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CP violation and kaon-pion interactions in B — Kz " 77~ decays
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We study CP violation and the contribution of the strong kaon-pion interactions in the three-body
B — K77~ decays. We extend our recent work on the effect of the two-pion S- and P-wave interactions
to that of the corresponding kaon-pion ones. The weak amplitudes have a first term derived in QCD
factorization and a second one as a phenomenological contribution added to the QCD penguin amplitudes.
The effective QCD coefficients include the leading order contributions plus next-to-leading order vertex
and penguins corrections. The matrix elements of the transition to the vacuum of the kaon-pion pairs,
appearing naturally in the factorization formulation, are described by the strange K7 scalar (S-wave) and
vector (P-wave) form factors. These are determined from Muskhelishvili-Omnes coupled channel
equations using experimental kaon-pion 7-matrix elements, together with chiral symmetry and asymptotic
QCD constraints. From the scalar form factor study, the modulus of the K;;(1430) decay constant is found
to be (32 = 5) MeV. The additional phenomenological amplitudes are fitted to reproduce the K 7 effective
mass and helicity angle distributions, the B — K*(892)r branching ratios and the CP asymmetries of the
recent data from Belle and BABAR collaborations. We use also the new measurement by the BABAR group
of the phase difference between the B® and B decay amplitudes to K*(892)7. Our predicted B~ —
K;(1430)7=, K;3(1430) — K=" branching fraction, equal to (11.6 + 0.6) X 107, is smaller than the
result of the analyzes of both collaborations. For the neutral B decays, the predicted value is (11.1 =
0.5) X 107, In order to reduce the large systematic uncertainties in the experimental determination of the
B — K{;(1430) 7 branching fractions, a new parametrization is proposed. It is based on the K 7 scalar form

factor, well constrained by theory and experiments other than those of B decays.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Rare two-body and quasi-two-body charmless hadronic
decays of B mesons [1] are a rich field for tests of the
standard model and QCD [2]. Furthermore, three-body
charmless hadronic B decays provide an interesting
ground, not only for searches on CP violations but also
to study hadronic physics [3]. Strong interaction effects, in
particular, through the presence of two-body resonances
and their interferences, can influence weak decay observ-
ables. Strong interaction phases are necessary for the oc-
currence of CP violation and it is essential to have a
description, as reliable as possible, of the interactions
between the detected hadrons. Dalitz plot analyses allow
us to extract effective mass and angular distributions of the
produced meson pairs. If one pair is created in two (or
more) different states, one can see specific interference
effects leading to additional and interesting CP asymme-
tries. These arise from the variations of the strong phases
with energy, such variations are absent in the two-body B
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decays where the energy is fixed. The meson-meson final
state interactions must be addressed using theoretical con-
straints, such as unitarity, analyticity, and chiral symmetry,
and experimental data from processes other than B decays.
Then, for a given B-decay, the comparison between the
theoretical model and experimental results will determine
the strong phases needed to generate the measured direct
CP asymmetries.

Recently, BABAR and Belle Collaborations have per-
formed detailed Dalitz plot analyses for different B —
Kat 7~ decays [4-12]. One observes an accumulation
of events for 77 or Km effective masses lower than
2 GeV and, in particular, the presence of the scalar mesons
f0(980), K;;(1430) (and to a lesser extent f,(1500)) and of
the vector mesons p(770)°, K*(892). The event distribu-
tions of the Dalitz plots are usually studied using the isobar
model in which the decay amplitudes are parametrized by
sums of Breit-Wigner terms and a background. In
Refs. [4,7,10-12], an effective range nonresonant compo-
nent has been used in the K7 S-wave amplitude. The aim
was to ameliorate the description of the low K7 effective
mass spectrum.
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An important breakthrough in the theory of B decays
recently achieved is the confirmation of the validity of
factorization, as a leading order approximation in an ex-
pansion in inverse powers of the b quark mass m, [13].
This concerns the B decays into two mesons and was later
reformulated using the soft collinear effective theory ap-
proach to QCD [14]. Detailed comparisons between the-
ory, based on QCD factorization (QCDF), and experiment
were made in the case of decays into two pseudoscalar
mesons and one pseudoscalar and one vector meson
[13,15]. Agreement is generally quite fair. However,
some phenomenological parameters are introduced.

In this paper, we study the decays of the B into three
mesons, B— K=" 7, for which, to our knowledge, no
proof of factorization has been given. However, we restrict
ourselves to specific kinematical configurations in which
the three mesons are quasi aligned in the rest frame of the
B. This condition is met, in particular, in the low effective
K mass region ( =< 2 GeV) of the Dalitz plot where most
of the K7 resonant structures are seen. We will denote such
processes as B — (K )7 where the mesons of the K 7 pair
move, more or less, in the same direction. Three-body
interactions are expected to be suppressed in such condi-
tions. Then, it seems reasonable to assume the validity of
factorization for this quasi—two-body B decay [16] where
we assume that the (Kr) pair originates from a quark-
antiquark state.

In a previous work [17], the decays B — (7* 7~ )gK as
well as B— (KK)¢K, where the two comoving mesons in
the (w"7~) and (KK) pairs are in S-states, were studied
using an approximate construction of relevant scalar form
factors proposed in Ref. [18]. The decays B— (7 7~ )pK,
with the two pions in a P state, were subsequently studied
in Ref. [19]. Here, we focus on the decays B*—
(K*7 )7, B°—=(K°7")7r~ and B'— (K7 )7w". In
the factorization approach the amplitudes can be expressed
as the product of effective QCD coefficients [13] and the
two matrix elements of the vector currents (Kr|gy”s|0)
and (7|gy,b|B), with ¢ = u or d. One conspicuous con-
sequence is that the K7 pair is restricted to be in either an §
or a P state; no D or higher waves being allowed. This fact
is indeed supported by the Belle experiment of Ref. [9]. In
their analysis on B® — K07 " 7~ decays, one clearly ob-
serves a vector K*(892)" and a scalar K;;(1430) reso-
nances, the signal for the tensor K;(1430) being small.

The matrix element of the vector current (Kr|gy"s|0)
involves two functions of the K effective mass squared,
the strange scalar and vector form factors. We will perform
a construction based on general properties of analyticity,
QCD asymptotic counting rules [20], and using accurate
experimental data on K7 scattering, both in the elastic and
inelastic region. Such data have been obtained in the
relatively high statistics LASS experiment on K~ proton
interaction [21-23]. A specific feature of K7 scattering at
medium energies is that inelasticity is dominated by two-
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body or quasi—-two-body channels. More specifically, it was
shown by LASS that inelasticity in the S-wave is domi-
nated by the K7’ state and in the P-wave by the K*7 and
Kp states. Combining dispersion relations with unitarity
relations then leads to a set of coupled integral equations
for the form factors. These equations constitute a general-
ization of Watson’s theorem of final state interactions, well
known for a single channel case [24].

An analogous system of equations was studied and
solved for the first time by Donoghue, Gasser, and Leut-
wyler [25] in the case of the pion scalar form factor. More
recently, this method was applied to the K7 scalar form
factor in Ref. [26]. For our purpose, we have redone the
calculation of Ref. [26] and extended this framework to the
case of the vector form factor. Both of these form factors,
needed in our work on B— (K#)7 decays, are treated
exactly in the same way. This provides a unified treatment
of different B decays through coupled final-state channels
and also of 7— Krv, decays [27,28] using form factors
constrained by accurate results on K scattering. It could
allow us, for instance, to give predictions for B— (K ') g,
(K*7r)par and (K p)par decays as was done in Ref. [17] for
B— (KK)gK decays connected to B— (7" 7~ )gK decays.

The introduction of form factors, constrained by theory
and other experiments than B decays, is an alternative to
the use of the isobar model. This latter approximation
violates unitarity and the information about resonances,
present in the final states, can be distorted by other nearby
resonances due to interference. In our approach, we use the
complex pole definition of a resonance which allows us to
obtain its branching ratio and its decay constant. An alter-
native way, examined here too, is to integrate over the
effective mass range where the resonance dominates.
Recently charmless three-body decays of B mesons have
been extensively studied by Cheng, Chua, and Soni in the
factorization scheme [29]. Their calculation proceeds via
quasi—two-body decays involving resonant states and non-
resonant contributions. Breit-Wigner expressions are used
to describe the appropriate resonance effects in the scalar
and vector matrix elements. Their K*(892)7, p(770)°K,
and K(;(1430)7r branching ratios are too small compared to
the data by a factor varying between 2 and 5. This is also
the case in our QCD factorization approach. To improve
agreement with experiment we introduce phenomenologi-
cal corrections to the QCD penguin amplitudes. The latter
could represent (in part) the contribution (not studied here)
of the weak annihilation and hard-spectator contributions
together with their phenomenological components [13].
They could also partially come from long distance charm-
ing penguin amplitudes [14,30] which, themselves, could
arise from intermediate Dg*)D(*) states, reminding that
B— DYp® branching fractions are large. Finally, they
can come from unknown effects of new physics which

could appear in the b — s quark loop transitions (see for
instance Ref. [31]).
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Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we derive,
in the QCDF framework, the B — (K)s p7™ decay am-
plitudes for B*, B°, and B°. The charged B (b — sdd
transition for B~) decay amplitudes have only penguin
diagram contributions, while the neutral (b — siiu transi-
tion for B°) have an additional tree diagram. In the weak
amplitudes, we include penguin-correction terms repre-
sented by four complex parameters. The amplitudes are
expressed in terms of the product of the effective QCD
coefficients by the B to 7r transition form factor and the K7
strange form factors. Section III tabulates the values of the
process and scale dependent effective QCD coefficients
[13] we use in our amplitudes. To the leading-order con-
tribution in ay, we add the next-to-leading order short-
distance vertex and penguin corrections. Their calculation
is outlined in Appendix A where we give also their values.

In Sec. IV we specify the model we use for the B to 7
transition form factors. The unitary equations satisfied by
the scalar and vector strange form factors are also pre-
sented. We discuss briefly the low energy constraints and
the two-channel description (K7, K7') for the S-wave K
scattering. In the case of the P-wave, the necessary three-
channel (K7, K", K p) description is then described. We
give the results for the strange scalar and vector K7 form
factors. Using the complex pole definition of a resonance, a
simple and unambiguous separation between the back-
ground and the resonant contributions of the S-wave and
P-wave amplitudes, is given. This allows us to determine
in an unambiguous way the B — K;(1430)7 and B —
K*(892)7 branching fractions. A detailed derivation of
the S-wave T-matrix elements, necessary to calculate the
strange scalar form factor, is presented in the Appendix B.
We calculate the values of the decay constants of K*(1430)
and K;;(892) from the knowledge of the vector and scalar
K form factors in Appendix C. In Appendix D, we show
how the two-body amplitudes B — K;(1430)7 and B —
K*(892)7 are related to the three-body ones. Effective
decay constants for K*(1430) and K;;(892) are also
calculated.

In Sec. V we describe our fitting procedure on the addi-
tional penguin parameters. We furthermore compare the
results of our fit to the experimental mg, mass and helicity
angle distributions. We present our fitted values for the
branching ratios and CP asymmetries for the B —
K*(892)7 and B — K;;(1430)7 decays. Note that, in the
case of the scalar meson production, our branching ratios
are predictions. Discussion of the results and comparison
with experimental analyzes are also given. A summary and
some conclusions are presented in Sec. VI.

II. DECAY AMPLITUDES AND PHYSICAL
OBSERVABLES

The amplitudes for the nonleptonic decays of the B
meson are given as matrix elements of the effective weak
Hamiltonian
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10
> /\,,[clof +C,00 + ) C0;
i=3

p=u,c

Gr
He = NG

+ C7)/07'y + CSgOSg] + H.C., (1)

where in the case of strangeness S = *1 final states

Au = Vubv;:s’ )‘c = Vcbvjs’ (2)

the V,, being Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa quark-
mixing matrix elements. For the Fermi coupling constant
Gr we take the value 1.16637 X 1073 GeV 2. In this
work we use A, = 3.55 X 1074 — i7.49 X 10™* and A, =
4.05X 1072 + i6.5 X 1077, The C;(u) are the Wilson
coefficients of the respective four-quark operators O;(u)
at a given renormalization scale u. The explicit expression
of the operators O; may be found e.g. in Ref. [32]. Studies
of B decays into two-body [32] and quasi—two-body
[13,33] final states have been performed in the QCDF
framework. These studies show that naive factorization is
a useful first order approximation which receives correc-
tions proportional to the strong coupling constant a(m,),

as(JAQCDmb) and in inverse powers of m;, [2]. Here, we

perform a heuristic extension of these results to a class of
three-body decays B — (K)7r.

A. Charged B decay amplitudes

We focus on the process B~ — (K~ 7" )7~ . To illustrate
our approach, let us write the matrix elements of the
penguin operators O3 and O, at leading order factoriza-
N
tion

(m (K~ 7")|C305 + C,04|B™)
= ay(m |dy"(1 — y*)b|B- XK~ m*|5y,(1 — y5)d|0)
3)
with

@y = Calpn) + 3 (), @
where N, = 3 is the number of colors. In this approxima-
tion, the dependence of the amplitude as a function of the
two Dalitz-plot variables mg,., m,, is completely deter-
mined in terms of K — 77 and B — 77 form factors. We will
probe this prediction by employing a careful determination
of the K7 form factors described in detail in Sec. IV and in
Appendix B. Our main assumption will be that the correc-
tions to naive factorization can be absorbed into effective-
mass independent modifications of the parameters a;. We
will borrow parts of these corrections from quasi-two-body
calculations and also append a phenomenological part.

In this derivation we have assumed that the (K~ 7*) pair
originates from a quark-antiquark state.
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The B to 7 transition matrix element is written as

(7 (pz)ldy"(1 = ¥)bIB™ (ps-))

M —
= [(psf +p) 37'" ]fB ™ (g%
M2 — m2 o
+ 2B g (g2), )

where f§,™ (¢?) are the scalar and vector B~ to 7~ form
factors. The four-momentum transfer is

+ P (6)

with p.-, p+, px-, and pp- being the four momenta of
the negative and positive pions, of the K~ and of the B~
mesons, respectively. In an analogous way, the matrix
element for the transition from vacuum to the K~ 7" state
is given in terms of the scalar fX 7 (¢*) and vector
K™ (¢?) form factors by

4 = Pp~ — Pm = Pk~

(K~ (px- )7 (p )5y, (1 — ¥5)d|0)
2 _ 2
= [(px— — D)y ufJV]J‘{““(czz)
2 _ 2
+ KT g KT (). (7)

Above, My, mg, and m are the masses of the charged B
mesons, kaons, and pions, respectively. From Eqgs. (5) and
(7) one obtains

(m~|dy"(1 = y®)bIB- XK~ 7t |5y,(1 — y5)d|0)
R -+ m2 - m2
=187 (DfE ™ (¢H)Mf — m) u

- - -+
R RT G [ SRRy
2 2
my —m
- (e - ) ME ®)
q
where mg-,- and m .+, are the K~ 7~ and 7" 7~ effec-
tive masses. Note that ¢> is the square of the K~ 7"
effective mass. In the K~ 7" center-of-mass system

2 2
mg me

m%(f—m+, (M% — m2) 7

m

=4p,+ P = 4lp,+llp,|cosé, )

where 6 is the angle between the 7% and 7~ three-
momenta. The first term of the right-hand side of Eq. (8)
corresponds to the K~ 7" S-wave contribution while the
second term to that of the P-wave since it depends linearly
on cosf. One observes that there are no contributions from
[ = 2 partial waves.

Finally, we introduce the matrix element of the complete
weak effective Lagrangian. We write the K7 S-wave con-
tribution in the following form
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g =(m (K~ 7)s |Heff|B_>

f;/f(M2 — ) fg T (g fK ™ ()

X {M(aZ(S) - aloz(S) + cf{) + /\C(ag(g) _ a?oT(S)
1) mjf(jn I COR “
: cg) ! A”(‘lg(s) - Q%S) * CG)]} (10)

Here the kinematical ¢> dependence associated with the
terms ai — aly/2 + ¢} (p = u, ¢) is different from that in
front of the af — af /2 + cZ ones. In the latter case, due to
a Fierz transformation, the matrix elements of scalar rather
than vector current are involved. This g> dependence has
an important consequence for the behavior of the effective
mass distributions (see Sec. VB 1). For the P-wave one
has,

M;pﬂ" Prt = <777 (K7 7T+)P|Heff|Bi>

=2V2Gp, PSP T (A T (D)
u (P
R

+2@f¢(u)[ ( \(P) -

my  fy
06)]}' (11)

ag(P) 6)

4 (agr) - 50+

In Egs. (10) and (11) a?(S) and a? (P) are the leading order
factorization coefficients to which O(a;) vertex and pen-
guin corrections are added in the quasi-two-body approxi-
mation of pseudoscalar-scalar, PS, or pseudoscalar-vector,
PV, final states (see Sec. III). These coefficients will be
evaluated at the scale w = m,. The term proportional to
f(w)/fy has been inferred from a similar term which
arises at order « in the B — PV amplitudes [13]. In the
following, we take the K*(892) decay constant f, =
218 MeV  and  fif(m,) = 175 MeV  with  my- =
893.8 MeV. We have further assumed that the correspond-
ing P-wave form factor (which is associated with the
antisymmetric tensor current) is simply proportional to
the one associated with the vector current.

It was observed in Ref. [13] that the calculated O(«;)
and 1/m,, corrections are insufficient to explain the experi-
mental branching rate for the B — K*7 decay. We have
therefore allowed for four additional complex terms c}, cj,
c¢ and c¢ which one could partly interpret as nonperturba-
tive contributions in the penguin diagrams. The other part
of these coefficients could represent hard spectator inter-
action in the pertubative regime and annihilation terms.
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Annihilation diagrams, due to divergences inherent to the
form of the twist-three amplitudes employed in QCDF
[13,32], are commonly parametrized by complex ampli-
tudes very similar to these QCD penguin corrections. This
complex parametrization is also the case for the endpoint
divergence of the hard-spectator amplitudes. The above
parameters will be determined by performing detailed fits
to the Dalitz plot in the region my, < 1.8 GeV, m_, >
1.5 GeV where one believes that the QCDF formalism
could apply.

The complete amplitude for the B~ — (K~ 7" )7~ de-
cay is

M- = M.; + M;pﬂ" Pt (12)

Charge conjugation of M~ gives the BY — (K" 7 )7*

decay amplitude

M+ = M-(A, — A%, A, — A", B~ — B,
K =K', 75— 7). (13)

Let us specify here the value of the meson masses used
in this work: My = 5279.2 MeV, myg = 495.66 MeV
(averaged K= and K masses) and m, = 139.57 MeV.
For the quark masses, evaluated at the scale u = m,, we
take m, = 4.2 GeV, m, =84 MeV, and m, =m,; =
3.4 MeV.

B. Neutral B decay amplitudes

In the B — (K°7)spm™ decay we have the quark
transition b — siu. The derivation is similar to that just
described above for the B~ — (K~ 7%)gpm  case.
However, there is a tree diagram a; contribution. One
obtains for the S-wave amplitude

M = (7 (K07 )g|Hege| B®)

G m2_0_m2 R0, _+
\/E(MBU _m%T)KT & ( 2)f ( )

x {/\u(al + at(S) + at () + ct) + A (as(s)

24>
(mh - mu)(ms -
T+ ab(S) + ey + A (a(S) + as(s) + cg)]}. (14)

+ af,(S) + ¢5) —

5 [ (ag(S)

For the P-wave amplitude one has
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Mop P = (7 (K07 )p|Hoge| BY)
= 2V2Gp, 0 ST (@FT (4)
X {Au(al + af(P) + a{(P) + c})
e fv

my fy
X [A,(al(P) + af(P) + c¥) + A(al(P)

+ A (a§(P) + afy(P) + ¢§) +2——

+ ag(P) + cg)]} (15)

The full amplitude for the B — (K7~ )7" decays is
MO = M5+ Mpp - P (16)

The charge conjugation of the MO amplitude gives the
B — (K°7*)7r~ decay amplitude as

MO = MO(A, — AL A, — AL, B — B,
K — K° 7¥ — 7). (17)

Isospin symmetry leads to

B (@®) = 8 (@» =[5, (@) = fE1™ (¢*) (18)
and to
187 (@) = 57 @) = 57 (@D = 57 (D).
(19)

In Egs. (14) and (15) we have introduced the same phe-
nomenological parameters as those for the charged
B-decay amplitudes, Egs. (10) and (11).

C. Physical observables

The density distribution of the Dalitz plot for the B~ —
K~ 7" 7~ decay” can be expressed in terms of the K~ 7+
and 77* 7~ effective masses, the latter being related to cos6
as seen in Eq. (9). The double differential B~ — K~ 77~
decay rate reads

d*r-

— Mg-= 7+ |p77'4r ||p777| |M7|2 (20)
dcosfdmy- .+ '

82w M3,

where M~ is given by Eq. (12). The moduli of the 7% and
77 momenta are

1
2mg-

lpr+|=

x \/[m’;‘w — (g +m ) m = (mg —m,)2)
(2D
*Note that here and in the following, for simplicity, we

suppress the parentheses between the two first mesons of the
three-meson final state.
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p, =
P~ D

XIM3 — (g e +m ) M3 — (g e — m )]

(22)

In the experimental analyzes, the helicity angle 6, is
usually defined as 0y = 7 — 6. Integrating the double
differential distribution of Eq. (20) over cosf gives for
the differential effective mass branching fraction

a3 _ 1

dmg- .+ - I'p-

mKﬂ*lP#*llP#l( _
M3 |?
427 M;, | Ms |

1
+1pPlp,- |2|M;|2), 23)
where I'p- denotes the total width of B~. This is a sum of
the S- and P-wave contributions
dB~ dBg

_ dBp
dmg- .+ dmpg— .+

de*ﬂ.Jr

(24)

The CP violating asymmetry for the charged B decays is
defined as

B~ —B*
B~ + B*
The integration of the double differential decay rate over

mg-+ within the range (M, Mmax) gives the angular
distribution

A (25)

dB~
dcosf

= A + Bcosf + Ccos?6, (26)

where

4= [mnlax dmg- - m](*ﬁ'l)w* ||P7r*| |~7Vl§|2’ (27)

Min 8(277)3M%
_ MMmax mK'ﬂ'*lpw*'lzlpw’lz - —%
B=2 . dmy- e ——2 Qi Re(Mg M3"),
(28)
Mmax mK* +|p +|3|p 7|3 —
C= d . T T T M 2 29
. Mg- 8(277)3Mg | P | ( )

Similarly one can derive the above observables given in
Egs. (20), (23), and (26) for the B — K" 7~ 7", B’ —
K%~ 7", and B — K7 7~ reactions.

D. B — K;(1430)7 and B — K*(892)7r amplitudes

The scalar K;;(1430) and the vector K*(892) resonances
are quite visible in the experimental effective K7 mass
distributions of the B — K77 decays [4—12]. Branching
fractions for the B — K;;(1430)7 and B — K*(892)7 re-
actions have been extracted by the experimental groups
within the framework of the isobar model. Here, we will
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make use of the complex pole definition of a resonance in
scattering theory. This method allows one to perform in a
simple way a separation between the resonance contribu-
tion (defined to correspond to the pole part) and the back-
ground contribution in the amplitude.

We obtain the B — K;;(1430)7r amplitudes by replacing
in Eqgs. (10) and (14) fX7(¢%) by fg"le(qz) defined in
Egs. (45)—(47). Similarly the B — K*(892)7 amplitudes
are given by replacing in Egs. (11) and (15) fX7(g%) by
17"(g?) defined in Egs. (62) and (63). Integration of the
differential branching fraction (23) over the effective mass
mg, of the pole parts of the scalar or vector form factors
will determine the B~ — K;’(1430)7~ and B~ —
K*°(892)7~ branching fractions, respectively. In this ap-
proach, we can also determine the decay constants of the
vector and the scalar resonances: this is exposed in
Appendix C.

III. EFFECTIVE QCD AMPLITUDES

The short-distance physics of the weak decay ampli-
tudes b — sdd or b — siu is codified in the effective
QCD amplitudes a}"“(u), each of which corresponds to a
particular decay topology. The available QCDF calcula-
tions (see for instance Refs. [13,32,33]) concern two-body
final states. They apply to our case of a three-body final
state (K 7)7 when the effective mass of the K7 subsystem
coincides with the mass of a vector or a scalar resonance.
We will make the approximation to use these calculated
corrections also away from the resonance masses. In this
work, we take into account only vertex and penguin cor-
rections. At the leading order, these amplitudes are univer-
sal (i.e. do not depend on quark flavor) and given by

Ciil(,U«)
N,

c

ai(pn) = [Ci(,u) + ]Ni(M), (30)
where the plus (minus) sign corresponds to odd (even)
values of the index i. One finds N;(M) = 0 if the emitted
meson M|either the K*(892) or the K;(1430), which do not
include the spectator quark] is a vector one and if i = 6, 8,
otherwise N;(M) = 1. The next-to-leading order vertex
and penguin corrections are calculated following
Ref. [33] for K;;(1430)7 final states and Ref. [13] for
K*(892)7r ones. We write

Ci+ Crag
N. 4mw

with Cp = (N? — 1)/2N.. The relevant Wilson C;(u) co-
efficients were calculated in next-to-leading order logarith-
mic approximation and we take their values from Table 1
of Ref. [32] at the natural characteristic scale u = m,,. The
second and third terms of Eq. (31) refer to the vertex and
penguin corrections and for completeness we describe in
Appendix A the main steps of their calculations. In Table I
we list the values of the coefficients a? (m;) with i = 1, 4,

af(p) = a;(p) + Vi(M) + P{ (M), (31)
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TABLE L.  Leading and next-to-leading order effective QCD amplitudes a;(m;,) and a? (m;) for
the K;j(1430)7 and K*(892)7r final states [see Eqgs. (30) and (31)].

B — K;(1430)7

B — K*(892)7

a;(my,) a?(mb) a;(my,) a,p(mb)
ap 1.018 1.029 + i0.063 1.018 1.045 + i0.014
ay —0.031 —0.061 —i0.023 —0.031 —0.030 — i0.015
ag —0.031 —0.069 + i0.057 —0.031 —0.035 — i0.005
ag —0.039 —0.042 —i0.014 0 —0.006 — i0.002
ag —0.039 —0.045 — i0.004 0 0.002 + i0.009
ag 0.00044 0.0005 — i0.0001 0 —0.0001 + 0.0
ag 0.00044 0.0005 — i0.0 0 —0.0 + i0.0001
ay, —0.0015 —0.002 + i0.003 —0.0015 0.0001 + i0.0006
ay, —0.0015 —0.002 + i0.004 —0.0015 0.0001 + i0.0007

6, 8, 10, used in the weak decay amplitudes discussed in the
present paper. These have been obtained adding to the
a;(m,) values (given in this table) those of the vertex and
penguin corrections listed in Table VI. The next-to-leading
order corrections are relatively small except in the case of
the B — K;;(1430)7 decays for aj and a§. These arise
mainly from the penguin terms.

IV. SCALAR AND VECTOR B7 AND K7 FORM
FACTORS

A. B form factors

The scalar and vector B7r transition form factors fg 7(g?)
and f87(¢?) were introduced in Eq. (5) and are one of the
ingredients in QCDF. These form factors contain parts of
the nonperturbative physics which stems from the hadro-
nization of quark currents. In the applications considered
here, the variable q2 is timelike and remains small com-
pared to the physical threshold (my + m,)>. The form
factors in this region are real and we expect their variation
to be slow. Several studies dedicated to these transition
form factors have been carried out; on the phenomenologi-
cal side, we refer to the various approaches to heavy-to-
light transition amplitudes. These include light-cone sum
rules [34], light-front [35], simple nonrelativistic [36], or
relativistic quark models [37-40]. Ab initio approaches
such as lattice-regularized QCD have also been used to
determine B form factors, however the lattice results are
for large momenta ¢> > 10 GeV? and need to be extrapo-
lated to low momenta [41,42] by means of pole dominance
models.

More recently, a comprehensive set of B-meson heavy-
to light-transition form factors, calculated with truncated
transition amplitudes based on Dyson-Schwinger equa-
tions in QCD, was reported in Ref. [43]. The methods of
Refs. [34,35] yield form factors for a small domain of
timelike momentum transfer g2, while those in
Refs. [37-39] apply to the entire range of physical mo-
menta. However, this is only possible by employing func-
tional extrapolations of the transition form factors

fE7(q* = 0) to the timelike g*-range. On the other hand,
the form factors obtained from double dispersion relations
of spectral densities in the relativistic quark model [40] or
using Dyson-Schwinger equations in QCD [43] are calcu-
lated for all physical ¢* values. A typical value found in
[40] is f27(¢*> = 0) = 0.2 which is in agreement with the
Dyson-Schwinger result f27(g*> = 0) = 0.24 as well as
with lattice data extrapolations [42].

In the above studies, the ¢> dependence of the B
transition form factors, as ¢ varies from threshold up to
about (1.8 GeV)?, is found to be small. This, of course, is
in contrast with the case of the K7 scalar or vector form
factors which we discuss below. In practice, we take the
following constant values: f57(q%) = f{;’”(m%q(1 430) =

0.266 and f7(q?) = fE7(m3. gy = 0.250.

B. K form factors

Another important ingredient of the QCD-factorized
B-decay amplitudes are the K# scalar and vector form
factors. These also appear in semileptonic decays like 7 —
Kmv,or K — arly;. Use of analyticity and unitarity allows
one to relate them to the S and the P wave K scattering
amplitudes. Indeed, rather accurate information on K
scattering is available, in particular, from the high statistics
experiment of Estabrooks et al. [44] and from the LASS
Collaboration [23]. This approach served to determine the
scalar form factors of the pion and kaon in Ref. [25]. Jamin,
Oller and Pich applied it recently to evaluate the K7 scalar
form factor [26]. We perform also its calculation following,
essentially, their work. We then develop an extension of
this construction to the vector case, so both form factors are
handled in a similar way. The main approximation is to
reduce the sum over the inelastic many-body channels in
the unitarity equations to a finite number of two-body
channels. This is supported by the experiments performed
by the LASS Collaboration in the center-of-mass energy
range myg, < 2.5 GeV [21-23,45]. They find that the in-
elasticity in the S-wave is dominated by one channel, K7/,
and in the P-wave by two channels, K*7 and Kp. Then,
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from fits to the experimental data, one constructs a 2 X 2
scattering 7-matrix for the S wave and a 3 X 3 one for the
P wave. The form factors satisfy a set of n coupled,
homogeneous singular integral equations with a kernel
linear in the 7T-matrix (n = 2 for the S wave and n = 3
for the P wave). The mathematical properties of such
equations are derived in Muskhelishvili’s book [46]. In
particular the number of independent solutions N is given
by the index of the integral operator which can be ex-
pressed in terms of the sum of the S-matrix eigenphases
8;(¢) of the S-matrix,

f[aj(oo) — 5,(00] = N 32)
j=1

N is also the number of independent conditions that one
must impose on the form factors in order to determine them
from the integral equations. We will use conditions at t = 0
or near ¢ = 0 derived from chiral symmetry. Asymptotic
conditions will also be used.

1. Scalar form factor

Following the experimental analyzes, we assume the
dominance of a single inelastic channel K%'.> The K/
matrix element of the vector current can be written in terms

of two form factors f[f "/(t) and fX"7' (1) as

(KHaytsln'y = £ 7 (0 (px + poy)*
+ O (p — p)* (33)

where t = (px — p,7)*> = ¢*. The coupled channel inte-
gral equations will involve the two components

Fi(t) = V2757 (1) = fK 7 (),

2 _ 2
Fy0) = \E[L_"ni’%:f’f"kz) a0l

m%( K m%
(34

We have used here isospin symmetry to express the form
factor f& 7 (1), introduced in Eq. (7), in terms of f{){+”0(t).

The form factors F(¢) and F,(¢) are analytic functions
in the complex ¢ plane with a cut along the real axis (m,, +
mg)? =t < oo. Asymptotic counting rules in QCD [20]
imply that the dispersion relations satisfied by the func-
tions F;(¢) converge without subtractions

1 o ImF;(¢)dt
Fi(1) =—[ 7m,’( ) , i=12 (35
T J(m,+mg)? r—t

Unitary equations of the two coupled channels K7 (i = 1)
and Kn' (i = 2) allow one to express the imaginary parts
as follows (see [25,26])

3The authors of Ref. [26] have studied the influence of an
additional K7 inelastic channel and found that it is rather small.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 79, 094005 (2009)

) = 00 - 1) 2220 75,07 0
+00 -0 0 100
() = 00 - 1) 2220 13,07 0
+00- 1) 20 100, (36)
where
1 = (mg + m,)?, = (mg + m,y)? (37

and gg,(1), gk, (1) are the center-of-mass momenta. The
set of integral equations obtained by inserting Eqs. (36)
into (35) are often called Muskhelishvili-Omnes equations.
The detailed determination of the matrix elements 7, T1,,
T, is given in Appendix B. We use experimental data and
theoretical constraints at low energy, in particular, we
employ a systematic combination of the chiral and 1/N.,
expansions [47,48]. At medium and high energies, we
employ a K-matrix parametrization as in Ref. [26], which
guarantees unitarity. This provides a smooth interpolation
with index N = 2 in the asymptotic region, where no
experimental data exist [see Eq. (32)]. One must therefore
provide two initial conditions for the form factors. As in
Ref. [26], we use the values of F(¢) at t = 0 and at the
Cheng-Dashen point t = m% — m% which are precisely
constrained by chiral symmetry

fx

v

Fi(0)=0961,  Fy(m%—m2)=2K-31x1073,

(38)

where fx and f are the kaon and pion decay constants,
respectively. The value at + = 0 is derived from chiral
perturbation theory at order p* [49,50] and includes an
estimate for the p® corrections made in Ref. [51]. The
value at t = m% — m% was obtained in Ref. [50] at order
p*. In that case, the p® corrections are expected to be very
small, of order 1073, For the ratio fx/f . the latest Review
of Particle Physics [52] (see the note by J. Rosner and S.

Stone, p. 821) gives

Tk _ 1.193 = 0.002 = 0.006 = 0.001 (39)

[

and we will use the central value in Eq. (38). We solve the
set of integral equations for F; and F, using the numerical
method of Ref. [53]. The results for the modulus and for
the phase of F| are displayed in Fig. 1. Our numerical
results are in a fair agreement with those of Refs. [26,27].
The phase of the form factor satisfies, as it should,
Watson’s theorem in the energy region below the Kn'
threshold. Above this point it displays a sharp drop.
Correspondingly, the modulus of F; displays a dip.
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FIG. 1 (color online). Modulus (left) and phase (right) of the strange scalar form factor f(’)( ' () obtained by solving a two-channel
Muskhelishvili-Omnés equation system. Variation with the input F;(Ag,) = fx/f» — 3.1 X 1073 at the Cheng-Dashen point Ag,, =

2

These structures reflect interference effects between the
independent solutions which are linearly combined.
Because of the linearity of the equations, the dependence
on the initial conditions can be studied by varying
Fi(m% — m2) and keeping F,(0) fixed. The figure illus-
trates the variation of the scalar form factor f§7 as a
function of fx/f

2. K;(1430) pole part of the scalar form factor

The separation between resonant and background con-
tributions has some arbitrariness, in particular, if the back-
ground contribution is significant, depending on how each
contribution is parametrized. In the case of B — K
amplitude, we propose a simple and unambiguous way to
define this separation based on the well known property
that a resonance can be associated with a pole of the
scattering matrix in the complex energy plane on the
second Riemann sheet (e.g. [54]). This pole also appears
in form factors and current correlation functions. We first
study the scalar K;(1430) resonance and then the vector
K*(892) resonance.

Let us analyze the scalar form factor f£7(r). We want to
define the extrapolation to the second Riemann sheet in the
t variable. We recall that we have assumed, in constructing
the 7 matrix, that scattering was elastic up to the n'K
threshold. We can write the discontinuity of the form factor
upon crossing the cut as follows,

Km(t + ie) — fE7(t — ie) = —20k,(t + i€)T5 (¢
+ie)fK7(t —ie),  (40)

for ¢ real and in the range (m, +mg)? = 1= (m,y + mg)*.

Here, O-Kﬂ'(t) = ‘\/((ml( + ’7177')2 - t)(t - (ml( - mﬂ')z)/t
and T3, is the S-wave T-matrix element of the K7 —
K process. T3, (1) satisfies a discontinuity equation simi-

m% — m2 is illustrated. In the present work we use the form factor corresponding to fx/f, = 1.193.

lar to Eq. (40),
T, (t+ie) — T3 (1 — i€) = —20k,(t + i€)
X TP, (t+ie)T5 (1 — ie). (41)

Equations (40) and (41) allow us to find the extension of
&7 on the second Riemann sheet

Kﬂ(t)
11 )= fO N 42
0 = 0 75,0 “
which, by definition, must satisfy

f(I)I(t —ie) = (I){”(z‘ + ie) (43)

along the cut. Equation (42) shows that f}/(7) displays a
pole whenever the denominator function

D(t) =1 = 20, (T3, (1) (44)

displays a zero. In a similar way, one can define the
extension to the second sheet of the T-matrix, (77%,)",
which because of Eq. (41) has exactly the same denomi-
nator function D(z). A point #, such that D(z,) = 0 corre-
sponds to a pole of (7%,)! and thus can be associated with a
resonance [54]. From this, it is simple to isolate the pole
part of the form factor

ole _ f(1)<77(t0)
0 (0= a(t — 1)’

where a = dD(1)/dt at t = f,. In the numerator, fX7(z,)
can be computed using its dispersive representation.

In practice, in order to do so, we must be able to define
T3, (¢) for complex values of 7. In our work we have defined
T3,(7) on the real axis in the range 1.25 = \/t = 2.5 GeV
from a 2 X 2 K-matrix fit to the experimental data. By
construction, the elements of the K-matrix have no branch
cut on the positive real axis. The meromorphic function

(45)
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parametrization which we used should be valid in some
complex domain of the ¢ variable. It seems reasonable to
assume that it remains reliable in the region of the
K;(1430) resonance pole since this pole lies rather close
to the real axis. Numerically, we find the following result
for the location of the pole

to = (1.9487 — i0.3825) GeV?,

(46)
Vo = (1.4026 — i0.1364) GeV.

These results compare reasonably well with the values of
the mass My = (1.414 = 0.006) GeV and of the half-
width T'z/2 = (0.145 = 0.011) GeV of the K*(1430)
given by the PDG [52]. For the other quantities needed

for fg°1e(t) we obtain
£57(19) = —0.3242 — i1.4679,

(47)
a = (0.8381 + i1.1713) GeV 2.

We remind that, in the dispersive construction of fX7(z)
from Ref. [26], followed here, the result depends on the
value of fx/f, which controls one of the initial conditions
[see Eq. (38)]. The number given above for f,(#,) corre-
sponds to fx/f» = 1.193 which we used as central value.
Varying fx/f» we would obtain:

K7(1y) = —0.4901 — i1.6652 for ik _ 1.203,

i (48)

K7(t,) = —0.1586 — i1.2710  for ;K = 1.183.

m

Figure 2 shows the modulus of 8016(1) compared with the

modulus of fX 7" (z) and that of the ““background” which
we may define just as the difference

F3K() = fE7 (1) — 2 (), (49)

We can define the isolated K;;(1430) resonance contribu-

3 . . . | |
complete
25 pole part ——-—-- ‘
2T background -------- ' |

[fo"

.-
—

......

FIG. 2 (color online). Modulus of the scalar form factor
K 7 (1) compared with its pole part, as defined in the text.
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tion to the B— K77~ decay amplitudes by replacing

the scalar form factor f57(z) by g(’le(t). For instance, for
the B~ — K~ 7" 7~ case, this substitution can be done in

Eq. (10).

3. Vector form factor

We perform a construction using the same method as in
the case of the scalar form factor. Here the main points
involved in this construction are given below, a more de-
tailed discussion can be found in Ref. [28]. For K scat-
tering in P-wave at medium energies (mg, = 2.4 GeV),
we assume the dominance of two inelastic channels, K* 7
and Kp. We treat vector mesons as stable particles in our
unitary equations. For the three coupled channels K7 (i =
1), K*7 (i = 2) and Kp (i = 3) three form factors H;(r)
enter the calculation. The first one was defined in Eq. (7):

Hy(1) = V257 () = 7 (1. (50)

The other two are defined by the following matrix ele-
ments:

<K*+(pV: /\)lﬁ’yuslﬂo(pv» = epyaﬁg*y(/‘)pgngZ(t):
(5D

(P°(py, My 51K~ (pg)) = — €uape™” (V) s piHs(1).
(52)

In the above equations &” is the polarization four-vector of
the K* or the p meson, p denote four-momenta of mesons
and €,,,5 is the completely antisymmetric tensor. The
components H, and H; have dimension mass~2> while H,
is dimensionless. As for the S-wave case each form factor
satisfies an unsubtracted dispersion relation. We have now
to determine six independent matrix elements of the 3 X 3
P-wave T-matrix, 7%, from fits to the experimental data.
The most complete data exist for the elastic channel K7 —
K [23]. Some information is also available on the inelas-
tic amplitudes K77 — K*7r and K7 — Kp in the regions of
the resonances K*(1410) and K*(1680) [22,45]. As in the
case of the S-wave, the K-matrix method is used to enforce
three-channel unitarity. The unitarity equations obeyed by
the three form factors H,(r) can be written as

3
ImH,(1) = D (r ((T)*Q*Sr) Hi(r),  (53)
=1

J

where 7, Q, and X are diagonal matrices with 7 =

diag[1, /1, V1], = = 2Q//f and

Q =diag[0(t — t)qx (1), 0(t — 13) g (1), Ot — 14) g, (1)]
(54)

with 73 = (mg- + m,)* and t, = (mg + m,)>. The nor-

malization of the T”-matrix here is such that its relation
with the S-matrix is
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SP =1+ 2i/S0TP V3. (55)
In the asymptotic region, mg, = 2.4 GeV, we impose a
smooth interpolation for the scattering amplitudes with the
index N =4 [see Eq. (32)]. In order to enforce exact
unitarity in the interpolation region we write the S-matrix
in exponential form, S = exp(2ih), where h is real and
symmetric matrix and we interpolate the nondiagonal ele-
ments of % to zero and the diagonal ones to multiples of 7.
Illustration of this interpolation of the eigenphases of the
SP-matrix is given in the Fig. 4 of Ref. [28].

For N =4, in order to solve the system of integral
equations we must impose four conditions on the form
factors. We use the three values of H; at t = 0 and, as
the fourth constraint, we implement an asymptotic condi-
tion for t — —oo on the form factor H;. According to
Refs. [20,55] and ignoring flavor symmetry breaking, one
should have,

_1672a,(q%) f%
—— e

(56)

We do not attempt to reproduce the logarithmic running of
o, and actually implement Eq. (56) with the constant value
a, = 0.2. Atr = 0, one has H,(0) = F,(0) and we will use
the value given in Eq. (38). The values of H,(0) and H5(0)
are not known as precisely. In the SU(3) chiral limit, flavor
symmetry leads to the following relation between the
charged current matrix element and the electromagnetic
one, jiy,

3.2

2 )
<K*+|ﬁ7’“5|770> = T<P+|JELM|7T+>, (57)

which allows one to relate H,(0) and H5(0) to the radiative
decay width of the p*, yielding

20 . . . :

0 0.5 1
Vi (GeV)

1.5 2 2.
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H,(0) = —H;(0) = (1.54 = 0.08) GeV ™. (58)

The relative sign is determined by vector meson domi-
nance arguments. We have studied the influence of flavor
symmetry breaking to first order in the quark masses. There
are three independent symmetry breaking parameters and
two of them can be determined from experiment (see [28]).
As a consequence, one can express H, and Hj in terms of
the third, unknown parameter a, as follows:

H,(0) = (1.41 = 0.09 — 65.4a) GeV !,

(59)
H4(0) = (—1.34 + 0.07 — 65.4a) GeV ™.

The magnitude of a is expected to be a few times 1073, We
have estimated a from the sum R of the decay rates of the
7~ into K~ 7 and K7~ R(r — Kmv,) = (13.5 = 0.5) X
1073 [52] which gives a = (—=7.07%]) X 1073. Results for
the vector form factor are displayed in Fig. 3. Its phase
shows a sharp transition as a function of the parameter a
close to a = —7 X 1073, It goes from a regime where its
value is 37 at infinity to one where it is 7 displaying a
sharp drop. The K*(1680) resonance appears to be sup-
pressed but the properties of the form factor in this energy
region depend significantly on the S-matrix interpolation
parameters in the region mg, = 2.4 GeV. In our applica-
tion to B decays we will use the form factor in the region
Jt = 1.8 GeV, where the sensitivity to the asymptotic
interpolation is small.

4. K*(892) part of the vector form factor

As before, the starting point is the discontinuity equation
satisfied by fK7(r) across the elastic unitarity cut, which
reads

7l
2
3 b

¢ (radians)

1I.5 2
Vi (GeV)

FIG. 3 (color online). Modulus (left) and phase (right) of the strange vector form factor f f( A (1) obtained by solving a three-channel
Muskhelishvili-Omnes equations system. Dependence on the symmetry breaking parameter « is illustrated [see Eq. (59)].
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K7 (t +ie) — fK™(t — ie) = 20k, (t + i€)g%,(t + i€)
X TP (t + ie)fX7(1 — ie),
(60)

and from this we deduce the expression of fX7(r) on the
second Riemann sheet

(1)
1 =20k, (0g%,(OTH (1)

) = (61)

. . I
The position of a resonance in the complex plane, 7]°°,

corresponds to a zero of the denominator function in
Eq. (61) and this allows one to isolate a pole in f1/(z),

FET()
Bt — £

In the case of the K*(892) we obtain, based on our fit, the
following values for the pole parameters

@) = : (62)

' = (0.7982 — i0.0504) GeV?,

Y1 = (0.8939 — i0.0282) GeV,
B = (—1.8874 + i9.5726) GeV?,
FE7(201°) = 0.8244 — 9.0784.

(63)

The K*(892) resonance being very narrow, we expect the
pole component to strongly dominate the form factor be-
low 1 GeV. This is illustrated in Fig. 4 which shows that,
indeed, the background component is very small in that
case. As before we can define the B decay amplitude B —
K*(892)7 from the three-body amplitude B — K7 by

substituting £X7 (1) by f*°'*() in the relevant formulas, for
example, in Egs. (11) and (15).

20 . : . . |
18} complete i
16 pole part ——-—--

I background -------- T
14

12
10

i

N =~ O 00

o
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FIG. 4 (color online). Modulus of the vector form factor
X7 (#) compared with the K*(892) complex pole component.
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V. FIT, RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Fitting procedure

In this paper we use a fitting procedure similar to that
described in Ref. [19]. We perform a y? fit on experimental
data from Belle [5,6,8,9] and BABAR [7,10-12] collabo-
rations. We use six m, and five cosfy distributions where
the background is subtracted. These data are extracted
from the figures of the first seven papers just cited. We
also exploit the four branching fractions for the K*(892),
the three CP asymmetries for K*(892)7 and the three CP
asymmetries for K;;(1430) 7 calculated by experimentalists
in their data analyzes [6,9,11,12]. Branching fractions are
necessary to determine the absolute size of decay ampli-
tudes. However, the branching fractions for the B —
K;;(1430)7r are not well determined due to the large width
of the K(;(1430) resonance. Therefore we use here only the
well measured branching fractions for the B — K*(892)7r,
the K*(892) being a narrow resonance. The phases of the
decay amplitudes can be constrained by the phase differ-
ence, A®,, between the decay amplitudes of B’ —
K*"(892)7~ and B® — K*7(892)7™. Here we use the
preliminary result of Ref. [10]. The total x? reads

Xiot = Xngr T Xeosy, T WOXBR T Xi, + Xia,) (69

where the coefficient w is introduced in order to increase
the weight of the branching fractions, CP asymmetries and
the phase difference, which form a significantly smaller
data set than the my, and cosfy distributions. We have
verified that varying w between 5 and 20 leads to very
similar fits. In this analysis, to perform our best fit, we
choose w = 10.

The x? for a given distribution with n bins is defined by

2 [ Yexp (i) — Yinlo) 2
X ;[ AY oy () ] 63)

where Yy, (x;) and AY,,,(x;) are the number of experimen-
tal events and associated error in each bin x;. Here x
denotes either m . or cosfy. Integration of the differential
distributions dB(x)/dx [see Egs. (23) and (26)] over the
bin width [x;_;, x;] yields the theoretical number of events

Yth(xi)a
dB(x)
dx

Y(x) = N f . dx. (66)
Xi-1
Our theoretical distributions are normalized to the number
of experimental events in the analyzed range from x to x,,
with
N = M (67)
[ 4B

Xo dx

Altogether in our fit we include 308 bins in the mg, and
cosfly distributions, four branching fractions, six CP
asymmetries and one phase difference.
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TABLE II. Phenomenological parameters of the decay ampli-
tudes [see e.g. Egs. (10), (11), (14), and (15)].

Real part Imaginary part
cl —0.402 £ 0.244 —3.641 = 0.054
cq +0.015 £ 0.003 +0.033 = 0.004
cg —0.051 £ 0.153 —0.161 = 0.184
cg +0.075 = 0.009 —0.033 = 0.007

In our minimization, the branching fractions and asym-
metries are calculated in limited my, regions. For the
K*(892) we choose a mg,, range from 0.82 to 0.97 GeV
and for the K;(1430) one from 1.0 to 1.76 GeV. These
ranges have been used in Refs. [5,8,9] to obtain the helicity
angle distributions in the regions where the resonances
dominate. The experimental branching fractions, which
we use in our fit, are calculated in the above mg,. regions
from the models presented in the experimental analyzes
(see, in particular, Refs. [5,9,11]). In our analysis we have
excluded two experimental points in the my, distributions
and three in the cosfy ones. As will be seen below these
points lie significantly far from the general trend of the
data.

B. Results

In Table IT we give the values of the phenomenological
cy¢ parameters and their errors obtained from our best fit.
These parameters enter our amplitudes defined in Sec. II.
The large values of the cjj4 coefficients should not be
directly compared to those of ¢ 4, since in the amplitudes

TABLE III.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 79, 094005 (2009)

the latter are multiplied by A. and the former by A, with
[A.] = 50[A,|. The results of our fits, with y*> = 541 for
308 experimental K7 effective mass and helicity angle
distribution points, and x> = 9.3 for ten experimental
branching ratios and asymmetries, are presented in
Tables III, IV, and V and in Figs. 5-11. For the phase
difference A ¢ our fit gives —199° = 6° to be compared
with (—164 * 24 + 12 + 15)° found in the experimental
analysis of Ref. [10]. In the calculation of distributions we
take into account all the 77 effective mass cuts around the
D, J/¥ and W(2S) meson masses. As described in
Refs. [5-11], these cuts are introduced in the experimental
analyzes in order to eliminate the decay contributions from
these resonances. Our results, shown as histograms, take
into account the above cuts. In all figures presented in this
section, the dashed and dotted lines describe the S- and
P-wave contributions, respectively. In these latter cases the
cuts are not taken into account. Note that, following the
experimental procedure, for the my_, plots the requirement
is made that m .+ - is greater than 1.5 GeV for the Belle
data and 2.0 GeV for the BABAR results. Thus, the con-
tributions unrelated to K rescattering and arising, for
example, from B — p(770)K and B — f;(980)K decays,
are removed from the data samples. In our model such
contributions are omitted.

1. The K effective mass and helicity angle distributions
in B* — K* 77" decays

The K*=7* effective mass distribution for the B* —

K* 7+ 7" decays, obtained from our fit, is compared to

Branching fractions for the B — K*(892)7 decays averaged over charge conjugate reactions in units of 107°. In the

second column, giving the experimental branching ratios, the 2/3 factor arises from isospin symmetry. The values of the model
calculated by the integration on my,, from 0.82 to 0.97 GeV are compared to the corresponding Belle and BABAR results given in the
fourth column. Model errors stem from the phenomenological parameter uncertainties obtained through the minimization procedure.
The last column corresponds to the model without phenomenological parameters.

Decay mode Bexp Ref. Bexp(0.82, 0.97) model model [c¢! = 0]
B~ — [K(892) —» K~ 7t |7 6.45 = 0.71 (6] 5.35 * 0.59 573 +0.14 1.42
7.20 £ 0.90 [11] 5.98 £0.75
B — [K*7(892) —» K07 |7 ™" 5.60 = 0.93 [9] 4.65 = 0.77 5.42 = 0.16 1.09
2(11.7 = 1.30) [12] 6.47 £ 0.72

TABLE IV. Direct CP asymmetries averaged over charge conjugate reactions. The values of the model, calculated over the mg,,
range from 0.82 to 0.97 GeV for the K7 P-wave and from 1.0 to 1.76 GeV for the S-wave, are compared to the Belle and BABAR
results. Concerning the errors of the model and the last column, see the caption in Table III.

Decay mode exp. (%) Ref. model (%) model (%) [c¢! = 0]

B~ —[K*(892) = K 7t ]m —14.9 6.8 [6] —-25+1.3 1.4
32+54 [11]

B~ — [K;(1430) —» K~ 7 o~ 7.6+ 4.6 6]

B — (K~ m)gm 32+ 4.6 [11] 54+ 1.0 02

B — [K*0(892) = K07 |7 —14 £ 12 [12] —19.6 = 3.0 6.1

B — (RO7 )gm* 17 * 26 [12] —02+ 1.3 ~1.7
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TABLE V. Branching fractions averaged over charge conjugate reactions B — (K )¢ in units of 107, The second column gives
the experimental results. The predictions of our model, calculated by the integration of the my,. distribution over mg,. from threshold
(0.64 GeV) to 1.76 GeV, are compared to the corresponding Belle and BABAR results given in the fourth column. In the first two lines,
the Belle branching fractions [6,9], calculated with a Breit-Wigner amplitude, are compared to our predictions obtained from the
K;(1430) pole part of the scalar form factor (see Sec. IV B 2). In the last two lines we show the BABAR branching fractions [11,12] for
B — (K )g calculated, in their parametrization, with the part of the decay amplitude proportional to the K7r S-wave T-matrix. This
is compared to the results of our model, where the B — (K )¢ amplitude corresponds to the part proportional to the scalar form
factor (see Sec. IV B 1). See caption of Table III for the factor of 2/3 in the first column, for the errors of the model and for the last
column.

Decay mode Bexp Ref. BexP(0.64, 1.76) model model [c! = 0]
B~ — [K;2(1430) = K 7' )7~ 32.0 +3.0 (6] 27.0 25 11.6 £ 0.6 6.1
B — [K;~(1430) — Ko7~ Jor* 30.8 = 4.0 [9] 26.0 = 3.4 11.1 £0.5 5.7
B~ — (K~ 7t)gm™ 24.5 5.0 [11] 225+ 4.6 16.5 0.8 75
B — (Ko7 )gm™ 2(282+17.5) [12] 17.3 4.6 15.8 £ 0.7 7.1

TABLE VI. Next-to-leading-order vertex and penguin corrections entering a?(m,) [see Eq. (31)] for B — K;;(1430)7 and B —
K*(892)7r decays. Note that there are no penguin corrections for i = 1.

B — K;j(1430)7 B — K*(892)m

Vertex Penguin Vertex Penguin
ap 0.011 + i0.063 0.0 0.028 + i0.014 0.0
ay —0.001 — i0.005 —0.029 — i0.019 —0.002 — i0.001 0.004 — i0.014
aj —0.001 — i0.005 —0.037 + i0.061 —0.002 — i0.001 —0.002 — i0.004
ay —0.0004 + 0 —0.003 — i0.014 0.001 — i0.001 —0.007 — i0.001
ag —0.0004 + i0 —0.006 — i0.004 0.001 — 0.001 0.001 + i0.011
ag 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 — i0.0001 —0.00001 + 70.00001 —0.0 + 0.0
ag 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 — 0.0 —0.00001 + 0.00001 —0.0 + i0.0001
at, 0.0006 + i0.0032 —0.0006 — i0.0001 0.0014 + i0.0007 0.0002 — i0.0001
as 0.0006 + i0.0032 —0.0007 + 0.0003 0.0014 + i0.0007 0.0002 — i0.0

the experimental distributions of Belle [6] and BABAR L Bt > K* ¥ mw* -
Collaborations [11] in Figs. 5 and 6, respectively. The 150 I -
mass distributions are averaged over charge conjugate - i .
states. In both cases, our model describes quite well the
my.,. distributions in the K*(892) and Kj(1430) regions. It
also depicts quite well the sizable enhancement below
1 GeV related to the K;(800) state, often called «
[52,56]. In our amplitude, its contribution is present in
the relatively large background found in the modulus of
the scalar form factor at low mg,. [see Eq. (49) and Fig. 2].
If one approximates the quasi-two-body B — (K)g7 by
the two-body B — K;;(1430) 7 amplitudes, then ¢ is fixed
at the resonance mass m%((,; in the third lines of

100 -

events/(0.02 GeV)

(1430)
Egs. (10) and (14). With this replacement, one cannot
reproduce the low mg,, distributions below about 1 GeV,
the g*-term contribution becoming much too large. This
justifies the form of our three-body approach, within the
QCD factorization framework, to these decays. The origin
of this g* term is given below Eq. (10).

FIG. 5. The K7™ effective mass distributions in the B* —

In the isobar model, used in experimental analyzes, the
above ¢”> dependence is approximated by one fitted con-
stant parameter. For the description of the wide K;(1430)
resonance this may not be a very good approximation since
the g? varies by a factor of 8 from the K7 threshold to the

K* 7" 7* decays from the fit to the experimental data as
described in Sec. VA. Data points are from Ref. [6]. The dashed
line represents the S-wave contribution of our model, the dotted
line that of the P-wave and the histogram corresponds to the
coherent sum of the S- and P-wave contributions.
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FIG. 6. As in Fig. 5 but for the data points from Ref. [11].

mg, limit of about 1.8 GeV, close to the sum of the
M- (1430) Mass and its width.

The results of the fit to the cosfy distributions of the
Belle Collaboration [5] around the K*(892) and K;(1430)
resonances are shown in Figs. 7(a) and 7(b). Here we show
the contributions of the S and P waves as their interference
given by Eq. (28). In the y? fit corresponding to Fig. 7(a),
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we have excluded one bin at cosfy = —0.95. This bin is
not related to any cut and its x> value is almost twice as
large as the value of the total y? for this distribution. In
Fig. 7(a), the P-wave contribution dominates, those of the
S wave and of the interference term being rather small. On
the contrary, and as expected, it can be seen in Fig. 7(b) that
the S-wave contribution is much larger than that of the P
wave. Contribution of the interference term leads to a
visible left-right asymmetry. The minima in the histo-
grams of Figs. 7(b) and 10(b) at cosfy =~ —0.15 and
+0.2 correspond to the cuts related to background events
of J/W and W(2S), respectively. There is also a cut in
Figs. 7(a) and 7(b) at cosfy = —0.75 corresponding to the
D meson.

2. The K effective mass and helicity angle distributions
for B° = K777~ and B — K7~ 7" decays

The results of the fits to the my, distributions for the
B — K7~ 7" and B — Kym*a~ decays of the Belle
Collaboration [9] are shown in Figs. 8(a) and 8(b), respec-
tively. In the x? fit to the B® — Kz~ 7+ distribution, we
have excluded the two bins at mg, = 1538 and 1588 MeV.
They have quite small errors and negative numbers of
events. In the myg, range around the K*(892), the histo-
gram of the model has less events for B case than for B°.
One then expects a negative CP asymmetry, which is
confirmed by the value given in Table IV. It is in agreement
with the result of the experimental analysis.

Our mg,, distributions for the same neutral B decays are
compared to those of the BABAR Collaboration [10] in

140
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b)  K}1430) l _
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cos@H
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FIG. 7. Helicity angle distributions for B= — K=7* 7~ decays calculated from the averaged double differential distribution
integrated over my=,= mass from 0.82 to 0.97 GeV in the K*(892) case (a) and from 1.0 to 1.76 GeV in the K;(1430) one (b).
Data points are from Ref. [5]. Dashed lines represent the S-wave contribution of our model, dotted lines represent that of the P-wave,
the dot-dashed lines represent that of the interference term. The histograms correspond to the sum of these three contributions.
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FIG. 8. As in Fig. 5 but for B® — K7~ 7" decays (a), for B — Ky7" 7~ ones (b) and for the data of Ref. [9].

Fig. 9. As previously, the K*(892) and K;;(1430) are well
described by our model. Here, the width of the bins is
larger than that of Belle in Fig. 8 which explains why the
maximum of the P-wave contribution is above the experi-
mental points close to the K*(892) position.

The averaged B — K~ 7+ and B® — K)7* 7~ he-
licity angle distributions for the my, regions of the
K*(892) and K;;(1430) are compared in Fig. 10 to the
Belle data [8,9]. In the y? fit to the distribution shown in
Fig. 10(b) we have excluded two bins at cosfy equal to

100

B® - Kg Tt

Q
~

(=)
o

e o
o o
rrrrrrr 11| 1 17T
——
TS T AN T S S [N TN SR S B

events/(0.078 GeV)

[AY)
o

——
[

o
<

0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 14 16 1.8
m, _(GeV)

+0.95. These two data lie rather outside the general trend
of the distribution. As in the charged B decays, the P wave
dominates the K*(892) region and the S wave the K;(1430)
one. In both cases the S-P interference is rather small.

Figure 11 shows our helicity angle distribution fitted to
the BABAR experimental data [7] which results from the
integration of the double differential distribution over mg,,
from 0.776 to 1.01 GeV. The contributions of the S and P
wave and of their interference are similar to those observed
in Figs. 7(a) and 10(a).
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FIG. 9. As in Fig. 5 but for B® — K27~ 7" decays in (a) and for B — K}7" 7~ ones in (b), and for the data of Ref. [10].
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FIG. 10. AsinFig. 7 but for B° — K7~ 7" and B — K27 * 7~ averaged distributions, and for the Belle data of Ref. [9] in (a) and

that of Ref. [8] in (b).

3. Branching fractions and CP asymmetries

In Table III, our branching fractions for the B —
K*(892)m decays are compared to the corresponding ex-
perimental Belle and BABAR values. As already mentioned
in Sec. VA these are obtained from integration on myg,,
from 0.82 to 0.97 GeV of the double differential branching
fractions of our model and those of the experimental
analyzes. The theoretical errors are calculated using co-
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FIG. 11. As in Fig. 7(a) but for B — K97~ 7" and B —
K%W* 7~ averaged distributions, and for the BABAR data of
Ref. [7].

variance matrix elements and the corresponding deriva-
tives of the branching fractions over all fitted parameters.
We did not include other uncertainties entering our ampli-
tudes, so our theoretical errors are underestimated. Our
model branching fractions for B — K*(892)7 decays
agree quite well with the corresponding experimental
ones within their errors. Using the pole part of our
P-wave form factor [see Egs. (62) and (63)] and integrating
over the full range, we obtain for the charged averaged
branching fraction 6.95 X 107°. This value compares quite
well with those of Belle and BABAR given in Table III. Let
us stress however, that when the phenomenological pa-
rameters cl’-’ (i=4,6and p = u, c), are set to zero, the
theoretical branching fractions are too small by a factor 4
or 5 (see the last column of Table III). This indicates that
QCDF P-wave amplitudes are too small by a factor of
about 2.

In Fig. 12(a) we present the reduced complex P-wave
amplitudes, M'S¢, which are given by the expression be-
tween the curly brackets in Eqs. (11) and (15) for B~ and
B decays, respectively. The reduced S-wave amplitudes,
M4, for B~ and B° decays, shown in Fig. 12(b), are
defined similarly from Egs. (10) and (14). The correspond-
ing B and BY amplitudes can then be obtained through the
conjugation A, — A, A, — A%. The dashed arrows corre-
spond to the reduced amplitudes before the fit (¢! = 0)
while the solid ones to the result of the fit. In Fig. 12(a), the
B~ and B* reduced amplitudes without phenomenological
parameters are degenerate due to the dominance of the
almost real A, term over the A, one. Moreover, the fact
that the B° and B° reduced amplitudes for ¢/ = 0 have
almost opposite imaginary parts, comes from the presence
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FIG. 12. Complex plane representation of the parts of the amplitudes depending on the CKM matrix elements, on the effective QCD
coefficients af and on the fitted penguin parameters cf . (a) P wave, (b) S wave at my, = 1.414 GeV (K;;(1430) mass). Dashed lines:
amplitudes with ¢ = 0, solid lines: results of the fit. See text for the exact definition of these reduced amplitudes.

of the tree term A, a; with a large real part of the a,
coefficient close to 1 (see Table I).

Our direct CP violating asymmetries are compared with
the experimental ones in Table IV. Their errors are calcu-
lated in the same way as for the branching fractions. For
B~ — K*0(892)7r~ decays our asymmetries lie between
those of Belle and BABAR. The results for B~ —
(K~7t)gm™ and for BY — (K7™ )gm™ decays agree
with the experimental values of both collaborations. For
the S-wave, the variation with the range of integration is
within the experimental errors. For instance, if one calcu-
lates the asymmetries over the mg, range from threshold
(0.64 GeV) to 1.76 GeV, our result for the charged B decays
varies from (5.4 = 1.0)% to (9.8 = 1.1)% and for the neu-
tral ones from (—0.2 = 1.3)% to (2.7 = 1.3)%. There is no
variation for the P wave.

C. Discussion

In the case of the K;;(1430) resonance, it is difficult to
extract the quasi-two-body branching fraction from experi-
mental data due to the presence of a significant background
which can mainly be attributed to the broad K;(800)
resonance. Contrary to the P-wave amplitude, entirely
dominated by the K*(892) resonance below 1 GeV, the S
wave is more complex. This is exemplified in Fig. 2 by the
comparison of the pole part of the scalar form factor to the
complete form factor. We remind that our S-wave ampli-
tudes are proportional to this form factor as readily seen,
for instance, in Egs. (10) and (14). This S-wave complexity
results in different parametrizations in Belle and BABAR
analyzes. The Belle group uses a Breit-Wigner amplitude
to represent the K7 S-wave interaction. They have fur-

thermore a large contribution from a nonresonant part. The
BABAR Collaboration has introduced a term proportional
to the K7 S-wave T-matrix, and used the LASS parame-
trization of the latter. It consists of an effective range
nonresonant component plus a K;(1430) Breit-Wigner
term. Since this parametrization is fitted to experimental
K scattering data (in the range 0.8 = my,, = 1.53 GeV),
this method provides an improved treatment of the final
state interaction as compared to the Belle parametrization
(see e.g. Ref. [57]). However, factorization implies that the
B decay amplitude should involve the scalar form factor
rather than simply the T-matrix. Note that the 7-matrix and
the associated form factor have the same phase in the
elastic region (mg,, < 1.45 GeV), but not the same modu-
lus. Above the K elastic region both the phase and the
modulus are different.

Our model, based on factorization, allows us to calcu-
late, in an unambiguous way, the branching fractions mak-
ing use of either the complete K7 S-wave contribution or
of the K;(1430) resonance only, described here as the pole
position of the scalar form factor on the second Riemann
sheet (cf. Sec. IVB2). Our predictions, using the mig,,
range from threshold (0.64 GeV) to 1.76 GeV, are shown
in the fifth column of Table V. In the two first lines we use
the pole-part contribution of the scalar form factor whereas
in the last two lines the full scalar form factor contributes.
Our values have to be compared with those of the fourth
column calculated by us using the experimental parame-
trizations with our range of integration. The values of the
experimental analyzes are given in the second column.
They correspond to integration over the full mg, range.
In our model, if one integrates also over the full range using
the pole part of the scalar form factor [see Eqs. (45)-(47)],
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the averaged charge branching ratio for the B* decays is
12.7 X 1076,

For both charged and neutral B — K;;(1430)7 decays,
the predictions of our model are smaller than the corre-
sponding Belle results [6,9] by a factor of 2.3. It is worth-
while to mention that the Belle Collaboration has found
two solutions in their Dalitz-plot analyzes. For example, in
the Table IV of the second paper of Ref. [6], the value of the
solution 2 is smaller by a factor of about 5 than that of the
retained solution 1. In the case of their solution 1, there is a
strong negative interference between the resonant
K;(1430) contribution and the nonresonant term. In their
BY(B%) — K*7* 7" analysis [12] the BABAR Collab-
oration has found four degenerate solutions and the quoted
errors of the final result (see their Tables IV and V) include
the spread of these four solutions.

In Fig. 13, we compare the my, distributions of the
averaged B= — (K~ 7" )gm™ decays corresponding to our
model and to the BABAR parametrization calculated with
the central values of their parameters. As mentioned above,
our B— (K )¢ amplitude is proportional to the strange
K scalar form factor [see Egs. (10), (12), and (13)] but in
BABAR’s case it is the part proportional to the K7 S-wave
T-matrix. In Fig. 13(a), we show the resonant K;(1430)
contribution (dashed line) of our model together with the
background part (dotted line) and the interference term
(dashed-dotted line) between the resonant and background
contributions. In Fig. 13(b), the corresponding three com-

_a) 4

_40.6 08 10 12 14 16 1.8

m,  (GeV)

FIG. 13.
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ponents for the BABAR parametrization [11] are shown,
their effective range term (dashed-dotted line) playing the
role of the background. In our case the interference term is
positive, its contribution being close to 19%, that of the
resonance about 70% and that of the background part
around 11%. This can be compared with the BABAR pa-
rametrization which, for the range my, between 0.64 and
1.76 GeV, gives —25% for their negative interference
contribution, 78% for their resonance part and 47% for
the nonresonant effective range term. These numbers are
very close to the corresponding values, —26%, 81% and
45% given in Ref. [11] obtained integrating over the full
range of mg,. Although these effective mass spectra are
significantly different, our integrated value for the B~ —
(K~ @")gm™ branching fraction (16.5 + 0.8) X 107° is
within 1 standard deviation with respect to the experimen-
tal BABAR result (22.5 = 4.6) X 107°. For the neutral B
decays the comparison is even better: we obtain (15.8 *
0.7) X 107° and the BABAR result, recalculated for the
mg, range from 0.64 to 1.76 GeV, is (17.3 = 4.6) X
107% (see last line of Table V). We then suggest below
[see Eq. (68)] a parametrization (based on our amplitude)
proportional to the K7 scalar form factor and which could
be used, instead of a parametrization proportional to the
K7 S-wave T-matrix, in experimental analyzes of B —
K7 decays.

Our theoretical QCDF predictions (¢! = 0), shown in
the last column of Table V, give too low branching frac-

.o
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

—4
06 08 10 12 14 16 1.8
m__ (GeV)

Comparison of the different components of the averaged m, distributions of the B* — (K= 7% )g7™ decays: a) our model,

b) BABAR’s LASS parametrization [11]. In this calculation our amplitude is proportional to the scalar K7 form factor but that of
BABAR is the part proportional to the S-wave K7 T-matrix. The dashed lines correspond to the resonant K;;(1430) contributions, the
dotted-dashed lines to the background, dotted lines to the interference, and the solid lines to their sum.
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tions for all B decays into (K)gm or K;(1430) by a
factor close to 2. Figure 12(b) illustrates the influence of
the phenomenological parameters on the theoretical re-
duced S-wave amplitudes. The modulus of the amplitudes
increases by a factor of about +/2 and there is also an
important phase change. The fact that, at the K7 mass
equal to the K;(1430) mass, the magnitudes and phases of
all reduced S-wave amplitudes (without and with c”) are
similar, comes from the dominance of the ¢ term propor-
tional to A, and from the smallness of the ag“(S) coeffi-
cients [see, for instance, Eqgs. (14) and Table I].

As was discussed in Sec. IVB 1 and shown Fig. 1, the
S-wave form factor depends on the value of the fg/f,
ratio. We found that the form factors corresponding to
fx/f==1.193 (form factor of the present work) and
1.183 lead to fits of comparable good quality, with however
a slightly better y? for the form factor calculated with
fx/f» = 1.183. Use of the form factor with a ratio equal
to 1.203 gives a poorer fit.

Effective mass and helicity distributions together with
branching ratio data allow to determine mainly the moduli
of the decay amplitudes. Their phases can be constrained
by measurements of direct CP asymmetries and by time-
dependent Dalitz plot analyses. In our fit, besides asym-
metries, we use the preliminary value, obtained by the
BABAR group [10], of the phase difference A®, between
the B® and B° decay amplitudes to K*(892)7. Had we not
imposed this constraint, we would obtain four different
solutions with equivalent y? and with almost unchanged
moduli for S- and P-wave amplitudes but with different
phases. In a just published analysis of B — K)7* a7~
decays the Belle Collaboration [58] has proposed values
for Ad,. We have checked that we can, reasonably well,
reproduce the value of their solution 2, viz. (14.67124 +
11 = 17.6)° with a global fit of the same quality as the
present one. Comparing the results of the two fits, we found
indeed that the S- and P-wave amplitudes had basically
unchanged moduli but modified phases. Note the large
difference between the preliminary result of Ref. [10],
Ady = (=164 = 24 = 12 *= 15)° and the above value of
Belle. Our Aqp value for B® — (K77 )pmt given in
Table IV, (—19.6 = 3.0)%, agrees well with that of the
solution 2 of this Belle analysis, (=20 = 11 £ 5 = 5)%.

As just mentioned above and as found in their previous
analysis [6,9], the Belle Collaboration, in this latest time-
dependent analysis [58], has retained 2 solutions which is
consequence of the interplay between the quite broad
K;(1430) resonance and their phenomenological nonreso-
nant background. Their solution 1 has a large K;(1430)7
fit fraction with a sizable negative resonant-nonresonant
interference term while their solution 2 is characterized by
a fit fraction smaller by a factor of 3.5 and a small inter-
ference term, as we found in our model. Using the
K7 " ar~ charmless total branching fraction (47.5 * 2.4 =
3.7) X 107°, as given in Table III of their previous pub-
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lication [9], one obtains a branching fraction of 8.3 X 1076
for their solution 2, value close to our result cited in
Table V.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

With this analysis of S- and P-wave pion-kaon interac-
tions in B — K decays, we have extended and com-
pleted previous studies on final-state interactions in these
three-body decays [17,19]. We have concentrated on the
scalar K;;(1430) and vector K*(892) resonances following
the logic of these previous works that treated the 7
interactions in S- and P-waves as well as their interfer-
ences. In Sec. II the weak decay amplitudes were again
derived in the QCD factorization approach [13,32], which
express them as a product of two currents multiplied by a
sum of effective coefficients which includes nonfactoriz-
able contributions. These coefficients, representing pertur-
bative QCD leading order amplitudes and next-to-leading
order vertex and penguin corrections, were studied and
given in Sec. III. The contribution of these higher order
terms is not sufficient to obtain a good description of data.
Therefore, we have introduced phenomenological parame-
ters which can simulate on one hand long-distance charm-
ing penguin amplitudes [30] and on the other hand hard-
spectator scattering and weak annihilation contributions
[13]. These phenomenological amplitudes could receive
also, through b to s quark transitions involved here, some
new-physics contributions.

The different models for the matrix element of the first
current, expressing the B to 7 transition in terms of the
scalar and vector transition form factors have been briefly
reviewed in Sec. IVA. The creation of a pion-kaon pair in
an S- or P-wave from vacuum is mediated by the second
current, and accordingly described by a K7 scalar and a
vector form factor. These control the dependence of the
decay amplitude as a function of the K7 invariant mass,
because the Bm form factors are nearly constant in the
region considered. In Sec. IV B 1 the scalar K7 form factor
was calculated along similar lines as in Ref. [26] and the
extension to the case of a vector form factor was developed
in Sec. IVB 3.

We treat both the S- and P-wave on the same footing,
namely, relating the form factors using their analyticity and
unitarity relations to pion-kaon scattering properties
known from experiments. A simplified, but realistic treat-
ment of inelasticity is also implemented. In the determi-
nation of these form factors we also use chiral symmetry
and QCD constraints at low and high energies, respec-
tively. As a by-product of the scalar form factor study we
predict for the modulus of the K;;(1430) decay constant a
value of 32 = 5 MeV. Our theoretical amplitudes go be-
yond the usual two-body approach applied to decays such
as B — K" and correctly accounts for the K7 final-state
interaction both on and away from resonance peaks. A
nonresonant background can be isolated from the resonant
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one in our model as illustrated in Sec. IVB 2, and com-
pared to those introduced by Belle as well as BABAR
collaborations in their amplitude parametrization
[6,9,11,12]. A comparison between our resonant, nonreso-
nant and interference term splitting and that of BABAR was
presented in Sec. V C.

Furthermore, our model correctly reproduces the en-
hancement of the decay distributions in the low-mass
region as observed in Figs. 5, 6, 8, and 9. This enhancement
may be attributed to the broad K;(800) resonance which is
present in the 7-matrix that we use. As can be seen from
Figs. 2 and 13 the K;;(800) is responsible, in our model, for
the behavior of our S-wave amplitude for m g, from thresh-
old to about 1.2 GeV.

Our theoretical QCDF amplitude predicts branching
fractions for the B — K*(892)7 and B — K;;(1439)r de-
cays too small by factors of about 5 and 2, respectively. The
inclusion of four complex phenomenological penguin pa-
rameters allows us to have a realistic model. These pa-
rameters, common for B*, B~, B°, and B° decays, have
been fitted to numerous experimental data, which includes
308 data for the Kw effective mass and helicity angle
distributions, four B — K*(892)7 branching fractions,
six direct CP violating asymmetries, and the phase differ-
ence between the B” and B° decay amplitudes to
K*(892)7r. Our model reproduces rather well these 319
data with total x> of 551.5 corresponding to a x> per
degree of freedom equal to 1.77. This good reproduction
of the data makes it possible to predict the B — (Kr)g7
and B — K;;(1430)7 branching fractions. We can obtain,
without ambiguities, the pole contribution of the Kj(1430)
resonance. This contribution is smaller than the experi-
mental determination by Belle (see Table V) and BABAR
[12] by factors of 2.3 and 1.4, respectively. The determi-
nation of these branching fractions, within the isobar
model is problematic since the resonance K;(1430) is
wide and the nonresonant part difficult to assess. The
nonuniqueness of the parametrization of the nonresonant
contribution leads to a large systematic uncertainty of the
B — K;;(1430) 7 branching fraction as seen in the Particle
Data Tables [52]. In our approach, with a scalar form factor
well constrained by theory and experiments other than
B-decays studies, we can describe the data over the mg,,
range from threshold to 1.8 GeV.

Therefore, to diminish ambiguities in data analyzes, we
propose to use the following S-wave amplitude parametri-
zation for B — (K m)g7 decays:

M gmgr) = fé(”(m%(,,)(n;%o + cl), (68)

K

which follows from Eq. (10). Here, ¢ and ¢; are constant
complex parameters to be determined through the Dalitz
plot analysis of a given B-meson decay. Upon request, we
can provide a numerical table for the scalar form factor
f&™(m%,). To calculate the K;;(1430) resonance contribu-
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tion, one can replace, once the ¢y and ¢, parameters have
been determined, fX7(m3_) by its pole part f5°°(m%,)
given in Eqs. (45)—(47).

The direct CP violating asymmetries and the time-
dependent CP asymmetries are related to the not very
well determined angle y of the unitary triangle. Our am-
plitudes are sensitive to 7y via their dependence on A, [see
Egs. (10), (11), (14), and (15)]. Precise measurements of
the Dalitz plot distributions could allow to constrain 7y
using our model.
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APPENDIX A: VERTEX AND PENGUIN
CORRECTIONS FOR PS AND PV FINAL STATES

Here we show how we calculate the next-to-leading
order vertex and penguin corrections entering the effective
QCD amplitudes a’(u) of Eq. (31). We compute their
values for PS and PV final states, namely K;(1430)7
and K*(892)m. Let us first quote some general results
from Ref. [13] for the vertex correction terms V;(M):

1
VM) = f @M(x)[lzln@ — 18 + g(x)]dx (A1)
0 M
fori =1,4, 10 and

vion = [ @,Wi-6+ holar (A2
0

if i =6, 8, where @), and ®,, are the leading-twist and
twist-3 distribution amplitudes, respectively, of the emitted
meson. The integration is over the longitudinal meson-
momentum fraction x. As in Sec. III, M stands for the
emitted meson that does not include the spectator quark.
The functions g(x) and h(x) are given in Eq. (38) of
Ref. [13].

Light cone distribution amplitudes (LCDA) for scalar
mesons were derived making use of QCD sum rules [33].
We use these distributions to calculate vertex corrections
for the case where M is a K;j(1430). The leading twist
Gegenbauer expansion for scalar mesons is given by [33]
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O30 = 6x(1 — 9 af + 3 ) Cx - 1]

n=1

(A3)

while the scalar twist-3 amplitude is ®(x) = 1. Here, the
s

a;(u) are related to the scalar Gegenbauer moments

B,(u) by virtue of

mg

) —m AV

an(u) = psBi(p),  ws
with the quark masses m; # m,, as in the case of the
K;(1430), and where mg is the scalar meson mass. The
normalization condition [} ®g(x)dx = 1yields BS = ug!
and thus a5 = 1 if the small even Gegenbauer moments
are neglected. With this, the vertex corrections to order a§
for a K;j(1430) 7 final state with M = K are given, for i =
1, 4, 10, by the Eq. (4.3) of Ref. [33] and by V,(K;) = —6
fori =6, 8.

The leading twist LCDA for a vector meson M =V
reads

Dy (x) = 6x(1 — x)[l + 3 al(wcy*(2x - 1)], (A5)
n=1

which is given by the same expansion in Gegebauer poly-
nomials C;/*(2x — 1) as the one for pseudoscalar mesons
® p(x) but with different moments (). Thus, the vertex
corrections Eq. (A1) for a K*(892)7r final state where M =
K*, are given by the Egs. (47) and (48) of Ref. [32] for i =
1, 4, 10. Taking into account the twist-3 LCDA, P,(x)
being the usual Legendre polynomials,

®,(x) =3 aV (WP, (2x — 1),

(A6)
n=0
we obtain the i = 6, 8 corrections as
. 19 .
Vi(K*) = (9 — 6imak + (E — i#)aﬁ, (A7)

where we have made use of the property [} ®,(x)dx = 0.

At order «y, corrections from penguin contractions with
the various operators O;(u) exist for i = 4, 6 for QCD
penguins and i = 8, 10 for electroweak penguins but not
for i = 1. The expressions for these contributions can be
found in integral form in Ref. [13] for the B — PV decay
in Egs. (39)—(46). We apply them using the latest results on
Gegenbauer moments for the K*(892) [59]. The PS pen-
guin corrections have the same expressions as those for PP
final states [32] but one must employ the LCDA introduced
in Eq. (A3). Nonetheless, since even Gegenbauer moments
are suppressed, we take into account corrections up to

K .
a;°(u) as for the vertex corrections.

Finally, the input parameters entering our computation
of the a!"“(u) include the u-, s-, c- and b-quark masses, the
strong coupling constant «; and the Gegenbauer moments
of the leading twist and twist-three light cone distribution
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amplitudes for the scalar K;(1430) and vector K*(892)
mesons. We use the scale u = m,, with a (m,) = 0.223.
The corresponding values of the quark masses have been
given below Eq. (13). In order to calculate the Gegenbauer
moments associated with the LCDA of the scalar meson,
we start from the values at u = m,,/2 from Table X of
Ref. [33]. For the vector meson we use the recently deter-
mined moments X" and X at u =1 GeV [59]. After
evolution to the scale u = m,;, one obtains the following
values: a;(Kj) = 5.26, a3(Kj) = —8.24 for the scalar
meson K;;(1430) and «a(K*) = 0.018, a,(K*) = 0.065,
a; (K*) = 0.026, a, (K*) = 0.065 for the vector meson
K*(892). In Table VI, we give our results for the next-to-
leading order vertex and penguin corrections of Eq. (31)
and from which are calculated the a?(m;) listed in Table L.

APPENDIX B: DETERMINATION OF THE S-WAVE
T-MATRIX ELEMENTS

Below, we describe the determination of the S-wave
T-matrix elements T4y, T},, and T,,, the channel K7 being
labeled as 1 and K7’ as 2.

1. Fit above the inelastic threshold

Precise experimental data on K7 scattering is available
[23,44] and cover approximately the range 0.9 < mg, <
2.5 GeV. Experiment shows that inelasticity effectively
sets in at the n’K threshold and we make the assumption
that it is saturated by the 'K channel. Above the inelastic
threshold, the three components of the T-matrix, Ty, T},
and T,, are needed in the unitarity equations. A two-
channel S-matrix which is unitary and satisfies time rever-
sal invariance can be parametrized, in terms of three ob-
servable quantities: two phase-shifts (8§, dx,) and one
inelasticity parameter (g ),

S = 77K7r62i5“ 1 - (nKﬁ)zei(aK”+skn/)
VT (el ) |

nKWeZi(SK"/
B

The relation between the partial-wave 7" and S matrices is

qm(S)qn(S))1/2

N

S, =8, + 4i( T,mn=12 with

§ = (PK + p7T)2 = mQKﬂ’ (BZ)

and where ¢ (s) is the center-of-mass momentum for chan-
nel i. A simple way to enforce unitarity is to use a K-matrix
type representation of the 7-matrix. We take here the
following representation

7' =K' = diag(J,(s), J»(5)), (B3)

where K must be real and symmetric and the functions
J.(s),i =1, 2 read:

094005-22



CP VIOLATION AND KAON-PION INTERACTIONS IN ...

s [ ds' 2q,(5)
CREY Wi

with s; = (mg + m,)* and s, = (mg + m,,)*. Following
the approach of Ref. [26], we use the following parametri-
zation for the K-matrix:

(B4)

Cl[j + b,-js
1+ (s/c)*

8i8; hihj

+
M}—s M;—s

Kjj(s) = (B5)

which includes two resonances and a background term. We
determine the parameters by performing a fit over an
energy range, 1.25 = my,, = 2.5 GeV. We used the ex-
perimental data of LASS [23], who measured the phase and
the modulus of the charged amplitude K* 7~ — K7~
combined with the earlier measurements of Estabrooks
et al. [44] of the isospin 3/2 component. The central values
of the parameters determined from the fit are as follows:

M, = 1454, g, =0505 g, =165,
M, =198,  h, =0784,  h,= 1144,

an = 2371, app = 10060, ay = _43946,
bll = _1345, b12 = _2051, b22 = 14.538.

(B6)

All the above parameters are in units of GeV except for a;;
which are dimensionless and b;; which are in units of
GeV 2. The energy cutoff parameter ¢ is not fitted, it is
set to ¢ = 1 GeV?. The number of data points is 70, the
total x? is 205 and the number of parameters in this fit is
12. Figure 14 shows the comparison of the fit result with
the experimental data of Ref. [23]. Using these results,
when ¢ — oo, the phases and inelasticity parameters of
the S-matrix satisfy: 8g,(00) =27, &g,y(c0) =0 and
771(77(00) =1

1.2 T T T T T
Aston —+—

0 1 1 Ed 1 1 1 1
14 1.6 1.8 2 2.2 2.4

mix (GeV)

FIG. 14 (color online).
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2. Below the inelastic threshold

a. Chiral symmetry constraints on T,

Chiral symmetry constrains scattering amplitudes which
involve the 1’ meson at low energy if one combines chiral
symmetry with the large N, expansion [60]. We will use
here a systematic expansion scheme based on counting
1/N, on the same footing as a chiral factor p? [47,48]

(B7)

At order 6 of this expansion the Lagrangian contains three
independent terms

F2 1
L5 =D, UDUY) + u(x'U + Ut} = S M3,
(B8)

where U is a unitary matrix which contains a nonet of
pseudoscalar meson fields ¢y, ..., ¢g. At this order, n —
1’ mixing involves one angle # and its value may be
determined such that the physical n mass is reproduced.
This gives § = —5.6° and the prediction for the mass of
the »’ meson is too large [61] (M, =~ 1.6 GeV). This
problem is cured by going to the next order of this expan-
sion. The Lagrangian at order 6 contains eight indepen-
dent terms

Ly =L,u(D,U'D,UD*UTD"U)
+ (L3 + 2L, (D, UTD*UD,UTD"U)
+ Lst(D, UTD*U(XTU + UT y))
+ Letrt(YtUXTU + yUt xUY)
—iLyte(FR ,D*UD"U* + FL ,D*UTD"U)
+ Lygt(UTFR UF*Y) + kD, D"
Fy

NG

+ iky — po tr(YTU — Ut y). (B9)

1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2 24

20 1 1

mix (GeV)

Results of the K-matrix fit for the modulus, |ag|, and the phase, ¢, of the K™ 7~ — K77~ amplitude.
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This Lagrangian involves the subset of the Gasser-
Leutwyler [49] coupling constants L; which are of leading
order in N, (the scale dependence shows up here at order
8%) plus two additional couplings, k; and k,. At order 82,
1 — n’ mixing involves two angles 6, and g,

1 .
(,bg = )l—s(d).,] 00808 + d),,]/ Slneg),

! (B10)
by = )\_0(_(]57’ sinfy + ¢, cost).

The factors Ay and Ag can be expressed in terms of Ls, and
the angles 6, O3 can be expressed in terms of the chiral
couplings Ls, Lg and the physical meson masses m,, n,,
[47]. Using the Lagrangian’s (B8) and (B9) a small calcu-
lation yields the scattering amplitude K77 — K7'. It can be
written in the following form:

Ty (s, t, u) = sinfgTg(s, 1, u) + cosbyT(s, t, u)
+ sinfT (s, 1, u) + cosOT, (s, t, u),

(B11)
with
3
Ts(s, t,u) = —36\/;2(—% + 8m2% + m% + 3m%7,),
7 i (B12)
6
To(s, t,u) = 182 (2m% + m2),
and
Ts(sr , Lt) = \/_f4 [ 2(t - zmk)(t - m%’)
+ (s —m5 — mi)(s —m?, - m%()
+ (u — — m%)(u — mi, — m%)]
4J§
+ Ls W(m%( — m2)(8m% + m% — 3m37,)
—1
+ Lg 9;:/— (m% — m2)2m% + m2), (B13)
2.6 2 2 2
T.(s,t,u) = (Ly +2L,)—+ 3 [(t — 2mz)(t — my, = m2)
+ (s —m% —m)(s — m%}, — m%)
+ (u—m2 —m%)(u — m%, - m%)]
-2
+Ls }([9:( m2) + 31mim?

+ Bmen, + 4my + 6m3},m3,. — 8m# ]
8/6
9f%
\/_(ZmK + m2)
ZT’

+ Lg (8m%m?2 + 2my — m?)

(B14)
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with k, = k, — k, /2. Projecting Eq. (B11) on its [ =0
partial wave gives T',(s). Its value in numerical form at
the K threshold s, is at order (8 + 8%):

T15(s;) = 0.32sinfg + 0.28 cosfy + L,(—470.5 cosh)
+ L3(—156.8 cosf + 14.5sinf)
+ L5(—229.1cosf — 21.5sinf)
+ Lg(161.4 cos® — 169.3 sinh)

+ k,(0.56 cosf). (B15)

The values of the couplings Ls, Lg can be determined from
the ratio of the decay constants f/f, and the ratio of the
quark masses 2m,/(m, + m,) using the 8 expansion up to
order 62. Using, for instance, the central values obtained
from lattice QCD by the MILC collaboration [62] yields:
Ls=~1.97X 1073 and Lg=~0.87 X 1073, while for the
mixing angles one obtains 6y= —18.9° and @3 =
—3.03°. Fitting the 17 and 1’ masses in the § expansion
gives k, = 0.12 [47]. Finally, we need the values of L, and
Ls. In the ordinary chiral expansion, L5(u), L5(x) can be
obtained either from sum rules based on 77 scattering [49]
or based on K7 scattering [63,64] or from data on K
decay form factors [65,66]. For illustration, let us adopt the
values from [64] and identify L,, L3 with Lj(u), L(w) at
p = m,. This gives: L, =13 X107 and L; = —4.4 X
1073. We can now deduce the value of the transition matrix
element T,. At leading order one finds: T,(s;) = 0.25,
while including next-to-leading order corrections one ob-
tains: T,(s;) = 0.15. Clearly, convergence is not very fast
but we can expect the order of magnitude to be reasonable.
This result will serve us in the construction of T, (s) in the
unphysical region s = (my + m,y)*.

Finally, it is instructive to calculate the predictions for
the values of the scalar form factor components F(0),
F,(0) in this approach. A small calculation using the &2
Lagrangian gives

Fi(0) =1,
m% — m2, 8/2(m2 — m2
F,(0) = %(Sin&; - MQ cosﬁo>
mK - m7r 3f77
~(0.71. (B16)

The deviation of F,(0) from 1 is proportional to (m, — 7)?
according to the Ademollo-Gatto theorem [67]. In the &
expansion approach, the deviation shows up at order &3
because it is subleading in N,.. The value which we obtain
for F,(0) at order 82 turns out to be very similar to the one
obtained in Ref. [26] in a somewhat different approach.
The corrections to F,(0) of order 8, however, have no
reason to be particularly small. In fact, the value of F,(0)
which we obtain from the solutions of the Muskhelishvili-
Omnes equations solutions, using chiral constraints on the
component F;(7), is somewhat smaller than in Eq. (B16):
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F,(0) ~0.52. An analogous result was obtained in
Ref. [26].

b. Determination of T,, and T\,

Below the inelastic threshold, the two components 7,
and T, are needed in the unitarity equations for the scalar
form factors. At first, let us look at 7';. At low energies,
myg, < 0.9 GeV, K7 — K scattering (analogously to
7 — 777 scattering) is constrained by Roy-Steiner equa-
tions [68] which result from combining dispersion rela-
tions and crossing symmetry with elastic unitarity. We will
use the results obtained from a recent reanalysis of such
equations [64]. In the energy range 0.9 = myg, =
1.25 GeV we also use the fit performed in that reference
of the K elastic phase shift.

There remains to discuss the K7 — K=’ transition ma-
trix element 7, in the unphysical region. For this purpose,
we may use a simple method which exploits the fact that
the phase, 81,, of T, is known for all values of the energy.
Indeed, it is identical with the elastic phase below the
inelastic threshold by Watson’s theorem and equal to
Ok T Ok, above because of two-channel unitarity. One
can then compute the Omnes function:

Qpp(s) = eXPI:% '/:S,(jisls)(slz(sl)],

and study (s) = Q75! (s)T15(s). The function t(s) has no
right-hand cut since Im/ (s) vanishes in the range (mg +
m,)? = s = oo. Therefore, over a finite interval, we can
approximate i (s) by a polynomial. In practice, we use a
polynomial of degree two and deduce the three parameters
of the polynomial from the known values of (s) at three
points, s = sy, 5, and s3 = (1.8)?> GeV?. The value at the

(B17)

0.8 .
0.7
0.6 /

" Omnes interp. A
K-matrix fit

0.5 '
0.4 4
0.3 /
0.2 /
0.1

T3]
T T

T
N

O L
0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
Vs (GeV)

FIG. 15 (color online). Absolute value of the 7-matrix element
Ti5(s). In the region s = (myg + m,y) it is obtained from the
K-matrix fit, and in the region s < (mg + m,y) it is computed by
a polynomial approximation using the Omnes function as dis-
cussed in the text.
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K threshold s; is (approximately) known from the dis-
cussion above using the é expansion, while the values at s,
and s3 are known from the K-matrix fit. The result obtained
in this manner for the modulus of T, is displayed in
Fig. 15. This completes the determination of the three
matrix elements 7;;(s) in the energy region where they
are needed in Egs. (35) and (36).

APPENDIX C: DETERMINATION OF THE DECAY
CONSTANTS f k; AND fx- INTHE COMPLEX POLE
APPROACH

In this appendix, we quote the results for the decay
constants f K; and fx- which are associated with matrix

elements involving the scalar meson K;j(1430) and the
vector meson K*(892) respectively, in the complex pole
approach. For the decay constant f i let us use the defi-

nition proposed by Maltman [70]:
O (IK5(p)) = fx;my. exp(—ipx)  (CI)

with J**(x) = 9,5(x)y*u(x). We introduce the two-point
correlation function associated with this current:

() =i f d*x exp(ipx)(OITLI* (x)(J*)¥(0)]10). (C2)

Using (C1), the contribution of the K;(1430) to this corre-
lation function, if it were a stable state, would be:

4 2
Mg f s
I15(z) K3(1430) = 3 : _Ut (C3)
-

0

In reality, the K;;(1430) is a resonance and it shows up as a
pole of I1**(r) on the second Riemann sheet. By analogy
with Eq. (C3), we can identify the decay constant f K; from

the residue of the pole (which implies that it is a complex
number). As before, in order to define the extension to the
second sheet we consider the discontinuity of the function
[1%5(¢) along the real axis:

I154(t + ie) — I1(t — ie) = —m%(m%( — m2)?
X Oxa(s +i€)fo(s + ie)
X fols — i€) (C4)

for ¢ real and lying in the range between the K7 and the
K n' thresholds. The factor 3 comes from summing over the
two possible charge states of the K7 system. From Eq.
(C4), one deduces that the extension to the second sheet
must be defined as follows:

30k, (0)(mg — m7)*(fo(1)?

i) =110 + =1 204,05, (1))

(C5)

We recognize again here the denominator function D(r)

which has a zero at t = t,. We can identify the residue of

the pole at t = t, with Eq. (C3), replacing m%(; by (y)%.
)
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The following expression for f K; results:

~ 3(mg —m7)?
167(ty)*a

ok (t0)(folto))* (Co)

(ng)z =

Numerically, using the preceding results Egs. (46) and (47)
we obtain for the f/f, = 1.193,

fr; = (31.3 +i7.6) MeV. (CT)

The result is quasi real and comparable with the value
obtained by Narison [69], f K = 40 MeV, and by

Maltman [70], fx; = 42 MeV. Varying fx/f one ob-
tains:

fx: = (367 + i1.5) MeV  if Tk _ 1203 and
0 [
I (C8)
. = .8 +1i9.9) MeV if — = 1.183.
fx; = (25.8 +i9.9) if 2K =1.183

T

Let us now present the analogous results for the vector
form factor fX7(r) and the K*(892) resonance. We want
now to identify the decay constant fy- associated with the
vector meson K*(892), which may be defined as

Ol I (p)) = f+ exp(—ipx)

with j'(x) = §(x)y,u(x). For this purpose, we investigate
the correlation function

(€9

I,,(q) =i [ d*xef (0| T(j3(x)% (0))|0)
= (q,uqu - ng,uV)Hl(qz) + LIMCIVHO(QQ)'
(C10)

The discontinuity along the K 7r elastic cut of IT,(g?) reads:

I1,(t +ie) — I1,(¢t — ie) = —LO'KW([ + i€)q%,(t + i€)
dqrt
X fK7(1 +ie) fE™(t — ie),
(C11)

which allows, as before, to obtain the definition on the
second sheet

O-Kﬂ'(t)(Qer(t)f{ﬁT(t))z
47Tt(1 - 20’K7T(Z)q%(77(t)T{)1(t)) .
(C12)

(IL, ()" = 11, (1) +

One then identifies the pole in this expression with the one
generated by a stable K* using (C9), which, finally, gives
fx+ in terms of the vector form factor fK7

S v (7 5 vV G )&

<
42 B

(C13)

Numerically, inserting the values for £°°, fX7(#°') and B
[see Eqgs. (63)] gives
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frx = (213.9 — i13.6) MeV. (C14)

The modulus of this decay constant, 214.3, is close to the
value fy, = 218 MeV we use in the P-wave amplitudes
[see Eqgs. (10) and (15)].

APPENDIX D: EFFECTIVE DECAY CONSTANTS
AND TWO-BODY AMPLITUDES B~ — K;'(1430)7r~
AND B~ — K*(892)7~

We shall discuss below the case of B~ — 1330(1430)77_
decays. It can be easily generalized to decays of other B
mesons. For the two-body B~ — K;’(1430)7~ decay
mode the branching B,s can be written in terms of the
two-body amplitude M,

|P1€3|

Bos = IMy? —>%—,
28 | ZSl 87TM1231_‘37

(DI)

where |pg:| is the modulus of the K;(1430) momentum in
the B~ rest frame:

1
My
X M3 — (mg, + m M3 — (mg, — m)?]
(D2)

|P1€;| =

mg: being the K;j(1430) mass. In the vicinity of mg-,+ =

mg- the two-body amplitude M,y is related to the three-
0

body one My [Eq. (10)],

M5 = Myl g g o). (D3)

The vertex function I' can be expressed in terms of the
scalar form factor fX 7 (m?__.) defined in Eq. (7):

K ot
1 ms —m: .
s — K T K w2
rl‘(*"—»K*f(mK’W*) T 2 0" mK*ﬁ)'
0 Triaa30) My v

(D4)

In this equation f K:(1430) represents the not very well

known K;(1430) decay constant (see Appendix C and
also Ref. [33]). If the mg-,+ effective mass is far from
the resonance mass m z-o then, as one can see from Eq. (10),
the relations (D3) and (D4) cannot be used anymore, in
particular, close to the K7 threshold and for myg, >

Mg (1430)-
: dB-
Integration of P -
from m;, to mpy,y, where the Kij(1430) dominates, gives

for the process B~ — (K~ 7*)gm~ the branching fraction

[Eq. (24)] over the mg- ,+ range
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Mmax d37
Bys = [ S —dmy-
Mmin de7 i
| MZ_S |2 Mimax

TARmMTy S, O ]

X |p77—||Ffz30_)K,ﬂ+(mK77+)|2.

Mmin

(D5)

The branching ratios B, and Bsg are simply related by

B ;s = bByg (D6)

where b = 20.93 is the secondary branching fraction for
the decay I?S(1430) — K~ 7" [52]. Using Egs. (D1), (D4),
and (D5), one obtains for the modulus square of the effec-
tive decay constant f%f(f (1430

| e_ff |2 _ (m%( - m%-)z Mmax
K;;(1430) b(277')2M3|P12;;| o

X pa & ™ (m2 ).

The knowledge of the scalar form factor allows one to
calculate this effective decay constant. Integration over
the range m;, = mg, = My, With my;, = 1 GeV and

Mpax = 1.76 GeV gives |f§f§(1430)| = 3] MeV. This value

is close to that of the decay constant calculated using the
pole part of the scalar form factor, |f 53(1430)| = 32 MeV
[see Eq. (C7)]. This agreement is expected as, in the mg,,
range (1, 1.76) GeV, the K;(1430) pole part dominates (see
e.g. Fig. 13).

The two-body B~ — K*°(892)r~ decay amplitude,
M5p, can be expressed in terms of the three-body one
M [Eq. (11)],

Mp =2MTR. o (mg-+).

Mg+ ml_<§77+ [p,+!

D7)

(D8)

The vertex function I'” is related to the vector form factor
e (m2__.) defined in Eq. (7):
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where myg- and fg- are K*(892) mass and the decay
constant, respectively. The two-body branching fraction
for the B~ — K*°(892)7~ decay is

lpx I’
’
8mm%.T -

Bop = |M;pl? (D10)

where |pg+| is the modulus of the K*(892) momentum in
the B~ rest frame. It can be calculated from Eq. (D2)
replacing mg- by mg-. The three-body branching fraction
Bsp for B~ — K*0(892)7r~, K** — K~ 7" is obtained by
integration of the P-wave part of the effective mass distri-
bution [see Eq. (24)] from m”. to m%,,, covering the range
where the K*(892) resonance dominates,

P _
mmax dBP
B3p = f . 7(1 de—7T+
M in mK7 7T+
| M5,12 Mo B

T3RmPMIT, Sy, T P

‘min

X AP 7 PIT_ g e (mg )1

Now Bsp = (2/3)B,p, where the factor 2/3 is the second-
ary branching fraction for the decay K*°(982) — K~ 7.
As previously for the case of the K;j(1430), taking into
account the limited range of my, between m”. and mk,,
and using Egs. (D9)-(DI11), one obtains the modulus
square of the effective decay constant f<f

(D11)

| eff |2 =71 [m{;ax dmyg- +mg +|p +|3
K* 2143 3 o7 o7 T
2 MBlpK* m?

min
X pa PLA ™ (m2 DI

(D12)

Integration from 0.82 to 0.97 GeV, range where the
K*(892) dominates, gives |f¢f| = 194 MeV. This value
compares well with the decay constant calculated from
the pole part of the vector form factor, |fx+| = 214 MeV
[see Eq. (C14)]. A larger range of integration will improve
the agreement. In the limit of infinite M mass and of zero
width K*(892), the effective decay constant equals fg-.

1 _
Tl g (M) = - (Y L), (D9)
mg-f g
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