PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 52, NUMBER 5

1 SEPTEMBER 1995

Spin effects in the radiative b — svg decay of a polarized b quark
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Using the general formalism of structure functions (SF’s), the polarization effects in the rare
radiative decay of polarized b quarks, b — svyg, are analyzed. Parametrizing the matrix element
for the decay b — svg in terms of weak magnetic moments, which describe the transitions b — sy
and b — sg, we find exact expressions for the SF’s which are valid for a wide class of models for
the FCNC’s. We demonstrated that the different asymmetries in this decay are very sensitive to
the model of FCNC’s. The numerical calculations (with and without QCD corrections) show that
asymmetry in b — v(sg) is large in absolute value and its energy dependence is very sensitive to the
choice of model. We also analyze the relative importance of different contributions to the asymmetry

in b — v(sg)-

PACS number(s): 14.65.Fy, 13.25.Hw, 13.40.Hq, 13.88.+¢

I. INTRODUCTION

The b — syg decay, like the simpler decay b — sv,
must be extremely sensitive to the structure of funda-
mental interactions at the electroweak scale. Being a
typical flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC) process,
it does not arise at the tree level in the standard model
(SM), and takes place only at the one-loop level. It is
possible that models beyond the standard model such as
two Higgs doublet models, supersymmetry (SUSY), etc.,
having interesting implications for these decays.

The process b — s+yg is particularly interesting because
its rate is intermediate between the simplest radiative
decay b — s+, and the most of the other FCNC processes
involving leptons, b — sl*!~, or photons, b — sv7.

A deeper theoretical investigation of the radiative B
decays is motivated by the new experimental achieve-
ments in this direction. Recently the CLEO Collab-
oration presented experimental results on the inclusive
B — X, [1] and exclusive B — K*v [2] decays:

B(B = vX,) = (2.32+£0.51 £0.32 £ 0.2) x 107*, (1)

B(B - K*y) = (4.5+1.5+0.9) x 1075 . 2)

An attractive property of the radiative B decays is that
the measurements of the photon energy spectra in their
inclusive and exclusive decays [3] will provide indepen-
dent measurements of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa
(CKM) matrix elements V;, and V4, which can be tested
against the ones measured from B-B mixing.
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From this point of view, investigation of the b — svyg
decay becomes very interesting, since this decay gives a
nontrivial contribution to the photon energy spectrum in
inclusive B — X, decay. For example, the analysis of
(1) yields the following bound for CKM matrix elements
[3,4]:

|Ves|
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at my = 176 GeV [5].

Measurements of only the total branching ratios for the
radiative b decays do not allow one to distinguish between
the SM and the two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) at
mpy = 600 GeV, independently of the accuracy of future
experiments [6]. Thus one must resort to the polarization
effects in different FCNC processes. The simplest ones
are the asymmetries of the polarized b-quark decays, b —
sy and b — svg. It is well known that the b quarks
are produced with 94% polarization at the CERN ete™
collider LEP in ete~ — bb, process at the Z peak (at
sin?0y = 0.2321 £ 0.0004).

Despite the large polarization of the b quark, its mea-
surement is not a simple task. Of course the P-odd lon-
gitudinal b-quark polarization can be measured in the
weak decays of the b quark. But the main new problem
is how the polarization transfer from the heavy quark
produced in Z decay, Z° — bb, to the experimentally ob-
served hadron with nonzero spin [7] takes place. One can
assume that the A baryon, which accounts roughly for
10% of all b hadrons, retains the initial b quark spin, if
produced directly. A naive spin-counting model predicts
a 47-94 % range for the A, polarization in the LEP con-
ditions. Therefore, the measurement of A, polarization
can serve in the analysis of b-quark polarization.

The next problem is the measurement of the A, polar-
ization. But, using the exclusive A, decays, measuring its
degree of polarization is not without problems. Firstly,
the b baryons are best observed inclusively at LEP, via an
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excess of jets containing a hard lepton and a charged (cor-
related) A;. On the contrary, suggestions for measuring
polarization in inclusive semileptonic A, decay use only
the electron spectrum, which is not sufficiently sensitive
to Ap polarization; moreover, the fragmentation uncer-
tainties introduce additional difficulties.

Another possible method is based on the measurement
of the special ratio y = (E.)/(E,) of the average energy
of the produced leptons [8].

But in any case, the b-quark polarization is large and
therefore polarization effects can give new information
about the dynamics of the rare decays. The large b-quark
polarization in eTe™ — Z° — bb allows us to study the
different asymmetries in the decay b — syg. The cor-
responding amplitude for the decay b — svyg is defined
by two different magnetic moments, which correspond to
the transitions b — sy(F2) and b — sg(Fz), and by the
specific form factor of the box diagram (Fig. 1). Both
functions F, and F, depend on the fundamental param-
eters, namely, the top quark mass in the SM, and the
mass of the charged Higgs boson, my and tang = v /v,
[9] (v1 and v are the vacuum expectations values for the
Higgs sector of the 2HDM) in the 2HDM.

Although the polarization effects in b — sy do not de-
pend on the QCD corrections, this is not the case for the
above-mentioned form factors in the decay b — svg. For
example, in SM, QCD corrections increase (in absolute
value) both the photonic F, and the gluonic F> weak
magnetic moments. As a result, the total probability of
the b — svyg is increased essentially [10-16]. And the fi-
nal answer for different observable characteristics of the
decay b — syg depends on the relative values of F, and
F,. Therefore, in the SM the process b — syg contains
additional information. Thus the study of the energy
spectra of produced particles in the different inclusive ex-
periments, such as b — y(sg) and b — g(sy) or b — s(vg)
(where parentheses contain undetected particles), will be
useful. The specific infrared behavior of both possible
pole mechanisms (Fig. 1) of the decay b — svyg, whose
amplitudes are defined by the corresponding magnetic
moments of b — sy and b — sg transitions, indicates the
kinematical regions for the b — syg decay where only one
(F2 or F,) form-factor contribution is important. For in-
termediate values of v or g energies, the box-diagram
contribution and different interference contributions are
essential. Therefore, such regions are interesting for the
determination of the relative signs of different form fac-
tors. Such information has a primary meaning not only
for studying the QCD corrections but also for determin-
ing the correct FCNC model as well.

But the most sensitive observables that are sensitive to
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delicate details of the mechanisms of the decay b — svg
must be those related to the polarization effects. All
polarization effects are important for the reconstruction
(partially or fully) of the complicated spin structure of
the amplitude of the b6 — svyg decay. In principle, the
polarization effects allow us to check the relative contri-
butions of different mechanisms which are predicted in
the framework of the standard short-range calculations.

The simplest, and the cheapest, polarization effects in
the rare b decays are the different asymmetries induced
by the initial b-quark polarization. As mentioned above,
such a situation is realized in the reaction ete~ — bb
at the Z peak. The P-odd longitudinal polarization of
the produced b quarks induces at least two independent
asymmetries, if two particles are detected in the final
state of b — svg. Inclusive decays b — ~(gs) or b —
g(~vs) are characterized by only one asymmetry. We will
show that such asymmetries are P odd, but T even, and
they are the consequence of nonconservation of P parity
in the decay b — syg. The transversal (relative to the
decay plane) b-quark polarization induces P-even, but
T-odd asymmetry in the b — syg decay. For this decay
there are at least three different sources of such T-odd
asymmetry.

The complexity of the various elements of the CKM
matrix.

The complexity of the decay amplitude for ¢ > 4m?2
(t is the square of effective s + g mass, m, is the mass
of ¢ quark) due to the box diagram contribution. From
the general point of view such complexity is a result of
unitarity conditions in the g channel, due to the chain
of transitions: b — sc¢ — sgv.

The effects of final state interaction. The most impor-
tant contribution is due to the strong g + s interaction
(without any threshold).

Note that transversally polarized b quark could be pro-
duced in ete™ — bb reaction at relatively small energies,
for example, in future B factories.

The polarization effects of produced photons in the
unpolarized b — syg decay was studied in [17] and [18].

In this work we study the polarization effects induced
by the longitudinal polarization of the b quark in the
b — svyg decay in the framework of the SM and two
Higgs doublet models [9].

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we write
the amplitude of the b — svg decay in terms of form fac-
tors F(b — sg) and Fy(b — sv), and Q (the contribution
of the box diagram). Both form factors F, and F, are
calculated in the framework of the 2HDM as functions of
mg, my, and tanf. We analyze the effects of the QCD
corrections on the dependences of both form factors F;

FIG. 1. (a) The box diagrams with W and
H exchanges. The flavor-changing photon
and gluon vertices are given by their weak
g magnetic form factors depicted as blobs in

b (Py) W'H S (P2) b H s b b s
uct uct % Z%;
Y g Y
Y (k1) g (k2) + exchange diagrams

(2)

(b) and (c), respectively. The wave (spiral)
line represents photon (gluon).



and F; to these parameters, and compare the predictions
of SM with predictions of those 2HDM. The SF’s which
determine the asymmetries in the polarized b-quark de-
cay (with the detection of two produced particles) are
calculated in Sec. III. The expressions for these SF’s in
terms of the corresponding form factors are valid in the
general case, and do not depend on the FCNC model.
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We obtain the expressions for different asymmetries in
terms of SF’s and discuss the consequences of the radia-
tive zeros [19] in the decay amplitude corresponding to
the massless vector bosons (v or g). The inclusive P-odd
asymmetries for the decays b — ~(gs) or b — g(ys) are
calculated in Sec. IV. Section V contains the discussion
of results and the numerical calculations.

II. MATRIX ELEMENT AND WEAK MAGNETIC FORM FACTORS

The amplitude for the process b — svyg, corresponding to the Feynman diagrams in Fig. 1, can be written in the

form

€gs GF

2r? /2

Aa
VisViseh (k)el* (ka)3(p2) T 5 b(p1)

2, 1 1
Tuu = _51[1 + 2Q(zc)/zc][(k1 - kZ)aeauuﬁ - 'k"l_kz'epouBkZpklaklu + k_lic_zfpayﬁkzpklaka]’YBL

2k2p2

2k2py

- ( 2ps, i 2p1, + Yok
A, (.Pzﬂ_z%km P PR 7 YR L))

2 i
g (M%kh = oua

2k;1p2

2p1;4 + 'Yp’el
2k1p:

(mpR + m,L)) . (4)

Here €,(k;1) is the four-vector of real photon polarization (€ - k; = 0,k2 = 0), €2 is the four-vector of real gluon
polarization (e® - k2 = 0,k2 = 0), A® are the SU(3) Gell-Mann matrices and a = 1,...,8 is the color index. Function
Q(z.) corresponds to the box diagram with a ¢ quark in the internal lines, £, = F$M 4 ﬁ'zzHDM, F, = F5M 4 F2HDM,
and FSM(F5M) and F2HPM(F2HDM) describe weak magnetic moment of the b — sy(b — sg) transition in the SM
and 2HDM models. The functions FSM and F$M were calculated in [4,20,21] and FZHPM and F2HDPM jp [9,10,22):

1/2
Q(z.) = —2arctan?® (a—z—c—;—) , 254,
C

(5)

1 .
Q(z) = —sz +2 In*{1[2}/% + (2. — 4)*/?]} — 2im In[L (222 + (2. — 4)V/?)], 2. > 4

pSM_ T _ 5 e a2
7 = 24z — 1) [6z(3z — 2)Inz + (z — 1)(7 — 5z — 82%)],

52HDM z 2 (oxiax ., Z-1 - on2 'y~ Ny - - s

=24z 17 - —— (7 - 5% — —1)2(2 - 3_
Fy 24(z — 1) [v (21:(33: 2)Inz + 3 (7 — 5z — 8% )) + 200 (2 —1)[2(2—-3Z)InZ + 8% + 5% ]] ,
sM____ % _ 2 _ g

F>Y = 8= 1)4[6:1: Inz+ (z - 1)(z* — 5z — 2)],

FHPM = ——“24(531 757 (v7[62 In& + (& — 1)(3* — 52 = 2)] + 60v/(5 — 1) (-2 ln& — 3 + 45 — 58°)} , (6)

where z. = 2k1k2/m2, z = mZ/m¥,, & =mi/m%; my
is the mass of the charged Higgs boson, which appears in
the 2HDM models.

Note that the complex nature of the form factor Q(z.)
above 2z, = 4 is a result of the unitarity condition for the
decay amplitude in the channel b — s(yg).

In (4) we used the unitarity property of CKM matrices:
namely,

VioVia + Ve Ve, + VsV, = 0. (M

From direct experimental measurement it is known that
the third term in (7) is negligible compared to the second,
yielding

VeV = Vi Vi (8)

We would like to note that the Lagrangian describing
the interaction between the quarks and the charged Higgs
fields has the form [23]

_ [aGr

=\

(muvﬁiLdj t mdv'ﬁiRdj)V,-jH+ + H.c.,

(9)
where m,, and m, are masses of up and down quarks.
In the literature there are two widely used versions of
the 2HDM, known as model I and model II. Model I and
model II can be labeled in the form



2840

v’ = cotB (model I),

—1/v' = cotB (model II). (10)

o

Note that one recovers SM in the limit v = v' = 0.

Therefore, at least two new independent parameters
appear in the general 2HDM model: namely, myg and
tanB. It is important that only these parameters de-
termine, as the tree level, all the phenomenology of the
2HDM scalar sector which is necessary for the physics at
eTe™ and the hadron colliders.

One can see that the matrix element (4) satisfies the
gauge invariance conditions with respect to the photon
and the gluon:

Tuvkip = Tuvka, =0. (11)
Note that expression (4) has an interesting property.
Namely, the resulting amplitude of the decay b — svyg
is determined by the same magnetic transition form fac-
tors which describe the b — sy and b — sg decays. It
is an illustration of the validity of the Low’s low-energy
theorem for a high-energy decay such as b — svyg (see
[22] and [24]).

Note that in Eq. (4) for the amplitude of b — svg
decay we have not included the QCD corrections. The
QCD corrections [10-15] can be described by the effective
Hamiltonian

F
——vbv’;EC-p,Ou
\/5 ¢ tjlj()()

where C;(n) are the Wilson coefficients at some scale 7.
The dominant operators for our problem are O;, Oz, O~,
and Og, where O7 and Og describe the magnetic-moment-
type operators of dimension 6:

Heg = (12)

e _
Oy = T6n2 50, (myR + myL)bF,, ,
gs _ A% a
08 = Wsou,,(mbR + m,,L)-i—me, . (13)

The contribution of the two diagrams associated with
the operator O; vanishes, due to the specific color behav-
ior, i.e., due the proportionality of TrA® — 0. Therefore
in the following, we need only three dominant coefficients,

T. M. ALIEV, N. K. PAK, AND M. P. REKALO

52

Ca(u), C7(p), and Cg(u). The complete leading logarith-
mic calculations for these coefficients lead to the result
(6,12,15]

02 (mb)
C7(7TL1,)

%["7_6/23 + 7712/23]CZ(MW) ,
08/ {Cr(Mw) + §[n*/* — 1]Cs(Mw)}
—0.175C3 (Mw) ,

Cs(mp) = n~ 4/ 23Ce(Mw) — 0.122C3 (Mw) ,

(14)

where 77 = a,(ms)/as(Mw),as = gZ/4n. At the elec-
troweak scale y = Mw, i.e., for n = 1, we have

C, (MW) =1,
Cr(Mw) = Fp = F5M + FZHPM
Cs(Mw) = Fy = F3M 4 p2HDM | (15)

Note that C7(Mw) and Cs(Mw) are model dependent,
but Eq. (14) holds for any model.

Let us now discuss the effect of QCD corrections on
the values of the form factors Fy and F5 in SM and the
two version of the 2HDM for the different values of the
fundamental parameters tan8 and mpg. Since its discov-
ery, the ¢ quark mass has been determined and is now
known [5]. We will use, in our estimates, the central
values of this mass, namely m; = 176 GeV. For the es-
timation of F3 .5 = Cs(myp) and F3 o5 = Cr(msp), we use
the following expression for a,(ms):

127
(33 —2Np)Inm?/A2

o (1 _ 6(153 — 19NF) lnln(mg/Az)) (16)
(33 —2Np)? In(m2/A?)
and Ny = 5,A(5) = 225 MeV. The results of numerical
estimates of all four form factors Fj, l*:'z, F 5, and Fz’eff
are depicted in Figs. 2 and 3.

In SM, QCD corrections increase in absolute value
the photon weak form factor Fz,eff from F, 0.1969
to Fz’eﬂ' = 0.3112 and the gluon form factor F5, from
F; = 0.078 to Fy g = 0.18. From these it follows that

|Fpet| > |F2 et
The behavior of these form factors in the 2HDM de-

as(mp) =

0.00

FIG. 2. The mpy dependence
of the form factors Fi, Fy,
Fzyeff, and Fheqg calculated for
tan 8 = 0.2, m, 176 GeV;
(a) model I and (b) model II.
Here lines 1, 2, 3, and 4 corre-
spond to the Fy, Fa, Fy oq, and
F, g respectively.
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pends on the versions of this model (namely, model I
or model IT) and on the values of the parameters tang3
and mpy. For example, the most interesting predictions
of model I are the following: for the suitable values of
tanB and my all four form factors are positive and their
values are larger than the corresponding values in SM;
the form factors F5, Fz, F3 ¢ and F, ¢ are decreasing
functions of my (at any value of ‘tanf3); the QCD correc-
tions diminish the form factors F, and F, (for all values
of tan@ and mpyg), so Freg < F> and Fz,eﬁ' < Fy; the
relative values of Fy (F2) and ﬁz’eﬂ‘(Fz,eﬂ‘) depend on the
values of mH and tang, for instance Fz,eff > Feq, if
myg < mH and ﬁ‘z off < Fae if mg > mH, where the
mass mY depends on tang, for example, for tang = 0.2,
mY = 300 GeV; all four form factors Fz,Fz,Fz,eﬂr, and
Fz,eﬂ increase monotonically with cotg (for any values of
m H)-

But in the case of model II we have totally different
predictions for these form factors: all four form factors
F,, F3, F; o, and F; g are monotonically increasing

functions of my (for any values of tang); for all val-
J

B(B - X,y) = 6% o] 0.107 + 22X

i m g(r)[1 — 2a2/37f(r)] w2

-1.00 Wn

FIG. 3. cot8 dependence of
the form factors Fz, F, F, Jeffs
and Fr g at m; = 176 GeV,
mp = 700 GeV; (a) model I
and (b) model II.

N
4.00 6.00 8.00 10.00 12.00
Cot B

ues of tan@ all these form factors are negative and sat-
isfy the inequalities |Fjeg| > |Faeq| and |F| > |Fal;
the relative values of F, (F2) and Fz,eg(Fz,ef;) depend on
mpy, at my > 350 GeV, Fy .q(Fae) < F2(F2) and, for
myg < 350 GeV, Fz,eﬁ‘(FZ,eﬁ‘) > 15’2(F2); all four form
factors increase in absolute value with increasing cotg.

These properties of the form factors F; g and F g in-
dicate a strong dependence on the parameters tan3 and
my. Moreover, the inclusion of QCD corrections change
the relative values of different contributions to the am-
plitude of the decay b — svyg. All these must have an
essential influence on the behavior of different polariza-
tion effects in this decay.

What can we say about the mass of myg and tan3? Of
course the experimental results from the ete~ collider
LEP [25] provide the strongest direct limit on the masses
of charged Higgs bosons: mygy > mz/2. The restrictions
on the mpy and tan8 can be obtained from the CLEO
result on B(B, — X,v) (1) and our calculations. Assume
that I'(B;, & X,v) ~ T'(b — sv) + I'(b — svg); so, for
B(B — X,v), we obtain (see also [4])

1
9(r)[1 — 20, /37 f(r)]

0.107{—0.0269a3 + 0.1389a;

+25.66|a2| + 13.27a1a3 + 17.68|as|? 4 0.265} . (17)

Here and in the future we will use the notation a; =
(1 + 2Q/z:), and a3z = Fz offy T =
mc./msp, and functlon g(r) = 1 —8r% + 8r% — 24r%Inr
is the phase volume factor for I'(b — clv;). The function
f(r) accounts for QCD corrections to the semileptonic
(b = clyy) decay, f(r) = 2.51 (see [26]), and the fac-
tor 0.107 is the measured semileptonic branching ratio
B(B — Xlv.) [27]. In (17) the last term in curly brack-
ets proportional to a; corresponds to the box diagram
contribution, and the first two terms describe the inter-
ference terms between box and Figs. 1(b) and 1(c). Using
(1) and (17) we get a restriction on the tang3 dependence
of myg (Fig. 4) From this figure it follows that in model

—“Fz eff; @2 =

[

11 for tanB > 0.22, the restriction to my practically does
not depend on tang.

These limits are almost the same coming from b — sy
[28], are comparable to restrictions coming from Z — bb,
and are stronger than restrictions from b — c¢rv,, Bo— By
mixing, and other FCNC processes [29,30].

III. THE STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS

Because the kinematics of any three-particle decay is
determined by two energies of any pair of produced par-
ticles, the decay probability can be written in the form
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(in the rest frame of decaying b quark)

2 2
=l (18)
dE,dE,  64m3m,

where F., and E, are the energies of v and g, and m, is
the b-quark mass.

Let us establish the dependence of the decay prob-
ability to the b-quark polarization. The polarization
states of the b quark, as any free fermion with four-
momentum p; and mass mp, can be characterized by the
four-pseudovector £; so the density matrix of the b quark
is defined by the standard formula

31 +my) (1 + €vs) - (19)

The moduli square of the decay matrix element can be
written in the form

|M?| = N[X +Y ()], (20)

where N is the normalization factor. Here the overbar
of M? describes the summing over polarizations of final
particles in the decay b — svyg, and summing over color
states of final g and s, with averaging over color states of
initial b quark.

The general expression for Y (linear in &) can be writ-
ten as [31]

Y(€) = & k151(s,t) + € - k2S2(s, 1)
teapysbakipkaypisSs(s;t) (21)

where S;(s,t),i = 1 — 3, are real Lorentz-invariant struc-
ture functions (SF’s), which depend in general on two
independent variables: namely, s = (p; — k;1)? and
t = (p1 —k2)?or z; = %E;L and z, = %9-
ing Eq. (20) the relation ¢ - p; = 0 is used.

The SF’s S;(s,t) and S3(s,t) describe the P-odd but
T-even asymmetries in the decay b — svyg, which are
induced by the components of £ (in the b-rest frame) in
the decay plane. Such asymmetries are nonzero even if
the amplitude for b — syg decay is real.

The structure function Ss(s,t) describes the P-even
and T-odd decay asymmetry which corresponds, in b-
quark rest frame, to the transversal (to the decay plane)
polarization of b quarks with a resulting correlation
5 ck x g, where k and ¢ are three-momenta of v and
g. Such asymmetry can appear only in the kinematical
region where the decay amplitude contains an imaginary
part. For example, the box diagram [Fig. 1(c)] introduces
a nonzero imaginary part in the corresponding contribu-
tion in the region with s +t > m2 + m2 — 4m2.

Let us connect the SF’s S; and S; with the decay asym-
metries which are induced by the definite components of
5 along or normal to the three-momenta of the final par-
ticles. If the photon is produced along the b-quark spin
direction then the corresponding asymmetry can be writ-
ten in the form

AK ~ E, S + Egcos 0,452

In deriv-

= Tzi(msl 4y cosb,,5;) , (22)
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where we introduce the following dimensionless variables:
z =2E,/mp, y =2Eg/mp, z =2E,/mp, c+y+ 2z = 2,
s =m2(1 —z), and t = mZ(1 — y), and 6.4 is the angle
between three-momenta of v and g.

Any asymmetry in b — syg decay is defined by the
ratio

_ M@ - M (=8P
M+ M@

Therefore the function X in (20) corresponds to the SF
characterizing the decay of the unpolarized b quark.

If the photon in the decay b — s+vg is produced nor-
mally to the spin direction of the b quark, then only S,
contributes to the corresponding asymmetry

A

(23)

A ~ B, sinf.,S; = Xy sin,, S, 24
L g Y9 2 Y9

with the same coefficient of proportionality. The angle
cosf.,g is determined by

A—z—

Y=1+2, (25)
zy

1—
cosfyg =142
where A =m?/mand p=(1- A —z —y)/zy.
Similarly if the gluon is produced along (or normal)
to the spin direction of the b quark, the corresponding
asymmetries are defined by the combinations of S;(z,y)

and S(z,y):
Aﬁ ~ E,cos0,,51 + EyS,

= 229 (x +2p)S1 +yS2],

A ~ E,sin8,,S81 = mpzy/—p(1 + p)S1 . (26)

For completeness, let us find the combinations of the
§; and Sz which determine the asymmetries A5 and Aﬁ

of s-quark production along (||) or normal (L) to the
b-quark spin directions:

Aﬁ ~ E,cos0,,51 + Egcosfy,S; ,
A% ~ E,sinf,,5, + E4sinb,,S; , (27)

where 0., and 6,4, are the angles between «y and s, and g
and s, which are determined by the formulas

zz+2(1+ A —x —2)

cosf.,, = ,
i ovV7 — A
2(1 -y —
cosby, = y2+20+A-y—2) . (28)

yV22 —4A

Using these formulas it is easy to calculate any exclusive
asymmetry in the decay of the polarized b quark, b —
svg.

To describe the kinematics of the decay b — svg, it
is convenient in some cases to change the set of inde-
pendent kinematical variables. Namely, instead of two
energies E, and E, we can use some angle between the
corresponding three-momenta and one of the energies E.,
or Eg, d’T'/dE.d cos,g or d°T'/dE4d cos.y. It is easy to
obtain the relations
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sz - d21" mb(mb - Z.E.Y)E‘.y
dE.,d cosf,,  dE.dEz 2[my — E,(1 — cosf.4)]2
mpE, (mb —2E,)

£#T  dT
dEyd cosf,, dE dEg 2[mg — Eg(1 — cos6,4)]2
(29)

The gluon energy must be eliminated from the right-
hand side of Eq. (29) with the help of the relation

mbEb(mb - 2E-y)

By = 2[mp — Eg(1 — cosf.g)]

(30)

In a similar manner one can obtain the relations

d2r dr —2mE, +m?

dE.d cos0,,  dE,dE, 171 (mb——E F 17 cosb)?
(31)

d3
EE

/(5 k151 + & -k282)8(p1 — p2 — k1 —

because £ - p; = 0.

= €alP1aY1(t) + k2aY2(t)] =
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where on the right side the photon energy must be elim-
inated with the help of the relation

(mp — Es)z —p?

By = 2(mp — E,s + |p] cos0.s) ’

(32)

where 7 is the three-momentum of the s quark. Note
that the zero in the denominator at cosf,, = —1 is com-
pensated by the corresponding zero in the numerator, so
E,(cosbys = —1) = mp — E, + |P.

The formalism of SF’s allows us to analyze the inclu-
sive decays of the polarized b quark with the detection
of only one particle in the final state. In this case the
dependence of the decay probability on the transversal b
polarizations disappears and such (inclusive) decay asym-
metries depend on SF’s S; and S only.

So, for example, the spin-dependent contribution to
the gluon spectrum is determined by the integral

6 . kzlfz(t),t = (kl i kz)z (33)

The function Y;(¢), which characterizes the asymmetry of the ¢ distribution in the decay b — sgy (more exactly
the correlation of type £4,q is the three-momentum of the gluon), can be calculated using the formula

Ya(t) = 3;1 [+(y) dz [1 <m+21_—A;i_—y) Sy (z,y) + Sz(:c,y)] , (34)

- () y

where the limits of integration are

zi(y) =1- 1

fy, r_(yy=1-A-y. (35)

The contributions to Y3(t), which is proportional to aZ, a%, and azas, can be calculated analytically without any
problems, but the contributions of the other possible three terms (which are proportional to a2, ajaz, and ajaz) can

be calculated only numerically.

However, for the calculation of the spin-dependent contribution to the s-quark energy spectrum, b — svyg, the
exact expression for the form factor Q(u),u = (k1 + k2)? is not needed, and all the integrations can be computed

analytically:
d3k; d® kz

/5(1’1 —pz— k1 — kz)

(5 k1S1 + & - k282) = €a[p2aPi(u) + praPa(u)] =

E ~p2P1('u,) . (36)

For the SF P;(u) which characterizes the longitudinal (P-odd) asymmetry of the type f - P, one gets the integral

(—52 + (81— S2)

us+m§(u+s)—m§—mf(s—m§)> (37)

(v —m2 — m2)2 — 4mZm?

—27 e+
Py(u) = V(= mZ —m2)? — am2m? [—(u) @
z+(“)
\/_Tiﬁfc (w) (_Sz HE
where

zz2+2(1+ A —z —2)
4A ’

mi +m
s1(u) = —2

Y- \/(mb +m2 —u)2 —4m2m2, zi(z)=1-% :I: Vz2 —4A. (38)

These integration limits are simplified considerably in the limit A — 0:

2
mb—u:t

£ =7 2

, 0<s<mi—u. (39)
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Let us also write, for completeness, the spin-dependent contribution to the photon spectrum in the decay b — svg.

In this case it is necessary to calculate the integral

dzkz d3p2 _
E, E,

/ € - k3 S20(py — pa — k1 — k2)

€alk1aQ1(S) + P1aQ2(s)] = (€ - k1)Q1(s) - (40)

The SF Q:(s), which depends on one invariant variable only, is determined by the expression

-2 t+(s) t —m?
= d 2 4 om? ) Sa(t
Q)= g [, (im0 ) sa0
2 [¥+ () 1-A—-z—y
S S w (v R ) s (1)

where t (s) = mZ + m2 — s,t_ = mgﬂsi and yi(z)=1—-A/l1—z,y_(z)=1—- A —=.
The resulting asymmetry of the decay b — ~ysg, with the detection of a photon only, would be determined by the

following combinations of SF’s:

£k (Ql(s)+s_m
b

—(8)

ti(s) y+ ()
=l 2 / dtSI(s7t)) =&k (Ql(m) + %7{/ dysl(w’y)> . (42)
t Y

—(z)

Using the matrix element (4) we can obtain now the expression for the SF’s S;(x,y) in terms of the form factors F3,
F,, and Q. These expressions must be valid for different possible models of FCNC’s, such as the SM or 2HDM.

After summing over polarizations of final particles in b — svg decay, and averaging over the color states of the
initial b quark, and summing over the color states of final s quark and gluon, we can obtain the following expressions
for the SF’s S;,...,S3 in terms of dimensionless variables x and y (which are valid in the limit A = 0):

§1(2,y) = mi{lazl® + 2aslP(@ +y — 1oy — o+ 1) /2*(y — 1)

+2las*(z +y - 12—y +9?)/y*(z - 1)

+Reaza; (—2z + 2zy + y*> — 2y +2)/(y — 1)z

+2Rearas(z +y —1)(2 — 2z + zy + zy® — y?) /zy(1 — z)(1 — y)

+Reazaz(—2 + 2z + zy) /(z — 1)y}, (43)
S2(z,y) = mp{laz|* + 2a|*(z +y — 1)(2 -z +27)/2°(y - 1)

+2|as)*(z +y — 1)(zy — y + 1)/y*(z — 1) + Rearaz(zy + 2y — 2)/x(y — 1)

+2Reasas(z +y —1)(2 — 2y + zy — 2% + 2%y) /zy(1 — z)(1 — y)

+Reazas(z® + 2zy — 2z — 2y + 2)/y(z — 1)},

2 -z 2—y

Ss(z,y) = 2mplma, ( as +

y(z —1)

From these expressions one can see that the SF’s Sy (z, y)
and S2(z,y) contain all of the six possible contributions,
which are induced by three different Feynman diagrams
in Fig. 1: namely, three moduli squares and three inter-
ference terms. Each such contribution does not depend
on the choice of gauge for the photon or gluon polar-
ization vectors, because the contribution of each Feyn-
man diagram satisfies the gauge invariance conditions
separately. Nonzero contributions of each Feynman di-
gram to P-odd SF’s Si(z,y) and S»(x,y) are connected
with the P-invariant violation for each mechanism of the
b — svg decay. The three contributions to SF’s Si(z,y)
and S2(z,y), which are proportional to a?, a%, and a;as,
go to zero along the line # + y = 1. This line is a part
of the border of physical region for b — syg decay which
corresponds to the production of v and g with parallel
three-momenta (collinear kinematics). Such behavior is

2y — 1)‘“) '

the manifestation of the general properties of amplitudes
for the process involving gauge bosons with zero mass,
namely, a photon or (and) gluon, a phenomena which is
known as radiative zeros [19].

The T-odd SF S3(z,y) contains the contributions of
two specific interference terms: namely, a;Ima, and
azIma;. We can separate these contributions studying
the behavior of the structure functions in the two lim-
iting kinematical regions: namely, z — O(y — 1) and
z— 1(y = 0).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We discuss here the results of numerical calculation
for the asymmetries in the radiative decay of polarized b
quark. For definiteness we choose the z behavior of the
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asymmetry of the process b — y(sg) with the detection
of photon only. We hope that the results for such an
asymmetry will be illustrative enough and will demon-
strate the main properties of the polarization effects in
the decay b — svg.

Let us define the corresponding asymmetry with the
help of the expression

dr _
dzdcosf

where 0 is the angle between spin direction of the b quark

fo(z)[1 + Py cos0A(z)] (44)

I1 ((E)

A(z) = To(@) ,

y* ()
IO(:E) 2/ dyXo(l" y) ’
y—(x)

+

max [Y(

Il(w)'_—_—‘z?‘“/(
v

—(x)

where y_(z) =1—- A —z,andy; =1—A/(1 —z) and
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and the three-momentum of the photon, and P, is degree
of b-quark polarization. If b quarks are produced in the
reaction ete™ — Z° — bb, then 6 is the angle between
the three-momenta of b quark and . The matrix ele-
ment square for the b — syg decay, summing over the
polarization of produced particles, is written in the form

IM?| = Xo(z,y) + € - k1 X1(2,y) + € - k2 Xo(2, )
+eapyslakipkayp15 X3(z,y) . (45)

Then the decay asymmetry A(z) can be written as

(46)

<)
dy (Xl(x,y) + +%[2(1 —z—y)+ wy]Xz(w,y)) ,

Xo(z,y) = —mp{laz|*(z +y — 2) + |aa|*(z +y — 1)(22°y — 2® —zy —z + 2)/2®(y — 1)
+las*(z +y - 1)(22y® — 2y — y* — y + 2)/y*(z — 1) + Reazas(z +y — 1)(2z + y)/2z
+Reajaz(z +y — 1)(42%y® + 52%y — 322 + 5zy® — 6zy + = — 3y? +y + 2)/2zy(1 — z)(1 — y)

+Reazasz(z+y—1)}.

Let us also recall that the quantities X;(z,y),?z = 1, 3, are
proportional to the corresponding structure functions S;.

Any asymmetry in the decay b — svyg does not depend
on the concrete values of CKM matrix elements. This is
not an exact statement, however; its accuracy is same as
the unitarity relation (9). This behavior of asymmetries
is different from the differential decay probability where
absolute values are very sensitive to the definite product
of CKM matrix elements. On the contrary, all asymme-
tries which could be expressed as the ratios of the matrix
element squares (with different b-quark spin orientations)
are sensitive to other fundamental parameters such as m;
(in SM) or my and tang.

For numerical calculations we use my = 5 GeV, m. =
1.35 GeV; for the top quark mass we use the central ex-
perimental value, namely, m; = 176 GeV [5].

Numerical results for A(z) which are obtained in the
SM and in two versions of 2HDM (model I and model
IT) are presented in Figs. 5-10. Let us mention the most
interesting peculiarities of these calculations.

The predicted asymmetry A(z) is large in the absolute
value and is characterized by strong z dependence. The
asymmetry A(z) is negative for small z,z < 0.25, and
positive in the large part of physical region. This is a
global property of A(z) valid for both SM and the 2HDM
(with and without QCD corrections).

The form of z dependence of A(zx), and its absolute

values depend strongly on the model of FCNC, and on
QCD corrections.

In SM (Fig. 5), the QCD corrections change the form
of energy dependence of the asymmetry. Moreover, the
point in z variable where the asymmetry A(z) changes
its sign is particularly sensitive to the QCD corrections:
without QCD corrections the asymmetry changes sign at
x ~ 0.25, but with QCD corrections this point is shifted
to £ ~ 0.4. It is interesting that the exact position of
this point depends on the mass m;. This property could
be useful for more precise determination of m;, because
from the experimental point of view such points are very
attractive.

Model II of 2HDM predicts an = dependence of A(x)
which is very similar to the SM case, with and with-
out QCD corrections. The predicted behavior of A(z) in
model II is characterized by the weak dependence on the
parameters as my and tang (Figs. 6 and 7).

Model I of the 2HDM is characterized by the strong
dependence on the parameters my and tanf (Fig. 8).
From this figure we see that A(z) is very sensitive to mg.
This is true for A(z) with and without QCD corrections.

To understand the relative role of the contributions
of different mechanisms in the resulting behavior of in-
clusive asymmetry A(z), we have calculated the x de-
pendence of all six terms in A(z) (Figs. 9 and 10). We
limit ourselves to the SM only (m; = 176 GeV). The
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FIG. 4. Limit for the charged Higgs boson mass as a func-
tion of tan@ in the 2HDM. Here solid and dashed lines corre-
spond to model I and model II, respectively.
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FIG. 5. The = dependence of the asymmetry A(z) calcu-
lated in the framework of the SM, where solid and dashed
lines correspond to without QCD corrections and with QCD
corrections, respectively.
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FIG. 6. The z dependence
of the asymmetry A(z) calcu-
lated in the framework of model
II of 2HDM for m, = 176
GeV and tan8 = 0.7 (a) with-
out QCD corrections and (b)
with QCD corrections. The
solid, long-dash, and short-dash
lines correspond to mpy values
300, 500, and 1000 GeV, respec-
tively.

FIG. 7. The same as in
Fig. 6, but for tang = 2.
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FIG. 8. The z dependence of
the asymmetry A(z) calculated
in the framework of model I of
the 2HDM for m; = 176 GeV
and tang = 2 (a) without QCD
corrections and (b) with QCD
corrections. The notation is as
in Fig. 6.
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different curves are noted by a;a;(¢,5 = 1,2,3). These
calculations are based on Eq. (46) with full denominators
Io(z), but the numerator for each curve contains only one
term, proportional to a;a;. In other words, the a2, a2,
and a2 curves characterize the contribution of one possi-
ble mechanism only, and the a;a2, a;as, and azaz curves
characterize the contributions of the corresponding inter-
ference term of different mechanisms.

From the analysis of these figures, we deduce the fol-
lowing conclusions.

All six possible contributions to A(z) are essential
for formation of resulting asymmetry (with and without
QCD corrections).

The contribution proportional to a? is always negative,
and has a minimum at = 0.16. This contribution is
small for z > 0.55, and behavior with and without QCD
correction is similar.
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X

FIG. 9. The = dependence of different contributions to the
asymmetry A(x) calculated in the framework of the SM for
m¢ = 176 GeV without QCD corrections.

The contribution proportional to a2 is always positive
and is characterized by the strong dependence to the
QCD corrections. This contribution is decisive for the
behavior of A(x) in the region z > 0.25. The negative
values of A(z) are determined by the a? contribution.

The interference contributions which are proportional
to ajas, aza;, and asay are positive in the full z region;
the location of the a;as; minimum and its value at the
maximum depend essentially on the QCD corrections.
QCD corrections increase the depth of this maximum and
change its position, from z = 0.3 (without QCD) to = ~
0.45 (with QCD).

The change of the sign of the asymmetry is mainly due
to the relative contributions of terms proportional to a?
and a}; when the term proportional a? dominates, then
the asymmetry is positive and when a? term dominates,
the asymmetry has a negative sign.
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FIG. 10. The same as in Fig. 9, but with QCD corrections.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

We analyzed the polarization effects in the decay b —
svg induced by the polarization of the initial b quark.
In the general case with the detection of two produced
particles, such effects are characterized by three inde-
pendent structure functions. Two SF’s determine the
P-odd and T-even decay asymmetries, which are due to
the components of b-quark polarization vector in the de-
cay plane, and one SF determines the P-even but T-odd
decay asymmetry when the vector polarization of b quark
is orthogonal to the decay plane. For the inclusive de-
cay such as b — (sg) or b = g(svy) with detection of one
particle only, there is one P-odd asymmetry induced by
the longitudinal polarization of the decaying quark. The
calculation of all these asymmetries is very timely now,
because the b quarks, which are copiously produced at
LEP through the reaction ete~™ — Z° — bb must have
very large polarization, ~ 94%.

It is shown that the decay amplitude is described in
terms of the three form factors Fj o, F3 eqr, and @, and
this statement is model independent, with and without
QCD corrections, since QCD corrections do not change
the spin structure of the decay amplitude. But it is im-
portant to note that the relative role of different contri-
butions to the total matrix element change essentially,
when QCD corrections are taken into account.

As a result, the different asymmetries in the decay
of polarized b quarks, b — svyg, are very sensitive to

T. M. ALIEV, N. K. PAK, AND M. P. REKALO 52

the following important ingredients of any description of
FCNC: QCD corrections; choice of FCNC model; the
concrete values of the corresponding fundamental param-
eters, such as m; in SM, or my, tan@ in any version of
the 2HDM.

We illustrated all this in the example of decay asymme-
try of b — ~y(sg), calculating the photon energy depen-
dence of inclusive asymmetry in the framework of the SM
and two popular versions of the 2HDM. The calculations
(with and without QCD corrections) have shown that
this asymmetry is large in absolute value. The asymme-
try is characterized by a strong E, dependence, which
is very sensitive to QCD corrections, on the particular
model of FCNC and on the version of 2HDM.

We analyzed the relative importance of different con-
tributions to this asymmetry to possible mechanisms of
the decay b — syg, demonstrating the effectiveness of fu-
ture polarization effects for determination not only of the
absolute values of such fundamental FCNC characteris-
tics as the form factors F> and F5, but their relative sign
also. Of course, similar information must be significant
for the search of the correct model of FCNC.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

We are grateful to E. O. Iltan for his assistance and
discussion.

[1] T. Browder, K. Honscheid, and S. Playfer, in B Decays,
edited by S. Stone, 2nd ed. (World Scientific, Singapore,
1994).

[2] CLEO Collaboration, R. Ammar et al., Phys. Rev. Lett.
71, 674 (1993).

[3] A. Ali and C. Greub, Z. Phys. C 49, 431 (1991); Phys.
Lett. B 259, 182 (1991).

[4] A. Ali, Report No. CERN-TH 7054/93, 1993 (unpub-
lished); A. Ali, G. F. Giudice, and T. Mannel, Report
No. CERN-TH7346/94, 1994 (unpublished); A. Ali, C.
Greub, and T. Mannel, in B-Physics Working Group
Report, Proceedings of the ECFA Workshop, Hamburg,
Germany, 1993, edited by R. Aleksan and A. Ali (ECFA,
Hamburg, 1993), p. 155.

[5] CDF Collaboration, F. Abe et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 74,
2626 (1995).

[6] A.J. Buras, M. Misiak, M. Munz, and S. Pokorski, Nucl.
Phys. B423, 349 (1994).

[7] F. E. Close, J. Korner, R. J. N. Phillips, and D. J. Sum-
mers, J. Phys. G 18, 1916 (1992); J. G. Korner and M.
Kramer, Phys. Lett. B 275, 495 (1992); T. Mannel and
G. A. Schuler, ibid. 279, 194 (1992); G. Altarelli and B.
Mele, ibid. 299, 345 (1993); J. F. Amundson, J. L. Ros-
ner, M. Worah, and M. B. Wise, Phys. Rev. D 47, 1260
(1993).

[8] G. Bonvicini and L. Randall, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 392
(1994).

[9] T. G. Rizzo, Phys. Rev. D 38, 820 (1988); W. S. Hou and
R. S. Willey, Phys. Lett. B 202, 591 (1988); C. Q. Geng

and J. N. Ng, Phys. Rev. D 38, 2857 (1989); V. Barger,
J. L. Hewett, and K. J. N. Phillips, ibid. 41, 3421 (1990).

[10] B. Grinstein, R. Springer, and M. B. Wise, Nucl. Phys.
B339, 269 (1990).

[11] R. Grigjanis, P. J. O’Donnell, M. Sutherland, and H.
Navelet, Phys. Lett. B 213, 355 (1988); 286, 413(E)
(1992).

[12] G. Cella, G. Curci, G. Ricciardi, and A. Vicere, Phys.
Lett. B 315, 403 (1994).

[13] M. Misiak, Phys. Lett. B 269, 161 (1991); Nucl. Phys.
B393, 23 (1993).

[14] K. Adel and Y. P. Yao, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 8, 1679
(1993).

[15] M. Ciuchini, E. Franco, G. Martinelli, L. Reina, and
Silvestrini, Phys. Lett. B 316, 127 (1993); Nucl. Phys.
B415, 403 (1994).

[16] A. Ali and C. Greub, Phys. Lett. B 293, 191 (1992).

[17] Jiang Lia and York-Peng Yao, Phys. Rev. D 42, 1485
(1990).

(18] T. M. Aliev, N. K. Pak, and M. P. Rekalo, Z. Phys. C
(to be published).

[19] R. Brown, D. Sahdev, and K. Mikaelian, Phys. Rev. D 20
1164 (1979); M. Samuel and D. Sahdev, Phys. Rev. Lett.
43, 746 (1979); Zhu Dongpey, Phys. Rev. D 22, 2266
(1980); C. J. Goebel, F. Halzen, and I. P. Leveille, ibid.
23, 2682 (1981); S. J. Brodsky and R. W. Brown, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 49, 966 (1982); R. W. Brown, K. L. Kowalski,
and S. J. Brodsky, Phys. Rev. D 28, 624 (1983); M. A.
Samuel, tbid. 27, 2724 (1983).



52 SPIN EFFECTS IN THE RADIATIVE b—syg DECAY OF A ... 2849

[20] T. Inami and C. S. Lim, Prog. Theor. Phys. 65, 297 (26] E. Bagan et al., Phys. Lett. B 342, 362 (1995).

(1981). [27] Particle Data Group, L. Montanet et al., Phys. Rev. D.
[21] H. Simma and D. Weyler, Nucl. Phys. B344, 283 (1990). 50, 1173 (1994).
[22] T. M. Aliev and G. Turan, Phys. Rev. D 48, 1176 (1993). [28] J. L. Hewett, Phys. Lett. 70, 1045 (1993); V. Barger, V.
[23] L. E. Abbott, P. Sikivie, and M. B. Wise, Phys. Rev. D S. Berger, and R. J. N. Phillips, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70,
21, 1393 (1980). 1368 (1993).
[24] G. L. Lin, J. Liu, and Y. P. Yao, Phys. Rev. D 42, 2314 [29] P. Krawczyk and S. Pokorski, Phys. Lett. 60, 182 (1988);
(1990). G. Isidori, Phys. Lett. B 298, 409 (1993).
[25] ALEPH Collaboration, D. Decamp et al., Phys. Lett. B [30] A. J. Buras, P. Krawczyk, M. E. Lautenbacker, and C.
241, 623 (1990); ¢bid. 241, 449 (1990); L3 Collaboration, Salazar, Nucl. Phys. B337, 284 (1990).
B. Adeva et al., ibid. 252, 511 (1990); OPAL Collabora- [31] M. P. Rekalo, Acta Phys. Polonica B13, 835 (1982).

tion, M. Z. Akrawy et al., ibid. 242, 299 (1990).



