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Large time-dependent partial-rate asymmetries associated with CP violation are predicted for the
decays of B; (=bs) and B, (=bd) to certain two-body final states (such as D*7~). Tagging on an
accompanying charged b-flavored particle (B, =b#u) or identified baryon (A, =bud) permits the
identification of the initial flavor (B or B) of the decaying particle. The asymmetries are contrasted
with the B;— K asymmetry discussed earlier in the literature.

I. INTRODUCTION

For more than twenty years, the only observed evidence
for CP violation has come from the kaon system. While
heavy-quark (c,b) decays are expected to manifest CP
violation as well, the expected asymmetries are generally
small except in processes with low rates.’

Efforts are now under way to gain large samples of
charmed and b-flavored particles by identifying their de-
cays in flight. It appears that at least 107 bb pairs will be
needed to address any question of CP violation for b
quarks.”? Here we would like to call attention to a type of
asymmetry in the neutral B-B systems which will be spec-
tacular once suitable rates have been attained. Lest the
reader despair, we recall that less than twenty years passed
between discussions of individual kaon decays and experi-
ments involving more than 10® such events.

We find large time-dependent partial-rate asymmetries
in suitably chosen exclusive B decays, such as states
which are initially B, (=bs) or B; (=bd)—>D*m~.
Since the identification of such decays will rely crucially
on detection of proper lifetimes of order 10~ s, it will
not be difficult to follow the time evolution of these de-
cays once they are seen at all.

We begin (Sec. II) with some general considerations and
questions of notation. We then specialize (Sec. III) to the
magnitudes of CP-violating effects expected in the six-
quark Kobayashi-Maskawa® (KM) formalism, and show
how these are manifested in time-integrated asymmetries
(Sec. IV) and time dependences (Sec. V) of observed final
states. The question of flavor tagging is discussed in Sec.
VI. We shall find that the best method is to identify a
charged B or A, opposite the neutral meson in question.
A short comment on B asymmetries is made in Sec. VIL
Our conclusions are contained in Sec. VIII.

II. DEFINITIONS AND FORMALISM

An arbitrary neutral b-flavored state a | B®) +b | B°)
is governed by the time-dependent Schrodinger equation
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Here M and I are 2X2 matrices, with M =M, T =T,
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CPT invariance guarantees M; =M, and I'};=TI"5,. We
assume CPT throughout to obtain the eigenstates of the
neutral b-flavored mass matrix as

|B.)=p |B°)+q |B°), (2a)
|By)=p |B°)—q |B°), (2b)
with eigenvalues (L =“light,” H="‘heavy”)

i
HLu=mLH—SYLH - (3)

Here m; gy and y; y denote the masses and decay widths
of By . Defining

Ap=puy—pr =Am —éAy , (4)
we have
A Mby—iTh/2 |
o= 4 = (5)

p— 2(M12—IF12/2) M12~i1‘12/2

The time evolution of an initially pure | Bt =0))
=|B% or |BY%=0))=|B%is

|Bg,,,s<:)>=f+m|B°>+§f_<z) |B°), (6a)

|Eghys(t))=§-f_(t)|B°)+f+(t)ll_io) : (6b)
where

fo(yme mtmn 2y — i ‘_32&“_ } , (Ta)

—illmy +mg) /2]t _ ..
f_(t)=e HWmy +mg)/2¥ —(y 120 i

A‘;—’—] (7b)

and we have detined

y=(yL+vu)/2. (8)

We now consider nonleptonic final states f such that
both a pure B? and a pure B ° can decay to them:*

BO
i > £HF )

BO
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where we define
|FY=CP|f) . (10)

The decay amplitude of a time-evolved B° (B?) into the
final state £ (f) is

<ffthys(t))=f+(t)(f]B°)+~Z—f_(t)<f|§°), (11a)

(j—'lﬁghys(t)):gf*(t)(ﬂB°)+f+(t)(f|§°). (11b)

We observe that interference occurs for >0 due to mix-
ing. Let us define

2
D(Bys(1)—f)= | {f | B®) | %" cos—Af;—’ L
and, for the B into £,
2
P(B Suult)—7)= | (7B 267" | |cos L | 4 |72

Any difference between these two expressions signals CP
violation.

We stress that the differences between Egs. (14a) and
(14b) can arise (for ¢>0) even in cases when the “pure”
state (i.e., =0) decays B’—f and B °—f do not exhibit
CP violation. Thus, it may frequently happen that
[ {f|B%) |*=|(f|B°) |? (for example, as we will show
below, when a single KM phase governs the decay).
Nonetheless, such processes turn out to be useful for CP-
violation studies when their time dependences are fol-
lowed.

The absence of CP violation implies

I[(f1B°)|=|(fIB%)|, (15)
4\=1, (16)
P

A=A (17)

Equation (15) holds whenever the pure-state decay ampli-
tudes exhibit no CP violation (sometimes known as direct
CP violation). Equation (16) follows from the fact that
| BL), | By ) are CP eigenstates when CP is conserved, so,
for example,

CP|B.)=CP(p |B°)+4q |B®))
=p |B°) +q|B°)

=+(p |B®°)+q |B°)), (18)
where here we shall define
CP | B° =|B°), CP|B°=B°). (19)

Thus, with the convention (19), we would have p = +q.
With any other convention, one still obtains (16). Devia-
tions from Eq. (16) are sometimes known as indirect CP

RO
x= ifii"; : (12a)
kE%x, st—x. (13)

It is important to realize that the phases of A and A do not
depend on arbitrary phase conventions.” This may be
visualized by noting that they are “rephasing invariants”
in the sense of Ref. 6.

We then obtain the time-dependent rate for an initially
pure B° to decay to a final state:

2

sinég—t-| —2Im ksin%t‘cos'—ézﬁ (14a)
Aut || A A

sin—zﬂ —2Im Zsin—'!;—tcos*—g—t- . (14b)

[

violation. Equation (17) is a direct consequence of Egs.
(10), (12), (13), (15), and (16) in the limit of CP conserva-
tion. Again, it is independent of the phase convention
(19).

Equations (14) always reduce to exponential decay laws
for f=+f a CP eigenstate, when CP is conserved.” In
that case, A=A=A*. If f and f are not CP eigenstates,
Egs. (14) need not describe exponential decays. The most
striking familiar example is the time distribution of
7+te ™, events arising from an initial K° (in the absence
of CP violation). At t=0, this final state cannot appear
at all (as a result of the AS =AQ rule). At later times, the
Ks and K; components evolve separately, and the
m+e 7V, final state can appear. The K °*—7—e*v, time
distribution will be exactly the same as that for
K°—m*e 9, when CP is conserved.

It is important to notice that ImAs£0 by itself is not evi-
dence for CP violation, if f is not a CP eigenstate. In the
convention of Eq. (19) where g /p is real when CP is con-
served, the phase of A or A arises from the phase of x or X
in Egs. (12). There is no reason for these phases to van-
ish, in general, as a result of final-state interactions.

In general one expects for decays of b-flavored mesons
that |Ay| << |Am |. This is very different from the
kaonic situation, where the difference between the 27 and
37 channels causes appreciable differences in the lifetimes
of the mass eigenstates. Moreover, specific calcula-
tions>* in the KM framework® based on the box dia-
gram imply |I'j;| << |M;|. Henceforth we shall as-
sume yy=y; =Y, Ay/Am <1, and, as a result of (5),
| ¢/p | =1. Specifically, it is found that

q_5 (20)
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where &, =V, V, and a=d or s for the B; or B, system.
Moreover,

AmEmH—mLzZ[MnI . (21)

Then the complex mass Ay~ Am is almost a real number.

A measure of mixing is Am /y. Before the particle can
decay away (within a time scale of ¥ ~!), some mixing of
order sin(Am /2y ), due to the term f_(¢) in Eq. (7b), has
occurred. Conventional estimates’ lead to (Am/y )3,

~0.5—2 and (Am /y)p,~1072—10"".

III. EXPECTATIONS IN KOBAYASHI-MASKAWA FRAMEWORK

Henceforth we shall assume that the KM matrix explains the observed CP violation in the kaon system. Throughout

we use the following convention for the KM matrix:*?

Vie Vis Vb 4} —S1€3 —S5153
V=V Ve Ve |= |s1¢2 c1c263—5253¢™ cicps3+s,03e™ | . (22)
i6 i5
Via Vis Va 5153 €152¢3+C253e'% 15583 —cycze’

In addition, from the recent b-quark lifetime and
I'(b—u)/I'(b—c) measurements, we have (in standard
KM phase convention) sg~O(1), s positive (for a posi-
tive parameter B  describing the ratio of
(K°|[dy,(1—y5)s]*| K °) to its vacuum-insertion value);
0.04 > 53 > 0.01 (where the lower limit depends on B), and
55 ~0.05 (from the b-quark lifetime).

When only a single KM combination contributes to
B°— £, and another to B °— £, we have

[{FIBO) | =|(FIB®)|, [(fIB)|=I{fIB®)].
(23)

The proof is as follows.” A general amplitude is given by

(f|B% =3 Gige™ (24a)

(F1B% =3 Glae'™ . (24b)
i
Here G; are KM combinations; a; are real kinematic fac-
tors; and a; are final-state phases. If all the G; are equal
they can be factored out and it is clear that Eq. (23) holds.
As a direct consequence of (23), we obtain

[X|=|x] . (25)

Equations (23) and (25) hold under the above cir-
cumstances even though different strong channels (render-
ing different final-state phases) exist. Thus, for example,
B,—D%,D* 7~ ,F*K~ are all governed by the single
combination V3, V,; B,—D%,D- 7+t F-K* are all
governed by V3V, in the absence of D°-D° mixing; B,
—D* 7~ ,F*K~ depend on Vj,V.; and B;—D w,
F~K™ depend on V3 V,,. For all these processes, Egs.
(23) and (25) are exact.

For the process B;— K there is a highly dominant
KM combination V3, V,, the others being associated with
a suppressed penguin graph and production of a ¢C or 7
pair from the vacuum. Similarly, B;—D* D~ involves a
dominant VJ,V,, contribution. For these last two pro-
cesses, Egs. (23) and (25) are an excellent approximation.

The processes B; ;—@Kgs are governed by penguin-
graph amplitudes'® for 5 —d, b—75, respectively. These
involve one dominant KM contribution from a t-quark

loop. The process B,—m°Kg has a dominant KM com-
bination V,,V,; (the others being due to suppressed
penguin graphs). Therefore, for these cases Egs. (23) and
(25) are only good approximations.

In this analysis, for simplicity, we shall neglect all
differences among final-state phases (assuming that the
decay proceeds via a single strong eigenchannel). Under
these assumptions, X _—_——x*. If, in addition, we assume
| g/p | =1, we obtain A=A*. Thus, under these simplify-
ing assumptions, ImAs40 will in fact be the signal for CP
violation. [See Eq. (17).]

The time-integrated rate asymmetry is now’

_ DBy —f) —T(B prys— /)
D(Bhys—f)+ (B Spys—F)

_ —2az ImA
14+a+ |x|%1—a)+2y Rer

f

(26)

Here BY,,, and By correspond to those states which
were known initially to be B® and B, respectively. (The
way in which this information is obtained will be dis-
cussed further in Sec. VI.) The rates I" correspond to in-
tegration of their decays (to f and f, respectively) over all
times. We have assumed the relation (23), and have de-
fined

2
ys%, zEATm, as—i—:f;. 27

IV. TIME-INTEGRATED
ASYMMETRY CALCULATIONS

We are now ready to display time-integrated asym-
metries expected for a number of two-body neutral B de-
cays. In this section we are recapitulating a number of re-
sults of Ref. 2, for the sake of a self-contained discussion.

An illustrative example is the B;—D*7~ process
shown in Fig. 1. Here, as mentioned,

<D+7T_|Bs>~Vcs :b >
<D+7T_l§s)~V:chb .

(28a)
(28b)

Therefore,
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_ (b)

% }ﬂ_ ) b % ]O+
; q} o' 5 5 Gg}v_

ol

S C
"exchange” "exchange"
FIG. 1. Graphs governing decays to D*7~. (a) B;—D*7~;
() B,—D*m".
VeV,
x = —= ‘;b , (29)
Vcs ub

and we have, in this particular process,

2,2

537453+ 2s,5;5¢ s

20 T ImA=——1ss.  (30)
S5 53

|x | 2=

In Eq. (30) we approximate cosines of the three KM an-
gles by 1, but the phase § is arbitrary.
The identical KM structures characterize the decays B;

(a) )

_ (b
b U . b
%}D _
B 3 B
: s Z }¢ ? 5

"spectator”

c a }D°

§}¢

"spectator”

FIG. 2. Dominant graphs describing (a) B;—D%; (b)
B,—D%.

(or By)—>D*7~,D°%°D%,F*K~ and corresponding
processes involving D*’s or F*’s. However, the hadronic
nature of these processes may be very different. For ex-
ample, the decays B,,B;,—(D*7~ or D°7°) are expected
to proceed primarily via an “exchange” graph (Fig. 1),
while the D% final state is generated mainly by what we
shall call a “spectator” process (Fig. 2). The F*K ~ final
state can receive contributions from both processes (Fig.
3). In all these processes we have neglected disconnected
graphs (those forbidden by the Okubo-Zweig-lizuka rule),
which may be important for producing isosinglet pseudos-

TABLE I. KM estimates, for various quark subprocesses, of x =(f |B°)/(f | B°) and of the parameter A =(q /p)x, whose phase

governs CP violation.

Quark subprocess x |? ImA Rel
P!
(a) By-By system
b —(7ud , aus) 1 —sin28 4 25,5355 c0s28—25,53¢5
bucd 52245324 25253C5 (524+253¢5)85 (—)(s5c5+53c0828)
51‘532 51253 51253
bseud 51552 51253(55 +253¢5)55 (—)s,%3(s5¢5+53c0828)
— 1% 51 53852 T 233C5 158
5245324255830 52245324 25253¢5 52 +537+25253¢5
o (—)2s;3(5,+53¢5)s5 52245320828+ 25,535
b —(Tc3,%cd,5) 1 TR .
525 +53°+25253C5 522 +53°425253¢5
2, .2
s s 25,83¢, s s
b—ics _ia_i;_‘_z_l_a_ (—) |2 +2c5 |ss 22 ¢5+c0s28
S3 83 $3
o 552 $3(52+253¢5)8s 53(53€0828+5,¢5)
b—cus — (V7 —
$2°+53°+ 25,5355 5% +53°+2s253¢5 52°+53°+ 2555305
(b) B,-B, system
—)2s Zcos2 2425
b — (ud, 7us) | ( 2) 235[-93-%-3205] Sy COZS 5-1—233 ~+25,83¢5
$2°+53°+2s383¢5 $2° 453"+ 2558305
2, .2
s $3°428,8;5¢ s $2C5+S
Boiics 2-+-32 253Cs (__)_2_s5 205+53
S3 S3 53
oz 832 (—)sy8385 s3(s,c5+53)
—>Cus 2.2 1, .2 2, .2
527453 +25253¢5 $2°+83"+2s253¢5 52°+53"+25283¢5
- 25,125,838
b—»(fc?,?ca) 1 —'2—1—2—2—‘38— 1
52°+53"+2s,83¢5
_ 52 +532+ 252535 5255 5345205
5183 $1°53 S1783
beud I - — _ sifsamsy _sia(syksace)
522 +532+2s253¢5 52245324 2525305 s2% 4532+ 2558305
- 253(52+53C5)s5 522 +453%c0828 4+ 25,53C5
b—d 1 2, .2 2, .2
$2°+53°+25,53C5 $2°+53°+2s,53¢5
b—7% 1 0 1
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TABLE II. Numerical estimates, for various processes, of x=(f | B%) /{f | B°) and of the parameter ImA=1Im[(q/p)x] govern-
ing CP violation. If the final state is a CP-even eigenstate or a PP (pseudoscalar X pseudoscalar) one, A is simply read off Table I.
However, for CP-odd eigenstates and PV (pseudoscalar X vector) final states the A of this quark subprocess (Table I) must be multi-

plied by still another minus sign (consult the Appendix).

Quark subprocess Final state [x |2 ImA
(a) Bz-B, system
b—iicd B;—D*7~,D%", 1756 37.5 (=37.5)
F*K-, ... ,(D*nm,...)
b—cud B;—»D~7*,D%°, 5.7x 1074 2x107% (—2x1072)
F-K*,...,(D*m...)
b—>tcs,ccd,5 B,—»D*D~,(¢yK,,¢K;) 1 —0.8 (0.8)
(b) B;-B, system
b—dics B,—~D*7~,D%",
FtK—, ... ,(D%,D*m,...) 5 -2 (2)
b—cus B;—D ~a+,D %P,
F-K*, ...,D%D*r,...) 02 —0.4 (0.4)
b—1nud,aus,d B, —7°K,,(¢K;) 1 0.8 (—0.8)

calar mesons (like n and 7’) but are probably negligible
elsewhere.

In comparing processes in Figs. 1(a), 2(a), and 3(a)
(governed by b-—iics) with those in Figs. 1(b), 2(b), and
3(b) (governed by b—sciis) another point must be kept in
mind. The incorporation of the final-state quarks into
hadrons proceeds very similarly for Figs. 1(a) and 1(b),
and for Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). However, for Figs. 3 this is
only true for the exchange graphs. For the spectator
graphs of Fig. 3, the hadronic behavior can be very dif-
ferent. The Fermi momenta of the constituent quarks of
a b-flavored meson, in its rest frame, are small with
respect to the meson’s mass. Hence, when the spectator
quark hadronizes into K~ [see Fig. 3(a)], it requires a
much larger, and more unlikely, boost than when it ha-
dronizes into F* [see Fig. 3(b)]. Notice that this
“momentum mismatch” problem occurs only for those
processes where both exchange and spectator contribu-
tions can occur.!!

(a) £q4
=l
Bs S S }K_

(b) 1.
E - K

a b cu}

BS 3 F+

-5 5
“spectator” “spectator”
() @
40 3
= S
W 1 Ca 6 1
S S S -
c}F . U}K
n ] L} "
exchange exchange

FIG. 3. Graphs describing (a) and (c) B,—F*K ~; (b) and (d)
Es —F*K~.

Thus, in order to calculate x and A for the processes in
Figs. 1—3, we need varying amounts of hadronic informa-
tion. The hadronization processes in Figs. 1(b) and 2(b)
look very similar to those in Figs. 1(a) and 2(a), respective-
ly. Thus, we expect that calculations of magnitudes and
phases of x and A based only on KM elements should be
fairly reliable. This is not so for Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), for
two reasons. First, two different types of contribution
(with different a priori final-state phases) can occur.
Second, the momentum mismatch problem just noted im-
plies that a naive calculation of x and A based only on
KM elements may be far from the truth. We will
nonetheless quote such results for illustrative purposes.

A lesser problem arises as a result of rescattering
corrections. The D% final state could, in principle, arise
as a result of rescattering from F*K~. We expect this to
be small in comparison with elastic D% scattering only if
the basic amplitude for D% production is not much
smaller than that for F*K~. This is a question which
will be decided ultimately by experiment. We will ignore
such rescattering corrections here.

In all our discussions, we shall ignore DD ° mixing,
for which experimental limits exist at the 5 —2 % level.!?

TABLE III. Assumed detection efficiencies (from Ref. 2).

Particle Detection efficiency
B* 50%
D%,D%D° 10%
K° 33%
7, 100%
Kk* 100%
n 40%
F* 1%
é 50%
117 14%
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We shall point out where such effects could be important.
In Tables I and II we display, for various processes, the
amplitude ratio x and the parameter ImA governing CP
violation. In the standard KM phase convention, when
dealing with a final state that is an odd CP eigenstate, our
tabulated values of A must be multiplied by an additional
minus sign,'® as noted in the Appendix. The quark sub-
processes in Tables I and II have wide applicability to oth-

er final states; we have indicated only a subset of them.
We now take representative values of the KM elements.
Based on the discussion in Sec. III, we shall assume
§;=0.231, 5,=0.05, 5;=0.025, sz=1. 31)
We then obtain the values of | x |2 and ImA shown in
Table IL
In order to evaluate the effectiveness of a given asym-
metry measurement, we must estimate detection efficien-

TABLE IV. Predicted time-integrated partial-rate asymmetry C, (Eq. 26) for various processes. The
displayed signs of the asymmetry C; (third column) are taken from the quark subprocess calculations
for A; for specific final states additional minus signs must be applied (consult the Appendix). The
fourth and fifth columns contain an optimistic estimate of the pure branching ratio and number of bb

events required (N).

Quark subprocess Final state Cy Br (B,,pm—-> f) Ny
(a) By-B, system
b—uud By—»ntm <107 >5.6x107
B;—»K*K~ <10~ >5.6x107
b—tcd B;—D%° —0.61 5% 10~ 7% 107
B;—»D*r~ 103 3.5x107
B, —>F*K~ 10-3 3.5x108
B;—yD° 5x10~¢ 4.9x108
b—eud B,—D°° —2x1073 102 1.4x 10"
B;—»D-rwt 2X 1072 7.0x10°
B;—>F K+ 2x1072 7.0 10'°
B;—yD° 102 9.8x10'°
b—ecs,ecd,5 B;—»D*D~ 0.08 1073 8.8 108
B;—»F*F~ 104 8.8 10"
B, —d* 10-3 1.3x10%°
B;—yYK; 5x10~* 1.9x10®
B;—¢K, 5x10-3 5.3x 108
b—1ics B;—DkK, 0.19 10—* 2.2x 108
b—etus B,—DK, 0.039 5x10~* 1.1x10°
(b) B;-B; system
b—(fiud , aus) B, 7K 0.38 5%x10~3 2.0x 10’
B, —->K*K~ 103 6.7x10’
B,—utn™ 10-3 6.7x107
b—ucs B,—D% 0.56 2x10~* 1.4x 107
B, >F*K~ 2x10~* 6.9 10’
B,—D*nr™ 2x10~* 6.9 10°
B, D" 10-* 1.4x 107
b—ztus B,—~D"% 0.23 10-3 4.8%10’
B,—»FK* 1073 2.4x10°
B,—»D~ 7wt 10-3 2.4x107
B,—D°° 5x10~* 4.8x%107
b —ec5,¢cd B, —y¢* —-0.022 3x103 1.1x10°
B,—F~F* 2% 1072 1.2x 10"
B.—~D D% 5x10~3 4.7%x10°
B, —~yK, 2.7X1073 9.0x 10"
b—fcd B,—D°K, —0.054 5.7x10~¢ 3.0x 108
b—tud B, DK, —0.013 10~2 1.2x10°
b—d B; —¢K, —-04 2.1x10°°¢ 8.4 108

#Reference 13.



1410 ISARD DUNIETZ AND JONATHAN L. ROSNER 34

cies for various final states. The results are shown in
Table III.

The assumed efficiencies in Table III are obtained as
follows. For B* we assume that the short track of a
charged B can be identified with reasonable efficiency in a
vertex detector. The D detection efficiences are based on
reconstruction of exclusive final states (such as
K—nt,K~m*m—w* for D°). The neutral kaon is Kg
half of the time, and K decays to 7*7~ + of the time.
We assume 7 is detected by its yy decay. The F* is not-
ably hard to reconstruct; 1% is only an estimate. We as-
sume the ¢ is seen in its KK~ decay. The v can be seen
in each of its leptonic modes ete ™ and utpu .

The expected asymmetries for various processes, and
the number of events required to observe them, are shown
in Table IV. N,; denotes the number of bb pairs needed
to observe a 3o signature of the displayed asymmetry. To
obtain N,; we assume that the probability for the in-
coherent hadronization process bb —B;B,X (g =d or s)
is 25 or 4, respectively, since we have roughly
uii:dd:ss ~2:2:1 for the pair-creation probability of the
light quarks. We note that N, is inversely proportional
to the detection efficiency of the charged b-flavored had-
ron, used as our tagging device, and of the final state, all
of which we took from Table III. Furthermore, the num-
ber of bb is inversely proportional to the branching ratio,
an optimistic theoretical estimate of which is given in the
fourth column of Table IV.

If experimentalists could increase the efficiency of ob-
serving F*, some of the final states involving them could
be viable alternatives to observe the asymmetries.

In Table IV we have assumed (Am/y)p,=0.1. The

sole exception is the b—iicd process where we take
(Am /y)=0.044 for B;. For all B; quark subprocesses we
assume Am /y=0.8. We shall explore the sensitivity of
various processes to Am /y presently.

For B; decays, note the contrast between highly
Cabibbo-suppressed modes (D7, F*K%¢D% and
Cabibbo-favored ones (D7, F~K*,yD%). Although the
rates for the latter are much larger, the expected asym-
metries are tiny, and so many more events are required to
observe them. The highly Cabibbo-suppressed final states
are particularly suited for observing the interference be-
tween two different KM combinations that is the signal of
CP violation. Thus, the most favorable quark subprocess
for observing CP asymmetry in B, decays appears to be
b—@icd. We first became aware of this fact through the
work of Sachs, Ref. 4.

Certain B; decay processes shown in Table IV involv-
ing final states which are eigenstates of CP are governed
by the quark subprocess b—ccd, b—ccs, and b—7.
More events are required to observe a CP asymmetry for
these cases. The case b—¢c5,ccd has received consider-
able attentlon both in concrete studies of experlmental
possibilities,'> and in many earlier theoretical studies.*

The asymmetries for B, decays involving the quark
subprocesses b—1ics or ¢us involve final states D°Kg or
DK, respectively. These appear to require no more
events than the popular K decay in order to observe an
asymmetry.

The B, decays involving b—#&iud or %us could lead to
asymmetries detectable with comparatively few events, in
m*t7~ or K*K~ final states. Considerable uncertainty
still exists in the possibility for observing such light
mesons in the final state. If the decays B;—m*7~ or
K *K~ are observed at close to present upper limits, these
processes could be quite promising. Note that the asym-
metries for these processes would nearly vanish for
§=90°; the values in Table IV are quoted for §=45".

The best B; decays for observing a CP asymmetry, in
our opinion, are those dominated by the quark subprocess
b—cs, such as B;—~D 7. Here the contrast between
this subprocess and that leading to D 7™, noted above
for By, is less marked. The latter final state is produced
via b—¢uF, which also contains some Cabibbo suppres-
sion. As a result, appreciable asymmetries show up in
both D7~ and D~ final states.

The large (assumed) mixing for B;«>B; plays a role in
generating detectable asymmetries. By contrast, for the
B;,—»D* 7~ case, both the direct amplitude and the
BB, mixing are small, but the large B;—~D*7~ am-
plitude leads to a detectable asymmetry (see Fig. 4).

The final states involving the subprocesses b—Ccs
(such as B;—y¢,D D) are Cabibbo favored, so their
expected rates could be appreciable. However, the expect-
ed asymmetries are extremely small.

The decay B,—D°Kj is the analogue of B;—D*7~
(Both involve the quark subprocesses b—iicd.) For the
B, the large size of the assumed mixing amplitude actual-
ly suppresses the expected asymmetry. The decay
B,—~DPKg is Cabibbo favored and expected to have an
appreciable branching ratio but small asymmetry.

The process B;—¢Kg would proceed via a penguin dia-
gram (b—d). Its expected asymmetry is large, and the
main obstacle to its usefulness is the small expected
branching ratio.

The subprocess b— iud leads to B,— 7K, or p°Ky, for
which an appreciable asymmetry can be expected. A large
part of the difficulty in studying CP violation in this de-
cay will be seeing the final state at all. This comment in
fact applies to many of the processes discussed here:
Two-body decays, though expected to be rare, provide a
wealth of information on CP violation, and should be
searched for with high sensitivity.

The asymmetries in Table IV are quoted for values of

highly C.-K.-M. suppressed
- -~
7 N
N o+

Bd(’EBd) /D m
~
N
small muxmg\sﬁd(sba) C-K-M.favored

FIG. 4. Two decay routes of an initially pure B, into D+t~
leading to a large CP asymmetry due to interference. B, either
decays directly, highly CKM suppressed, into D*7~, or B; os-
cillates, with small mixing parameter Am /y (the bottleneck),
into By and then “rapidly” (CKM-allowed) decays into D+7~
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TABLE V. Maximal value of time-integrated asymmetry Cy
and the corresponding mixing parameter z(max) for various pro-
cesses. Here, s;=0.231, 5,=0.05, 53=0.025, and ss;=1; the
sole exception is the By,b—itud,ius processes, for which
5=45".

Process z(max) Cy(at max)
(a) Bd-ﬁd
b —aud,uus 1.00 0.500
b—iicd 3.3x 1072 —0.635
b—ctud 1.41 —1.48x% 1072
b —¢c5,¢cd,5 1.02 0.408
b—Hcs 0.58 0.573
b—cus 1.28 0.256
(b) B,-B,
b—fud,aus 0.98 0.393
b—ucs 0.58 0.583
b—tus 1.30 0.260
b —ecs,ccd 1.03 —2.22x1072
b—ficd 3.4%1072 —0.627
b—cud 1.41 —1.48x107?
b—d 1.02 —0.407

Am /y which we believe to be reasonable, on the basis of
our own? and other®’ calculations. Certain asymmetries
behave in a very different manner from others as Am /v is
changed. This behavior is explored more fully in Ref. 2.
Here we note that the asymmetries for the processes such
as B;—Dtr~ and B,—D°Kg dominated by b—iicd
peak at much lower values of Am /y =~0.033 than others
in B; and B, decays. These asymmetries, with the choice
of a reasonable set of KM parameters [Eq. (31)] are shown
as functions of Am /vy in Fig. 5.

In Table V we display, for various quark subprocesses,
the mixing parameter z(max) which maximizes the asym-
metry Cy defined in Eq. (26). Of course, the asymmetry
is not the only quantity of interest with respect to the
number of events required to perform a particular CP
test. The branching ratio of a time-evolved B to a given
final state also must be large enough to permit such a
state to be observed. In Table VI we estimate the number
of events required to see an asymmetry in selected pro-

1.0 ——————2x 10 2
B _
] M CURC R I
C et Cs (dotted
f 0 o - line only)
---1x|0—2
Solt w1 g0
0.2 06 10
am
Y
'.O I T ' T
(b) B
0.5H™\ -
o T
tog S
.
-0.5F .
- | i | 1
.0 -
Am
Y

FIG. 5. Time-integrated asymmetries C; [Eq. (26)] as func-
tions of Am/y. (a) B; decays are as follows. Solid curve:
b—iicd (left-hand scale); dotted curve: b—Cud (right-hand
scale); dashed curve: b—(&c5,%cd,3) (left-hand scale). Most of
the other processes have the slow behavior characteristic of
b—(%c5,ccd,5) (see also Table V). (b) B, decays are as follows.
Solid curve: b—7cs; dotted curve: b—»cus; dashed curve:
b —uud,aus; dash-dotted curve: b—d. The highly suppressed
process b —1icd leads to a negative asymmetry which peaks at a
value of C;=—0.63 for Am /y =3.4X 1072 (see also Table V).

cesses as a function of the mixing parameter Am /y.

Clearly measurements of Am /y for B; and B; systems
will be an important first step toward identifying the best
processes for seeing CP violation. Note that large mixing
in the By-B; system, while unlikely, could significantly
enhance the prospects for useful experiments at the level
of a few million bb pairs, for the YK system discussed
previously.'

TABLE VI. Event rate (N,;) as a function of mixing for selected final states.

Quark subprocess Process Am/y N
b—iicd By—»D*mr™ 3.3%x 102 4.3x10’
4.4x107? 3.5%10’
0.1 3.4x10’
0.89 9.5x 10’
b —(2cs,ccd,5) B, —yKs 0.1 2x 108
0.54 9% 10°
1.02 6x10°
b—aics By—D°Ky 0.1 2.2 108
0.58 1.2x 10’

1.1 1.4x 10’
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A final note about the neglect of D% D ° mixing is in
order. The decay By pure (=bd)—D°r° can proceed either
via a highly KM-suppressed transition b— icd, or via the
favored D %7° final state, where the D ° then mixes with
D° The same two routes affect the decay
Bs,meBs—»DOKS. The D% D° mixing amplitude will
then be important [and so the assumption (23), for exam-
ple, will no longer be valid] if it exceeds (in magnitude)
the value | VypVog/VepVia | » OF 535,2/5, =(few X 1072).
(Here we have assumed s, >s3.) Present limits on the
square of this quantity'? are at the level of 5—1%, so
that this possibility cannot yet be excluded. The conven-
tional expectation for the short-distance contribution to
this amplitude is ~ 1073, but long-distance contributions
may be much more important. Similar cautionary re-
marks apply to the D% system produced in B; decays
and D°Kg in B, decays, but only if D% D ° mixing is very
close to present upper bounds.

V. TIME-DEPENDENT ASYMMETRIES

The observation of time-integrated asymmetries Cy [de-
fined in Eq. (26)] is plagued with normalization problems,
since the relative production rates of B and B cannot al-
ways be guaranteed to be measured carefully. (For exam-
ple, they will differ in pp collisions.) Moreover, detection
efficiencies for charge-conjugate final states may not al-
ways be identical (for example, when collisions occur in
dense targets.) The measurement of time-dependent asym-
metries'® adds valuable information, such as different
shapes of distributions, different slopes as a function of
proper time, and so on, which can help to circumvent
such normalization problems.

As examples of the kinds of behavior expected in the
absence of CP violation, we remind the reader that when
the final state is a CP eigenstate identical exponential de-
cays are expected for B® and B°. For final states that are
not CP eigenstates, we expect identical but nonexponential
decay distributions for B® and B, as illustrated in Fig. 6.

The signatures of CP violation in time-dependent asym-
metries are varied and can be quite striking. A number of
examples are shown in Figs. 7—12. Here all the parame-
ters have been chosen as in Table II.

Perhaps the most spectacular behavior occurs for the
decays B;— D (or D°,D*m,Dp,F*K~,...), illustrated
in Fig. 7, and for By—Dm (or D*m,Dp,F*K—,...), il-
lustrated in Fig. 8. We have shown the patterns for vari-
ous values of Am /y to illustrate their sensitivity to this
parameter. (We assume Am /y will have been at least
crudely measured by the time CP asymmetries are inves-
tigated.) The asymmetries are less spectacular for
the slightly more Cabibbo-favored B,—Dm (or
D%,D *m,Dp,F~K™*) decays, as shown in Fig. 9, but
they are still visible. For the Cabibbo-favored decays
B,;— D (or D *w,Dp,F~K ™) they are invisible (Fig. 10).

The B;— 9K decay, frequently discussed in the litera-
ture,%!> does not show a striking asymmetry for
Am /y=0.1 (Fig. 11). The time-dependent behavior is
somewhat more interesting for Am /y =1.0 (Fig. 12), but
we regard such a value of Am /¥ as an optimistic overesti-
mate. On the other hand, for B;—7°Ks or ¢Ks, where

1.0
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FIG. 6. Time distribution of By (1)—>D% and
B ony(t)>D% decays in the CP-conserving case ImA
=ImA=0. Here we have assumed Am /y =1 and | x |2=9, as

representative set of parameters in Eqgs. (14).

2 I.0
[ =
=
D
‘— >
S5 0.5
ot
=
o
™
*+
[ ~=4
=
D
- =
@ S
byt
0
o
t (lifetime units)
—_ VRN
;g |.O"‘/ \
o
s}
(5]
-— >
e 8
=
=
o
— 0
1 3 5
t(lifetime units)
FIG. 7. Time distribution of Blpys(t)—>D*m™ s

Bys(t)>D~7*. Dashed curve: Bginy(t)—(D*7=,D%°,
F*K—,...)or BY 4()—(D%,D *m,F*~K*, F7K**,...);
solid curve: BQu(t)—>(D~ 7", D°°%F"K*,...) or
Blohys (1) (D%, D*m, F**K~, F*K*~,...). (a) Am/y=0.5,
() Am/y=1, (c) Am /y=2.
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FIG. 8. Time distribution of BYus(t)—>D*m~ vs
Bpnys(t)>D~wt. Dashed curve:  Bj(t)—>(D*7~,
D’ F*K~,...) or BYm(t)—(D*mF* K*, D°,Dp,
F~K**+,...); solid curve: B S,I,hys(t)—»(D‘n'*,
D% F~K*,...) or  Biu(t)—~(D*mF**K~,D%,Dp,
F*K*=,...). () Am/y=10"2 (b Am/y=5x10"2,
(c) Am /y=0.1.
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FIG. 9. Time distribution of Bl (t)—>D~mt vs
E,O,phys(t)—»D"ﬂ‘, for Am/y=1. Dashed curve: B,‘fphys(t)
—(D~7*, D’ F~K*,...) or B t)—(D°%,D*m,
F**K—,FtK*—,...); solid curve: ﬁgphys(t)—»(D‘*rr‘,
D°z°%F*K~=,...) or Blu(t) —(D%D*mF* K+,
F K**,...).
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FIG. 10. Time distribution of  Byphy(t)>D 7™
vs Bypns(t)>D*m~ for Am/y=0.1. The single curve
corresponds both t0  Bypn(t)—(D~ 7+, D% F-K*,...)
or By phys(t)—>(D*m,D%,Dp,F**K~,F*K*~,...) and to
ﬁd,phys(t)->(D+1T_,D01TO,F+K_, ...) or dephys(t)——ﬂﬁ ‘TT,
D%,Dp,F*~K*,F7K**,...).

(@)

we expect Am /y =1, Fig. 12 also describes the anticipat-
ed asymmetry. From Table IV we expect the observation
of an asymmetry in B,—7°Ks to require fewer events
than many of the other processes we discuss. This is be-
cause the expected asymmetry is large, and even though
the branching ratio is likely to be low, the expected detec-
tion efficiency (Table III) is one of the highest for any
two-body final state.
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FIG. 11. Time distribution for CP eigenstates. (a)
Am/y=0.1. Dashed curve: Byun,(t)—>(D*D~,...) or

B pnys(1)— (YK, 8K, ); solid curve: By ppy(t1)—>(D+*D~,...) or
By phys(t)— (YK, 0K ). (b) Am/y=1. Dashed curve:
Bypnys(t)—>(D¥D~,...)  or  Bypmy(t)—>(YK,,¢K;)  or
By pnys(1)— (8K, p°K;, 0K, . . .) or By phys(t)—7"K; solid curve:
Fd'phys(t)*-)(D*'D—, o)) or Bd,phys(t)—*(lllK,,¢Ks) or
B piys( 1) — (K., 0K, 0K, . . ) OF By yut)— 7K,
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FIG. 12. Time distribution of Bfp,(t)>D*7~ vs

Fi’,p;,ys(t)w»D"ﬂ'“r with leptonic tagging, for Am/y=1.
Dashed curve: N([BB];— /o, (D*7™),) [Eq. (35a)]; solid
curve: N([B,B,1;—1d.,(D~w*),) [Eq. (35b)]. (a) £=1,
charge-conjugation even. (b) {= — 1, charge-conjugation odd.

VI. FLAVOR TAGGING

The time-dependent asymmetries we have suggested
measuring require that we know the flavor of the initial
state. We wish to ensure that at t=0 we have a pure B
(=bd or bs) or pure B (=bd or b5). In any hadronic or
electromagnetic process, such a state must be produced in
association with another b-flavored hadron so that
N(b)+N(b)=0. Another possible source of bb pairs is
W —tb, with t—b. (In high-energy hadron reactions,
multiple bb production is possible, and one must be care-
ful to guard against this effect. Kinematic selection may
reduce the background from such processes.)

Let us assume, for definiteness, that we wish to follow
the time evolution of a state which initially contains a b.
In a hadronic or electromagnetic process, this state must
have been produced in association with a . We want to
identify this associated b.

One method suggested previously!® for identifying an
associated b relies on the energetic “primary” lepton [/~
produced in the decay

bocl~ 7, . (32)

The subsequent semileptonic decay of ¢, produced either
in this reaction or in nonleptonic b-—»c transitions, can
produce a “secondary” lepton of the opposite sign, which
can be distinguished from the primary one (at least in
e*e™ interactions near bb threshold) by kinematic selec-
tion. We refer to this method as “leptonic tagging.” We
shall show that serious problems of normalization, detec-

tion efficiency, and quantum-mechanical ambiguities can
affect this method. We shall advocate instead tagﬁing on
the accompanying charged b-flavored meson B, or b-
flavored baryon (A, or A,) as an unambiguous indication
of flavor at t=0.

Let us imagine that an initial b quark (accompanying
the b whose time evolution we wish to follow) is incor-
porated in a hadron. In a time short compared with decay
or mixing times, this b will end up in one of the following
weakly decaying particles:

B —bi, (33a)
B,—bd , (33b)
B,=b5, (33¢c)

or
Ap=bud . (33d)

The B, and B; can evolve into their charge conjugates as
a result of mixing, so that any leptonic tagging will re-
quire an estimate of this effect. In contrast, we can imag-
ine identifying a large fraction (we have assumed 50% in
Table III) of charged-B decays, simply by seeing a short
charged track with proper lifetime 10~'2 s which then de-
cays with the proper kinematics. Full reconstruction of
the charged- B final state will not be necessary, but an esti-
mate of the transverse momentum of the decay products
will avoid contamination from charm or 7 decays. The
decay products of A, will contain a baryon, which we
would hope to distinguish from an antibaryon much of
the time.

To see examples of the care that must be taken when
employing leptonic tagging, let us consider the example of
the decay B, or B to D*7~ (assuming we can eliminate
the B, or B, source of D *7~ by energy-momentum con-
servation). Then a bb final state can give rise to Dt~
through the following routes (as well as others, except
close to threshold in e *e ~ annihilations):

B,B,X (34a)
bb — BB, +(B,B,—— |~ +(D*7™), (34b)
\ B;B, X +(B;B,X (34c)

The factor {= + 1 or —1 denotes the assumed charge-
conjugation eigenvalue of the BB state. Here we integrate
over all times of /™ and look at the number of events of
D*7~ as a function of time. In actual practice the [~
can be identified as coming from a B meson only if it is
produced at a minimum time ¢, after associated bb pro-
duction, where ¢, is determined by the spatial resolution
of the detector for identifying short tracks.!” Thus, the
integration over / ~ times should proceed from ¢, to «.

Problems already occur when we look at the contribu-
tion of (34b) to the I~ (D*#~), final state. The time-
evolved final state corresponding to (34b) may be con-
structed and the time dependence of any ! ~(f), final state
may be evaluated in a manner very similar to that present-
ed above. We integrate over the poorly determined semi-
leptonic (I ~X) decay time from #5>0 to o to obtain the
time dependent rate of f as
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—yltg+0)

N([B,B,—liuf)= | (f | B®)|?| (1~ | B |2£

2y(1+42%)

X {(1423)(1+ | A|?)—cosAm to[(cosAm t —EzsinAm t)( | A |2—1)

+sinAm to[(z cosAm t +EsinAm t)( | A |2 —1)+2ImA(z sinAm t —{ cosAm )]} .

+2ImA(sinAm t +&z cosAm t)]

(35a)

Integrating over /™ times (from ?( to o ) to observe the f time-dependent rate yields

—yltg+1)

N([BB, ;=1 )= | (F1 B || (I*|B%) |2
29(

1422

X {(1422)(1+ | A |?)—cosAm to[(cosAm t —EzsinAm t)( | A |2—1)

+2ImA(sinAm t + £z cosAm t)]

+sinAm to[(z cosAm t +£sinAm t)( | A |2—1)42 ImA(z sinAm t —{cosAm )]} .

We find that this rate (35a) and (35b) depends crucially on
the charge-conjugation eigenvalue {. Because modern
techniques allow us to anticipate vertex resolution of or-
der of t,=~10~'3 s, we display in Fig. (12) the semilepton-
ic tagged rates for 15 =0.

We must know the relative probabilities for states with
=1 in order to evaluate the contribution of (34b) to
any time-dependent asymmetry.!® Moreover, we would
have to know the relative production ratios of
B,B;:B;B:B,B; and the branching ratios of B,,B,—I~
(which can be different for ¢ =d,s,u).

In brief, leptonic flavor tagging does not appear feasible
for measurement of the time-dependent asymmetries of B
mesons suggested here. We must tag on the charged b-
flavored meson (or a b-flavored baryon) to know the fla-
vor of the initial state. We have shown that this can be a
very efficient method.

Note added in proof. When mixing amplitudes are
small, many of the problems associated with leptonic tag-
ging, for example in connection with Eq. (34b), do not ap-
pear to be as serious if one can select decay times ap-
propriately. We intend to study this question further.

VII. A COMMENT ON B;” ASYMMETRIES

The surprisingly long-lived b-flavored mesons
(rg~10~'2 5), which in the spectator model impl
| Vep | <<1, could give rise to exotic CP violation in B
decays. Because the b lifetime is of the same order as the
c lifetime, a B (=bc) could have B;" —m* B, + (neutral
system) as a substantial fraction. This idea could serve as
an alternative B, tagging device. A more interesting
consequence of this exotic decay would be large partial-
rate asymmetries in particular final states. Those asym-
metries, indicative of CP violation, could arise as a result
of the large B,- B, mixing as discussed above. In addition,

(35b)

asymmetries due to final-state strong-interaction phases
can arise, as has been discussed in the literature.!’

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that time-dependent CP-violating ef-
fects can be quite spectacular in the B-B system if any CP
violation can be observed at all for this system. A detec-
tor with fine spatial and time resolution seems ideal for
observing these effects.

The largest asymmetries are found for processes which
are suppressed from the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa
(CKM) standpoint, such as B; (=bs)—D*7~, B,—~D%,
or any decay with the basic quark transition b—#c§ in
the B,-B, complex. The decay B;(=bd)—D*7~ also
seems promising. We find that these asymmetries are ex-
pected to be large enough in the standard three-generation
model to more than compensate for the rarity of the de-
cay. Typically, one will need 10°—107 bb pairs to detect
an asymmetry in these “best cases.” By contrast, the
CKM-favored decays (such as By;—D ~7*) or those for
which the expected asymmetry peaks only for large mix-
ing (such as B;—yKg) are expected to require more
events (~108—10%) in the standard model if an asym-
metry is to be observed. Studies of these more rate-
favored processes, of course, will provide an important
test of the standard model even at reduced levels of statis-
tics, since there is always the potential for surprises.

Note added in proof. It has been pointed out in Refs. 19
and 22 that B;—K~#t occurs both via penguin and
spectator graphs, and can display considerable CP asym-
metry with respect to B;—K 7. Moreover, the K~ 7
final state must have come from B, and not By, so one is
spared the need for independent tagging of the associated
b-flavored particle. Thus, this final state, expected to
occur with a branching ratio® of a few X 10~!5, could
also be promising for CP-violation studies.
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APPENDIX

When dealing with final states that are CP eigenstates,
special care must be taken. Assume for simplicity that
only one weak phase contributes to our decay process.
Then the claim is* that for CP-odd states we obtain —A
(not A) in Tables I and II. For CP-even states we obtain
A.

Proof. Suppose the different strong eigenchannels are
labeled by a. Define

8,

out(f’alB())in:aaei a) (Ala)
ou fra | BOin=ane"", (A1b)
CP|fY=%|f) (A2)

[e.g., if f=vKs we have (—); if f=D*D~ we have
(+)]. Choose the phase convention

CP|B°)=+|B°) . (A3)
Apply CPT onto (Ala) to obtain
d,=xay . (A4)

In the above the + merely reflects whether we deal with
CP-even (+) or CP-odd (—) eigenstates. In reality our
decay may proceed via several strong eigenchannels with
unknown final state strong-interaction phases. Now

G150, Sent I f@dndee
out in_ a

*= out<f 'Bo)in B 20ut<f If)a>outaaei8a

a

(AS)

Now the assumption of only one weak phase enters as
a,=|ag|e™™*, (A6)
where ¥, does not depend on a. Then

—iy, .
te kZOut<f 'f’a>outlaa |elﬁa
a

e_i'/’wk
=0 e T i
e szout<f’fva>out,aa'etaa e
a
(A7)

In essence, x will be a ratio of KM combinations, and, in
the above, the + sign reflects what CP eigenstate we deal
with.

For final states that are not CP eigenstates, i.e.,
D*tg=,D**7~, ..., we have also a sign ambiguity in A.
We will compare the asymmetries arising from B°— P, P,

(for example, D*7~, F*K~, etc.) and B’V P,, where
the vector meson V| is just the excited counterpart of P,
(for example D**+7~, F*+tK ~, etc., respectively). In the
neglect of kinematical considerations we obtain®

x =____<P‘P2|§O>=_x =__—___<V‘P2'§0) (A8)
P\ Py= <P|P2]B0> VP, = <V1P2|BO> ’
which leads to
App,=—Ayp, . (A9)

To show what assumptions are involved, we will discuss
the B;—»D*7~ asymmetry and the B;,—»D*V 7~ one.
As is commonly done?! we define “reduced” amplitudes
a; and @; that do not involve the final-state interactions:

(D*n=,1 |By)=a;(D+)e"™"

(D*7~,1 | By)=a,(Dt)e"™

(D~w+,I |By)=a,(D™)e"™" A1

(D~w+,I |By)=a (D )e"
8, is the (,D) scattering phase shift.

We define

CPT |D)=—|D),

CPT |m)=—|7), ALY
to obtain
CPT | D7~ I )gu=(—D)!*12 | D~7* I, (A12a)
and
CPT | D**i= I )gu=—(—1)+12|D*~g+ I). .

(A12b)

We note, in advance, that the relative minus sign between
Eq. (A12b) and Eq. (A12a) leads to the minus sign in Eq.
(A9). By the CPT theorem we obtain

al(DY)=(—-1*+2%g,(D¥), (A13a)
af(D**)=—(=1)+V2g,(D*¥) . (A13b)
Therefore,
S (Dm0 [By) _ | \r1p @D
(D, 1| By) a(D*) "’
(Al4a)
whereas
— D * —_
xpa. = (D**7,I |By) =_(~1)'+V2a’(D' )
m (D**m~,I|By) a;(D*T)
(A14b)
Assuming
* D—- * Dt—-
a]( ) _ aI( ) (A15)

a;(D*)  a(D*Y)
[which is not guaranteed at all, since P—PP and P— VP
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may have different matrix element structure], we obtain

Apr=—A; pe. > (A16)
resembling Eq. (A9).
We can summarize our result as follows. Equation

(A9) holds naively. However, (a) when kinematical con-
siderations are taken into account and (b) given that the
final state phases can differ for the B°—>P,P, and
B°— VP, decays, then Eq. (A9) will not hold.
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