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CP asymmetry, branching ratios, and isospin breaking effects of B — K™y with the perturbative
QCD approach
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The main contribution to the radiative B — K*y mode is from penguin operators which are quantum
corrections. Thus, this mode may be useful in the search for physics beyond the standard model. In this
paper, we compute the branching ratio, direct CP asymmetry, and isospin breaking effects within the
standard model in the framework of perturbative QCD, and discuss how new physics might show up in this

decay.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The large CP violation in B — J/¢K, decay mode
predicted by the standard model with Kobayashi-
Masukawa (KM) scheme has been verified by B factories
at KEK (High Energy Accelerator Research Organization)
and Stanford Linear Accelerator Center (SLAC). The stan-
dard model predicts the CP asymmetries for B — J /K,
and B— @K, to be equal to sin2¢;. However, recent
experimental data from Belle showed that these asymme-
tries differ by nearly 20; the averaged sin2¢, from Belle
and BABAR in B — J/yK, system is sin2¢; = 0.736 *
0.049 [1] and in B— ¢K, decay mode is sin2¢; =
0.06 = 0.33 = 0.09 from Belle [2], and sin2¢; = 0.50 =
0.25%3:97 from BABAR [3]. Experimental error is still large,
so the situation is inconclusive, but if this result continues
to hold, it implies existence of new physics beyond the
standard model.

In this paper, we want to concentrate on the B — K*y
decay mode. The decay mode has a large branching ratio,
so the experimental error on the CP asymmetry has been
getting small and is now down to several percent [4,5].
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CP asymmetry is defined as

_T(B—K*'y) -T(B— K*"y)

A = = > ’
" TB—-K'y) +T(B—KYy)

(D

and in general, theoretical predictions of the CP asymme-
tries depend less on hadronic parameters than those of
branching ratios as many uncertainties cancel in the ratio.
So comparing predictions for CP asymmetries within the
standard model with experimental data may be an effective
way to search for new physics. Many authors have pointed
out for some time, that the CP asymmetry in this mode is
very small. We can easily understand why the asymmetry
is so small. In order to generate CP asymmetry, at least two
amplitudes with nonvanishing relative weak and strong
phases must interfere. This decay is mainly caused by an
07y operator, and other contributions which interfere with
this contribution are small and the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa quark-mixing matrix (CKM) unitary triangle is
crushed, making the CP asymmetry in this decay mode
very small. However, if we were to look for new physics,
we need to be able to give a quantitative estimate of the
standard model contribution to the CP asymmetry. For this
purpose, we include small contributions which interfere
with O7,, including also the long-distance contributions,
for example, B — K*J /iy — K*vy.

Furthermore, the isospin breaking effect A, is also very
interesting because its size and sign are sensitive to the
existence of physics beyond the standard model.

_I'(B°— K") —T'(B* — K*"y)

" T(B°— K) + (BT = K*y)

_ (rp+/7p)Br(B® — K™y) — Br(B" — K""y)

(7p+/7p0)Br(B" — K*y) + Br(B* — K**"y)’

2

In order to test the standard model, we need to know if the

penguin contribution within the standard model can ex-

plain the experimental data. Experiments show Ay, =

+0.012 £ 0.044 = 0.026 in Belle [4] and Ay, = 0.050 =
0.045 = 0.028 £ 0.024 in BABAR [5]. More precise data

Ao+
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will become available in the near future, so the theoretical
prediction of its size and sign of this asymmetry should be
pinned down.

In this paper, we calculate the branching ratio, direct CP
asymmetry, and isospin breaking effects in B — K™y de-
cay mode, based on the standard model. First, we briefly
review the concept of the pQCD in Sec. II, and in Sec. III,
we show the effective Hamiltonian which causes B — K*y
decay. Then we present the factorization formulas for the
B — K"y decay mode in Sec. IV, and in Sec. V, we
mention about the long distance contributions. Next we
will show the numerical results in Sec. VI, and Sec. VII is
our conclusion. Finally in Appendix A, we present a brief
review of pQCD.

I1. OUTLINE OF PQCD

Theoretically, it is easy to analyze the inclusive B meson
decay like B — X,y because we can estimate the decay
width, for example, by inserting the complete set for all
possible intermediate states. The experimental and theo-
retical branching ratio of B — X,y are [6,7]

Br(B — X,y)*P = (3.527539) X 107*
Br(B— X,y)" = (3.57 £ 0.30) X 1074

and this good agreement strongly constraints new physics
parameters. However, inclusive decays are experimentally
difficult to analyze because all B — X,y candidates should
be counted. If we can directly calculate the exclusive decay
mode B — K"y, we ought to obtain many interesting
results to test the standard model or to search for new
physics.

Perturbative QCD is one of the theoretical instrument for
handling the exclusive decay modes. The concept of pQCD
is the factorization between soft and hard dynamics. In
order to physically understand the pQCD approach, we
consider B meson decays into K** meson and vy in the
rest frame of the B meson (Fig. 1). The heavy b quark
which has most of B meson mass is nearly static in this
frame and the other quark, which forms the B° meson

together with the b quark, called the spectator quark,

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. The left figure is no gluon exchange diagram. § and
spectator d are not lines up to form an energetic K* meson. In
order to hadronize K* meson, one gluon with large ¢> should be
exchanged.
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carries momentum of order O(A) = O(My — m,) . This
b quark decays into the light § quark and 7y through the
electromagnetic penguin operator and the decay products
dash away back-to-back, with momentum of O(My/2).
(This process is depicted in Fig. 1(a)). K* meson is
composed of § quark and a spectator quark. In order for
the fast moving § quark and slow moving spectator d quark
to form a K** meson and nothing else, the spectator quark
must be kicked by the gluon, so that the 5 and d quark have
more or less parallel momenta in the direction of K*°. (This
process is depicted in Fig. 1(b)). Since the invariant-mass
square of this gluon is the order of O(AMj), we can treat
this decay process perturbatively.

There is also the diagram shown in Fig. 2. This can also
be computed in the pQCD approach. The diagram can be
cut along the dotted line indicating the presence of the
physical intermediate state. This results in a strong inter-
action phase which can be computed. The direct CP asym-
metry is caused by interfering some amplitudes which have
relative weak and strong phases, and it can be written in the
form proportioning to sin(f,,; — 6,,,) sin(8;; — 8,,): in
short, it depends on both weak and strong phases.

A(B —)f) — Aleiawleiﬁsl + Azeievﬂei‘sxz
A(B —)f) = Aleiiewl eisxl + Azeiiow?.eisﬁ

We can determine the strong phases by using the pQCD
approach, then we can extract the information about the
weak phases and examine the standard model. A more
detailed review for the pQCD approach is in Appendix A.

II1. KINEMATICS FOR B — K*y DECAY MODE

The effective Hamiltonian which induces flavor-

changing b — s transition is given by [8]

Her = %[ > Ve Vis(CL(m) 01 (1) + Co() 0 ()

q=u,c
~VaVie Y Ci(M)Oi(M)i| +he, 3)
i=3—8g
g
1
1
B : K

FIG. 2. Example of annihilation diagram which produces
strong phase through the branch-cut.
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0(1q) = (5:9)v-a(@;b)v-a

04 = (5ibj)v-1> (3,9 v-a
7

e

O =4m

Eia"‘”’(mSPL + mbPR)biF

where Pk = (1 ¥ y3)/2. We define the B meson and the
K* meson momenta P and P, in the light-cone coordi-
nates

0+ 3 0_ .3
p=(p+,p75r)=<p ﬁp ,pﬁp ,(pl,p2)> (5)

within the B meson rest frame as

5 M -
P, = (P}, P, Py) = 75(1, 1,07), (6)
R M R
Py = (P3, Py, Pyy) = 75(0, 1,07), (7)

and photon and the K* meson transverse polarization vec-
tor as

&(x) = (0’ 0 %(11, —i)),
€x-(F) = (0, 0, %(il, —i)), ®)

Throughout this paper, we keep only terms of order rg- in
the computation of the numerator, where rg+ = Mg-/Mp.

The fractions of the momenta which have the spectator
quarks in B and K* mesons are x; = k{ /P{ and x, =
k5 /P5, so the momenta of these spectator quarks are
expressed as follows,

. Mg R
ky = (kb ki Ry) = (—xl, 0, le) ©)
\/E |

0(2[1) = (5:9)v-a(@;b;)y-a
Os = (Eibi)vaZ(C_]ij)VwLA:
q

nvs 08g
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03 = (Eibi)V*AZ(qu/')VfA’
q

06 = (ibj)y-a > (3;q)v+as “)
7

8 -
by ot (mgP + myPp)T{b;Gy,,

- M -
k, = (ki, k5, k =<0,—Bx,k ) 10
2 = (ky, ky, kar) \/52 27 (10)

then the b and s quark momenta are p, = P; — k; and
ps = P, — ko, and we neglect the masses of the light
quarks and identify the b quark mass with the B meson
mass in calculations of the hard scattering amplitudes. The
term proportional to A, = Mz — m, is generated by
higher order effects, so we included this effect in our error
estimate.

From here, we extract the formulas for decay amplitudes
caused by each operators,

M = (PlH 1) = ZES Ve Cu) PO (1)

and they can be decomposed into scalar and pseudoscalar
components as

M= (€ - €)M + i€, €/ M. (12)

IV. FORMULAS

In this section, we want to show the explicit formulas of
the decay amplitudes caused by operators given in Sec. II1.

A. O, contribution
If we define the common factor as
G F €

FO = N Vi V. CpM3, (13)

where Cp is color factor, and &; as V},V/V: V., the
decay amplitude M7, in Fig. 3 can be expressed as follows.

1
M3 = —M = —2FO¢, ﬁ dxdx, ] bydb, bydbydby(xy, b)S,(x) et (17)el =S80 =Sk N C, (1) - [T (32) + e (15)]

X H§“)(A7bz, B;by,B;by)  (t; =max(A7, B;,1/by,1/b,)) (14)

1
M%b) = _M;);b) = —2F(O)§,ﬁ dxldxszldbledbzd’B(xl’b])St(xz)a’s(t7)€[7SB(t7)7SK*(t7)]c7(t7)H§b)(A7bl: Ciby, C1b,y)

X[(1=2x)rge (% (x2) + 9% (x2)) + (1 + x2)ph(x2)] (17 = max(A;, C;,1/by, 1/by)) (15)

H§")(A7bz, B7by, B1by) = Ko(A7Dy)[0(b) — by)Ko(B7b1)1o(B1b,) + 0(by — by)Ky(B7b,3)1y(B4b,)] (16)
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(a) % (b ¥

03 30

d d d d

FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams of electromagnetic penguin opera-
tor O;,, A photon is emitted through the O, operator, and one
hard gluon exchange is needed to form hadrons.

Hgb)(A7b1, Cyby, C1by) = H%“)(A7b1, Cyby, C7by)  (17)

A2 = x;x,M3, B2 = x| M3, C3 =x,M% (18)
Here K, I, are modified Bessel functions which come
|
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from propagator integrations. The meson wave functions
are not calculable because of its nonperturbative feature.
But these are universal since they absorb long-distance
dynamics, so we can use the meson wave functions deter-
mined by some approaches. We use in this paper a model B
meson wave function which is shown to give adequate
form factors for B — K decays [9,10], and K* meson
determined by light-cone QCD sum rule [11,12]. Their
explicit formulas are shown in Appendix B.

B. O3, contribution

Similarly, we can calculate the Og, contributions as
follows. In these cases, a hard gluon is emitted through
the Og, operator and glued to the spectator quark line
(Fig. 4). In the following formulas, Q, expresses the
electric charge of the external quark: Q, = 2/3 and Q,; =
0, =0, =—1/3.

1
MEW — — M@ — —FO¢0, ﬁ) dx,dx f b1dbybydbydy(x, b1)S,(x )y (1g)el 500~ Sk ICy (1) H (Aghs, Byby, Bybs)

X [x) ke (x2) + rgexa (Y. (x2) + P (x2))]

(tg =max(Ag, Bg, 1/by,1/b,)) (19)

1
M = —My = —FO¢,0, ]0 dxdx, f bydbybydby ¢ g(xy, by)S,(xy)ay(tg)el S8 =Sk I Cy (1) HY (Agby, Csby, Csby)

X[=3x2rg (Y. (x2) + p%.(x2)) + (2% — x1) k- (x2)] (25 =max(Ag, Cg, 1/by,1/by)) (20)

1
= —F(O)fthﬁ dx1dx2fb1db1b2db2¢3(x1, b1)S,(xy) ey (tg) el Su18) =Sk 1y (1)

X [—x1k.(xy) + xprge (D% (xy) + ¢?(*(X2))]H§C)( |AZ|b,, Dby, Dgb,)

(s = max(y/|AZ|, Dg, 1/b,, 1/by)) (21)
1
Mg(d) = _F(O)szqﬁ dxldxszldhbzdbz(ﬁle(xpb1)St(xz)as(ts)e[_SB(IS)_SK*(t*)]Cs(fs)
X [6x2rk b (x2) + (2 + x5 — 1)) P (1) JHY" (J|AZ b1, Egby, Egby) (22)

1
M@ = FO¢,0, f dxdx, f bydbybydby ¢ g(xy, by)S,(xy)a(15)el =55 =Sk 1] Cy 15)
0

X2+ xy = x1) P (x5) + 6xy7 qﬁ‘,‘(;k(xz)]Héd)(v|A§2|b1, Egby, Egby) (15 = max(y/|AZ|by, Eg, 1/by, 1/b,))

(23)

Hg(;a)(Asbz, Bgby, Bgby) = Ko(Aghy)[0(b) — by)Ko(Bsb)Iy(Bsby) + (b < by)] (24)
i

Hf(gb)(Aiibl’ Csby, Cgby) = TKO(ASbl)[e(bl - bz)H(()l)(Csbl)Jo(Csbz) + (b < by)] (25)

H(/|A2|b,, Dgb,, Dgb»)

0(A)Ko(IAZ1b2)[0(by — by)Ko(Dghy)Iy(Dsby) + (by < by)]

+0(=AR)iZHY (IAZ16:)[0(51 — b2)Ko(Dsb)Io(Dsb) + (by = by)]  (26)

014013-4
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(a) ™) (a) (b)

Y Y i v

Os, Og,

cou ou u,c

Os, Osy

(c) (d) (©) (d)
R O, O,

v 2

FIG. 4. Feynman diagrams of chromomagnetic penguin opera-
tor Og,. A hard gluon is emitted through the Og, operator and

glued to the spectator quark line. Then a photon is emitted by
bremsstrahlung of external quark lines.

FIG. 5. Feynman diagrams of “Quark line photon emission.”
The charm or up loop go to gluon and attach to the spectator
quark line. A photon is emitted through the external quark lines.

LT
H (J1AR by, Egb, Egby) = 6(AR)i 2 Koly/IAR1b)[6(b1 — b2)Hy (Esbi)o(Egba) + (by = by)]

~ 0-A9) (3 ) gl )0, — b HY (Eb)IEb) + by = b)) @)

A} =xx;M3,  Bi=M3(1+x), Ci=Mi(1—-x;), Af=(x —x)M3 Di;=xM; E}=x,M; (28)

C. Loop contributions

gT“ 2
a — J—
1. Quark line photon emission py (k 8uv ~ Kuky) f dxx(1 — 1)
Next we want to mention about charm and up penguin % [1 +1o g|:mi —x(1 - x)kzﬂ
contributions (Fig. 5). The subtitle like “Quark line photon 2
emission” means that a photon is emitted through the gTﬂ ) 5
external quark lines. We define the ¢ and u loop function - 5 (Kguy — kuk )|:G(m K1) — _} (29)

in order that the b — sg vertex can be expressed as

sy#(1 — y°),,b. It has the gauge invariant form [13]  where k is the gluon momentum and m; is the loop internal
and the explicit formula is as follows, quark mass.

2|5 amdm? 2m? 2 g1 dmi/e
G2, I, 1) = 0(~k%) S §+ e —lnm—2‘+<1 ";)1/
k ! k 1/1 —4m2 /K + 1
2|5 4m? 2m2\ [am?
+ 0k 0(@m? — k)= | 2+ 15 m—2—2 1+ ”;) ™ Jarctan

2715  am2 2 2m2 4m? 1—4mz/k2
O — 4| 2+ m’—lnﬁ+<1 Zj) L tim || G0

2 2
k d 1+ 41— 4m2/i2

The loop function G has the dependence of gluon momentum square of k%. But there is no singularity when we take the
limit of k — 0, so we can neglect k; components of k” in the loop function G.
Then the “Quark line photon emission” contributions can be expressed as follows.

014013-5



M. MATSUMORI, A.I. SANDA, AND Y.-Y KEUM PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 014013 (2005)

a a Q 1 - - * a
Mi( )= Mfi( '= TbF(O)fiﬁ) dxldejbldblbzdb2¢B(x1, by)a,(t,)S,(x))el =582 =Sk (tz)]cz(fz)Hg )(Azbz, Byby, Byb»)

<[ Gt~ 1) = v (0. () = G- (10) (12 = max(ds, By 1/, 1/82) G

O 1 () S
Mfi(h): _Mfi(b): _TF(O)fi/; dxldx2fbldb1b2db2¢3(x1,b])Cz(Iz)as(tz)Sz(xz)e[ Ss(t2) SK'(IZ)]Hgb)(Azbl,Czbl,czbz)

X[ Gl 31 =3 [l (0552 + b )+ Breade ()] (12 =max(, 1/, 1/

(32
Mfi(c) = _Mfi(C) = %F(O)fi ﬁl dxydx, fbldb1b2db2¢3(x1, b1)Co(ty)ay(15)S,(x; ) el Sslt2) =Sy (12)]
X Hy) (JIAZ b, Dby, Dzb»[con,% —AF 1) - ﬂ[w*w;@ (x2) + () = x1 6 (x2)]
(t, = max( |A/22|, Dy, 1/by,1/b,)) (33)
M = SLP0g, [" dvidv, [ bidbibadbsby(i b)Cale) (115 el 5000 S5 VDGR, Exby, Erb
<[ G, =2 1) = rare B0+ ) (52) = (1 = ) (1] + 360 = 5000 (32) (34

0 1 PN
Mfi(d) - _TqF(O)fz‘ﬁ) dxldx2[bldblbzdbz¢3(x1ybl)Cz(fz)as(tz)Sz(xz)e[ Ss(t2) S’(*(IZ)]Hgd)( |[AZ|by, Exby, Exby)

X |:G(m12, —A% 1) — §i|[x2’”1<*[_(1 = 1) @Y% (x) + 3(1 + x2) p%-(x2)] + 3(xs — x1) P (x)]

(t, = max(4/|AZ|, Ey, 1/by, 1/b,)) (35)
|
Hé")( Asby, Boby, Boby) = Hé“)( Agbs, Bgby, Bgb,) 2. Loop line photon emission

Next we consider the “Loop line photon emission™: a
photon is emitted through the ¢ or u loop quark line.

We sum up Fig. 6(a) and 6(b), the b — sgy decay
amplitude is expressed as

HP(Ayby, Cyby, Cyby) = HY (Aghy, Csby, Csb,)

H§C)< |AZ|b,, D2b1,D2b2> =H§C)< |AZ|b,, Dsprsbz)

Héd)( |AZ1b,, Eby, Ezbz> = Hé‘”( |AZ1b,, Egby, E8b2> A(b — sgy) = €, (q)e,(k)5(p")14,b(p), (38)

(36) where vertex function /,,,, is defined as follows [14-16],

A3 =xi Mg, B3 =(1+x)Mj, 14, = Fil(k - 9)€,0p0(q" = k)Y + 4,€,,059" k" Y°
Ci = (1 — x;)M3, A% = (x; — x;)M3, 37 — ku€,,060° k7Y IL + F4[k,€,,569" k7 y°
D3 = x M3 E:=x,M; | + k2 €,0p0q" Y L, (39)
12\/5 1 1—x Xy
F¢ = — T°G d d , 40
! 372 8 Fﬁ) xﬁ ymi2 —2xy(k - q) — k*x(1 — x) (40)
22 1 1-x x(1 —x)
Fe =~ TGy | d d , 41
2 32 8 Ff;) xﬁ) ymiz — 2xy(k - q) — k*x(1 — x) “h

where L = (1 — v°)/2, k is the gluon momentum and ¢ is the photon one. Then the amplitudes can be expressed as
follows:

014013-6
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4 1 I—x 1
M3, = _gF(o)fiﬁ dxfo dyﬁ dxldxthdbld’zz(xbbl)Cz(fz)as(12)6[733(12)7&(*('2)]H2(b1A,bl |B])

xyx,M% — m?

2[xyx2[(1 - 2X2)”K*¢7<*(X2) -1+ 2x1)¢1T<* (xp) + ”KC/”;( (x2)]

+ x(1 = X[ rge (% (x2) + P%.(x2)) + 3xx20 % (x2)]] (42)

4 1 1-x 1
MZ' :§F(O)§iﬁ dxfo dyﬁ) dxldxszldblfﬁg(xl,b1)Cz(fz)as(12)6[75302)4’(*(IZ)JHz(blA,bl lel)xy

1
X, Mg — m7

X [xyxorge ¥ (xp) — (1 + 2x1) k. (x2) + (1 = 2x0)rge % (x2)] + x(1 — X)[X3rge (Y. (x2) + P%.(x2))

(1 = max(A, /|B21, 1/b,))

+ 3x1x ¢ (x2)]]

H,(b1A, biy|B?]) = Ko(b,A) — Ko(b14/|1B?])

= Kolb1A) — i Ho(bry/|B*)) (B2 <0)
(44)

(B*=0)

A2 = X1X2M12;,

2 45)
y m;
B2 — MZ _ M2 + i

1M 1 —xx2 B x(1—x)

In general, it is hard to estimate the u loop contributions
accurately because of the nonperturbative hadronic uncer-

OQ 02

~

d d d d
FIG. 6. The Feynman diagrams of “Loop line photon emis-
sion.” The charm or up loop go to gluon and attach to the

spectator quark line. A photon is emitted by bremsstrahlung of
loop quark line.

v

,

- B2 -

| 1 |
\ f A2 \\ /!

FIG. 7. The energy scale of the loop contribution is ¢ =
max (A, V/|BI%, 1/b,), where A2 is gluon momentum , B? is the
loop momentum, and b, is the transverse interval between the
quark and antiquark pair in the B meson.

(43)

tainties. For k2 < 1 GeV, nonperturbative correction to the
u quark loop shown in Fig. 7 is large and in fact uii pair
may be better represented by resonances. On the other
hand if k2 is large, the perturbative computation is expected
to be reliable.

In the pQCD approach, the factorization energy scale ¢ is
determined at each point of the integration, i.e. for each
point (xj, x5, by, by). Then these variables are integrated
over the entire physical region. So for each point
(x1, x5, by, by), a,(r) can be determined. Thus we can ob-
serve the contribution to the amplitude as a function of
a, (). Figures 8 and 9 show the distribution of «(r) for a
diagram with the ¢ quark loop, and u quark loop, respec-
tively. We can see that the major part of the ¢ loop con-
tribution comes from a perturbative region, on the other
hand u loop contribution includes also a nonperturbative
region. Since M5, and M%), gets considerable contributions
from the nonperturbative region, we introduce 100% theo-
retical error for these amplitudes.

D. Annihilation contributions
1. Tree annihilation

We now discuss the annihilation contributions caused by
O, and O, operators. The diagrams are shown in Fig. 10.
The operators O, O, can be rewritten as

O = (Siup)y—a(ijb)y—n = (5:0)y-alltju;)y_a, (46)

05 = Su)y—a(l;b;)y_s = (5:b))y_aliju;)y_s. (47)

These annihilation contributions are tree processes: no
hard gluons are needed because they are four Fermi inter-
action processes and do not include spectator quarks which
should be line up to form hadrons. However, these contri-
butions are small because it has (V — A) ® (V — A) vertex:
gets chiral suppression, and its’ CKM factor is V;,V,:
O(A?) suppression compared to V5V, and VI V.
Defining a,(r) = C,(t) + C,(¢)/3, the each decay ampli-
tudes are as follows:
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FIG. 8. The horizontal line is a,(f)/7 and the vertical axis is the contribution from each energy region in «; to the total decay
amplitude. The left figure is the real part and right one is imaginary part of the ¢ loop contribution. This figure shows that we can

compute this contribution perturbatively.
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FIG. 9. The horizontal line is a(¢)/7 and the vertical axis is the distribution from the each energy region in a, to the total decay
amplitude. The left figure is the real part and right one is imaginary part of the u loop contribution. This figure shows that
nonperturbative contributions are important, so we can not accurately compute the u loop contribution and have to take into account

the hadronic uncertainty.

346 + 1
MLZS'((J) — M;(a) — _F(O)fu\/—".QTb‘{Kﬂ-rK*f d.X]
B 0

X f bldblaz(ta)St(_xl)e[isB(ta)]

X ¢p(xy, by)Ko(b1A,)

(t, = max(A,, 1/by)) (48)
(a) ™)
~ ~
b 01, 05 ¢ b 01, 05
(c) ()
b Or, 05 s b O, Oy

Y ~

!

FIG. 10. Annihilation diagrams caused by O;, O, operators. In
these cases, no hard gluons are needed because they are four
Fermi interactions and do not include spectator quarks which
should be lined up to form hadrons.

S(b) __ 3\/6st377 1
M2 = _F(O)guwrk* dX2

X ]bzdbzaz(fa)st(xz)e[fsk*(’“)]l'gH(()l)(sza)

X [(2 = x) Py (x2) + x5 (x2)] (49)

346 !
ME®) = F(O)fu%rk*f dXZszdeQZ(ta)
2 0

X 8,6y ) el i 2 ) (b B,)

X [x0%:(x2) + (2 — x2) p%-(x7)]
(ta = maX(Ba’ 1/b2)) (50)

¢ c 3\/6Quf T 1
M3 = e — pog, NVOQ KT ﬁ o,
B
X [bldblaz(ta)St(xl)e[isﬂ(ta)]
X ¢p(xy, b))Ko(b,C,)
(fa = max(Cu, l/bl)) (51)
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36 JBT 1 _ T
My = g OO ﬁ) dx, [ badbyay(1,)S,(x2)el =5 i = HY (oD )1 + 1) (x2) = (1 = x) b (x2)]
B
(52)
3460, fp 1 _ T
Mf(‘” = F(O)fu%rk*ﬁ dx; /bzdeaz(ta)St(xz)e[ SK*(t“)]lEH(()l)(sza)[(l - Xz)d’z*(xz) -1+ xz)fﬁfc«(xz)]
B
(t, = max(D,, 1/b,)) (53)
A= +x)Mz  Bi = (1 —x)Mj, Ci=xMz Dz =x;Mp 54

2. QCD penguin
Next we mention the QCD penguin annihilation caused by O3 ~ Og operators like in Fig. 11. Here we define a4(¢) =
Cu(1) + Cx(1)/3, ag(t) = Ce(r) + Cs(2)/3. O3, O4 have the same expression of O, O, annihilation contributions. Os, O
have a (V — A) ® (V + A) vertex so they have chiral enhancement compared to a (V — A) ® (V — A) vertex, and its CKM
factors are V;,V,;, then its contributions are comparatively large and get main origins for isospin breaking effects.

Mi(a) = Mf(a) = F(O)f 3\/—Qbe 77 [ dx, fb dbyay(t,)S, (Xl)e[ Si(ta)] dxy, b1)Ko(b1A,) (55)

([a = maX(Aa’ l/bl))

3\/—st3 7T

M = FOg T e [y [ badbras()8,(e)el 56 0N T HY (028,12 ~ x2) () + 526 ()] 56)

360, fpm 1 ST
My = _F(O)ftT%J:BrK* fo dx, f badbyay(1,)S,(e)el 5 i H (b, i (1) + (2 = 1) ()]
t, = max(B,, 7
(a ( a 1/b2)) (5 )
c c 3\/_6‘Q f « T 1 _
Mi( )= _Mf( ) = _F(O)fz#rk*[ dx, [bldb]a4(ta)st(xl)e[ S”(t“)]dnz(xl,bl)Ko(blca)
B 0 (58)
(ta = max(Ca, l/bl))
346
M = —FO¢, V60, f 5T de bydbray(1,)S,(xy)el =S¢ Wi Z H (b, D)
AM3 2
X1+ x) 3 (x3) — (1 — x3) % (x7)] (59)
376 1
Mfl)(d) = _F(O)ft \/—Qq‘szﬂ-' rK*f d)C2 /bzdbzd;;(ta)st(Xz)e[iSK*(t“)]iZH((]])(sza)
4My 0 2
X [(1 = x)p%.(x2) — (1 + x)p%.(x2)] (1, = max(D,, 1/b,)) (60)
360, fzm (1 T
s(b) _ Pb) _ sJB IS5 ) (1)
Mg = —Mg ™ = _F(O)ftWﬁ) debedb2(16(ta)St(x2)e (S« (t“)]¢1];*(x2)l§Ho (b,B,) 1)
(t, = max(B,, 1/b,))
3760, fpm (1 T
S(d) _ P(d) _ B —[S .+ . (1)
M6 - _M6 = _F(O)gtﬁ j;) dxszzdb2a6(ta)5t(x2)e [Sk (ta)]¢17;*(X2)l§H0 (bZDa) (62)

(t, = max(D,, 1/b,))
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FIG. 11. Annihilation diagrams caused by O;—Og operators.
QCD penguin annihilations include « in Wilson coefficient, so
they are the same order of all contributions except for O, O,
annihilations.

A(21 = (1 +x)M3,
C% :le%;,

B(21 = (1 — x))M3,

(63)
DZ = )C2M123

V. LONG DISTANCE CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE
PHOTON QUARK COUPLING

Here we want to discuss the long distance contributions.
In order to examine the standard model or search for new
physics indirectly by comparing the experimental data with
the values predicted within the standard model, we have to
take into account these long distance effects: B —
K*(J/y, p, o) — K*7y [17,18] (Fig. 12). It should be noted
that B— DDK* — K*v is small compared to the J/i
intermediate state contribution.

These contributions are caused by O, O, operators, and
the effective Hamiltonian describing these processes is

Hegr = Z VarVy

quc

“(C1()0 (1) + C, (0¥ (1)) + hec.

(64)

If we use the vector-meson-dominance, the B — K*y de-
cay amplitude can be expressed as inserting the complete
set of possible intermediate vector meson states like

g

Y, p,w
b —» S

FIG. 12. Vector-Meson-Dominance contributions mediated by

U, p, 0

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 014013 (2005)

(A) ] 7 (®) _ 7

N
| \ﬁg | gA/ |

u u u u

Q000
Q000

FIG. 13. (A), (B) are factorizable and (C), (D) are nonfactor-
izable contributions to the hadronic matrix element
(K*¢y|Hegr| B).

(K*y|Heg|B) = Z(’)’|A Je |V> 2<VK | Heir| B,

(65)

where V = i, p, . Now we concretely consider the B —
K*¢ — K*vy. Four diagrams contribute to the hadronic
matrix element of (K*i/|H|B) (see Fig. 13), and first of
all, we consider the leading contributions: the factorizable
ones, Figs. 13(A) and 13(B).

A. Factorizable contribution

In this case, the B — )K* decay amplitude can be
factorized as

(WK*|Hor | B) = %vcbv:m(z)wm(l — 9)el0)

X(K*[sy*(1 = y°)b|B), (66)
and the definition of the decay constant is
(W(g) | ey,uc |0y = imygy(q*)ey, (@),  (67)

then the decay amplitude can be written as

G )
M(B — K*§(q)) = 7; Ve Visay (0)imyg,(q?)
€, (@K |5y (1 — y)bIB), (68)

where a,(t) = C,(r) + C,(r)/3. The conversion part of the
¢ meson into photon can be expressed as

(YA, |0y = ——em¢g¢(q ) (69)

then the total amplitude of B — K*y mediated by ¢y meson
can be expressed as follows,
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. . G . 2eg,(0)?
MB— Ky =K'y = Vcbvcsal(t)(%>
X €5, (K*I5y#(1 = )bIB),

(70)

where the real photon momentum is g> = 0. In principle,
we need to include the width of the vector meson in the
propagator and write
! (71
g> — m? + imI”’
but we have (I'y/m,) ~ O(107°) and the effects of the
width can be safely neglected.

The amplitudes for B — K*w — K*7y can be computed
in a similar manner. In this case, (I',,/m,) = 1.0 X 1072
and we can also neglect the width effect in the meson
propagator. Differences with B — K" — K*y are the
value of the decay constant g, (0) and the factor for the
electromagnetic interaction.

G 0)2
M(B— K'0 — K*y) = TgVubV,’jsal(t)Cg%( ) )
X €, (K*|5y*(1 — v°)b|B)

(72)

However in the B — K*p — K™y case, the p resonance

peak is not so sharp, so the propagation of the p meson

generates the strong phase: (I',/m,) = 0.19 and it intro-
V2 2(1 —il'y/m,)

duces = 11° strong phase.
X €, (K*|5y*(1 — v°)b|B).

(73)
|

G 0)2
M(B— K*p — K*y) = —Fvubvzzsal(t)( ¢8,(0)

Gr 2kgy(my)?

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 014013 (2005)

TABLE 1. The coefficients gy, .

1% I'(V—ete )(GeV) my(GeV) 23(GeV?)
J/(1S) 5.26 X 1076 3.097 0.1642
¥(2S) 2.19 X 107° 3.686 0.0814
¥(3770) 0.26 X 107° 3.770 0.0099
¥(4040) 0.75 X 1076 4.040 0.0306
#(4160) 0.77 X 1076 4.160 0.0323
¥(4415) 0.47 X 107° 4415 0.0209
p 7.02 X 1076 0.771 0.0485
1) 0.60 X 107° 0.783 0.0379

In order to estimate these long distance contributions, we
have to know the decay constant gy. The decay constants
are experimentally determined by the V — e* e~ data [1].
The amplitude for V — e* e~ can be expressed as

MV — e*em) = Q?mygv(q®), (74)

where Q expresses the electric charge like that Q = Q.
when V = ¢, 0 = (Q, — Q4)/~2 in V = p case, and in
V = w case, Q = (Q, + Q,)/v/2. Then the decay width
for V— e*e™ decay can be written like

AmQ’0,8v(q°)

I'(V—oete )=
3mv

(75)

and the values of gy are in Table 1.

Furthermore, these decay constants are defined at the
g* = m} energy scale. We need ones at g> = 0, so we have
to extrapolate these decay constants from ¢> = m?, to > =
0. We express gy(0) as gy, (0) = kg (g?) by using suppres-
sion factor «. In the ¢/ cases, we take « =~ 0.4 [17,18], and
in the p, w cases, we take « = 1.0 [19,20] . Then the long
distance contributions mediated by ¢, p, w are

me,)* 8,(m3)?

M(B — K*y) =

Nel V., Ve
al()e< cbVcs 3

V2

+ VubV;:s|:gw(

; |Jentacteya = i) a6

2(1 = il'/m,)

and if we calculate the form factor of (K*|5y*(1 — y°)b|B), the long distance contributions become as follows:

2
MS@ = — pgPA) — 812 FO)
MB
2)2
iy | A
3 6 2(1 —il'/m,)
(t7 = max(A7r B7r l/blr l/bz))

1
[ dxldefbldblbzdbsz)t;(xhbl)Sz(xz)as(17)6[7SB(I7)7S"*(17)]611(17)
0

:|>H§“)(A7b2, Biby, Biby)rg-[ - (x2) + ¢ (x3)]

(77)
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872 1
M® = M—ZF(O)/O dxldx2fb1dblb2db2¢3(xl’ b1)S,(xy)a(ty)el= S8 =Skl (17)
B

g, (m3)?

3
X Hgb)(A7b1, C7by, C1b,)

22
" (502ng(”’1¢) N §u[gw(m%’)2

2
MPE — _ 8

B
8w(m2)? gp(m2)?
* f“[ 6 tano irp/mp)

(t7 = max(A;, Cy, 1/by, 1/b,))

B. Nonfactorizable contribution

Next we estimate the effect of nonfactorizable contribu-
tions to the physical quantity like branching ratio, CP
asymmetry, and isospin breaking effects. In order to do
so in the case of B— K"y — K"y at first, we use the
experimental data on the branching ratio and different
helicity amplitudes for B — J/¢K* decay mode. The
branching ratio is Br(B° — J/¢K*?) = (1.31 = 0.07) X
1073 [1], and the fraction of the transversely polarized
decay width to the total decay width is about I'y/T" ==
0.4 [21-23], then the corresponding transversely polarized
branching ratio amounts to

Br(B — J/YK*); ~5.0 X 1074, (80)

On the other hand, if we compute the branching ratio by
using Eq. (66), we have

Br(B— J/YyK*)y ~2.3 X 1074 (81)
If we assume that the difference between the experimental

value Eq. (80) and our prediction Eq. (81) is due to the
nonfactorizable amplitude, then

nonfactorizableA(B — J/yK*)y
factorizableA(B — J/yK*),

~04. (82

Note however, that B — K™y is dominated by the short
distance amplitudes. The long distance correction from the
factorizable diagram is about 4% of the total decay ampli-
tude. So when we add the nonfactorizable amplitude, the
long distance correction increases to 6% in the total am-
plitude, and 12% in the branching ratio. We have included
these corrections in our numerical estimates given below.

Furthermore, we estimate the effect of the nonfactoriz-
able contribution to the direct CP asymmetry. In general, a
nonfactorized amplitude has a relative strong phase com-
pared to the factorized amplitude. We already know that

6 2(1 — il /m,)

1
WF(O)f dxldefbldblbzdbzd’B(xbbl)Sz(xz)as(f7)e[7s”(t7)75’“(m]al(t7)<§c
0

Duxz + D) ) + ST () — Xy e (1]

(78)

2K8¢/(m2¢)2
3

D[_erk*fﬁ}é*(xz) + PpF(xy) + (xy + 2)rg ¢‘;(*(X2)]H§b)(A7b1, Ciby, C1by)

(79)

\

the nonfactorizable diagram amounts to about 2% to the
short distance amplitude, then we can numerically estimate
the CP asymmetry uncertainty from the nonfactorizable
diagram by introducing the strong phase as a free parame-
ter. We conclude that only less than 10% uncertainty is
generated by the long-distance nonfactorizable amplitude,
and as we will see later, this error is small compared to the
total uncertainty in CP asymmetry from other origins.
Finally, we mention that these long distance contributions
do not generate the isospin breaking effect, the nonfactor-
izable contribution can be neglected in computing the
isospin breaking effects.

In the case of B — K*(p, w) — K*7, we can expect that
the factorized amplitudes are dominant to the total decay
amplitude in B — K*(p, w) by the analogy of B — pp
decay [24], then we can neglect the nonfactorized contri-
bution to the above physical quantities.

C. Another diagram for long distance contributions to
the photon quark coupling

Next we want to consider another contribution with
different topology which exists only in the charged decay
mode like B* — K**y (Fig. 14). If we neglect the non-
factorizable contributions and annihilation contributions,
there are two diagrams that contribute to the hadronic
matrix elements (K** p(w) | Hye | B*). We define the p

or w meson momentum P; = My/~/2(1,0, 6T) and the
spectator quark momentum fraction as x;.

(a) v (b) 5 u

U u u u

FIG. 14. Long-distance effects mediated by p, @ which con-
tribute only to the charged mode.
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M@ — _pPla) — A [
M2

B
1—il'/m, 3

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 014013 (2005)

F(O)fu] dxldx3]b dbbsdbspg(xy, b1)S,(x))a s(t)e[ Sp(1)=5, ()]

i|a2(t)rp[¢;)7(x3) + ¢§(X3)]H§a)(A7b3, B;b, B7bs3)

(t = max(A;, By, 1/by, 1/D3)) (83)
4 1 2 2
s = 4TI pog, [ dxydey [ bydbybadbsdy(xy, b1>s,<x1)as<z>e”s('>W[ 8plm) gw(mw)}
M3 0 1 - lF/mp 3
X ay(D[(x3 + 2)r, ¢8(x3) + L (x3) — x37,$%(x3)1HY (A7by, Crby, C7b3) (84)
4 1 2 2
MP®) = ™ fk F(O)fuj dxldx3jbldb1b3db3¢3(xlyb1)5t(x1)as(f)e[SB(I)Sp(t)][ gﬂ(‘m/’) - g‘”(m“’)}
M3 0 1—il'/m, 3

X ay(O[—x3r, ¢} (x3) + ) (x3) + (x5 + 2)”p¢2(x3)]H§b)(A7bh C;by, C7b3)  (t = max(A;, Cq, 1/by, 1/b3))

A2 = xx;3M3, B? = x| M3, C3 = x;M3  (86)

In the computation of the above formulas, we use the p
and w meson wave function extracted from light-cone
QCD sum rule [11], and the detailed expression is in
Appendix C.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We want to show the numerical analysis in this section.
In the evaluation of the various form factors and ampli-
tudes, we adopt Gp = 1.16639 X 1075 GeV~2, leading
order strong coupling « defined at the flavor number n; =
4, the decay constants fp = 190 MeV, fg = 226 MeV,
and fy. = 185 MeV, the masses My = 5.28 GeV, Mg~ =
0.892 GeV, and m. = 1.2 GeV, the meson lifetime 75 =
1.542 ps and 75+ = 1.674 ps. Furthermore, we used the
leading order Wilson coefficients [8] and we take the
K*, p, and ® meson wave functions up to twist-3. In
order to make clear the theoretical error of the predicted
physical quantities, we want to show how to estimate these
eITors.

A. Error estimation

When we estimate the physical quantities like branching
ratio, CP asymmetry, and isospin breaking effect, there are
four major classes of error in pQCD computations: (1) the
input parameter uncertainties; (2) higher order effects in
perturbation expansion; (3) the CKM parameter uncertain-
ties; and (4) the hadronic uncertainties from the u quark
loop.

(1) First we want to estimate the class(1) error for
various physical quantities. For class(1), we
change the decay constants, the B meson wave
function parameter wg, and ¢ parameter of the

014013-13
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threshold function. We estimate the uncertainties
from decay constants to be 15% in the amplitude.
If we change the wp in the range wp = (0.40 +
0.04) GeV, and c in the range ¢ = 0.4 + 0.1,
these uncertainties change the B — K* form fac-
tor by about 15% at the amplitude level. Thus we
regard the total uncertainty for class(1) to be 20%.
Here we discuss how this error affects the experi-
mental observables such as the branching ratio,
direct CP asymmetry, and isospin breaking.

(a) Branching Ratio: In order to see how much
error is generated when we change some
parameters in class (1), we introduce real
parameter 5{ ’s as the fractional differences
of the amplitudes from ones with a fixed
hadronic parameter, where i and j express
the flavor and electric charge. Note that the
uncertainty in decay constants leads to an
uncertainty in overall factor of the ampli-
tude, i.e. they do not lead to an uncertainty
in the phase of the amplitude. In the change
wave function parameters on the other
hand, the phase changes a little, but its
effect is very small and we can introduce
6{ ’s as real parameters.

The decay widths of the B and B meson
decays can be expressed as

[(B/) = |V V,Al(1 + &])
+ V5, VAL + 8))
+ VE VAL + D2 (87)
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L(B)) = |V, Vi Al(1 + 87)
+ VcbV:sAé(l + 516)
+ V, ViAL(L+ 8))I%  (88)

and we can see that the uncertainty to the

branching ratio from input parameters
J

_2[Im(V;, Vi Ve Ve Im(AIAZ)(1 + 81) + Im(V;, Vi Vi Vi) Im(ATAT) (1 + 80)]

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 014013 (2005)

comes from the error of the O;, amplitude,
and it amounts to about 287 =~ 40%.

(b) Direct CP Asymmetry: From Eqgs. (87) and
(88), the direct CP asymmetry can be ex-
pressed as follows,

Aer = | | (89)
" Vi VaPIATE(L + )
and the error for it is
Acep  App—Acp (81— SHIm(AL JA]) + (8] — 8)Im(AL /A]) )
Acr Aer (1 + SDUmAL /AT) + Im(A /aT)]

We can see that the uncertainties can can-
cel. We have checked that numerically the
class(l) error for the CP asymmetry
amounts to few percent and is small com-
pared to other errors (see below).

(c) Isospin Breaking: On the other hand, we

want to show that the hadronic parameter
uncertainties especially from wp and ¢
dependences of the isospin breaking effect
can be large even though we take the ratio
as the CP asymmetry. The decay width of
the neutral and charged decay modes with
the theoretical error can be written from
Egs. (87) and (88) as

0 = |V, v, A%1 + 69)
+ ijVCSAQ(l + 5‘3)
+ VE VAN + 8912, (91)

' =|v,V,AFf (1 +6)
+ VI VA (L + 8F)

+ V;bvusA;r(l + 3;)|2: (92)

and the isospin breaking effect is given by

,_APPO 802 AP+ 87
" TP 802 + 14 P+ 5,07
93)

where we neglected all terms except for
those proportional to |A/|> because
|AZ]2 /1A ~ 0(107%), and the CKM fac-
tor of the |A}]*> is suppressed as
V.o Viss/ Vi, Vis|* ~ O(A*). Then the error
can be expressed as

014013-14

2

3

Adgs) _ Apy — Agy
Aos Aos
o AAYPIAFILSY — 8]
(A% = A PYAYP + (A P)
(94)

We can easily imagine that the decay con-
stant uncertainties are canceled as the di-
rect CP asymmetry. However we observe
that even though 89 — §; is small, there
exist |[A%1> — A |?> in the denominator
and it is also small, then the error enhance-
ment can occur. Variation of wp and
¢ introduces &9 — 8/ =0.5% while
(IA?1> = A7 %)/ (1A + A |?) = 5%. This
gives about 20% error for the isospin
breaking. From the above argument, we
can see that the error from wp and ¢
uncertainties remain somewhat large.
Thus we estimate the class(1) error for
the isospin breaking effect to be about
20%.
Next we want to discuss the class(2) error. For
class(2), we expect an error coming from the fact
that we used the leading order term in « (7). There
are also errors coming from neglecting higher order
decay amplitudes. But we have not checked the
effect of class(2) errors as it requires actual compu-
tation of higher order amplitudes. We guess that the
error is approximately 15% in the amplitude. Then
the theoretical errors from class(2) are 30% in the
branching ratio, about a few percent in the direct CP
asymmetry, and 20% in the isospin breaking effect.
About the class(3) error, we change the p, 7
parameter in the range p = p(1 — A2/2) = 0.20 +
0.09, and ) = n(1 — A%2/2) = 0.33 = 0.05 [1] and
numerically estimate how the physical quantities are
affected by the changing of parameters. The major
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contributions to the branching ratio and isospin
breaking effects come from the terms which are
proportional to V},V,., so they are less sensitive
to the error in p, 7. On the other hand, direct CP
asymmetry depends on Im(V;V,V.,V:) and
Im(V;, VsV, Vi) as in Eq. (89), thus the error
from the p, % uncertainties amounts to about 15%.
(4) The class(4) error comes from the u quark loop
hadronic uncertainties. The terms which are propor-
tional to V7,V are not very important to the com-
putation of the branching ratio and isospin breaking
effect, so for these quantities we can neglect the
class(4) uncertainties.
However for CP asymmetry, ¢ and u# quark loops
give comparable contributions as seen in Eq. (89),
thus the u quark loop contribution, which is infected

with nonperturbative correction, cannot be ne-
|
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glected. If we regard the u quark loop uncertainty
as about 100% at the amplitude level for both real
and imaginary parts, the numerical error for the
direct CP asymmetry amounts to about 75%.

In summary, we regard the error of the branching ratio,
direct CP asymmetry, and isospin breaking effects as 50%
(class(1); 40%, class(2); 30%), 75% (class(4); 75%), and
30% (class(1); 20%, class(2); 20%), respectively.

B. Numerical results

The numerical results for each decay amplitude M; in
the neutral decay (Table II) and charged decay (Table III)
in unit of 107% GeV~?2 are as follows.

The total decay amplitude can be expressed by using
these components as

AB—Ky)=M,+ M, +M, = (€ - €)M} + M+ M) + i€, . e/ €L (M + ME + MP),

M, = M7, + Mg, + M5,

Mc = Mlc + MZC + Ml//,

95)
Mu = M1u+2u + M2 + Mp+w’

where all components include CKM factors. If we express K* and 7y helicities as A;, A,, the combinations which can
contribute to the decay amplitude are A Ay = A, 4, A_ _, if we take into account the fact that the B meson is spinless and
a real photon has helicities = 1. Then the total decay width of B — K*v is given by

r

B 87TMB

and the branching ratios for B — K"y become as follows:

Br(B® — K*0y) = (5.8 £2.9) X 1075,

Br(B* — K**y) = (6.0 = 3.0) X 107>,

(IMF + M7+ M3 + IMP + ME+ MP),

(96)

97)

(98)

Next we want to extract the direct CP asymmetry. We take into account up to O(A*) about the CKM matrix components,

TABLE II. B° — K*0y at p = 0.20, 7 = 0.33, wp = 0.40 GeV.
M /FO MP/FO
Vi Vi M5, /FO Mg,/ F© M5 _/FO© Mz /FO Mg, /FO ME_/FO
—218.67 —3.86i  —2.19—0.55i —11.56 — 5.70i 218.67 + 3.86i 2.27 + 0.59i 11.58 + 5.63i
Vi Ve M5 /FO M5./FO M5/ FO My JFO ME JFO ME/FO
—0.29 — 1.01i 6.42 — 12.63i —13.29 —0.19 +1.27i  —4.81 + 8.23i 15.09
V;bVMS Mfu+2u/F(0) Mg/F(O) Mngw/F(O) Mfu-%—Zu/F(O) Mg/F(O) M£+a)/F(O)
—0.63 + 0.22i 0 —0.03 — 0.06i 0.67 — 0.18i 0 0.03 + 0.07i
TABLE Ill. B* — K**y at p = 0.20, 7 = 0.33, wz = 0.40 GeV.
Ml_s /FO MIP JFO
Vi Vi M5, /FO M5, /FO M5 _/F© Mz, /FO Mg, /F© ME_JFO
—218.67 — 3.86i —4.89 — 0.10i —2.47 + 0.37i 218.67 + 3.86i 4.83 — 0.82i 2.86 + 0.14i
Vi Ve M3 /FO M5 /FO M;, /FO M JFO ME./FO MG /FO
—0.66 + 2.15i 6.42 — 12.63i —13.29 1.39 — 2.60i —4.81 + 8.23i 15.09
V;bvus Mflt+2u/F(0) Mg/F(O) M2+w/F(0) M{)u+2u/F(O) Mg/F(O) M§+w/F(0)
—0.75 + 0.51i 0.35 + 1.01i —0.04 + 0.05i 0.79 — 0.18i —0.75+ 1.16i  0.05 — 0.05i
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a2/ A
1—A22- &
Vim = —A
AN —p—in)

and the unitary triangle related to this decay mode should
be crushed (Fig. 15).

If we express each amplitude M; as £;A;¢'%, where &; =
Vi Vis/ Vi, Vs, in order to separate weak phase and strong
phase J; the decay amplitudes can be rewritten as

A(B — K*)/) = V:bvcs[ftAteia' + chceiac + quueia“l
99

AB — K'y) = Vo VE[E/A ™ + EA e + EA,e%]

(100)
and the direct CP asymmetry can be expressed as
I'B— K*y) —T'(B— K* R
Aep = (B _*7) ( *')’)E_N) (101)
I'B— K'y) +I'(B— K*y) Rp
Ry =[AA,sin(5, — Bc)Im(thv;kSv:bvcs)
+AA, Sin(ac - au)Im(VcijsV:b Vus)
+ A, A, sin(6, — 6,)Im(V,, Vi Vi Vi)l (102)

RD = (Aglvtbvt*sl2 + A%lvcbvjslz + Aglvubvljle)/z
+ AtAc COS((St - SC)Re(thV;I;V:ijcx)
+ AA, cos(8, — 8,)Re(V, ViV, V)

+ A,A cos(6, — 6,)Re(V,, Vi Vi, V), (103)

then its values are
Acp(B® — K*0y) = —(6.1 = 4.6) X 1073, (104)
Acp(BT — K**y) = —(5.7 £ 4.3) X 1073 (105)

Finally, we want to estimate the isospin breaking effects
as Eq. (2). This effect is caused by Oy, (Fig. 4), ¢ and u
loop contributions (Fig. 5), O; ~ Og4 annihilation (Figs. 10
and 11), and the long distance contributions mediated p
and w in charged mode (Fig. 14). About the bremsstrah-
lung photon contributions emitted through quark lines,
whether the spectator quark is u or d affects the strength
and the sign for the coupling of photon and quark line, so
they generate the isospin breaking effects. The most im-
portant contributions to the isospin breaking effects come

Vi ft
VUb‘/;l*S

Va Vs

FIG. 15. CKM unitary triangle.
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A AN (p — in)

1—A2/2 —(1/8 + A2/2)\* AN2
—AN + AN (/2 - p — in)

1 — A2)4)2

‘from QCD penguin Os, Og annihilation. These effects are
additive to the dominant contribution O, in both neutral
and charged decays (see Tables II and III). However its size
is different: the neutral mode’s is larger than the charged
mode’s. Then the sign of total isospin breaking effects
becomes plus and its value is as follows.

Apr = +(2.7+0.8) X 1072 (106)

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we calculated the branching ratio, direct
CP asymmetry, and isospin breaking effect within the
standard model using the pQCD approach. It is useful to
compare our results with those existing in the literature.
The decay amplitude can be obtained from the transition
form factor

(K*(Py, €x)liq"50,,,b|B(Py))
= —iTK (0)e PRgP,

(107)

o
wapp €k

where P = P + P,, g = P; — P,. Within the framework
of pQCD, we obtain the value of the B — K* transition
form factor as 75 (0) = 0.23 = 0.06. The result can be
compared with the ones extracted by another estimation. In
the QCD factorization, 7K (0) = 0.27 =+ 0.04 [25] and an
updated phenomenological estimate of this quantity with
the light-cone distribution amplitudes for the K* meson is
TK(0) = 0.27 = 0.02 [26]. While the central value in the
updated result is the same as before, the error is reduced by
a factor of 2. In the light-cone QCD sum rule Tf(* 0) =
0.38 = 0.06 [27], the lattice QCD simulation TIK*(O) =
0.3210:94 [28] and TX"(0) = 0.2570:93 [29], and the cova-
riant light-front approach TX (0) = 0.24 [30]. There are
several estimates of the branching ratio by using the value
of TK'(0) =0.38 = 0.06 extracted from the light-cone
QCD sum rule. Comparing the results with experiments,
this value of the form factor overestimates the branching
ratios [31-33]. Also, it should be noted that TlK*(qz) and
other related form factors have been computed in the
framework of pQCD [34]. They obtained the central value
as TK'(0) = 0.315. The difference between our results and
theirs is the K* meson wave function. We take the new K*
wave function parameters computed in Ref. [12].

Note that we have also included the long distance con-
tributions. If we neglect them, the branching ratios become
Br(B® — K*y) = (5.2 +26) X 107> and Br(B* —
K**y)=(53*27) X 1073 to be paired with results
shown in Egs. (97) and (98). The B — K*i — K"y con-
tribution to the total decay width amounts to about 12%
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and also it works to additive the branching ratios. We also
emphasize that we can calculate the annihilation contribu-
tions with the pQCD approach, and these contribute to the
total decay width which amounts to about 2% —10%.

This analysis predicts less than 1% direct CP asymmetry
within the standard model. If we neglect the long distance
contributions, the asymmetries become Aqp(B? —
K%)= —(6.7%+5.0) X 1073 and A p(B™ — K**y) =
—(7.2 = 5.4) X 1073, and as to the isospin breaking effect
like Ag; = +(2.6 = 0.8) X 1072, The long distance con-
tributions do not seem to affect these asymmetries.

The branching ratio of the neutral decay is similar to that
of the charged decay, in spite of the difference of the
lifetime between them. This effect is mainly caused by
the 4-quark penguin operators Os, Og. If we neglect these
contributions, the isospin breaking is Ay, = —(1.2 =
0.4) X 1072, so we can see that they generate about 4%
isospin breaking effect. This result is similar to the con-
clusion of Ref. [35].

B — K" decay, as we first mentioned, is an attractive
decay mode to test the standard model and search for new
physics. In order to look for the new physics, we have to
reduce the experimental errors. The error to the direct CP
asymmetry must get smaller than 1%. That is to say, we
need at least 20 times more data. This is not possible
without the super B factory.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We acknowledge useful discussion with the pQCD
group members, especially Hsiang-nan Li, AIS acknowl-
edges support from the Japan Society for the Promotion of
Science, Japan-US collaboration program, and a grant
from Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and
Technology of Japan.

APPENDIX A: BRIEF REVIEW OF PQCD

1. Divergences in perturbative diagrams

Here we want to review the k; factorization [36]. At
higher order, infinitely many gluon exchanges must be
considered. In order to understand the factorization proce-
dure, we refer to the diagrams of Fig. 16.

They describe the O(«;,) radiative corrections to the hard
scattering process H. In general, individual higher order
diagrams have two types of infrared divergences: soft and
collinear. Soft divergence comes from the region of a loop
momentum where all its momentum components in the
light-cone coordinate vanish:

* = (%17, I;) = (A, A, A). (A1)

Collinear divergence originates from the gluon momentum
region which is parallel to the massless quark momentum,

I+ = (I*, 17, Iy) ~ (Mg, A>/Mp, A). (A2)

In both cases, the loop integration correspond to
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(b) i
( % ) Ul 3 ( % )
(d) J
% ? ?i 1\26 l

FIG. 16. O(a,)

corrections to the hard scattering H.

[d*11/1* ~logA, so logarithmic divergences are gener-
ated. It has been shown order by order in perturbation
theory that these divergences can be separated from hard
kernel and absorbed into meson wave functions using
eikonal approximation [37].

Furthermore, there are also double logarithm divergen-
ces in Fig. 16(a) and 16(b) when soft and collinear mo-
mentum overlap. These large double logarithms can be
summed by using the renormalization group equation.
This factor is called the Sudakov factor and also factorized
into the definition of meson wave function [38—40]. The
explicit expression for the Sudakov factor is given by [39]
(see Appendix B).

There are also ultraviolet divergences, and also another
type of double logarithm which comes from the loop
correction for the weak decay vertex correction. These
double logarithms can also be factored out from hard
part and grouped into the quark jet function. These double
logarithms also should be resummed as the threshold factor
[41,42]. This factor decreases faster than any other power
of x as x — 0, so it removes the endpoint singularity. Thus
we can factor out the Sudakov factor, the threshold factor,
and the ultraviolet divergences from hard part and grouped
into meson wave function (Appendix B). Then the redefi-
nition of wave functions including these loop corrections
get factorization energy scale dependence r.

Thus the amplitude can be factorized into a perturbative
part, including a hard gluon exchange, and a nonperturba-
tive part, characterized by the meson distribution ampli-
tudes. Then the total decay amplitude can be expressed as
the convolution:

1 1/A
f dxld)C2 f dzblebQC(I) ® (I)K* (XZ, bz, t)
0 0

®H(XI,XZ, bl; b2) t)®(I)B(x1)bl: t)» (A3)
here D+ (xy, by, 1), Py(x;, by, 1) are meson distribution
amplitudes that contain the soft divergences that come
from quantum correction and H(xj, x,, by, by, 1) is the
hard kernel including finite piece of quantum correction,
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where by, b, are the conjugate variables to transverse
momentum, and x;, x, are the momentum fractions of
spectator quarks.

2. Physical interpretation of the Sudakov factor

In order to understand the Sudakov factor physically,
first we consider QED. When a charged particle is accel-
erated, infinitely many photons must be emitted by the
bremsstrahlung [Fig. 17(a)]. A similar phenomenon occurs
when a quark is accelerated: infinitely many gluons must
be emitted. According to the feature of strong interaction,
gluons cannot exist freely, so a hadronic jet is produced.
Then we observe many hadrons in the end if gluonic
bremsstrahlung occurs. Thus the amplitude for an exclu-
sive decay B — K™ is proportional to the probability that
no bremsstrahlung gluon is emitted. This is the Sudakov
factor and it is depicted in Fig. 19. As seen in Fig. 19, the
Sudakov factor is large for small » and Q. Large b implies
that the quark and antiquark pair is separated, which in turn
implies less color shielding (see Fig. 18). Similar absence
of shielding occurs when b quark carries most of the

(a)

(b)

FIG. 17. An electron which is scattered by the electromagnetic
interaction (a) is observed with many soft photons. Similarly, a
quark which is scattered by the strong interaction (b) is not
observed as a single gluon: accompanied by many soft gluons,
and they form hadron jets.

FIG. 18. b is the transverse interval between the quark and
antiquark pair in the B meson.
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FIG. 19. The dependence of the Sudakov factor exp[ —s(Q, b)]
on Q and b where Q is the b quark momentum, and b is the
interval between quarks which form hadrons. It is clear that the
large b and Q region is suppressed.

momentum while the momentum fraction of spectator
quark x in the B meson is small.

Then the Sudakov factor suppresses the long distance
contributions for the decay process and gives the effective
cutoff about the transverse direction [40,43]. In short, the
Sudakov factor corresponds to the probability for emitting
no photons. According to this factor, the property of short
distance is guaranteed.

APPENDIX B: SOME FUNCTIONS

The expressions for some functions are presented in this
appendix. In our numerical calculation, we use the leading
order a, formula.

27 B, = 33 = 2ny
:8() ln(M/Anf) 0 3 ’

The explicit expression for the Sudakov factor s(z, b) = is
given by [39]

o) = [ d—“[ln(i)A(as(u»+B(as<m>} (B2)

a,(p) = (BI)

/b M
«a a\2[67 @ 10 2 e’
A=Cr2+(2) | == —=n;+=ByIn[-£) |
For (77)[9 3 27 3B°n<2>}

(B3)
_2a

B (B4)

e?ve — 1
= In[———),
3 2
where y; = 0.5722 is the Euler constant and Cr = 4/3 is
the color factor. The meson wave function including sum-
mation factor has energy dependence

dp(x1, by, 1) = dp(xy, by) eXP[_SB(Z)], (B5)
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D (x2, 1) = Py (x2) exp[—Sg-(1)],

and the total functions including the Sudakov factor and
ultraviolet divergences are

(B6)

t di
Sp(t) = s(a, Py, by) + 2 f H oa@). (BT
/by M
Sk=(1) = s(xo,P5, by) + s((1 — x3)P5, by)
t di
+2 f 2 oy (@), (BS)
1/b, M

The threshold factor is expressed as below [41,44], and we
take the value ¢ = 0.4.
21+2¢1(3/2 + ¢)

S === 5

[x(1 = x)]¢ (B9)
APPENDIX C: WAVE FUNCTIONS

For the B meson wave function, we adopt the model

Dp(Py) = (P + Mp)y’ dp(ky), (C1)

1
2N
b1, by) = [ dk; dk, 1 2Dy (ky)

1 leB bla)B
2( wp ) 2 }

= Ngx3(1 — x)? exp[—

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 014013 (2005)

with the shape parameter wp = (0.40 = 0.04) GeV. The
normalization constant Ny is fixed by the decay constant

I8

/B
22N,

f Y dxyx, b = 0) = (C3)
0

where N, is the color number.

We use the vector meson wave functions determined by
the light-cone QCD sum rule [11,12]. We choose the vector
meson momentum P moving in the “—” direction along
the z axis with P> = M?, and the polarization vectors €;,
€7 are defined as

N 1
L =01,0), €= (0, O,E(tl, —i)>, (C4)

and e satisfies the gauge invariant condition P - ey = 0.
The nonlocal matrix elements sandwiched between the
vacuum and the K* meson state can be expressed as
follows,

I ., €2
v Tk M

] dxe”‘PZ h“)(x) (C5)

(K™~ (P)I5(2)Iu(0)|0) =

(C2)
|
(K (PISCE)y,O10) =2 M [P, S 1 ey + e, [ e <5 (1) (©6)
(K (P)I5(2)ys,,u(0)|0) = fK - Cumpoet PPz ﬁ et L g0 )
*— fK : ixPz
K (PSR, u(0)]0) = —i7K [( — €r,P,) L dxe™< g (x)
+ (P 7. — Pz ) €. 2 M2 [1 dxeixl"zh(t)(x) (C8)
ulv vl (P2 K, I

where we neglect the terms proportional to ri* (twist-4) and the terms (m, + m,)/Mg-. Then the K* meson distribution

amplitudes up to twist-3 are

PL.(P, M [ ] () + [ Pl () + My [T (0} (©9)
DL(P, €7) = lew [ s b o () + LrPIST0) + G ey VPl (€10
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fli

f* t t
e T d _ f x*
RO =gt SR =g et
N ) <)) N < (a)
oW =3ams =g ar ad
(C11)

where we use €y;,3 = 1 and set the normalization condi-
tion about ¢; = {¢, ¢, g(v) (@) h(’) hfls)} as

f dx¢;(x) = 1. (C12)
0

@) (x) = 6x(1 — X)[l + 3a¥xi + %ag(Sx? - 1)}
o= o] et St -]

hhs)(x) = 6x(1 — x)[l +aix; + Ga% + €§3T>(5x12 - 1):|
+36,[3x(1 —x) +xInx + (1 —x)In(1 — x)]
+36_[xInx — (1 —x)In(1 — x)]

3 3
hhl)(x) =3x? + Ealel-(?vc? -1+ Eazlx%(Sx,2 -3)

35
+ I{{G — 30x? + 35x%)

1fxﬂ

+ %B_Xi[2 + Inx + In(1 — x)]

3
+§6+—1 +xiln<

219 (x) = 6x(1 —of1+ alé + {i 753 <1 _% )
+?§¥}(5x% - 1)} +66.[3x(1 — x) + xInx

+ (1 —x)In(1 —x)]
+66_[xInx — (1 — x)In(1 — x)]
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TABLE IV. Some parameter quantities.

1% K* p
fvIMeV] 226 = 28 198 =7
fTIMeV] 185 + 10 160 + 10
alMev] —0.4+0.2 0
alMev] 0.09 *+ 0.05 0.18 +0.10
ai [MeV] —-0.34 = 0.18 0
a’[MeV] 0.13 = 0.09 0.2+ 0.1
5. 0.24 0
o- -0.24 0
5y 0.16 0
5 —0.16 0
bes 0.032 0.032
o 0.013 0.013
53 0.024 0.024
oty -2.1 -2.1

. 3 3 3
g(L)(x) = Z(l + x2) + a|1|§x§ + (?ag + 5{?)(3)@2 -1

9 105 5
+ (ﬁ 28 - jgg‘wq{())c —30x2
+ 35x%) + 35 5.[2 + Inx + In(1 — x)]

+ %5_[2xi +1n(1 — x) — Inx]
Here x; = 1 — 2x, and the expressions about p and w
meson wave functions are the same as above with the
values of parameters as follows evaluated at u = 1 GeV
(Table IV). Since p/w states are (|iu) F |dd))/~/2, the Gq
distribution where ¢ = u or d can be taken to the same for
litu) and |dd) using isospin symmetry.
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