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The decay modes of the type B — 7rar are dynamically different. For the case B — 7" 7~ there is a
substantial factorized contribution which dominates. In contrast, the decay mode Bg — 77779 has a small
factorized contribution, being proportional to a small Wilson coefficient combination. However, for the
decay mode BY — 77" there is a sizeable nonfactorizable (color suppressed) contribution due to soft
(long distance) interactions, which dominate the amplitude. We estimate the branching ratio for the mode
BY — 7070 in the heavy quark limit for the b quark. In order to estimate color suppressed contributions
we treat the energetic light (u, d, s) quark within a variant of Large Energy Effective Theory combined
with a recent extension of chiral quark models in terms of model- dependent gluon condensates. We find
that our calculated color suppressed amplitude is suppressed by a factor of order Agcp/n;, with respect to
the factorizable amplitude, as it should according to QCD-factorization. Further, for reasonable values
of the constituent quark mass and the gluon condensate, the calculated nonfactorizable amplitude for
Bg — 797% can easily accommodate the experimental value. Unfortunately, the color suppressed
amplitude is very sensitive to the values of these model-dependent parameters. Therefore fine-tuning
is necessary in order to obtain an amplitude compatible with the experimental result for B — 707°.
A possible link to the triangle anomaly is discussed.
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L. INTRODUCTION

Because of numerous experimental results coming from
BaBar and Belle, there is presently great interest in decays
of B mesons. LHC will also provide us with more data
for such processes. B decays of the type B — w7 and
B — K, where the energy release is big compared to
the light meson masses (heavy to light transitions), has
been treated within QCD-factorization [1] and Soft
Collinear Effective Theory (SCET) [2]. In the high energy
limit, the amplitudes for such decay modes factorize into
products of two matrix elements of weak currents, and
some nonfactorizable corrections of order «, can be calcu-
lated perturbatively. However, there are additional contri-
butions of order Agcp/m;, which cannot be reliably
calculated within perturbative theory [1]. The so-called
pQCD-model and QCD sum rules have also been used
for B-meson decays [3.,4].

For decay modes which are of the heavy to heavy type,
involving b and c¢ quarks, the decay amplitudes have been
described within Heavy Quark Effective Field Theory
(HQEFT) [5]. Some transitions of heavy to heavy type in
the heavy quark limits (1/m,;) — 0 like B — B mixing [6]
has been studied within Heavy-Light Chiral Perturbation
Theory (HL yPT) [7]. Furthermore, other transitions which
are formally heavy to heavy in the heavy quark limits
(1/my) — 0and (1/m,) — 0, like the Isgur-Wise function
[8] for B — D, have been studied within HL yPT [7]. The
cases B— DD [9] and B — D*vy [10,11] have also been
studied within such a framework, even if the energy release
in these processes is above the chiral symmetry breaking
scale. Still this framework gives amplitudes of the right
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order of magnitude. The calculation of such transitions
have in addition been supplemented with calculations
within a Heavy-Light Chiral Quark Model (HL QM) to
determine quantities which are not determined within
HLYPT itself [9,11,12].

As pointed out in a series of papers [9,11-13], there are
processes which have factorized amplitudes multiplied
by a very small Wilson coefficient combination, such
that nonfactorized amplitudes are expected to dominate.
Examples are B — D°D° [9], B°— D% [12] and
BY — D7°. The latter process B) — D°7® was consid-
ered recently [13,14]. In that case a heavy b quark decay-
ing to a light, but energetic quark was involved. Then the
light energetic quark might be described by an effective
theory. The first version of such a framework was Large
Energy Effective Theory (LEET) [15,16]. The HQEFT
covers processes where the heavy quarks carry the main
part of the momentum in each hadron. To describe pro-
cesses where energetic light quarks emerge from decays of
heavy b quarks, LEET was introduced [15] and used to
study the current for B — 7 [16].

The idea was that LEET should do for energetic light
quarks what HQEFT did for heavy quarks. In HQEFT one
splits off the heavy motion from the full heavy quark field,
thus obtaining a reduced field depending on the velocity of
the heavy quark. Similarly, in LEET one splits off the large
energy from the full field of the energetic light quark, thus
obtaining an effective description for a reduced light quark
which depends on a lightlike four vector. It was later shown
that LEET in its initial formulation was incomplete and did
not fully reproduce QCD physics [17]. Then LEET was
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further developed to be fully consistent with QCD and
became the Soft Collinear Effective Theory (SCET) [2].

In the present paper we consider decay modes of the
type B — mrar. The decay mode B) — 7~ «" has a sub-
stantial factorized amplitude, given by the current matrix
element for ES — 7" transition times the matrix element
of the weak current for the outgoing 77—, which is propor-
tional to the pion decay constant f . The relevant Wilson
coefficient is also the maximum possible, namely, of order
1 times the relevant Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
quark mixing factors and the Fermi coupling constant.
This is in contrast to the process BY — 7°7° which is
color suppressed. As said above, decays of the type
B — 27 have been extensively studied within QCD-
factorization, SCET, and QCD sum rule methods [18]. In
spite of tremendous efforts it has not been possible to
obtain an amplitude compatible with the experimental
result BY — 7°7%. The purpose of this paper is study
this decay mode within an alternative model-dependent
framework.

First we point out that the factorized contribution to the
decay mode BY — 7%#%, which is given by the B — 7
transition amplitude times the decay constant of the 7°
meson, is almost zero because it is proportional to a
very small Wilson coefficient combination. For the domi-
nant nonfactorizable (color suppressed) amplitude for
BY — 7°7% we will, as mentioned above, use a model
named Large Energy Chiral Quark Model (LEyQM)
recently constructed and used to handle the process
BY — 7°D° [13,14]. Here a variant of LEET was com-
bined with ideas from previous chiral quark model (yQM)
calculations similarly to what has been done for other
nonleptonic decays [6,11,12,19,20].

A priori it might look strange to use the framework of
chiral quark models when the energy release is big com-
pared to the chiral symmetry breaking scale A . The point
is that the motion of the heavy quark or energetic light
quark can be split off, and the various versions of heavy-
light or large energy chiral quark models and a correspond-
ing chiral perturbation theory (yP7) can be used to
describe the redundant strong interactions corresponding
to momenta of order 1 GeV and below.

It might be argued that we should have used the full
SCET theory as the basis our new model. However, the
purpose of our paper is to estimate, in analogy with pre-
vious papers [6,11,12,19-23], the effects of soft-gluon
emission in terms of gluon condensates, where transverse
quark momenta and collinear gluons will not play an
essential role. In any case this construction [13] will be a
model. Therefore it suffices for our purpose to use the more
simple formulation of LEET. We will combine LEET with
chiral quark models (yQM) [21,24-27], containing only
soft gluons making condensates. In LE yQM [13] an ener-
getic quark is bound to a soft quark with an a priori
unknown coupling, as proposed in [21]. The unknown
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coupling is determined by calculating the known B — 7
current matrix element within the model [13]. This fixes
the unknown coupling because the matrix element of this
current is known [16]. Then, in the next step, we use this
coupling to calculate the nonfactorized (color suppressed)
amplitude contribution to B) — 7%z in terms of the low-
est dimension gluon condensate, as have been done for
other nonleptonic decays [6,11,12,19,20]. After the quarks
have been integrated out, we obtain an effective theory
containing soft light mesons as in HL yPT, but also fields
describing energetic light mesons. A similar idea with a
combination of SCET with HL yPT is considered in [28].
The LE yQM was constructed in analogy with the previous
Heavy-Light Chiral Quark Model (HL QM) [20] and may
be considered to be an extension of that model.

One might think that to be completely consistent, we
should also have calculated the Wilson coefficients within
arelevant large energy framework. For this purpose the use
of LEET would be dubious because it is an incomplete
theory as mentioned above. However, as we will see below,
the main uncertainty in our final amplitude will be due to
uncertainty in our model-dependent gluon condensate due
to emission of soft gluons. Therefore the Wilson coeffi-
cients calculated within full QCD as in [29] will be appro-
priate for our purpose.

In the next Sec. II we present the weak four quark
Lagrangian and its factorized and nonfactorizable matrix
elements. In Sec. Il we present our version of LEET, and
in Sec. IV we present the new model LE yQM to include
energetic light quarks and mesons. In Sec. V we calculate
the nonfactorizable matrix elements due to soft gluons
expressed through the (model-dependent) quark conden-
sate. In Sec. VI we give the results and conclusion.

II. THE EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN
AT QUARK LEVEL

We will study decays of BY generated by the weak quark
process b — uiid. We restrict ourselves to processes where
the b quark decays. This means the quark level processes
b — duii. Processes where the anti- b quark decays pro-
ceed analogously. The effective weak Lagrangian at quark
level is [29] (neglecting penguin operators)

G
L= — T;VubV:d[CAQA + cQgl (D

where the subscript L denotes the left-handed fields:
qr. = Lg, where L = (1 — v5)/2 is the left-handed pro-
jector in Dirac-space. The local operator products Q4 p are
defined as

Qp = 4iiyy,urdyy*by.
(2)

In these operators summation over color is implied.
In Eq. (1), ¢4 and cp are Wilson coefficients. At tree level

Q4 = 4iiyy, brd y*uy;
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¢y = l and cp = 0. At one loop level, a contribution to cp
is also generated, and c, is slightly increased. These effects
are handled in terms of the Renormalization Group
Equations (RGE) [29], and the coefficients can be calcu-
lated at for instance wu = m,;, or w = 1 GeV. Using the
color matrix identity
214 t? = 551 - L(s 51'
L n m ’
m-ly J Nc J
and Fierz rearrangement, the amplitudes for the processes
B° — 7" 7~ may be written as

Gr [( 1 ) .
=4—V Vil lca + —cpg Kmldy,u,l0
\/5 bVYud| | €A N, 5 ) LYuUr )

X (i y* b |B%)

M o

+ 2cB<7T+7T*Ic;’L'y#t“uLIZL)/“t“bLIB()}], 3)

and for B® — 704

G 1
M o0 = 475 VubV:dI:<cB + FCA)<7TO|IZL‘}/#ML|0>

X <7TO|67L'Y”bL|BO>

0

+ 2CA<7TO7TO|C?L')/MtabLl/_tL’yMlaML|BO>]. (4)

Here the terms proportional to 2¢, and 2cp with color
matrices inside the matrix elements are the genuinely non-
factorizable contributions.

Since ¢, is of order one and cp of order —1/3 [12,13],
we refer to the coefficients

1
Cpp = (cB + ECA) =~ (),
(5)

as favorable (c;) and nonfavorable (c, ) coefficients, re-
spectively. Thus, the decay mode BY) — 7" 77~ has a size-
able factorized amplitude proportional to c,. In contrast,
the decay mode BY — 7°7° has a factorized amplitude
proportional to the nonfavorable coefficient ¢, which is
close to zero. In this case we expect the nonfactorizable
term (involving color matrices) proportional to 2c4 to be
dominant, i.e. the last line of Eq. (4) dominates. A sub-
stantial part of this paper is dedicated to the calculation of
this nonfactorizable contribution to the BY — 797" decay
amplitude.

Thus the main task of this paper will be to calculate the
matrix element of the operator Q. consisting of the
product of two colored currents occurring in the last line
of Eq. (4):

1
cp = (cA + FCB> ~1.1;

c

Qc = (dpy,1by )iy y*1“u; ) (6)

for the color suppressed process B) — 7%#". This matrix
element will be estimated in Sec. V where we use the
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LE QM to estimate nonfactorizable amplitudes in terms
of emission of soft gluons making gluon condensates.

III. AN ENERGETIC LIGHT QUARK EFFECTIVE
DESCRIPTION (LEETd)

An energetic light quark might, similarly to a heavy
quark, carry practically all the energy E of the meson it
is a part of. The difference is that now the mass of the
energetic quark is close to zero compared to the heavy
quark mass mg and E, which are assumed to be of the same
order of magnitude. We assume that the energetic light
quark is emerging from the decay of a heavy quark Q
with momentum p, = mpv + k. The heavy quark is de-
scribed by the HQEFT Lagrangian for the reduced quark
field Q, [5]:

L yger = 0,(iv - D)Q, + O(1/my), (7)

where Q,, is the reduced heavy quark field (often named #,,
in the literature), v its four velocity and m,, the mass of the
heavy quark.

The momentum of the light energetic light quark g can
be written

py = En* + k*, |k*| < |En*|, m, < E, (8)

where E, which is of order my, is the energy of the
energetic light quark, m, is the light quark mass. Further,
n is the lightlike four vector which might be chosen to
have the space part along the z-axis, n* = (1;0,0, 1), in
the frame of the heavy quark where v = (1,0). Then
(v -n) = 1 and n*> = 0. Inserting this in the regular quark
propagator, in the limit where the approximations in (8) are
valid, we obtain the propagator

Y pgtmy y-nm

S = .
(Py) ps — mg 2n - k

()]

This propagator is the starting point for the Large Effective
Theory (LEET) constructed in Ref. [16].

Unfortunately, the combination of LEET with yQM will
lead to infrared divergent loop integrals for n?> = 0 (see
Sec. IV). Therefore, the formalism was modified [13,14]
and instead of n? =0, we use n? = 6%, with § = v/E
where v ~ Agcp, such that 6 <<'1. An expansion in &
will then within our model be equivalent to an expansion
in AQCD / my,.

In the following we describe the modified LEET [16]
where we keep 6 # 0 with 6 < 1. We call this construc-
tion LEET® [13] and define the almost lightlike vectors

n= (1) 0’ 0’ +7])’ 5 ﬁ = (ly Oy O) _77): (10)
where 7 = +/1 — 8. This means that
n* + a* = 2uH, n? =i = §?%

an

ven=v-i=1, n-ii=2-— 8%
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In the following we use the projection operators given by

1
P, ZFY"?(Y"%WL&,
(12)

1
Po=ply-i=8y-n

where N = +2n-ii =2+ O(5%). One factors out the
main energy dependence, just as was analogously done in
HQEFT, and define the projected reduced quark fields [16]

g+ (x) = B P q(x),
q(x) = e g, (x) + g (x)]

Asin [16], the field g_ was eliminated and one obtained
for g, = ¢, the effective Lagrangian [13]:

13)

_ (v it oy,.
Lygers = ‘1;1<T)(”l D)q,
1
+ 4 Xdn + O(E™?), (14)

which (for 6 = 0) is the first part of the SCET Lagrangian.
The operator X is given in [13]. Equation (14) yields the
LEETé quark propagator

5.0 =2 [T 2 0] =

“Noo

which reduces to (9) in the limit 6 — 0. In addition, for a
light energetic quark, the propagator within SCET [2]
will for small transverse quark momenta p ;| — 0 coincide
with Eq. (15).

Based on LEET, it was found [16] in the formal limits
My — o0 and E — oo, that a heavy H = (B, D) meson
decaying by the weak hadronic vector current V# to a light
pseudoscalar meson is described by a matrix element
(P|V#|H) of the form

(PIVH|H) = 2E[{®)(My, E)n* + (") (My, E)v*], (16)

where

(v)
M 1
Ez”, C~(Agep)??  Z~—. (17)

(v) — 21
4 ¢ g(v) E

This behavior is consistent with the energetic quark having
x close to 1, where x is the quark momentum fraction of the
outgoing pion [16].

IV. EXTENDED CHIRAL QUARK MODEL
FOR HEAVY AND ENERGETIC LIGHT
QUARKS (LE yQM)

The chiral quark model (yQM) [24,25] and the Heavy-
Light Chiral Quark Model (HLxQM) [20], include
meson-quark couplings and thereby allow us to calculate
amplitudes and chiral Lagrangians for processes involving
heavy quarks and low-energy light quarks. In this section
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we will extend these models to include also hard, energetic
light quarks.

For the pure light and soft sector the yQM Lagrangian
can be written as [19,24]

where m is the constituent mass term being due to chiral
symmetry breaking. The small current mass term is ne-
glected here. Here we have introduced the flavor rotated
fields xy g:

xL = éqL Xr = &qr (19)
where ¢ is the light quark flavor triplet and

& = explill/f},

a4 + +
2wk (20)
II = T —%4—77’5 K% |.
K~ K° —%

Further, V n and A « are vector and axial vector fields,
given by

V= (0,8 + 60,60,
a
A

p = = (E, 6~ 0,80

To couple the heavy quarks to mesons there are addi-
tional meson-quark couplings within HL yQM [20]:

L= =Gulx.H50, + 0,Hix,] (22)

where Q,, is the (reduced) heavy quark field and H is the
heavy (07, 17) meson field(s)

HY = P (v)(y - P* — iysPs), (23)

P, being the 17 and Ps the 0~ fields, and P (v) =
(I +vy-wv)/2. The quark-meson coupling Gy is deter-
mined within the HL yQM to be [20]

G%I = _2p’ p = 2 ’
I A1+ g — 5 (2 GP)

(24)

where 17y = (8 — 77)/64. The quantity p is of order one.

For hard light quarks and chiral quarks coupling to a
hard light meson multiplet field M, one extends the ideas of
xQM and HL yQM, and assume that the energetic light
mesons couple to light quarks with a derivative coupling to
an axial current [13]:

Ling ~ qvuys(iokM)q. (25)

One combines LEET§ with the yQM and assume that the
ingoing light quark and the outgoing meson are energetic
and have the behavior exp(*iEn - x) as in (13). To de-
scribe (outgoing) light energetic mesons, we use an octet
3 X 3 matrix field M = exp(+iEn - x)M, of the same
form as II in (20):
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77(;3 M + +
atE ™ K
M, = T, - % + % K% | (26)
K, KY) —

where 79, 7, K, etc. are the energetic light meson fields

with momentum ~En#.

Combining (25) with the use of the rotated soft quark
fields in (19) and using 9* — iEn* one arrives at the
ansatz for the LE yQM interaction Lagrangian:

L intgé GAE/?('Y ' I’l)an + Hec, 27

where ¢, represents an energetic light quark having mo-
mentum fraction close to 1 and y represents a soft quark
(see Eq. (19)). Further, the coupling G, is determined by
physical requirements [13,16], and

Z=EMRR — M, L. (28)

Here M; and Mj are both equal to M,, but they have
formally different transformation properties. This is analo-
gous to the use of quark mass matrices M, and ,’M); in
standard Chiral Perturbation Theory (xPT). They are in
practice equal, but have formally different transformation
properties.

The axial vector coupling introduces a factor y - n to
the vertex (see (27)), which simplifies the Dirac algebra
within the loop integrals. In order to calculate the non-
factorizable contribution, one must first find a value for the
large energy light quark bosonization coupling G4. This
was done [13] by requiring that our model should be
consistent with the Egs. (16) and (17). Applying the
Feynman rules of LE yQM [13] we obtain the following
bosonized current (before soft-gluon emission forming a
condensate is taken into account):

J§(H, — M,) = —N, f ak Tr{y* LiS, (k)[—iGyH']
X iS (WEG,y - nZliS,(k)},  (29)

where dk = dk/(2m)P (D being the dimension of space-
time), and

P -k :
s,0="0 s g =R = T
(0)

are the propagators for heavy quarks described by (18), for
light constituent quarks, and (14) for light energetic quarks.
The presence of the left projection operator L in Z ensures
that we only get contributions from the left-handed part of
the interaction in (27), that is, Z — —&tM, L. The con-
tribution in (29) corresponding to the B — 7 current is
illustrated by the lower part of the diagram in Fig. 1.

Loop diagrams within LE yQM depend on momentum
integrals of the form

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 054016 (2011)

FIG. 1. The factorized contribution to the B® — 7+ 7~ decay,
as described in combined HL yQM and LE yQM. Double lines,
single lines and the single line with two arrows are representing
heavy quarks, light soft quarks and light energetic quarks,
respectively. Heavy mesons are represented by a single line
combined with a parallel dashed line, and a light energetic
pion is represented by a dashed line with a double arrow.

dk
Krst = [(U . k)r(k . n)s(kZ _ mZ)t’

€1y

L dkk*
K = f w0 (e =)

;= Kk + K,
(32)

These integrals have the important property that K| x‘; domi-
nates over Kﬁls’,) and K,,, with one power of 1/8. In the
present model, we choose » = m which is of order Agcp.
Thus the constituent light quark mass m is the equivalent of
Aqep within our model. Some details of the calculation of
the B — r is given in Ref. [13].

To calculate emission of soft gluons we have used the
framework of Novikov et al. [30]. In that framework the
ordinary vertex containing the gluon field Aj, will be
replaced by the soft-gluon version containing the soft-
gluon field tensor G¢,,:

1 d

ig t'THAY — — EgstaF/‘G;’“, T cle=o » (33)
where k is the momentum of the soft-gluon. (Using this
framework one has to be careful with the momentum
routing because the gauge where x#Aj = 0 has been
used.) Here I'* = y#, v#, or n*(y - i + 8)/N for a light
soft quark, heavy quark, or light energetic quark, respec-
tively. Our loop integrals are a priori depending on the
gluon momenta k, , which are sitting in some propagators.
These gluon momenta disappear after having used the
procedure in (33). (Note that the derivative has to be taken
with respect to the whole loop integral).
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Emision from the heavy quark or light energetic quark
are expected to be suppressed. This will be realized in most
cases because the gluon tensor is antisymmetric, and there-
fore such contributions are often proportional to

G, vHv” =0, or Gj,n*n" =0. 34)

However, there are also contributions proportional to
G, vkn” # 0, (35)

analogous to what happens in some diagrams for the Isgur-
Wise diagram where there are two different velocities v,
and v, [31]. Such contributions appear within our calcu-
lation when two soft gluons are emitted from the heavy
quark line.

Using the prescription [19,20,25,30]

a, 1
861Gy = 47 (G ) 1 upon — 8uasig). (30

for the gluon condensate one obtains the leading bosonized
current [13]

GuG
To(H — M) = =i =522 m?F Tely# LH [y - n)étM, ),

(37

where the quantity F obtained from loop integration is
a priori containing a linearly divergent integral, which is
related to the axial coupling g 4, and can be traded for g 4.
One obtains [13] for the quantity F:

_ 32
8m’p

N, (24 —-7m)
167 768m*

F (1—ga)+

267, (38)
T

Note that F' is dimensionless. The parameter p is given in

(24). Numerically, it was found [13] that F = 0.08.

In order to obtain the HLYPT Lagrangian terms
Tr(H*H"v, V},) and Tr(HH’y, ys Al ), having coef-
ficients +1 and —g 4 respectively, one calculates quark
loops with attached heavy meson fields and vector and
axial vector fields V# or A#. Then logarithmic and
linearly divergent integrals obtained within the loop dia-
grams are identified with physical quantities or quantities
of the model [19,20,24,25].

In order to fix G4 in (27), we compare (16) with (37). In
our case where no extra soft pions are going out, we put
& — 1, and for the momentum space M; — kM\/E, with
the isospin factor k), = 1/ V2 for 70 (while ky = 1 for
charged pions). Moreover for the B meson with spin-parity
0~ we have H\"” — P, (v)(—iys)\/My. Using this, the
involved traces are easily calculated, and we obtain
Jis(H — M) for the case B) — 7™:

} GyG
JE(BY — 7)) = %(,/MHE)mZFn“. (39)

Using the Egs. (16), (38), and (39), one obtains [13]
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4 [E o)
szHF MH’

where ) is numerically known [32]. Within our model,
the analogue of Aqp is the constituent light quark mass m.
To see the behavior of G, in terms of the energy E, the
quantity C in (17) is written as C = ém3/2, which gives

4¢f - 1
Gy= (== ) 41
) (mF f-zp)Ey2 @1)

which explicitly displays the behavior G, ~ E~3/2. In
terms of the number N,. of colors, f, ~ /N, and F ~ N,
which gives the behavior G, ~ 1/,/N_, i.e. the same be-
havior as the coupling Gy in (22).

The bosonized current in (37) can now be written as

Gy

) E
Tl — M) = —2z§<v>,/M—Tr{wLH£*’[y -n]€TM,).
H
(42)

V. NONFACTORIZABLE PROCESSES IN LE yQM

In this section we calculate the nonfactorizable contri-
bution to B — 7%7° in Eq. (4). This will be formulated as
a quasifactorized product of two colored currents, as illus-
trated in Fig. 2. Then the nonfactorized aspects enters
through color correlation between the two parts, using
Eq. (36). Such a calculation within HL yQM and HL yPT
is done previously [9] for B — D°D°. Here we will use
the colored current for B — 7, within the LEyQM pre-
sented in the preceding section; see the diagram in Fig. 2.
Using the G4 value from the preceding section, we may
now calculate the nonfactorizable contribution to the
process by adding one soft-gluon to each loop. Then we

FIG. 2. Nonfactorizable contribution containing large energy
light fermions and mesons. There is also a corresponding dia-
gram where the outgoing antiquark i is hard.
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calculate the decay width for BY — 7%7° from this non-
factorizable amplitude, and compare our results with a
experiment.

For a low-energy quark interacting with one soft-gluon,
one might in simple cases use the effective propagator
[19,33]

QCmo*? + {o*?, y - k})
K2 — m2)? )

where {a, b} = ab + ba denotes the anticommutator. This
expression is consistent with the prescription in (33), and
can be used for the diagram in Fig. 2.

Then one gets [13] the following contribution to the
bosonized colored B — 7 current, shown in the lower
part of the diagram in Fig. 2:

SP(k) === t“G” (43)

JE(H— M) = — f dk Tre{y*L1%iS, (k) —iGyH,"]
X iSG(k)iEG,y - nZ]iS, (k)}, (44)

where a is a color octet index. Once more, we deal with the
momentum integrals of the types in (31) and (32). Taking
the color trace, rewriting (44), we obtain a contribution of
the form

T (Hy — M)* = g,Go,THB(H, — M), (45)

where the contribution from the lower part of the diagram
in Fig. 2 alone is to leading order in o:

THB(H, — M) = ?Q’SG AeraBhpy Tr(y*LH )y, étM,),
(46)

where E - § = m has been explicitly used.

There are also other diagrams not shown. In one case the
gluon is emitted from the energetic quark. This diagram is
zero due to (34). Furthermore, there is a diagram not shown
where the gluon is emitted from the heavy quark which
contains a nonzero part due to (35). This gives an addi-
tional contribution to the colored B — 7 current which is
nonzero. However, this one will be projected out because it
should be proportional to the Levi-Civita tensor to give a
nonzero result for the Bg — 7070 amplitude as a whole, as
will be seen from Eq. (49) below.

The colored current for an outgoing 77° should now be
calculated in the LE yQM (see the upper part of the dia-
gram in Fig. 2), and we find

(M) = — f Ak Tr{y  LiiSO(iEG 1y - AZ)iSH ().
(47)

This colored 7° current has the general form
thg(Mﬁ)a = 8sGZBTM;aB(Mﬁ): (48)

where the tensor 7T is given by
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G
THaB(M;) = 2( 2 )Yﬁ,,e‘mﬂ“ T AXM;],  (49)

where the AX within the trace is the appropriate Gell-Mann
SU(3) flavor matrix. For an outgoing hard 77° this trace has
the value 4/E/2 when going to the momentum space. The
explicit factor 2 in front of this expression comes from
the corresponding diagram, where in the upper part of the
diagram the antiquark could be hard and the quark could be
soft and emit a soft-gluon. The factor Y contains the result
of loop momentum integration. The relevant loop integral

is now
dkk* 1
K, = f 2 nk, 50
012 k- )i = m2)2 52 (50)
which gives
. o
Y = _112=W/\:Y/\
7 ¥ ) 51
4m2N (f 24m2 < T ) o
Here the parameter A is of order 1072 to 10~! and very

sensitive to small variations in the model-dependent pa-
rameters m and (5 G?).

It is easily seen that the experimental value of the
BY — 797° amplitude can be accommodated for a con-
stituent mass m around 220 Mev and a value for (£ G2)!/4
around 315 MeV. These values are of the same order
as used in previous articles [6,9,11-13,20-22]. But in
contrast to these previous cases the present amplitude for
BY — 7%7" is very sensitive to variations of the model-
dependent parameters m and (5> G*). Or more specific, the
colored current J{;(M;)* in (47)—(49) is very sensitive to
these parameters. In other words, Y, has to be fine-tuned in
order to produce the experimental result.

In a recent paper [31] an extra mass parameter
was introduced in the propagator of heavy quarks. One
might do the same for propagator of the light energetic
quark, and use

y-n

ST Nmok+A,) (52

This would also bring this propagator more in harmony
with the SCET propagator if A, ~ pi /E. This will to first
order in A, give an extra contribution in the loop integral
obtained from the diagram in Fig. 2. However, also taking
into account the corresponding diagram where the light
antiquark is the energetic one, this first order term in A,
cancels. But there will be terms of second order in A,
which are of order 6. Such contributions have to be
considered together with higher order (in o) terms obtained
from the interaction given by the operator X in (14).

One should note that the colored current given by (48)
and (49) is determined by a triangle diagram. Thus one
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might speculate if it can in some way be related to the
triangle anomaly. Namely, the diagram in Fig. 2 would
have, for standard full propagators, the mathematical prop-
erties of the diagram relevant for the triangle anomaly.
Using dimensional regularization in this case, with dimen-
sion D = 4 — 2¢, the loop integration gives an divergent
result ~1, ~ 1/€ while the corresponding Dirac trace is
~ €. Thereby one obtains a finite expression for the triangle
diagram in that case. However, in the present case we have
replaced one of the standard (full) quark propagators by the
SCET-like propagator S;. Then the trace will not be ~e€
while the corresponding loop integral is still divergent
~1/€. This means that the diagram is in total divergent.
Within our various chiral quark models including heavy
quarks and light energetic quarks, the naive dimensional
regularization (NDR) has been used, and divergent inte-
grals have been identified with physical parameters
[6,9,11-13,20-22,31]. Using other schemes additional fi-
nite terms of type €/e might appear [19], and some pa-
rameters might have to be redefined.

We also note that the description of the anomaly is rather
tricky when going from the low-energy process 7’ — 2y
to higher energies where some cancellations occur [34,35].
In [34] the high energy processes Z — 7y and y* — 7'y
was studied. (Here the high energy virtual photon y* is
coming from an energetic e e~ pair). In this case a part
of the amplitude corresponding to low-energy decay
7% — 2y is cancelled. But there is a remaining anomaly
tail relevant for some high energy processes [34,35].
Trying to adapt such a description in our case, the tensor
T in (49) for an outgoing 7° and soft-gluon would be
replaced by

THeB(Ap) = TeTaBu (53)

[An p
4 f 207
where we have taken into account that couplings and color

traces are different from the calculations in [34,35]. The
quantity /,,, is an integral given by

1 xdx
= — ¢ 54
n [Onx(l_x)_l (54)

where 1 = p2/m?. Using, as before, m as a constituent
mass and p” = Eii would give n = 1 leading to 1,,, =~ 0.6.
However, as the anomaly tail is of perturbative character
[34,35] one might think that it is more relevant to use
masses closer to the current masses of order 5 to
10 MeV. In this case one has an asymptotic behavior /,,, =
In(n)/mn, and this would give values for I,, of order 1072,

Now we use (36) and also include the Fermi coupling the
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix elements, and the
coefficient 2¢, for the nonfactorizable contributions to
the amplitude, where ¢, is the Wilson coefficient for the
O, local operator. Using Eqgs. (45) and (47) we find the
effective Lagrangian at mesonic level for the nonfactoriz-

able contribution to BY — 707
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[ LEXQM _ 4ar’cy <4 Gp
V2

Non.fact. 3 Vb Vud)(% G*)S(H, — M, M),
(55)

where S(H, — M,M;) is the tensor product
S(Hy, — M,M5) = TH*P(Hy — M,)T.0p5(Mj).  (56)
Using Egs. (46) and (49), and n -7 =2, we find the
amplitude expressed entirely by known parameters, we

find an explicit expression for S(H, — MM};) in the case

BY — 7070

GGH 5
f ST YE2 /M. (57)

_ We will now compare this nonfactorizable amplitude for
BY — 7070 w1th the factorized amplitude which domi-
G .
Mn’*ﬂ" = (4_Fvub ud) "Gy

nates B) — 7t 7
1 N
N (57m)

(@ — ), (58)

S(BY — 7°7%) = 6(

where

J (") = fLEfi,, J*BY — 7") = 2Ent (W, (59)
The form factor (™) is defined in (16) and (17).

Using the Egs. (40) and (55)-(59), we find the following
ratio between the nonfactorized for BO — 7970 and the

factorized amplitudes B — 7* 7~ is

M(Bg - WOWO)Noanact €A K E{(v)
r= =5 — == — ,  (60)
M(B) — 7" T pact ¢y No JmMpg
where « is a model-dependent hadronic factor
NA(&G?)Y
TNAZG®) 61

TNy
It will be interesting how the ratio r scales with energy E.
Using the scaling behavior for () with C = ém3/% in (17)
we find for the ratio r:
~ A K m (62)
Cf Nc E
Our calculations show that the ratio r of the amplitudes are
suppressed by 1/N,, as it should. The ratio is also scaling
like m/E. Because E =~ m;/2 and m is the equivalent of
Aqcp in our model, we have found that the nonfactorized
amplitude is suppressed by Aqcp/m), as required by the
analysis in Ref. [1].

Concerning numerical predictions from our model, we
have to stick to Eq. (60). The measured branching ratios for
BY — 77t and BY — 77" are (5.13 =0.24) X 107°
and (1.62 + 0.31) X 107, respectively [36]. In order to
predict the experimental value solely with the mechanism
considered in this section, we should have r =~ 0.56 = 0.11.
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FIG. 3. Plots for the quantities F, p, A and r in terms of m and <% G274, We observe that for reasonable values of these parameters
the ratio r can take a wide range of values such that fine-tuning is required to reproduce the experimental value.

Numerically, we use ¢*) =~ 1/3 [32]. In previous papers
on the heavy-light chiral quark model constituent masses
m ~ 220 MeV and (% G4 ~ 315 MeV has been used.
From the plot of r in Fig. 3, we observe that the experi-
mental value of r can easily be accommodated by values of
such orders. The bad news is that in our case the value of Y,
and thereby « and r is very sensitive to the explicit choice
of m and (% G?)!/4. Thus fine-tuning has to be used.

We also find that the perturbative anomaly tail will
numerically reproduce the amplitude for [,, =
3.2 X 1072, corresponding to a quark mass myg =
11 MeV, i.e. of same order of magnitude as typical current
quark masses. Using a hybrid description with a quark

~

Ve
Th
m -~ T~ //
-
/ ﬁ
B/ Pi
Ly
AN
\\
N
N

model with constituent quark masses for the colored
BY — 70 current in (44)—(46), and the anomaly tail de-
scription [34,35] for the colored 7 current in (47)—(49), is
not preferable. Also, such a hybrid description also fails
to show the behavior Aqgcp/m;, required by QCD-
factorization. Still it might be interesting that we can
numerically match the colored current for outgoing 7°
with the anomaly tail description.

Note that there are also mesonic loop contributions
similar to those contributing to processes of the type
B — DD and B — yD [9,11]. For those processes inter-
mediate D*(17) mesons contributed. In the present case the
analogous contributions would involve energetic vector

o
e
"
\
B
_____ Bl ) ﬂ
On /
AN
o

FIG. 4. Meson loops for Bg — qrar. The zigzag lines represent energetic p mesons. The dashed lines with double arrows are
energetic light mesons and the dashed line with no arrow is a soft pion.
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mesons p,, and we would need the amplitudes for
B — p, p;. Such loops are shown in Fig. 4. The diagram
to the right would be calculable within an extended theory
involving energetic vector mesons. Unfortunately while
the diagram to the left would be dubious because typical
loop momenta would significantly exceed 1 GeV, and
would require insertion of ad hoc form factors or should
be handled within dispersion relation techniques. Both
diagrams would of course require knowledge of the
p,m,m coupling in Fig. 4. In any case such calculations
are beyond the scope of this paper.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have pointed out that the factorized amplitude for
process BY — 7% is proportional to a Wilson coefficient
combination close to zero. Thus the nonfactorizable con-
tributions dominate the amplitude for this decay mode. To
handle the nonfactorizable contributions we have extended

previous chiral quark models for the pure light quark case

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 054016 (2011)

[24] used in [19,23,25], and the heavy-light case [20]
used in [6,9,11,12,21,22], to include also energetic light
quarks.

We have found that within our model we can account
for the amplitude needed to explain the experimental
branching ratio for B — 7°7° [36]. In addition, the ratio
r between the nonfactorizable and factorized amplitude
scales as Aqcp/m,, in agreement with QCD-factorization
[1]. However, the bad news is that the calculated amplitude
is very sensitive to our model-dependent parameters,
i.e. the constituent quark mass m, and the gluon con-
densate (%*G?). Anyway, final state interactions should
be present [37].
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