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Abstract

Motivated by the very recent measurement of the branching ratio of Bg — J/¢n decay, we
calculate the branching ratios of By" — J/vm and B, — J/Uy' decays in the perturbative
QCD (pQCD) approach. The pQCD predictions for the branching ratios of considered decays
are: BR(BY — J/Un) = (1.96758) x 1076, which is consistent with the first experimental
measurement within errors; while BR(B} — J/¥n/) = (1.097378) x 1075, very similar with
Bg — J/W¥n decay and can be tested by the forthcoming LHC experiments. The measurements
of these decay channels may help us to understand the QCD dynamics in the corresponding
energy scale, especially the reliability of pQCD approach to these kinds of B meson decays.
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Very recently, the first observation of B} — J/W¥n decay was reported by Belle Collab-
oration [1], and the branching ratio measured is

BR(BY — J/¥n) = (9.54 1.7(stat) + 0.8(syst)) x 107°, (1)

which is consistent with the currently available theoretical predictions |1, 12, 13].

Up to now, the theoretical calculations for the branching ratios of By — J/¥n") decays
were obtained by using the heavy quark factorization approximation in Ref. [2], or from
the measured J/¥n® and J/WK° branching ratios|3, 4, 5] based on the assumption of
the SU(3) flavor symmetry of strong interaction. In this paper, we will calculate the
branching ratios of B — J/Un and B} — J/¥n") decays directly by employing the
low energy effective Hamiltonian [6] and the perturbative QCD (pQCD) factorization
approach |17, I8, 9].

The paper is organized as follows: we present the formalism used in the calculation of
BY — J/yn") decays in Sec. [l In Sec. [, we show the numerical results and compare
them with the measured values. A short summery and some conclusions are also included
in this section.

I. FORMALISM AND PERTURBATIVE CALCULATIONS

The pQCD approach has been developed earlier from the QCD hard-scattering ap-
proach [7], and has been used frequently to calculate various B meson decay channels
7, 8, 19, 10]. For two body charmless hadronic By, — Mn" (here M stands for the
pseudo-scalar or vector light mesons composed of the light quarks u,d,s) decays, the
pQCD predictions generally agree well with the measured values [9, [10, [11].

In Refs. [12, [13], the authors calculated B — D*K, D" D™ and B, — D"+ D)=
decays and found that the pQCD approach works well for such decays. Here we try to
apply the pQCD approach to calculate the B meson decays involving the heavier J/W¥
meson as one of the two final state mesons.

A. Formulism

In pQCD approach, the decay amplitude of B — J/WP (P = n,1") here) decay can
bo written conceptually as the convolution,

A(B = My My) ~ /d4k1d4k2d4k3 Tr [C(8) (k1) D ypu (k) ®p (k) H (1, ko, ks, 1), (2)

where the term “Tr” denotes the trace over Dirac and color indices. C(t) is the Wilson
coefficient which results from the radiative corrections at short distance. In the above
convolution, C'(¢) includes the harder dynamics at larger scale than Mp scale and describes
the evolution of local 4-Fermi operators from my (the W boson mass) down to t ~

O(y/AMp) scale, where A = Mp — m;,. The function H(ky, ko, k3, t) is the hard part and
can be calculated perturbatively. The function ®,; is the wave function which describes
hadronization of the quark and anti-quark to the meson M. While the function H depends
on the process considered, the wave function ®,, is independent of the specific process.



Using the wave functions determined from other well measured processes, one can make
quantitative predictions here.

Using the light-cone coordinates the B meson and the two final state meson momenta
can be written as

MB MB 2 MB 2
P=—(1,1,07), P,=—(1,7,0p), P3=—=(0,1—17"07), 3
] \/5( r), P \/5( r), D3 \/5( ) (3)
respectively, where r = Mj/y/Mp, and the light meson masses m,({) have been ne-

glected. The longitudinal polarization vector of the J/W meson, €y, is given by €, =

\/51\1‘445/@ (1, —r%,07). Putting the light (anti-) quark momenta in B, J/¥ and () mesons

as ki, ko, and k3, respectively, we can choose

k’l = (l’lpl—i_, O, le), k‘g = (1'2P2+, O, kgT), k‘g = (0, ZL’3P3_, kgT). (4)

Then, for B — J/Un decay for example, the integration over ki, k;, and k§ in eq.(2)
will lead to

.A(B — J/\Ifﬁ/) ~ /dl’ldl’gdl’gbldblbgdbgbgdbg
-Tr [C(t)‘bB(l'l, bl)q)J/q;(l’g, bg)q)n(l’g, bg)H(l’Z, bi, t)St(ZL'Z) 6_S(t)} ,(5)

where b; is the conjugate space coordinate of k;r, and ¢ is the largest energy scale in
function H (z;, b;, t). The large logarithms In(myy /t) are included in the Wilson coefficients
C(t). The large double logarithms (In*;) on the longitudinal direction are summed by
the threshold resummation [14], and they lead to Si(z;) which smears the end-point
singularities on z;. The last term, e=3® is the Sudakov form factor which suppresses the
soft dynamics effectively [15]. Thus it makes the perturbative calculation of the hard
part H applicable at intermediate scale, i.e., Mg scale. We will calculate analytically the
function H(x;, b;,t) for the considered decays in the first order in a; expansion and give
the convoluted amplitudes in next section.

B. The B} — J/Wn() Decays

The low energy effective Hamiltonian for decay modes By — .J/¢n() can be written as

Gr
V2

with the four-fermion operators

Hepr = —5 VeaVea (Cr(p)O5(p) + Co(p) O5(p))] (6)

Of = day"(1 = 5)cs - Cavu(l — ¥5)ba , 05 = day™(1 — ¥5)ca - Ca7u(1 —5)bg  (7)

where the Wilson coefficients C;(u) (i = 1,2), we will use the leading order (LO) expres-
sions, although the next-to-leading order (NLO) results already exist in the literature [6].
This is the consistent way to cancel the explicit ;1 dependence in the theoretical formulae.
For the renormalization group evolution of the Wilson coefficients from higher scale to
lower scale, we use the formulae as given in Ref.[16] directly.
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FIG. 1: Typical Feynman diagrams contributing to the Cabibbo- and color- suppressed Bd0 —
J/ ") decays.

As for B meson wavefunction, we make use of the same parameterizations as used
in the studies of different processes [16]. For vector J/¢) meson, in terms of the nota-
tion in Ref. [17], we decompose the nonlocal matrix elements for the longitudinally and
transversely polarized .J/1) mesons into

D,u(a) = ﬁ{mj/¢¢LwL<x> +¢Lw<x>}, ®)

Here, ¥* denote for the twist-2 distribution amplitudes, and W' for the twist-3 distri-
bution amplitudes. = represents the momentum fraction of the charm quark inside the

charmonium.
The J/1 meson asymptotic distribution amplitudes read as [1§]

Ut (z) = 9.58 Jope :):(1—9;){ x(1 — x) )}0-7 |

22N, 1—282(1—x
Hoy fap o[ w(l—z) M
Ui(z) = 10.942\/2_]\[6(1 — 21) L 58l = x)} . 9)

It is easy to see that both the twist-2 and twist-3 DAs vanish at the end points due to
the factor [z(1 — z)]°7.

From the effective Hamiltonian (@), the Feynman diagrams corresponding to the con-
sidered decay are shown in Fig.1. With the meson wave functions and Sudakov factors,



the hard amplitude is given as

1 00
Fen = SWCFW%/ dl‘ldl'g/ bldblbgdbg ¢B($1,b1>
0 0

X {(1 —r?) [(1 + z3(1 — r2))¢§(a:3, bs) + ro(1 — 2x3)

.¢7’;(x3, bg):| + 19 [(1 —2x3) + (1 + 2173)} QS;(ZIZ’g, b3)

s (1) he(y, 23, b1, b3) exp[—Sap(t})]

+2rq [1— (1 — 1’1)T2¢7I;(£L’3, bs) — 1’1’/"2¢?(1’3, b3)]

s (t*)he(s, 21, bs, by) eXp[—Sab(tz)]}. (10)

where 79 = m{/mp; Cr = 4/3 is a color factor. The function h,, the scales ¢\ and the
Sudakov factors Sy, are displayed in Appendix [Al

For the non-factorizable diagrams 1(c) and 1(d), all three meson wave functions are
involved. The integration of b3 can be performed using § function d(bs — by), leaving only
integration of b; and b,. For the concerned operators, the corresponding decay amplitude
is

1 )
Men = 16;/67TCFm%/0 dl’ldl’gdl’gfo bldblbgdb2¢Bs($1,bl)

X {2rredl g (22, b2) @5 (23, b2) — 41Tty 4 (2, b2) b (23, b2)
— [I2T2 + 1’3(1 — 27’2)] ¢§/W($27 bg)(b;?(l’g, bg)

+2 [1'37’0 + (1’2 — 1’3)7“07’2} ¢§/q, ([L’g, bg)¢2(l’3, bg)
'Oés(tf)hf(l’l, To, I3, bl, bg) exp[—Scd(tf)]} . (11)

where 7. = m./mp,m. is the mass for ¢ quark.

For the By — J/WUn' decay, the Feynman diagrams are obtained by replacing the n
meson in Fig. 1 with the meson 7. The corresponding expressions of decay amplitudes will
be similar with those as given in Eqs.(IOHIT]), since the 1 and 7" are all light pseudoscalar
mesons and have the similar wave functions. The expressions of B} — J/Un' decay can
be obtained simply by the following replacements

Qﬁ? — ¢1?’7 ¢5 — ¢$7 qb?j; — ¢717—17 To — Té)’ (12>

For the n —n' system, there exist two popular mixing basis: the octet-singlet basis and
the quark-flavor basis |19, 20]. Here we use the quark-flavor basis [19] and define

ng = (uit+ dd)/V2, Ns = S5. (13)

The physical states n and 1’ are related to 7, and 7, through a single mixing angle ¢,

() = v ()= (g ey (), "

The three input parameters f,, f; and ¢ in the quark-flavor basis have been extracted
from various related experiments |19, 220]

fo=(1.07£0.02)fr, fo=(13440.06)f,, ¢=39.3°+1.0° (15)
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where f; = 130 MeV. In the numerical calculations, we will use these mixing parameters
as inputs. It worth of mentioning that the effects of possible gluonic component of 7’
meson will not considered here since it is small in size [10, 21, 22].

For BY — J/¥n decay, by combining the contributions from different diagrams, the
total decay amplitude can be written as

MBS = 3/ 01) = VaViFi (@) { Ffn | (G4 360 )] 4 00ce} 10

where the relevant mixing parameter is I (¢) = cos ¢/v/2.

It should be mentioned that the Wilson coefficients C; = C;(t) in Eq. (I6) should
be calculated at the appropriate scale ¢ using equations as given in the Appendices of
Ref. [16]. Here the scale ¢ in the Wilson coefficients should be taken as the same scale
appeared in the expressions of decay amplitudes in Eqgs. (I0) and (Il). This is the way
in pQCD approach to eliminate the scale dependence. In order to estimate the effect of
higher order corrections, however, we introduce a scale factor a; = 1.0 & 0.2 and vary the
scale t,,., as described in Appendix A.

Similarly, the decay amplitudes for B — J/W¥n' decay can be obtained easily from
Eq.(T6) by the following replacements of Fy(¢) — F/(¢) = sin ¢/v/2.

II. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we will calculate the branching ratios for those considered decay modes.
The input parameters and the wave functions to be used are given in Appendix Bl In
numerical calculations, central values of input parameters will be used implicitly unless
otherwise stated.

With the complete decay amplitudes, we can obtain the decay width for the considered
decays,

/ G2 M3 / 2
D(BY = Jjim") = ZEZE (1) | M(BY = T /)] (17)

By employing the quark-flavor scheme of n—n' system and using the mixing parameters
as given in Eq. (I3), one finds the branching ratios for the considered two decays with
error bars as follows:

Br( By — J/¥n) = [L96%05(ws) T055(ar) {075 (a2) (o5 (F/0)] x 107, (18)
Br( By — J/n) = [1.09%655(wy) 501 (ar) 1051 (02) 7007 (£1/0)] x 1077, (19)

where the main errors are induced by the uncertainties of w, = 0.40 £+ 0.05 GeV, a; =
1.0+£0.2, ap = 0.115 £ 0.115 and f;u = 0.405 £ 0.014 GeV , respectively. One can see
that the pQCD predictions are sensitive to the variations of w;, and a;.

For BY — J/Un decay, the central value of the pQCD prediction for Br(BY — J/¥n)
is a factor of 4 smaller than the measured value as given in Eq. (1) [1]. But the pQCD
prediction is in fact still consistent with Belle’s first measurement if we take the large
theoretical and experimental errors into account. By varying the scale factor a; in the
range of a; = [0.8, 1.0], for example, the central value of Br(B — J/¥n) will change in the
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range of [0.2,1.1] x 107° accordingly. It is not difficult to understand such a; dependence.
Since the J/W meson is much heavier than light mesons, and therefore moving not as fast
as those light meson when B meson is decaying. So a small decrease of the scale t; will
lead to a larger Wilson coefficients C} o(t) and a,(%;), and consequently results in a larger
decay rate.

For BY — J/¥n decay, only experimental upper limit (at 90% C.L) is available now:
BR(B® — J/¥n') < 6.3 x 107° [4,5]. The pQCD prediction for the branching ratio of
BY — J/Wn decay is very similar in magnitude with that of B} — J/¥n, consistent with
the upper limit and will be tested in the forthcoming LHC experiments.

At the leading order, only the tree Feynman diagrams as shown in Fig. 1 contribute to
BY — J/Un" decays. There exists no CP violation in these decays within the standard
model, since there is only one kind of Cabibbo-Kabayashi-Muskawa (CKM) phase involved
in the corresponding decay amplitudes, as can be seen from eq. (0.

In short, we calculated the branching ratios of B — J/¥n and B — J/¥n decays at
the leading order by using the pQCD factorization approach. Besides the usual factoriz-
able diagrams, the non-factorizable spectator diagrams are also calculated analytically in
the pQCD approach. By keeping the transverse momentum k7, the end-point singularity
disappears in our calculation.

From our calculations and phenomenological analysis, we found the following results:

e Using the quark-flavor scheme, the pQCD predictions for the branching ratios are
Br(By — J/¥n) = (1.9675:¢5) x 107, (20)
Br(BY — J/¥n) = (1.09753%) x 107°, (21)

where the various errors as specified previously have been added in quadrature.

e The major theoretical errors of the pQCD predictions are induced by the uncertain-
ties of the hard energy scale t;’s and the parameters wy,.
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APPENDIX A: RELATED FUNCTIONS

We show here the function h;’s, coming from the Fourier transformations of the function
HO),

he(z1,x3,b1,b3) = Ky (\/1'11’3(]. — 7“2)me1) [H(bl — b3) Ky (\/1'3(1 — 7“2)me1)
Iy <\/x3(1 - 7’2)me3> +6(bs — b1) K, <\/{E3(1 - 7’2)me3>
Iy (Vas(T = 12)mby ) | Sils). (A1)
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hf(fl, Ta, T3, by, b2) = {9(52 - bl)IO(MB\/ 371933(1 - 7“2)51)K0(MB\/ flifs(l - 7’2)52)
Ko(MBF(l)bQ), for F(21) >0
+ b <_) b * P 3 A2
(b 2)} ZHEY (Mg /|1 F2)| by), for F2) <0 (A2)

where Jy is the Bessel function, Ky and I, are the modified Bessel functions with
Ko(—ix) = —(7/2)Yy(x) + i(7/2)Jo(x), and F{;)’s are defined by

oy = (x1 — zp)zs(1—r?) + 02, (A3)
F(22) = (21 — m9)23(1 — %) + 12, (A4)
The threshold resummation form factor S;(z;) is adopted from Ref. [17]
21—1—201’*(3/2 + C)
- 1—2)° A
(o) = a1 = o), (A5)

where the parameter ¢ = 0.3. This function is normalized to unity.
The Sudakov factors used in the text are defined as

Sat) = s (wrmp/V2,b1) + 5 (wsmp/V3 by ) + 5 (1= 23)mp/V2,by )

1 In(t/A) In(t/A)
5 [ln (b A) +In — 1n(bgA)} , (A6)

Sea(t) = s ($1m3/\/§, bl) +s (zgmg/\/i, b2) + s ((1 — 22)mp/V2, b2)
5 (wsmp/ V2,00 ) + 5 (1= ws)mp/ V2 by )

1 In(t/A) In(t/A)
_E {2 In — (b, ) +1In — ln(b2A)] , (A7)

where the function s(g,b) are defined in the Appendix A of Ref. [16]. The scale ¢;’s in the
above equations are chosen as

t! = a; - max(\/x3(1 — r2)Mp, 1/b;,1/b3),
tg = Q¢ - max(\/xl(l —Tz)MB, ]_/bl, ]_/bg),
ty = a; - max(\/x123(1 — r2)Mp, \/(xl —xg)x3(1 —12) +1r2Mp,1/b1,1/bs), (AS)

where a; = 1.04+0.2 and r = M,y /Mp. The scale t;’s are chosen as the maximum energy
scale appearing in each diagram to kill the large logarithmic radiative corrections.

APPENDIX B: INPUT PARAMETERS AND WAVE FUNCTIONS

The masses, decay constants, QCD scale and BY meson lifetime are

AY=Y = 950MeV,  f, = 130MeV, f;q = 405MeV,

MS
my = 1.08GeV, Mpy =5.28MeV, My = 3.097GeV,
My = 80.41GeV, 7 = 1.54 x 107 s, (B1)
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For the CKM matrix elements, here we adopt the Wolfenstein parametrization for the
CKM matrix, and take A = 0.2272; A = 0.818, p = 0.221 and n = 0.340 [4].
For the B meson wave function, we adopt the model

M3 2* 1 (
2w? 2
where wy, is a free parameter and we take w, = 0.40 + 0.05 GeV in numerical calculations,

and Np = 91.745 is the normalization factor for wy, = 0.40 for the B meson.
The wave function for dd components of n”) meson is given by

_ s 7

By (p.2.0) = 2 [0 () + mial () + Cmf = v -l )] . (B3)

Where p and x are the momentum and the momentum fraction of 7,; respectively, while
ndd, qﬁndd and qﬁTdd, represent the axial vector, pseudoscalar and tensor components of the

wave function respectively. We here assume that the wave function of 7,7 is same as the

7w wave function based on SU(3) flavor symmetry. The parameter ( is either +1 or —1

depending on the assignment of the momentum fraction z.

The explicit expression of chiral enhancement scale m =
q9

mi = = ——[m] cos® ¢+m,81n2¢—\/_f8
2m, 2m, fq
and numerically m{ = 1.07MeV for m, = 547.5 MeV, m,y = 957.8 MeV, f, = 1.07f,
fs = 1.34f, and ¢ = 39.3°.
For the distribution amplitude ¢> (bP and (Z) ,» we utilize the results for m meson
obtained from the light-cone sum rule [23] 1nclud1ng twist-3 contributions:

¢p(z,b) = Npz*(1 —x)*exp |— wbb)2] , (B2)

Udd

is given by [21]

m?2 1

(mZ, —m?) cos psing],  (B4)

77

3 3
o(x) = ﬁquu — ) {1 + agq§ [5(1 —22)* — 1]
—1—an§ [21(1 — 22)* — 14(1 — 22)* + 1] } : (B5)
1 1 5
oF (z) = NG { (307;3 - §p77 ) [3(1 — 22)* — 1]
1 27 81
T3 <_3773w3 Qopnq 10p2q<s ) [35(1 = 22)" — 3001 = 20)" 43 } (B6)
3
op (1) = Wfq(l — 2z)
7
. {% + (5nz — %Wsw?, 20p77q - gpnqagq 5)(101’2 — 10z + 1)} ) (B7)

with the updated Gegenbauer moments [24]
= 0115, @' =—0015, p, =2m,/me, ns=0015, ws=—30. (B8)
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