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CP asymmetries for two-body nonleptonic decay of B® and B° into non-CP eigenstates are calcu-
lated using two different methods: (i) the Bauer-Stech-Wirbel factorization method to compute the
decay amplitudes directly; (ii) using B®, B® decay amplitude ratios to avoid the direct computation
of the decay amplitudes. A comparison of the results are made.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The CP asymmetries for two-body nonleptonic decays
of B® and B° have been systematically estimated [1]. As
proved in Ref. [1] (see its Appendix), for CP eigenstates
f the amplitude ratios

¢(=A(B° - f)/AB° - f),
(= A(B°—> f)/A(B° > f)

depend only on Kobayashi-Mashawa (KM) matrix ele-
ments. But if the final state f is not a CP eigenstate,
¢, ¢ are not pure KM factors. In the estimation of CP
asymmetries in Ref. [1], the pure KM factor approxima-
tion for ¢ and ( is also used for non-C P eigenstates, such
as DEn ¥ etc. But how reliable are these estimations? In
this Brief Report, we first compute the CP asymmetries
for the decays of B® and B° into non-CP eigenstates
using the Bauer-Stech-Wirbel factorization method [2].
Then we compare these results with those by using the
amplitude ratios ¢ and ¢. In Sec. II we present all the re-
sults of the two different methods. Section III is devoted
to the discussions and conclusions.

II. COMPUTATION OF THE
PARTIAL-DECAY-RATE ASYMMETRIES

For simplicity of comparison, we consider only inco-
herent BY, B} mesons. For instance, sitting on the Z°
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resonance, bb pairs will be produced in the form of BB,
and BIB}. Here B}, BY are produced incoherently and
observing the charge of B, (B;}) would confirm the de-
cayed neutral meson to be B(BY). In the decays of inco-
herent BY, B} mesons, we can define the CP asymmetry
parameter as

F(Bg,phys(t) - f) - F(Bg,phys(t) - f)

A U= I ) B W o 1y B S W
where
|BS pys (1)) = f ()| BY) + gf_<t)|32> :
(2.2)
1B phya(8)) = 2 £~ ()1 BE) + £+(2)|BY)
|BL) =p|B3) + q|B3) ,
(2.3)
|Bu) =p|B3) — q|By) ,
f:t(t) — %(e_i)‘l't + e—-iAgt) ,
(2.4)

2
ALH=mMLH — §FL,H .

Integrating with time ¢ from zero to infinity we can obtain
the integrated C P asymmetry

Af=/0°° dt as(t) . (2.5)
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Now we first compute the asymmetry parameter Ay in
the Bauer-Stech-Wirbel (BSW) scheme.

We take B — D¥n~ as an example for the purpose
of illustration.

For BY — D~nt, the effective Hamiltonian is [2]

have

(D™ ¥ | Her (0)| By )

= \/— Ve Vuai frarp (D7 [byu(1 — ¥s)c|Bg)  (2.7)
G
Hor = =VaVaa{arbyu(l = 6)ela (@7 (L= 96)dln pere
+az[byu(1 — vs)d]m[ay* (1 — vs)c]a} + Hec. (¥ |ay (1 — v5)d|0) = i frpt
(2.6)
has been used.
Neglecting the contribution of the exchange diagram we Using
J
o m2 — m?2 m2 — m?2
(D~ [byu(1 — v5)c| Bg) = ((pB +pp) — —qu—DQ) Fi(¢*) + =2 =P quFo(¢”) (2.8)
m
and q, = (pB — Pp)u, We finally obtain
(D™ [He (0)|Bg) ~ \/—VJqudszal(mB mp)Fy P (m3) . (2.9)
Similarly we can get
_ . Gr ™
(D™ [Her(0)|Bg) ~ ﬁVubV catfpar(my — mI)Fe™(mb) . (2.10)
Also
<D+W—IH93(0)IBS> f ‘/;dszal(mB i)FOB’"(m%)) )
(2.11)
(DY~ | Hew (0)|Bg) ~ 7—— VadVevifrai(my — mp)FyP(m3) .
The CP asymmetry parameter
apens (t) = (D~ 7 | Heat| B phys ())|* — (D7~ [Hegt| BY phys (1))
" UD=7* [Hear| Bg phys ()12 + (DT~ [Hegt| BY 1y ()2
After the time integration we have
Apoms = — 0.514fr fpm% (m% — m})walm(Vi Via Ve Vs Vi, Vi / Vis Vi) 212)

0.476 f2(m% — m%,)?| Vad

where the values of the form factors are taken from

Ref. [2].
For the KM factors, we use the Wolfenstein
parametrization [3]
Vud Vus Vub
V= ‘/cd ‘/ca ‘/cb
Via Vis Vio
1— 12X A AX3(p—in)
=| =X 1-— %)\2 AX?
AN (1 —p—in) —AN? 1
(2.13)

From the updated fit [4]

A~0.84, A~ 0.22,

VP2 + 1% ~0.36 .

(2.14)

Veo|2(2 + 23) + 0.138 fEmy x| VA Vo |2

The values of p and 1 depend on the top quark mass m;
and fg,(Bp,)!/2. For the purpose of illustration, we take
my ~ 174 GeV, de(BBd)l/z ~ 180 MeV, and [4]

p=-005 7n=0.33. (2.15)
The other parameters are taken as
fr=013 GeV, fx = fp=20.16 GeV ,
mp, =5.28 GeV, mp+ = 1087 MeV , (2.16)

.’1:,1~0.7 .

Substituting all these parameters into Eq. (2.12), we get
the time-integrated C P asymmetry

Ap-n+ = —5.0x 1073 (2.17)
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For the final states involving vector mesons, we use

0] Vi | V) = Avmen(V) (2.18)
and take
Ap. =0.14, X, =0.24. (2.19)

Thus, we can use BSW method to compute the asymme-
tries for different processes. We put all these results in
Table I. Note that for the final state f for which B — f
can occur but B — f cannot, there will be no C P asym-
metry.

In order to compare these results with those by use of
amplitude ratios, we compute the same CP asymmetries
by use of the amplitude ratios as in Ref. [1] but use the
same KM parameters as in BSW method. The results are
presented also in Table I [denoted by the AR (amplitude
ratios) method].

III. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In Table I, we show both the results of the BSW and
AR methods. From that table we can see that, for most of
the processes listed there, the asymmetries of both meth-
ods are very close to each other. For very few processes,
such as f = D~ p™*, there is a large discrepancy, but at
most a factor 2 difference. So on the whole they agree
with each other. At least the order of magnitudes of the
CP asymmetries is reliable. But, if we want to use these
C P asymmetries to make a precision test of the standard
model, it is not good at all. For other purposes, the CP
asymmetries computed by both, the BSW and AR meth-
ods still can be used. We must remind the reader that
we are now talking about the non-C'P eigenstates. If the
final state is a CP eigenstate, the AR method can give a
reliable prediction of the CP asymmetry.

TABLE 1.

281

Asymmetries in the BSW and AR schemes.

Here BSW means the Bauer-Stech-Wirbel method [2], AR

means the amplitude ratio method [1].

Process Az (BSW) A;(AR)
B - D =t —5.0x107° —6.6 x 10~3
D*txn~ —2.6 x 1072 —-3.4x1072
D*xt 9.1 x1073 6.8 x 1073
D p* 2.3x1073 6.8 x 1073
npt 0.24 0.37
D*~ Dt -0.34 -0.25
D-D*t -0.15 -0.26
= D** 4.6 x 1072 3.4x1072
ntp~ 0.48 0.37
D%=° —7.0x 1073 -6.8 x1072
D%y —7.0x 1073 —6.8 x 1073
D/ —7.0x 1073 —6.8 x 1072
D*°xn —6.9x10°2 —6.8 x 1073
D*°q —6.9 %1073 —6.8 x 1073
Dy —6.9x 1073 —6.8 x 1073
D°p° —7.1x1073 —6.8x 1073
DoW° —7.1%x1078 —6.8x 1073
D°x° —3.5x1072 —3.4x%x1072
D%, —3.5x 1072 —3.4x1072
D%’ —3.5x 1072 —-3.4 %1072
D*°x° —3.5 %1072 —3.4x1072
D*%q —-3.5x1072 —-3.4x1072
D*°y' —3.5 x 1072 —3.4x 1072
D°p° —3.6x 1072 —3.4x1072
D%° —3.6 x 1072 —3.4x1072
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