepart(driven by c! u)and thelong distancepartofthebranching

ratio forB c ! B �
u decay are found to be ofcom parable size;they are both oforder10�8 .

Thism akesB c ! B �
u decay them ostsuitabledecay to probethec! u transition.Since

c! u transition isvery sensitive to the physicsbeyond the standard m odel,itwould be

very desirabletocom parethestandard m odelprediction ofB r(B c ! B �
u)= (8:5

+ 5:8

�2:5
)� 10�9

presented hereto theexperim entaldata in thefuture.Thedetection ofB c ! B �
u decay at

a branching ratio wellabove 10�8 would signalnew physics. In com parison to B c ! B �
u

decay,theD m eson decaysarefarlesssuitableforprobing c! u transition,sincethey are

alm ostcom pletely dom inated by thelong distancee�ects.

Finally,we wish to stress that B c ! B �
u and Bs ! B �

d decays are characterized by

a very clearsignature:theirdetection requiresthe observation ofa B u=B d decay in coinci-

dence with two photons. The B c ! B �
u transition involves the em ission ofa high energy

7



(985 M eV )and ofa low energy (45 M eV )photon in the respective centersofm assofB c,

B �
u,whilein thedecay B s ! B �

d twophotonsofnearly equalenergy (45M eV )areem itted.
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Figure caption

Fig. 1: Long distance contributions in B c ! B �
u decay. a) VM D contribution;the

black box denotes the action ofthe Lagrangian (5). b) pole contribution;the white box

denotestheaction oftheLagrangian (8).

B c B �
c B u B �

u B s B �
d

m 6.40 [3] 6.42 [14] 5.28 [2] 5.325 [2] 5.37 [2] 5.325 [2]

� 0.92 0.75 0.43 0.40 0.54 0.40

Table 1: Param eters� (taken from [14])and m assesofpseudoscalarand vectorm esonsin

GeV.

A 1(0) V (0) F1(0) F2(0)

B c ! B �
u 0.24 1.3 0.48 0.24

B s ! B �
d 0.90 11 1.8 0.90

Table2:Form factorsatq2 = 0 calculated using ISGW m odel[10].

A SD
P V A V M D

P V A
pole

P V A SD
P C A V M D

P C A
pole

P C

B c ! B �
u 5:7+ 17 i �14� 14 0 5:7+ 17 i �7:3� 7:3 �21

B s ! B �
d 62 < 1:1� 104 0 70 < 5:6� 102 0

Table 3: The am plitudes A P V;P C de�ned in (10)forSD,VM D and pole contributions in

unitsof10�11 GeV �1 aspredicted by ISGW m odel.Theerror-barsin B c ! B �
u aredueto

theuncertainty in C
0

V M D = (1:2� 1:2)10�3 GeV 2 (6),whiletheupperboundsforB s ! B �
d

aredueto jCV M D j< 0:01 GeV 2.
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B rSD B rLD B rtot

B c ! B �
u 4:7� 10�9 (7:5

+ 7:7

�4:3
)� 10�9 (8:5

+ 5:8

�2:5
)� 10�9

B s ! B �
d 1:4� 10�11 < 2:0� 10�7 < 2:0� 10�7

Table 4: SD,LD and totalbranching ratiosaspredicted by ISGW m odel.The error-bars

in B c ! B �
u are due to the uncertainty in C

0

V M D = (1:2� 1:2)10�3 GeV 2 (6),while the

upperboundsforB s ! B �
d aredueto jCV M D j< 0:01 GeV 2.
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