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Final state interaction in B — KK decays

Cai-Dian Li

CCAST (World Laboratory), P.O. Box 8730, Beijing 100080, People’s Republic of China
and Institute of High Energy Physics, CAS, P.O. Box 918(4), Beijing 100049, People’s Republic of China™

Yue-Long Shen™ and Wei Wang*
Institute of High Energy Physics, CAS, P.O. Box 918(4), Beijing 100049, People’s Republic of China

and Graduate School of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Yuquanlu 19, Beijing 100049, People’s Republic of China
(Received 22 November 2005; published 7 February 2006)

We study the final state interaction effects in B — KK decays. We find that the 7 channel one-particle-
exchange diagrams cannot enhance the branching ratios of B? — KYK% and B~ — K°K~ very sizably.
For the pure annihilation process B — K K™, the obtained branching ratio by the final state interaction

is at O(1078).
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L. INTRODUCTION

B meson nonleptonic decays are important to study CP
violation and to extract Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa
(CKM) parameters. When the B meson decays into two
light mesons, the final state particles are energetic, so it is
argued that they do not have enough time to get involved in
soft final state interaction (FSI). In spite of the FSI, several
factorization approaches, such as the naive factorization
approach (FA) [1-3], the QCD factorization (QCDF) ap-
proach [4], the perturbative QCD (PQCD) approach [5,6],
and soft-collinear-effective theory [7] have been estab-
lished to analyze B meson decays. These approaches suc-
cessfully explain many phenomena, but there are still some
problems that are hard to explain within these frameworks,
which have been summarized in [8]. These may be hints of
the need of FSI in B decays. It has been argued that the FSI
is power suppressed for the cancellation of the various
intermediate states in the heavy quark limit [4], but for
the finite bottom quark mass, this effect may not be very
effective [9]. So FSI may be important to the channels that
are suppressed by other factors (such as the color factor or
the CKM matrix elements). For example, B — KK decays
are usually considered to be in the category [10].

FSI effects are nonperturbative in nature, so it is difficult
to study in a systematic way and some different mechanism
of the rescattering effects have been considered. In the
study of D meson decays, the form factors are introduced
to parametrize the offshellness of the exchanged particles
[11,12], and this method still works in the B meson case.
This mechanism has been used to explain some puzzles
[8,13], such as the B — 77, wK puzzle, and it is argued
that these puzzles can be resolved by FSI if we adopt
appropriate parameters. If this is the right method to re-
solve these puzzles, it should be consistent with other
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channels, such as the small branching ratio of B — KK
and B — p°p° decays. The B — KK decays have been
measured by Belle [14] and Babar [15], which are shown
in Table I (where the world average values are taken from
[16]). The FA predictions can be consistent with the ex-
periment for B — K°K° and BT — K°K™" if we employ
the current nonperturbative inputs [2,4], thus the FSI ef-
fects may not be too large. The B — K"K~ is a pure
annihilation decay channel, so it is expected to be very
small in FA, and the FSI can give sizable corrections. In
this paper we will follow the method in [8], focusing on the
two body intermediate states and considering only
t-channel one-particle-exchange processes at the hadron
level. We will give the detailed calculation of the FSI
effects for B— KK decays in the next section and then a
brief summary in the third section.

II. FINAL STATE INTERACTION EFFECTS IN
B — KK DECAYS

Before analyzing the FSI in B — KK decays, we first
explore what we can get in the usual short distance analy-
sis. The short distance contribution of the heavy meson
decays can be expressed in terms of some types of quark
diagrams: P, the penguin emission diagram; &, the
W-exchange diagram; A, the W-annihilation diagram;
P,, the penguin annihilation diagram (spacelike); Pgw,
the electroweak penguin diagram; and 'V, the vertical W
loop diagram (timelike penguin). The penguin dominated
B — KK decays can be expressed as

TABLE I. Measured branching fractions ( X 107%) of B —
KK decays.

Channel Babar Belle World average
B — K'K" 1.19%04 +0.13 0.8 03 0.1 0967933
B — K"K~ <0.6 <0.37
BT —KK" 1.5+05+01 1.0*=04=0.1 1.2+0.3
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A(EO - KOFO) =P+ PA - %,‘PEW + V,
AB~ = KK ) =P+ P, — Py + A, (1)
AB° - KK )=E+ V.

In the factorization approach, there is no emission tree
diagram contribution to these decays. The annihilation
diagrams A, &, 'V, and P, are power suppressed which
can be neglected in the calculation. They are usually

believed to be long distance dominant. So the short dis-
tance amplitudes read

_ - G
AB° — K'K°) = i—g FiFEK(m%)(m} — m%)

NG}

X [V Vi(al + r¥a)

+ Vo Vi(a§ + r¥af)

+ Vi Viglaly + riag

+ Vo, Vi (a, + rfag)], )
and A(B~ — K°K™) = A(B° — K°KY), AB® —
K*K™) =0, where V,;,, Vyg, Vep, and V., are CKM
matrix elements, rX = 2m% /[m;(m; + m,)]. a!*“ are com-

binations of Wilson coefficients for four quark operators
defined in Ref. [2]:

_ |
a; = C; +3Ci1,

a; = Ci + %Ci*b

(i = odd),
(3)

(i = even).

From quark-hadron duality, the decay amplitude can be
gotten from either the quark picture or the hadron picture.
The result should be equal. However, neither of the two
pictures are fully understood in the B decays. The factori-
zation theorem tells us to calculate the short distance
contribution perturbatively and the long distance parts
using the hadronic picture. Thus a double counting prob-
lem may arise. To avoid double counting, we adopt a
leading order Wilson coefficient at the scale m, for the
naive factorization approach instead of QCDF (which in-
cludes some virtual corrections from long distance) for
short distance calculations of B — KK.

When we calculate the long distance contributions to the
decays, we consider only the CKM most favored two body
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Quark level diagram for B— 7t 7~ — K'K%(K*K™).
g

intermediate states, such as D"D®_ 77, and pp. The
quark level B — 7@(pp) — KK diagrams are shown in
Fig. 1. We can see that this diagram has the same topology
as the penguin diagram or W-exchange diagram. From
Eq. (1), we can see that this kind of diagram can contribute
to B— K°K°, K"K, and K°K~ simultaneously. When
the intermediate state is D™ D™~ (D"+ p*)0) only pen-
guin topology works, so it cannot contribute to the B® —
K*K~ decay.

The hadron level diagrams are given in Fig. 2. We focus
on the ¢ channel one-particle-exchange processes; further-
more, we consider only the case that the two intermediate
particles are on shell, i.e. we keep only the absorptive part
of the diagrams in Fig. 2, which gives the main
contribution.

The absorptive part of the diagrams in Fig. 2 can be
calculated with the following formula:

1 d3P1 d3p2
AbsA(Py — =_
sA(P5 = p3pa) =3 f (m)2E, (27)2E,

X 2m)*8*(ps + ps — p1 — P2)

X A(Pg — pips)

X T*(p3ps— P1p2)s )
which can be deduced using the optical theorem [8].

Taking FSI corrections into account, the topological
amplitudes are

— K K
B > B 5
K K(K*)
g > K p L, K
s b

Ds(Ds*)

‘>__K
c d

FIG. 2. Hadron level diagrams for the long distance ¢ channel
contribution to B — KK.
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P =P, +iAbs(a+ b+ c+d), E=1iAbs(a + b). (5)

Then the decay amplitudes turn to

AB° — K°K%) = P + Prw + iAbs(a+ b + c + d),
AB- = K'K™) =P+ Pgyw + iAbs(a+ b+ c+d), ©6)
AB’ — K*K™) = iAbs(a + b).

To perform the calculation, we introduce the relevant Lagrangian density [17]:
£l = _%Tr[FMV(V)F’U’V(V)] + igVPP Tr(VMP‘g/_LP) + gVVPE'uvaﬂ Tr(aMV,,aC,VBP), (7)

Lp= _igD*DP(DiaMPithL” — D3lgrP;DIT) — %gD*D*waaﬁD?#ypijgal);m - igDDVD;rB)/LDj(V#)j'
— 2f b v €prap(8*V)i(DI T*D*B) — DIPYGADI) + igp ey DITE D, (VE): + dif ey Dil (94 VY — §7VE)DY,
(8)

where P and V, are pseudoscalar and vector multiplets, respectively. Here we take the convention B =1,

Using Eq. (4) and the Feynman rules derived from Eqs. (7) and (8), we can get the leading long distance rescattering
amplitude:

Fz(t, mK*)
- m%(‘ + imK*FK*

1 |pyldcost ,
e SKKm

A bs(a) = f ABY — 7" 777)t Hi, 9)

-1 167Tm3

with

§5] - G * u (U u
AB° — mt ) = i f L FE(m2)(my — m2) [V, Vigla, + ai + aly + rial + a¥))

V2

+ Voo Viglag + a$y + ri(ag + ag))],

(m3 — m3)(m3 — m3)
Hy=—(p1 pa+ps ps+pi-ps+pr-p3)—— ,37122 =,
2.

(10)

where we denote the momentum by B(pg) — m(p;)7(p,2) — K(p3)K(ps), 0 is the angle between p; and p;, and r] =
2m2/[my,(m, + my)]. Here F(t, mg+) is the form factor introduced to denote offshellness of the exchanged particle, which
is usually parametrized as [8]

(1D

F(t, m) = <A2 - mz)".

A2 —1¢

It is normalized to unity at t = m? (¢ is the invariant mass of the exchanged particle), where we usually take n = 1. The
cutoff A should not be far from the physical mass of the exchanged particle, where we choose

A= Mexc + T]AQCD- (12)
The parameter 7 depends not only on the exchanged particle, but also on the external particles involved in the strong
interaction. If it is determined from the B — 7r7r branching ratios, then we can employ it in B — KK decays for SU(3)

symmetry.
Likewise, the absorptive parts of the other diagrams are given by
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.Gp . ! |pildcosd F2(t, mg) B 2A129p(m2)
Abs(b(K)) = —i—Lv, v, [ BUEE20 g2 20K + mp AT (m)Hy — —2——LZH |
s(b(K)) l\/z ub ud/—l 167my 8pKK t—m%( fpmp[(mB mp) 1 (mp) 2 (mB+mp) 2
Gp 1 |pldcosf F2(t, mg+) B 2A§p(’”2)
Abs(b(K) = i—LV,, Vi, | ST g2 +mp)A (mp)Hy — ———L<Hy |,
s((K) = iV udf,l 167, pKKt_m%{*HmK*FK*fpmp[(mB m,)AL" (mp,)Hy iy T ) 5
(1 |pyldcost —0 oo FR @ mpy)
ﬂbs(c)_fileDiDKA(B — D™D )WHLP
.Gr 1 |pyldcosd F(t,mp) - 243" (m,)
Abs(d(D,) = —i—£V, Vi, | FE2 g 2 fimyye| (mg + mp)ABP (md)Hs — ——2 P HL |,
s(d(Dy)) l\/z ch Cdf—l 167myg 8p. D'k o, fprmp |:(mB mp:)ATP (m7,.)Hs mg + mpe 3
.Gp 1 |p;ldcosé F2(t, mpy:) : 243" (m},)
Abs(d(DY) = i—£VViy | g ek ——— foempe| (mp + mp AP (md ) Hg — —2——L"H] |
S( ( s)) l\/.2_ b Cd'/ll 167Tm3 gDSDK l_sz:« fD mp |:(I’IlB mD) 1 (mD) 6 mg + mp: 6
(13)
where
Hy = (p3 - pa) 4! 'P31271 * P4 _Pz'l’31272'174 +P1 *PaP1 '1723172 'P4’
mj m; myn;
H = (p, - , )_(pl-pz)(pl'pB)(m'pB)_(pz'p4)(pz'p3)(p3'p3)+(p1'pz)(pz'm)(pl'pB)(pz'pB)
5= (p3-pp)(ps- P ) m2 m2m2 ’
1 2 113

Hy =2(p1 - pa)(p2 - p3) — 2(p1 - p2)(p3* pa),

Hy = mg[(p1 - pa)(p2- p3) — (1 p2)(p3 - p)1+ (1 pe) (P2 )3 pa) — (P2~ PB)(P3 - PB) Py - Pa)
—(p1 - Pe)(pa-Pe) P2 p3) + (p3- pe)ps- Pp)p1- P2)

(p1 - p3 —m3)(m3 — py - py)

Hy=—(ps3-ps) + P
oy
_ . _ (p1 - P3)(p1 - ps) _ (P2 P3)(P2 - ps) | (P1° P3)(p2- pa)(p1 - p2)
Hs = (p3- ps) 3 > + L) ,
mj mj mim;
/_ . . . (p1 - Pe)(ps - PB)p1 - P3) _ (P2 Pe)p3 - Pe)p2-ps) | (prpe)(p2 Pe)(pi - P3)(pa pa)
H; = (p3- pp)(ps- pg) 3 7 + 22 ’
nm m mym;

Ho =2(py - p2)(p3 - ps) = 2(p1 - pa)(p2 - p3),

Hy = m3[(py - p2)(p3 - pa) = (p1 - pa) (P2 p3)] = (p1 - Pe) (P2 PB) (P53 pa) + (P2 pu)(p3 - PE) (P - Pa)

+ (p1 - Pe)(Pa )Pz p3) — (P35 PE)(Pa- PE)(P1 - P2)

and

(14)

== — . G e Cc c u u
AB° — D*D7) = i—L fpFBP(m3)(m% — m3)[V,, Vi (ay + a§ + ay + mp/mp(al + ab))

V2

+ Vi Viglay + aly + mp/mp(ag + ag))].

To proceed with the numerical calculation, we use the
parameters as follows: the Fermi constant G = 1.166 X
107> GeV~2; the CKM matrix elements V., = 0.041,
Vg = —0.224, |V,,| =0.0037, and V,, = 0.974; the
phase angle v = 60°; the meson and quark masses mp =
5.279 GeV, mg = 0.498 GeV, m;, = 4.4 GeV, mg =
0.09 GeV, and m, = 0.004 GeV; the decay constants
f==0132GeV, fp=020GeV, f,=0216GeV,
fp- =0.23 GeV, and fx = 0.16 GeV; the form factors
are from the light-front model [18]: FZX(0) = 0.35,

(15)

{

APP(0) = 0.22, ASP(0) =0.20, FBP(m2) =0.68, and
AP (m2.) = 0.65. The coupling relevant to the K*Kr
can be extracted from the K*— K& experiments:
gx+ ko = 4.6, and we take g xx = 4.28 and g xx =
8+/2 [8]. The coupling of D DK and D*D*K can be related
to gp*p» by SU(3) symmetry. In this work we neglect the
SU(3) symmetry breaking effect and employ the coupling
as gp:pk = /MpMp-&p:p'k = &p*pr = 17.9. Similarly,
we also use the symmetry to determine the parameter 7
in the form factor, where the best fit from the B — 7K
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decay is n, = Npep) = 0.69 [8]; in this work we
choose 1 = (0.8, 1.0, lx.ﬁ) X 0.69 to include the SU(3)
breaking effect.

The rescattering effects can produce the strong phases; it
may change the CP asymmetry behavior of short distance
calculation. The time dependent CP asymmetry of B —

K°KO is defined as

['(B°(1)— K°K®) —T'(B°(t) — K°K?)

Acp(B(1)— KK = T(3(1)— K'K) + T (B9(1)— KIKY)

= A gogo cos(AM1) + S gogo sin(A M),
(16)
with AM is the mass difference of the two mass eigenstates

of neutral mesons. And the direct CP asymmetry and the
mixing induced CP asymmetry parameters are defined as

|AK0f°|2 +1’

2 _
_Dypl -1
KK Ao + 17

A S oo (17)

where the corresponding factor Aoz = e~ 2F(A/A).

Using the theoretical inputs mentioned above, we get
flavor-averaged branching ratios for the short distance
contribution as

B(B° — K'K°) = 0.94 X 107,

_ (18)
B(BT — K°KT) =1.0x 107°.
And there is no direct CP violation since there is only one
kind of contribution (pure penguin). After considering
rescattering effects, things will change, since more contri-
butions with different phases are introduced. We summa-
rize our numerical results in Table II.

From this table, we can see that the FSI cannot enhance
the branching ratio of B°(BY) — KK sizably because the
FSl increase (decrease) the real part for B — K°K? (B* —
KYK?), but decrease (increase) the imaginary part. The
total effects do not make the average branching ratio
change much. As the parameter 7 gets larger, the FSI

TABLE II. CP averaged branching ratios and CP asymmetries
of B— KK decays.
Branching
Channel 7(X0.69)  ratio (X107°) Agx Skk
0.8 0.99 —-0.03 —0.03
B" — KK° 1.0 1.1 —-0.04 —0.04
1.2 1.2 —-0.06 —0.05
0.8 0.009 —0.04 —0.56
B — K'K~ 1.0 0.021 —-0.04 —0.55
1.2 0.042 —-0.03 -0.55
0.8 1.1 0.10
B* — K°K* 1.0 1.2 0.14
1.2 1.3 0.18
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effects become more important and the larger strong phase
is produced, so the absolute value of direct and the mixing
induced asymmetry increases. For the charged B meson
decays, the FSI effects are more important for Figs. 2(a)
and 2(b) to give a double contribution (due to the inter-
change of the intermediate particles). So contrary to the
BY — KYKY case, the direct CP asymmetry becomes posi-
tive. The B(B®) — K+ K~ results are purely from the FSI
effects; its branching ratios are of the order O(10~%), which
is consistent with the PQCD prediction [10] in the quark
diagram calculation. It seems to be a proof for quark-
hadron duality. The D(D*)D(D*) intermediate states can-
not contribute to B°(B’) — K* K~ through ¢ channel pro-
cesses. The strong phase of this channel comes from the
Wilson coefficients, so the calculation gives a small direct
CP asymmetry.

In Ref. [8], the DD — 7r7r annihilation diagrams which
have the same topology with vertical W loop diagrams are
introduced to resolve the B — 7r7r puzzle. It gives a dis-
persive part which can reduce the B — 77" 77~ branching
ratio as well as enhance the B® — 7°7° one. Considering
SU(3) symmetry, these diagrams can contribute to B —
KK at the same level as B — 7r7r; we quote their results
here (in units of GeV): DisA = 1.5 X 107°V,,V¥, — 6.7 X
1077V, Vi,. If we consider this effect in the B — KK
case, the branching ratio for B— K+ K~ is enhanced to
about 2 X 1079, while the B — K°K? branching ratio is
reduced to about 6 X 1077, which is not favored by B —
KK experimental data.

The B — KK decays have also been calculated with the
QCD factorization [19] and PQCD approach [10], in which
part of the long distance effects has been included. These
methods depend strongly on theoretical inputs, such as the
chiral factor (or equivalently, the current quark mass), so
they also give a large error. The QCDF calculations give
[branching ratios are CP averaged, also for (18)]

B(B® — K'K?) = 1.35203 533015 045 X 107,

BB — KO = L3S 10 107

B(B” — K K™) = 0.013Z4503 70008 0 000-aor1 X< 107°,

Acp(B~ — KYK™) = 1637477307112 5 102
Acp(B® = K'K?) = —16.7547+43715740 X 1072 (19)
And the PQCD calculations give
B(B® — KK°) = 1.75 X 107°,
B(B~ — K°K~) = 1.66 X 1079,
B(B*— KTK~) = 0.046 X 107,
Acp(B~ — KOK™) = 0.11, (20)

Acp(B® — K°K®) = 0,
ACP(BO - K+K7) = 0.29.

For the branching ratio, with the error, all the calculations
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can be consistent. As for the CP asymmetry, PQCD and
QCDF have opposite sign, our calculation is consistent
with PQCD for B~ — K°K~, while our results have the
same sign with QCDF for B* — K°K°. More experimental
data are needed to test these predictions.

III. SUMMARY

In this paper we study the FSI effects in B — KK
decays. We find that if we consider only the dominant ¢
channel one-particle-exchange diagrams, the FSI effects
cannot change the branching ratio of B® — K°K° and
BT (B7) — K°K*(K°K~) sizably, which is consistent
with the current experimental data. We also predict the

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 034005 (2006)

branching ratio of the B°(B°) — K*K~ at O(10~%) by
purely ¢ channel FSI, which is consistent with the PQCD
prediction. We also calculate the CP asymmetry in the
B — KK decays. We test the DD annihilation diagram
(which is of great importance to resolve the B — w7
puzzle in FSI) contribution and find it not favored by B —
KK data.
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