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We study 20 charmless hadroni¢ — f; P decays in the perturbative QCD(pQCD) formalism with
denotingB.,, B4, and B; mesons;P standing for the light pseudoscalar mesons; #ndepresenting axial-
vector mesong (1285) and f1(1420) that result from a mixing of quark-flavqﬁq[“’"jidd] and f1,[s3] states
with the angleg, . The estimations o€P-averaged branching ratios a@Pasymmetries of the considered
B — f1P decays, in which thé8; — f1 P modes are investigated for the first time, are presentedein th
pQCD approach witlpy, ~ 24° from recently measured,;,, — J/1 f1(1285) decays. It is found that (a)
the tree(penguin) domina®* — fi7 (K ™T) decays with large branching rati@3{10~°)] and large direct
CPviolations(aroundl4% ~ 28% in magnitude) simultaneously are believed to be clearlysuesble at the
LHCb and Belle Il experiments; (b) thB; — f1 K% andBs — f1(n,n) decays with nearly pure penguin
contributions and safely negligible tree pollution alswédarge decay rates in the order i~ ~ 107°,
which can be confronted with the experimental measurenierie near future; (c) as the alternative channels,
the BT — fi(r", K*) and By — f1 K¢ decays have the supplementary power in providing more teféec
constraints on the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa weak phgsgsandg, correspondingly, which are explicitly
analyzed through the large decay rates and the direct andgrinducedCPasymmetries in the pQCD approach
and are expected to be stringently examined by the measntemih high precision; (d) the weak annihilation
amplitudes play important roles in the" — f1(1420)K ™, By — f1(1420)K$, B; — f1(1420)1" decays,
and so on, which would offer more evidence, once they aremetl by the experiments, to identify the soft-
collinear effective theory and the pQCD approach on theuatins of annihilation diagrams and to help further
understand the annihilation mechanism in the hdavwgeson decays; (e) combined with the future precise tests,
the considered decays can provide more information toéumihderstand the mixing anglg, and the nature
of the f1 mesons in depth after the confirmations on the reliabilitthefpQCD calculations in the present work.

PACS numbers: 13.25.Hw, 12.38.Bx, 14.40.Nd

I.  INTRODUCTION

It is well known that nonleptonic weak decays of hed@fgpecifically,B,,, B4, Bs, andB.) mesons can not only provide the
important information to search f@Pviolation and further constrain the Cabibbo-Kobayashiskéava(CKM) parameters in
the standard model(SM), but also reveal the deviations tlenSM, i.e., the signals of exotic new physics beyond the Bivk
thermore, comparison of theoretical predictions and erpantal data for the physical observables may also help denmstand
the hadronic structure of the involved bound states dedplyri contrast to the traditionad — PP, PV, andV'V decays, the
alternative channels such &— AP decays 4 is the axial-vector meson) to be largely detected in expemisin the near fu-
ture may give additional and complementary informationxeiwsive nonleptonic weak decays of hed¥ynesons?]; e.g., due
to Vi Vis = =V Ves[1 + O(A?)], theb — sqq penguin-dominated decays have the same CKM phase as-thecs tree level
decays §]. Therefore, theé — sqg mediatedB — AP decays such aB® — a;(1260)[b1(1235)] K¢ 7K1 (1270)[K(1400)],
1KY etc. can providein 23 measurementsi(is the CKM weak phase) in the SM complementarily.

Very recently, the Large Hadron Collider beauty(LHCb) @bbration reported the first measurement8of, — J /v f1(1285)
decays {], where the final statg¢ (1285) was observed for the first time in heasyymeson decays. In the conventional two
quark structure; (1285) and its partnerf; (1420) [5, 6] [hereafter, for the sake of simplicity, we will usg to denote both
f1(1285) and f1(1420) unless otherwise stated] are considered as the orbitabéirai of theqg system, specifically, the light
p-wave axial-vector flavorless mesons. In terms of the spsetipic notatiof+1 L ; with J = L+ S, both f; mesons belong
to 3P, nonet carrying the quantum numbgf¢ = 1++ [3]. Similar to then — ' mixing in the pseudoscalar sect@,[these
two f; mesons are believed to be a mixture resulting from the mikietyveen nonstrangf, = (ua + dd)/+/2 and strange
f1s = s5 states in the popular quark-flavor basis with a single mixingle¢, . And for the mixing angle, , there are several
explorations that have been performed from theory and é@xeet sides. However, the value of, is still in controversy
presently (see Ref7] and references therein). It is necessary to point out thatnixing anglep;, has important roles in
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investigating the properties ¢gi mesons themselves, but also of strange axial-vé€tomesons, i.e.{11270 and K5 (1400),

by constraining the mixing angts,, between two distinct types of axial-vectii 4 (°P;) and K g (1P;) states. The underlying
reason is that when thg (1285) — f1(1420) mixing angle¢;, is determined from the mass relations related with the nsasse
of K14 and K g, it eventually depends on the mixing andle, [8]. With the successful running of LHC and the forthcoming
Belle 1l experiments, it is therefore expected that thes# Gibservations oB,;,, — .J/1 f1(1285) decays will motivate the
people to explore the mixing anglg, and the properties of both mesons in more relevait meson decay processes at both
experimental and theoretical aspects. Of course, in viesoaie of the axial-vector mesons suchaa$l1260) and K; that
have been seen in two-body hadrofianeson decaysd], it is also believed that the information on both mesons could be
obtained from heavy-quark decays in the near future.

In this work, we will therefore study 20 charmless hadroBic— f, P! decays, in whichB stands forB,, By, and By,
respectively, and® denotes the light pseudoscalar pion, kaon, arehdn’ mesons. From the experimental point of view, up
to now, only two penguin-dominatdd™ — f; K+ decays have been measured byBABAR Collaboration in 200713]. The
preliminary upper limits on the decay rates have been plat#éte 90% confidence level &3 [

Br(BT — f1(1285)K1) < 2.0 x 107°, (1)

for BT — f1(1285)K T decay and
Br(BY — f1(1420)K ") - Br(f1(1420) - K*K) < 4.1 x 1079, 2)
Br(BT — f1(1420)K ™) - Br(f1(1420) — nrr) < 2.9 x 1075 (3)

for BT — f1(1420)K* decay, respectively. However, due to the lack of the infdioneon the decay rates ¢f (1420) — K*K
and f;(1420) — nmw decays, the upper limits dr(B* — f1(1420) K ) cannot be extracted effectively. But, this status will
be greatly improved in present and future experiments fty&d running LHCb and forthcoming Belle II. Also, othBr— f, P
decays are expected to be detected with good precision edlthent experiments in the near future.

From the theoretical point of view, to our best knowledgeC@ldernn et al. have carried out the calculationsBf, 4 — f1P
decays in the framework of naive factorization with the fdattors ofB — f; obtained in the improved Isgur- Scora-Grinstein-
Wise quark modelq], while Cheng and Yang have studied the decay rates and @Rsssymmetries oB,, 4 — f1 (7, K) modes
within the framework of QCD factorization (QCDF) with therfo factors evaluated in the QCD sum rulef]. Note that the
B, — f1P decays have never been studied yet in any methods or apesapho this date. And, it should be stressed that
the predictions of the branching ratios 8y, ; — f1 P decays in naive factorization are so crude that we cannoéreti&ctive
comparison for relevanB — f; P modes. FotB™ — f; K+ decays for example, on one hand, the authors did not specify
f1(1285) and f1(1420) [2], which then could not provide effectively the useful infoation on the mixing anglé,, from these
considered decays; on the other hand, as discussed in1REftHe P, meson behaves analogously to the vector meson, it is
then naively expected th@r(B* — f1(1285)K ") ~ Br(Bt — wK*)andBr(B™ — f1(1420)K+) ~ Br(BT™ — ¢K ™)
if f1(1285) and f1(1420) are significantly dominated by th&, and f1, components, respectively. Furthermore, in principle,
in view of the f1(1285) — f1(1420) mixing, the branching ratios a8+ — (f1(1285), f1(1420)) K T are generally a bit smaller
than those oB" — (w,¢)K ™ ones correspondingly. However, the branching ratid3of — f; K* predicted in the naive
factorization is around x 10~5, which is much larger than that of the corresponding modes, i.e.,.B* — wK™ and
BT — ¢K ™ [3]. As for the investigations 0B+ — f; KT decays in the QCDF approach], the authors specifieg (1285)
and f1(1420) and considered their mixing with two different sets of asglep, ~ 27.9° and53.2°, in the flavor singlet-octet
basis. And the decay rates are barely consistent with tHenamary upper limits within very large errors. Howeveretpattern
exhibited from the numerical results withp, ~ 53.2° is more favored by the available upper limits. As aforenwred,
because of the similar behavior between the vector mesoArarakial-vector meson, the relatidsr(B+ — f1(1285)K 1) <
Br(BT — f1(1420) K ) is expected to be highly preferred, as it should be.

In order to collect more information on the nature of bftimesons and further understand the heavy fl&/physics, we will
study the physical observables suchCisaveraged branching ratios a@tP-violating asymmetries of 20 charmless hadronic
B — f1P decays by employing the low energy effective Hamiltoniaf [and the pQCD approaci(-12] based on thé:r
factorization theorem. Though some efforts have been madhgemnext-to-leading order pQCD formalisfrg[ 17], we here will
still consider the perturbative evaluations at leadingzordihich are believed to be the dominant contributionsypbatively.

As is well known, the pQCD approach is free of end-point slagty and the Sudakov formalism makes it more self-coesist
by keeping the transverse momentimof the quarks. More importantly, as the well-known advaatafithe pQCD approach,
we can explicitly calculate the weak annihilation types @fgidams without any parametrizations, apart from the tiaukl
factorizable and nonfactorizable emission ones, thougiffereht viewpoint on the evaluations and the magnitdaesveak

1 n the literature 9], two of us(X. Liu and Z.J. Xiao) have studied tii& — f; P decays occurring only via the pure annihilation diagramhéSM within
the framework of the perturbative QCD(pQCD) factorizatapproach 10-12].

2 As a matter of fact, the recent worksg 19 in the framework of QCDF confirmed that there should exishptex annihilation contributions with large
imaginary parts inB,, 4s — 7w, 7K, KK decays by fits to the experimental data, which support theegmnon the calculations of the annihilation
diagrams in the pQCD approach(] to some extent.
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annihilation contributions has been proposed in the safirear effective theory41]. It is worth stressing that the pQCD
predictions on the annihilation contributions in the he@yneson decays have been tested at various aspects, e.gefsee R
[10, 11, 22-26]. Typically, for example, the evaluations of the pure ailation B; — K™K~ andB, — =7~ decays in the
pQCD approachd3-25 are in good consistency with the recent measurements ly@oF and LHCb Collaborationgf-29].
Therefore, the weak annihilation contributions to the adered B — f1 P decays will be explicitly analyzed in this work,
which are expected to be helpful to understand the anrinlamechanism in the heavy meson decays.

The paper is organized as follows. In SB¢we present the formalism, hadron wave functions and gdeative calculations
of the considered 2B — f; P decays in the pQCD approach. The numerical results and thespmnding phenomenological
analyses are addressed in S#c.Finally, SeclV contains the main conclusions and a short summary.

II.  FORMALISM AND PERTURBATIVE CALCULATIONS

For the considere® — f;, P decays, the related weak effective Hamiltonidg; [15] can be written as

Gr [ ' ' .
Her = 7;{ WV [CL ()0} (1) + Ca ()O3 ()] = Vi Vin [y Cs <u>0i<u>1} +He. (4)
=3
with D the light down-type quarkl or s, the Fermi constanf' = 1.16639 x 10-°GeV 2, CKM matrix elements/, and
Wilson coefficients”; (i) at the renormalization scaje The local four-quark operato€s;(i = 1,--- , 10) are written as
(1) current-current(tree) operators
¥ = (Daug)v-altgba)v-a, OF = (Data)v-a(igbs)v_a; ()

(2) QCD penguin operators

O3 = (Daba)v-a Y (@505)v-a, Os = (Dabg)v-a Y (@sah)v-a

_ ! _ ! (6)
Os = (Daba)v-a Z((fgq/@)er, Os = (Dabg)v—a Z(QEQL)V+A;
q’ q

(3) electroweak penguin operators

3 - _ 3, = _
O7 = i(Daba)V—Azeq'(ngg)vquA, Os = i(Dabﬂ)V—Azeq'(%q;)er,
3 ’ 3 v ™
-/ —/ !
Oy = §(Daba)VfAZ€q’(QﬁQﬁ)V7Aa O = i(Dabﬁ)VfAz:eq’(Qﬁqa)VfA-
q q

with the color indicesy, S(not to be confused with the CKM weak phaseand ) and the notation&;'q')v+a = ¢'v,.(1 £
v5)q'. The index;’ in the summation of the above operators runs thraugfi, s, ¢, andb. The standard combinationg of the
Wilson coefficients”; are defined as follows:

a1202+%, a2201+%, ai:Ci—i—Ciil/& 1 =3 —10. (8)
whereCs; ~ 1 is the largest one among all Wilson coefficients and the ufiperer) sign applies, whekhis odd (even). It
is noted that, though the next-to-leading order Wilson ficiehts have already been availabl], we will still adopt the
leading order ones to keep the consistency, since the ststainde contributions of the considered decays are cadrliat
leading order ()] in the pQCD approach. This is also a consistent way to caheedxplicit;, dependence in the theoretical
formulas. For the renormalization group evolution of thdséf coefficients from higher scale to lower scale, the esgpoms
are directly taken from Refl1[1].

Nowadays, the pQCD approach has been one of the popularifation methods based on the QCD theory to evaluate the
hadronic matrix elements in the healBymeson decays. The unique point of the pQCD approach is tkegfis the transverse
momentumk, which will act as an infrared regulator and smear the ernidt@ingularity when the quark momentum fraction
x approaches 0, of the valence quarks in the calculation diddeonic matrix elements. Then, all tilemeson transition form
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factors, non-factorizable spectator and annihilationtitontions are calculable in the framework of the factorization. The
decay amplitude oB — f; P decays in the pQCD approach can be conceptually written as

A(B = f1P) ~ /d4k1d4k2d4k3Tr [C(t)Pp (k1) Py, (ko) ®p(ks)H (K1, ka2, k3, 1)], 9)

wherek;’s are the momenta of (light) quarks in the initial and finaltes, Tr represents the trace over Dirac and color indices,
andC'(t) is the Wilson coefficient which results from the radiativerestions at short distance. In the above convolutioft,)
includes the harder dynamics at larger scale thanscale and describes the evolution of lotdtermi operators frormyy (the
W boson mass) down to~ O(,/Aqcpmp) scale, where\gcep is the hadronic scale. The stands for the wave function
describing hadronization of the quark and antiquark to tlesam, which is independent of the specific processes andlyusua
determined by employing nonperturbative QCD techniqueh s lattice QCD(LQCD) or other well-measured processes. T
function H (k1, ko, k3, t) describes the four-quark operator and the spectator quarkected by a hard gluon with the hard
intermediate scal®(,/Aqcpmp). Therefore, this hard paH can be calculated perturbatively.
Since theb quark is rather heavy, we thus work in the frame with theneson at rest for simplicity, i.e., with th8 meson
momentumP; = m—\/g(l, 1,07) in the light-cone coordinate. For the considefed> f; P decays, it is assumed that tlfieand
P mesons move in the plus and minuslirection carrying the momentut#, and Ps, respectively. Then the momenta of the
two final states can be written as
mp mp
PQZ%(l,T‘?l,OT), P3:ﬁ
respectively, where;, = my, /mp and the masses of light pseudoscalar pion, kaonpatn’ have been neglected. For the
axial-vector mesotfy, its longitudinal polarization vectet = —22— (1, —rfcl ,07). By choosing the quark momenta i f;

V2my
and P mesons a1, ko, andks, respectively, and defining '

(0,1—7r%,07), (10)

ki = (z1P;,0,ki7), ko =22Ps+(0,0,kar), k3 =x3P5+ (0,0,kar). (11)

then, the integration ovér, , k5 , andk; in Eq. (©) will give the more explicit form of decay amplitude in the §Q approach,

.A(B — fl P) ~ /dl‘ldl‘gdl‘3b1db1b2db2b3db3
‘Tr [C(t)q)B(:vl, bl)q)f] (1'2, bg)q)p(xg, b3)H(.’L‘1, bi, t)St(fL'z) G_S(t) (12)

whereb; is the conjugate space coordinatekpf, andt is the largest running scale in the hard kerfigl;, b;,¢). The large
logarithmsln(myy /t) are included in the Wilson coefficient(t). Note thatS; (x;) ande—°(*) are the two important elements
in the perturbative calculations with the pQCD approache fidrmer is a jet function from threshold resummation, whiah
strongly suppress the behavior in the smategion B0, 31]; while the latter is a Sudakov factor froky- resummation, which
can effectively suppress the soft dynamics in the sialtegion 32, 33. These resummation effects therefore guarantee the
removal of the end-point singularities. Thus it makes theypbative calculation of the hard paft applicable at intermediate
scale. We will calculate analytically the functidh(z;, b;, t) for the B — f; P decays at LO in the, expansion and give the
convoluted amplitudes in the next section.

The heavyB meson is usually treated as a heavy-light system and it¢-dighe wave function can generally be defined
as [10, 11, 34]

Op (P+mp)vsd(T,kr)}os (13)

7
- V2N, {
in which «, 8 are the color indices?(m) is the momentum(mass) of ti2meson;N. is the color factor; and is the intrinsic
transverse momentum of the light quark in theneson.
In Eq. (13), ¢5(z, kr) is the B meson distribution amplitude, which satisfies the follogvitormalization condition,

1
/B
d b=0)= 14
A xd’B (Ia ) 2\/2—M ) ( )
whereb is the conjugate space coordinate of transverse momehtiend fp is the decay constant of thie& meson.
For the pseudoscaldt meson, the light-cone wave function can generally be detisdsls, 36]
)
Pp(r) = s { op () +mg ¢p(x) +mg (b — 1)ép(2)} 4 (15)

V2N,
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whereg4 and qb?T are the twist-2 and twist-3 distribution amplitudes, anfl is the chiral enhancement factor of the me-
son, whilexz denotes the momentum fraction carried by quark in the meadma= (1,0,07) andv = (0,1,07) are the
dimensionless lightlike unit vectors.

The light-cone wave function of the axial-vectrmesons has been given in the QCD sum rule3d@s38]

1
of, = —fvs{m f105 (@) +£ L POY (@) +my, 65 (w)} (16)
f1 fLEL®Pf L f1 f1Phn )
2NC 04[5
for longitudinal polarization with the polarization vectq,, satisfyingP - ¢ = 0, wheregy, (not to be confused with the angle

¢, inthe mixing of f{ mesons) ancbf are the twist-2 and twist-3 distribution amplitudes, regjpely. All the explicit forms
of the aforementioned hadronic distribution amplitudethimconsidered® — f; P decays can be seen in the Appendix.

; ; P
B g f B § “g B Og BO f
(a) (c) (d)

P P P P
B B B B
f1 f1 f7 f1
(e) (f) (9) (h)

FIG. 1. Typical Feynman diagrams contributingBo— P fi decays in the pQCD approach at leading order, in wiitctienotes the light
pseudoscalar, K, andn andn’ mesons andf; stands for the axial-vectof; (1285) and f1(1420), respectively. When we exchange the
positions of P and f1, the other eight diagrams contributing to the consider@dygewill be easily obtained.

Now we come to the analytically perturbative calculatiofghe factorization formulas for thé — f; P decays in the
pQCD approach. From the effective Hamiltonid, there are eight types of diagrams contributing tothe> P f; decays as
illustrated in Fig.1. For the factorizable emissiof¥) diagrams, with Eq.X2), the analytic expressions of the decay amplitudes
from different operators are given as follows:

e (V — A)(V — A) operators:

1 ge'e)
dzidxs / b1dbibzdbz pp(1,b1) {[(1 + 23)0y, (23) + 7y, (1 — 223)
0 0

X (%, (23) + ¢, (23))] hye(wr, 23,b1,b3)Ese(ta) + 2 75, % (23) hye(ws, x1,b3,b1) Efe(ty)} , (17)

Ffe == —87T0Ffpm23/

o (V—A)(V + A) operators:
Ff =—Fy (18)
e (S — P)(S + P) operators:
1 =)
Fi? = —167Cp fpmpr{ /0 drydx; /0 brdbibsdbs ¢ (x1,b1) { [0, (w3) + 75, [(2+ 23)0F, (v3)
—30%, (x3)]] hpe(x1,3,b1,b3) Efe(ta) + 2 75, &% (23) hye(ws,x1,b3,01) Ere(ty)} (19)

WhererO =my L /mp andCr = 4/3 is a color factor. The convolution functior;, the running hard scales, and the hard
functionsh; can be referred to in Ref3f].
For the nonfactorizable emissionfe) diagrams in Figsl(c) and1(d), the corresponding decay amplitudes can be written as



e (V — A)(V — A) operators:

32 1 oo
Myfe = _\/(_57TCFmB/ dxidwo drs / bidbibadbs ¢ (1, br)p(22)
0
) {[(1 = x2) ¢, (x3) — rp x5 (97, (23) — @Y, (23))] Enge(te)hs, o (w1, 22, 23, b1, b2)
— (@2 + x3)dy, (x3) — rp23(0F, (3) + B, (33))] Enfe(fd)hife(ivhwz, x3,b1,b2)} (20)

o (V —A)(V + A) operators:

32 1 o0
M, = —%WCFmQB / dzydxs dzs / brdbibadby ¢ (z1,b1)rd {[(1 — 22)(dp (x2) + ¢p(22)) by, (3) — 1,
0 0

)
X (1= g — x3) (¢p(w2)0Y, (x3) — p(w2) @3, (w3)) — (1 — w2 + 23) (6 (22) 9}, (x3) — @b (22)Y, (23)))]
X By pe(te) (1,22, 23, b1, b2) = hiype(1, 02,3, b1,02) Epge(ta) [w2 (95 (22) — ¢p (22)) ¢y, (23)

+r5, (22(dp (22) — dp(22)) (0%, (3) — ¢}, (x3)) + 3(dp (32) + Db (22))(85, (w3) + &%, (x3)))] } (21)

e (S — P)(S + P) operators:

32 1 oo
M7, = ——=nCpm}p / dwydas drs / bidbibadby ¢ (1, b1) 9 (22)
V6 0 0

) {[(w2 — w3 — 1)y, (w3) + 75, 3(0%, (23) + 6, (23))] Engelte)hs o (w1, 2, 23, b1, b2)
+ [wadbs, (w3) — ra3(9%, (w3) — ¢, (3))] B o (@1, T2, w3, b1,b2) Enge(ta)} (22)

The Feynman diagrams shown in Figée) andl(f) are the nonfactorizable annihilation{a) ones, whose contributions are
e (V — A)(V — A) operators:

32 1 o0
Mnfa:—%wcsz‘B/o da:ldxgdarg/o bidbibadbs ¢ (z1,b1) {[(1 — 23) 3 (22) @y, (23) + 18 74, (G5 (22)

X[(1+ @2 — 23) 9% (w3) — (1 — w2 — m3) 0%, (v3)] + dp(a2) [(1 — 2 — 23)8%, (w3) — (1 + 22 — a3)

0% (23)])] Engalte)hly o (21, 22,3, b1,b2) — Engal(ty)hd o (1, 22,03, b1, bo) [w20p (22) o5, (23)

75 (0p(@2)[(32 — 23 4 3)8%, (w3) + (1 — 22 — 23)9, (3)] + ¢p(2)[(z2 + x5 — 1)¢F, (x3)

+(1 — X9 +$3)¢th (.%'3)])]} , (23)
o (V—A)(V + A) operators:

32 1 oo
Mffla = —%FCF’H’L% / dl‘ldl'g d$3 / bldblbgdbg ¢B (,Tl,bl) { [T‘(I;J,'2¢fl ($3)(¢}€(£L‘2) + ¢£($2))
0 0

—Th (1 - ‘T3)¢é (‘TQ)((ZS;I (‘T?)) - ¢§‘1 ($3))} Eﬂfa(te)hflja(‘rl , T2, 3, b1, b2) + hnja(‘rl , T2, T3,b1, b2)
X [rg (2 = 22)(¢p (22) + Op(22)) 05, (w3) — 1, (1 + 23) 0 (22) (6%, (z3) — 6%, (23))] Engalty)} . (24)

e (S — P)(S + P) operators:

32 1 [e%e)
Mffza = %WCFmQB / d:vld:vg d$3 / bldblbzdbg ¢B (,Tl,bl) { [(1 — $3)¢}é($2)¢fl (1'3) + TéDTfl ((bg(xg)
0 0

x[(w2 — 3+ 3)0}, (w3) — (1 — 22 — x3)8}, (23)] + ¢p(22)[(1 — w2 — 23)¢%, (23) + (1 — 22 + 23)
x % (23)])] Engaltp)hl o (@1, 32, 23,01,b2) — Enpa(te)hs 1o (21, 22, 23, b1, ba) [220p(22) 5, (23)
15Ty, (22(0p (22) + ¢p (22)) (65, (23) — %, (23)) + (1 — 23)(¢p (22) — ¢p(22)) (0}, (w3) + ¢4, (23))[25)

For the last two diagrams in Fig, i.e., the factorizable annihilatiofi¢) diagramsl(g) andi(h), we have



e (V — A)(V — A) operators:

1 00
Ffa = —87TOF’ITLQB / d.fCQdZCg / bgdbgbgdbg {[xggbé(xg)gbh (Ig) — 27"5)7’]"1 ((IQ + 1)¢I;(£C2) + (IQ — 1)@5;(562))
0 0

x @5, (23)] hpa(w2, 1 — 3,02, b3) Efalty) — [(1 — 23)0p (22) 0y, (23) — 2rir, o5 (22) (w3 — 2)0F, (w3)
—30%, (23))] Efa(th)hfa(l — x3,22,b3,b2)} (26)

o (V—A)(V + A) operators:
Ffl = Fya, (27)

e (S — P)(S + P) operators:

1 [e%e)
Fj?2 = —167Cpm / drodrs / badbabsdbs { [274, &p(22)0%, (23) + 18 22(8F (2) — OF(22)) by, (23)]
0 0

X Efa(tg)hya(wz, 1 —3,b2,03) + [, (1 = 23)0p (22) (5, (3) + ¢, (a3)) + 25 Op (22)¢, (w3)]
XEfa(th)hfa(l—Ig,:l?g,bg,bg)} . (28)

When we exchangP andf; in Fig. 1, we can obtain the new eight diagrams contributing to theiclemedB — f; P decays.
The corresponding factorization formulas can be easilgiokt with the simple replacements in Edis?)¢(28) as follows,

fP — ff1 P (bé — ¢f1 5 ¢1€ — (b;l 5 ¢£ < (bl}l P T(I)D — Tf (29)

whereF” and M’ will be used to denote the Feynman amplitudes from these regvaims. Note that, due tg; |S + P|0) = 0,
the factorizable emission amplitud@f2 is therefore absent naturally.

Before we write down the total decay amplitudes for #he— f; P modes, it is essential to give a brief discussion about
then — »’ mixing and f;(1285) — f1(1420) mixing, respectively. The — ' mixing has been discussed in different bases:
quark-flavor basis40] and octet-singlet basist]], and the related parameters have been effectively cansttdrom various
experiments and theories(for a recently detailed overvses {12] and references therein). In the present work, we adopt the
quark-flavor basis with the definitions(] 1, = (ua + dd)/+/2 andn, = s5. Then the physical statesand,’ can be described
as the mixtures of two quark-flavgy, andn, states with a single mixing angle

(4 )=v@ ()= (8 ot ) () (30)

It is assumed that thg, andr, states have the same light-cone distribution amplitudebatsof the pion but with different
decay constantg, andf,. and different chiral enhancement factet§’ andm(*. Thef,. , f,. and¢ in the quark-flavor basis
have been extracted from various related experimeisifl]:

fog = (LOT£0.02) fr,  fr, = (1.34+0.06) f, ¢ =39.3°+ 1.0°. (31)

And the chiral enhancement factors are chosen as

V2,

1
my! = [m% cos? ¢ + m,%/ sin’ ¢ (mfl, — m%) cos ¢ sin ¢, (32)
2my fna
1 f
Ns 2/ 2 2 02 4 Tlq 2/ _ 2 . : . 33
mg T [m;y cos™ ¢ + m;, sin” ¢ —\/ifns (myy — m;,) cos ¢ sin @] (33)

with no isospin violation, i.e., the mass, = m, = mq. It is worth mentioning that the effects of the possible glico
component of the’ meson will not be considered here, since it is small in sk8243-45].

Likewise, by considering botli; mesons as the mixed quark flavor states, then thi$285) — f1(1420) mixing can also
be described asax 2 rotation matrix with a single angley, in the quark-flavor basisf], although there are also two mixing
schemes for the¢; (1285) — f1(1420) mixing system §, 8, 14, 37, 46, 47]:

f1(1285) \ _ [ cos¢y —singy fiq (34)
f1(1420) singy, cosoy, fis )
As discussed in Ref7], since the axial-vector mesons have similar behavior & ¢ the vector ones, and the vector mesons
p andw have the same distribution amplitudes, except for the miffedecay constantg, and f.,, we therefore assume that
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the f1, distribution amplitude is the same one @g1260) with decay constanf;,, = 0.193%0:03% GeV [48]. For the f1,
state, for the sake of simplicity, we adopt the same distisbuamplitude as flavor singlgh state [not to be confused with the
abbreviationf; of f1(1285) and f1(1420) mesons] f], but with decay constanf;,, = 0.2304+0.009 GeV [48]. For the masses
of two f1, and fi, states, we adoptiy,, ~ my, (1285 andmy,, ~ my, 1420y for convenience. Another more important factor
is the value of the mixing angley, , which is less constrained from the experiments curreiify.to now, we just have some
limited information ony, still in controversy at the theoretical and experimentpkass: (1)(15Jj?0)o provided by the Mark-11

detector at SLAC from the ratio EQE}Z?S;:Q; [49; (2) (15.8752)° extracted from the radiativg (1285) — ¢y andpy

decays #6] phenomenologically; (3J27 + 2)° from the updated LQCD calculationS(; and (4)(24.0"32)° measured first
fromthe B;,, — J/v f1(1285) decays by the LHCb Collaboratior][very recently. In view of the good consistency for the
values ofp s, between the latest measurement®imeson decays and the latest calculations in LQCD, we wilpagg = 24°

as inputin the numerical evaluations.

Thus, by combining various contributions from differenagliams, the total decay amplitudes for 20 charmless hadroni
B — f1 P decays in the pQCD approach can be written as

1. BT — f1(1285)(nt, K*) decays

ABT — f1(1285)n") = {[al](wafe +IBFfa + [BFta) + [a2] /1, Fre + [CL](Muge + My ga + M, z,)

+[02]M7/1fe}/\i<f1q - )\folq{[azi +a10](fxFre + fBFfa + f5F},) + [ac + as]
(f=F[2 + [BF[2 4 [BF{2) + [Cs + Col (Myfe + Myga + My, z,) + [Cs + C]

-(ij;e + Mh

nfa

1
+ M:f;la) + [2&3 + a4 — 2&5 — 5(&7 — a9 + alo)]ffqu}e + [Cg
nfe nfe

1 1 1
+2Cs = 5(Co — Ch0)|Myy ¢ + [C5 — 507]M/P1 + [2C6 + 508]1\/—/”32 } — X<y,

1 1 1
'{[% — a5 + 5(ar —a9)lfp Fye + [Ca = 5Cr0l My pe + [Co = 508]Mf§28}; (35)

A(BT — f1(1285)K™) = )\i{[all ((fKFfe + fBFfa)C, + fBF}aCfls> + [a2] f 11, FteCpig + [Chl (Mrllj'a<fls
+(age t Magolis, )+ CalMageGr, = 3l + ol ((cFpe 4 FoFrad,
+fBF;a<fls> + [ag + as] ((fKEf; + [BF{2)Ch, + fBF”;’zgfls) + [C3 + Co]
'(MéfaCf]s + (My e + Mn.fa)<f1q> + [C5 + C7] ((Mf}e + MG, + Mé?béfls)
+([2a3 — 2a5 — %((h —ag)|f, Fe +[2Cs + %CIO]MrILfe +[2C6 + %C8]M$28>Cf1q
+<[03 +ay—as+ %(CW —ag — a10)]ff,, Fpe + [C3 + Cs — %(09 + C10)I My, s

+[Cs —

1 1
SO, + (G = 3G Yo (36)



2. BY — f1(1285)(w°, K°,n,7) decays

VEA(BY = f1(1285)7) {[az](wafe FBFpat [5 T — FroFhe) + [Col(Muge + Moga + Mg — g,a}

1 1
'/\inlq - /\kflq{[—ﬂu - 5(3G7 —3ag — a'lo)]ffrFfe + [—aq + 5(307 + 3ag + ao)]

1

1
(fBFfa + [BF},) — [2a3 + as — 2a5 — lar—a9+ a10)]f 1, Ffe — lac — 5s)(fx

1 3
Fi2+ [BF[2 + foF}7) +[~Cs + 5(09 +3C10)](Mpge + Mufa + My ;o) + [508]

1
(M3, + Mz, + M) = [Cs = SCrl (M, + Mg, + M+ M) — [Cs+2C,
1 1 1
—5(Co = Cr0)]Mype = [2C5 + §CS]M§1} - )\f{—[as — a5 + 5 (a7 — ag)lfs, Fe
1 1
—[Cs = 5010] nfe — [Co — ECS]M:LI;ZG}Cfis; (37)

A - £1(1285)8%) = 5 ol B+ 1CalMae s, = 3]l = ol ((cFr+ TPl + G
'fBFJI"a) + [as — %as] <(fKFfP€2 + fBF{2)Cs, + fBFISZCfls) +[C3 — %Og]
(Ouge 4 Madop, + M3y, ) + (05— 5071+ 273065, + 215,66,
+ ([2a3 — 2a5 — %(m — ag)lff, Fre +[2Cs + %Cm]M,Qfe + [2Cs + %Cg]M;l%e)gflq
+<[a3 +a4 —as + %(CW —ag — a10)|ff,, Ffe +[C3 4+ Cy — %(Cg + C10)I M, ¢

+[Cs —

1 1
FCAM, +(Co = 3G Yo (38)

A(Bg — f1(1285)77) = )‘Z{[aﬂ(fanfe + fBFfa + fBFJ/fa + f,fqu}e) + [02](Mnfe + Mnfa + M7/zfa + M;zfe)}

1
Chrg  Cng — )‘td [2a3 4 a4 — 2a5 — - (a7 — a9 + a10)](fy, Fre + ffqule) + [2a3 + a4
2 f

1 1
+2a5 + 5 (a7 4+ ag — a10)|(fFra + fBF},) + a6 — §a8](fanf§ + [BF(2 + [BF}?)

2
1 1
+[Cs + 20 = 5(Co = Cro)|(Mage + Mg + Mpga + Myyg,) +[Cs — 507](1\4715}6
1
Mg, + MG+ M) + [2Cs + 58] (M7, + M + MG, + M,’f;p} Chuy G,

1 1
—Af{[% —as + (a7 —ag)] (fnsteCns Cpry + FrFfe - Cha 'qu) +las+as -5

1
(ar + )l Fga + foFf)en G + (01 = 3ol (Mg, G, + MigeGr - o
M M, Co— 20s)( MP2 M M}
+( nfa t+ nfa)CnsCfls +[Cs — D) s] nfeCns 'Cflq + nj'ECfls 'qu + ( nfa

MG, <f13) }; (39)
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A(Bg — f1(1285)n') = {[@2](fanfe +I8Fra+ [BFf0 + f1, Ffe) + [Col(Mnge + Muja + My, + M;fe)}
1
Ao Gy — )\f{[Qas +aq = 2a5 — (a7 — ag + a0)l(fy, Fre + f1i, Fre) + 203
1 1
+ay + 2a5 + 5((17 + a9 — a10)](fBFfa + [BF},) + [as — §a8](fan;3§ + fBFﬁf
1 1
+fBF2) 4+ [Cs +2Cy — 5(09 — C10)|(Mpfe + M} o + Mpga + My ;) +[Cs — 507]

+ M

nfa

(M2

nfe

1
+ Mr/LIJD‘Ia + Mr/LIJD‘Ie) + [206 + 508](M71:;e nfe nfa

+M%+M%+M%%

Cprg " oy — )\td{[as — a5 + %(W — ag)] (fnsteC's Cprg + FrFpe - Chu %) + [as
+as — %(@7 +ao)|(fBFra + fBF;)C, - Crrn +[Ca — %OIO] (Mnfeéés “Cprg + Mo
GG+ Oaga Mg 065, €. ) +1Co = 3Gl (MERG) -G, + MGG,

F(MP, + M) <f13) }; (40)

3. BY — f1(1285)(x%, K° n,n') decays

VEA(BE > 1(1285)7%) = { a2 FeFreG, + o+ fFfa)Gs, )+1Ca) (MageGs, + (g + Mo
'Cflq> }/\Z - /\f{g[afﬂ — a7l faFpeCp, + 2[07 + ao)(fBFfa + [BFf4)Ch, + gOIO

3
: (MnfeCfls + (Mnfa + M:Lfa)c.flq) +51C5] (Mﬁeé“fls + (M3, + ML?Z)CfIJ }241)

A(BY — f1(1285)K°) = )\Z{[G’Q]ffquJ/‘e + [Cz]Mr'Lfe}Cflq - Xf{[cu - %aw] ((fKFfe + fBFfa)s1. + [BF},

1 1
G ) +loa = qasl (G Ff2 + o Ff2)Gn, + FaFiiecn, ) + [Ca = 3Cal(Miguta,
1
+(Mnge + Mnfa)Cfls) +1C - 507 ((Mf}e + M), + Mﬁf;héflq) + ([2(13

1 1
a4 — 2a5 — 5(“7 — ag + a10)]fp,, Ffe + [C5 +2Cy — 5(09 — Cho)|M, ;. +[Cs

1 1 1
—507]M$16 +[2Cs + 508]M$28>Cflq + ([as —as + 5 (a7 —ag)lfs, Fye +[Ca

1 1
—5C] e +1Cs — §CS]M$28) Cfls}; (42)



11

A(BY — f1(1285)n) = /\Z{Cfls g ([a2] fn, Fre + [Co]Mnge) + Co. - Cpry(la2] 1 Fre + [Col My p) + Cog - Gy

(loalfFra + oFpa) + Cal(Maga+ 027 ) § =320 (0 0 - a3

1
(a7 — a9 — a10))(fn. Fre + f15Fpe) + (a6 — §a8)(fnsF;D§ + [BF2 + fBF2) + (C

1 1
+Cy — 5(09 + C10))(Mpfe + My, ;o + Myga + M), ;) + (Cs — 507)(Mf;€ + M

+M5 + M) + (a3 + a1 + as

nfa

1
+ M%)+ (Co — 5Cs) (M,

nfe

+ M,’l?e + M

nfa

1 1
—§(a7 +ag + a10))(fBFra + fBF}a)> + Cny * Chag ((204 + 5010)(Mnfa + M)
1 1
+(2Cs + 5C8) (M}, + M) + (205 + 2a5 + 5 (a7 + 09)) (/5 Fra + fBF;a)) +Ch
1 1 1
~qu ((20,3 — 2&5 — 5(0,7 — ag))fanfe =+ (204 + 5010)Mnfe + (206 + 508)M5;6>

1 1 1
+<775 . Cflq <(2a3 — 2&5 - 5(&7 - ag))flsF}e + (204 + Eclo)Mv/zfe + (206 + gcg)M:f;zebﬁ‘})

A(BJ = f1(1285)n) = /\Z{Cfls G a2l f, Fre + [ColMpge) + G - Croy([a2] fri Fpe + [ColMyype) + G- G,

'([az](fBFfa + [BF}f,) + [Co)(Mnga + Méfa)> } - /\f{%s (i, ((aa +as—as + %

1
(a7 — ag — a10))(fn. Fre + frsFpe) + (a6 — 5a8)(fnsFﬁ2 + fBF[2 + [BF) + (Cs

! 1
+Cy — 5(09 +Ch0))(Mpfe + M'r/zfe + Myga + M,’lfa) +(C5 — 507)(M71:}e i Mr/f;le

1
+ M) + (a3 + as + a5 — 5

1
(a7 + a9 + a10))(fBFra + fBF}a)> + Gy G ((204 +5C10)(Mnsa + My pq) + (2Cs

+ M/P2 + MP2

nfe nfa

+M,}

nfa

1
+ M%)+ (Co — 5Cs) (M7,
1 1
+§Og)(M71:]%a + M:f;za) + (2&3 + 20,5 + 5(&7 + ag))(fBFfa + fBFJIca)) + Cfls : C;q <(2a3
1 1 1
—2&5 — 5(0,7 — ag))fanfe =+ (204 + 5010)Mnfe + (206 + 508)M71:7%e> + C,/]S . Cflq <(2a3

1 1 1
—2a5 — 5((17 — ag))flsF}e + (204 + 5010)M1/zfe + (206 + 508)M7/11;2e) }; (44)

where)?(") — Vi Vadgs) and /) = ViVad(s)s Cry = cos oy, /V2and(y,, = —singy,, ¢, = cos¢/v2 and¢,, = —sin ¢,
and(; = sin¢/v2and¢, = cos$. When we make the replacements with, — (f,, ~ sin o5 /V2andCy,, — ¢f ~
cos ¢, in the above equations, i.e., Eq85)-(44), the decay amplitudes @& — f1(1420) P modes will be easily obtained.

Ill.  NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we will present the theoretical predicti@m theCP-averaged branching ratios a@P-violating asymme-
tries for the considered 28 — f; P decay modes in the pQCD approach. In numerical calculatioestral values of the
input parameters will be used implicitly unless otherwitdexl. The relevant QCD scale (GeV), masses (GeV),[antkeson
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lifetime(ps) are the following 10, 11, 37, 51]:

AUSY = 0250, mw =80.41, mp =528, mp, =537, my=A48;
fr=013, fi =016, my 285 = 12812, my, (1420) = 1.4264 ;
my =14, mf =16, mi* =108, md =192, ¢; =24.0°;
5, = 1.641, 75, =1519, 75, =1.497. (45)

For the CKM matrix elements, we adopt the Wolfenstein patemaion and the updated parametets= 0.811, A =
0.22535, p = 0.13115:075, andn = 0.34515:015 [51].

A. CP-averaged branching ratios of B — f; P decays in the pQCD approach

For the considere® — f; P decays, the decay rate can be written as

GEm¥
327

where the corresponding decay amplitugdelsave been given explicitly in Eqs3%)~(44). Using the decay amplitudes obtained
in the last section, it is straightforward to calculate @Raveraged branching ratios with uncertainties for the ictamed decay
modes in the pQCD approach. The pQCD predictions foReveraged branching ratios of the considebeds> f, P decays
have been collected in Tableandll. Based on these numerical results, some phenomenologicakdions are given in order:

I =

(1—73)AB — f1P)]*, (46)

TABLE I. The CP-averaged branching ratios fé@tt — fi (=", K) decays in the pQCD approach.

Channels CP-averaged branching ratios
BT — f1(1285) 7 [4.075:5(ws) £33 (fr) T3 (al) T3 (64,) 1011 (ar) x 107
BY — f1(1420)7 | 74735 (we) 56 (fr) F52(ad) E15(650) 105 (ar) x 1077
BY — f1(1285)K* | 1.670:5 (ws) To3 (fr) T8 (a) 103 (050) T0: %(at) x 107°
BY = fi(1420) K515 05 (wo) 507 (fr) 515 (@) T3 (5, ) g ar) x 107°

(1) The theoretical errors of these predictions in the pQ@preach are induced mainly by the uncertainties of the shape
parametersy, = 0.40 £0.04 (w, = 0.50+0.05) GeV for theB,, 4 (B;s) meson wave function, of the combingg from

the axial-vectorf, ;) state decay constafit,, = 0.193F0:033(f7,. = 0.230+0.009) GeV, of the combined Gegenbauer
momentsa from a” - (i = 1,2) for the axial-vectorf, ) states in the longitudinal polarization an@)2 for the

pseudoscalaP meson, and of the mixing anglg, = (24.0f§1§)°, respectively. Note that very small effects induced by
the variation of the CKM parameters appear in@ieaveraged branching ratios of these considéted f; P decays and
thus have been safely neglected. Furthermore, we alsdigatsthe higher order contributions simply through exiplg

the variation of the hard scalg,..«, i.e., from0.8t to 1.2¢ (not changingl /b;, i = 1,2, 3), in the hard kernel, which have
been counted into one of the sources of theoretical unoéigai One can clearly observe that some penguin-dominated
decays such aB* — f1(1420)K ", By — f1(1420)K°, B — f1K°, andB],, — fin") channels get large higher
order corrections arounib% ~ 40% to theCP-averaged branching ratios as presented in the Téblés

(2) The considere@ — f, P decays can be classified into two kinds of transitions,li.e+, d(AS = 0) andb — s(AS = 1),
respectively. The former transition includes 8, — fi(m,n,7') andBs; — f1K° modes, while the latter transition
contains the other teB,, 4 — f1K andB; — f1(7°,n,7’) channels.

(@) ForAS = 0 decays, it is found that most of the branching ratios are éndtder ofl0~% ~ 10~7 in the pQCD
approach, except for thB™ — f;7™ modes with the decay rates as

Br(BT — f1(1285)7%) =~ 4.0131 x 107¢,  Br(BT — f1(1420)7") ~ 0.7705 x 1075 ;  (47)
which are around?(10~%) within large errors, where various errors as specified presty have been added in

quadrature. It is noted that these ti™ — fi7* decays are dominated by the color-allowed tree amplitudes,
while the other elgth/S — f1(7%, n,n")/ K° processes are basically penguin dominant with color-gsed tree



13

contributions. In particular, for th8° — f, K° channels, the tree pollution is so tiny that it can be neghsafely
for the predictions of th€P-averaged branching ratios.

(b) ForAS = 1 decays, contrary to thAS = 0 ones, it is observed that most of the branching ratios afesiotder of
107% ~ 107" in the pQCD approach, apart from tf — f,7° channels with the decay rates as

Br(B? — f1(1285)7%) ~ 2.7728 x 107% | Br(B? — f1(1420)7%) =~ 1.4759 x 1077 ; (48)

in which the theoretical errors from the input parameterelzso been added in quadrature. In contrast to the above
case, it is worthwhile to stress that all of the~ s transition processes are determined by the penguin catiotis
dramatically just with generally very small tree contantio@as.

The relation of theCP-averaged branching ratios between theseAvb= 0 andAS = 1 transitions can be understood
naively through the involved CKM hierarch]| apart from the the interferences betwegpP and f; P states|\| :
IAS| 2 [A] : [Ag] ~ 0.09 : 0.02 : 0.22 : 1, which means that when the decays are dominated by the peoguiributions,
then we must observe at least one order difference as roagtitypated because of the value aro@maf |\ /\¢|2. Itis
known that theB% — K+ K~ with decay ratd.340.5x 10~ 7 and theB? — 77~ with branching ratid.6+1.9 x 10~7
have been detected by the experimeB}sTherefore, the decay modes with the branching ratioserotider ofl0~% and
larger are generally expected to be accessed more eadily atrining LHCb and forthcoming Belle 1l experiments in the
near future.

(3) By careful analysis on the decay amplitudes, it is folrat theB* — fi7T(AS = 0) decays are almost dominated by
the contributions from factorizable emission diagrams.rédwer, based on Eqs34), (35), and 37), and the numerical
results of the branching ratios in Tal|@ne can straightforwardly see the constructive (destejotffects to theB,, ; —
f1(1285)7 [f1(1420)7] decays.

Theoretically, these four decays have also been studi¢eiQ CDF,? and the numerical results can be read as(in units of

107%) [14]
5.2%1% 0 0 0.26457%
Br(Bt — f1(1285)1") = A 6*1:3 , Br(B” — f1(1285)7°) = 0 2O+0:27 ; (49)
9-0.9 2Y-0.09
0.06+0.01 0'003+0.005
Br(BT — fi1(1420)7) = “000 L Br(BY — f1(1420)7°) = 0008 (50)
0 59+0.21 0 O5+0.05
99015 U9-0.03

Note that the predictions of the branching ratios&y,; — fim decays in the QCDF correspond to two different sets of
0sp, in the flavor singlet-octet basis, i.€7.9°(first entry) and3.2°(second entry). One can easily find the good agreement
between the pQCD predictions witly, ~ 24° and the QCDF predictions withp, ~ 53.2° for the B, 4 — fim decays
within errors.

TABLE Il. Same as Tablébut for By, — f1 (7%, K° n,n’) decays.

Channels CP-averaged branching ratios Channels CP-averaged branching ratios
B — f1(1285)n” [1.455 3040500503 x 1077 BY — f1(1285)7° |2.710:950.3 15407405 x 1078
Bg — f1(1420)7° | LITGIFEEFOITE5T0T x 1078 BY — f1(1420)7° | 1450301 F 06 01 00 x 1077
By — f1(1285)K° |1L.8T0 R ST ITGET05 X 107° | BY — f1(1285) KO | 747117064570 5750 % 107"
By = f1(1420)K® | 4855302 1 50505 x 107° | BY — f1(1420)K° 5,934 705 500 g % 1077
B§ — f1(1285)n (105305 03500507 x 1077| BY — f1(1285)n |3.97 105047131051 65 x 107°
Bg — f1(1420)n |L7FGSFOET09T05T00 x 1078 BY — f1(1420)n |1.3%55 401405101103 x 107°
Bi — f1(1285)n" [3.3X0 1L 15T E05E0S x 1078 BY — f1(1285)n |3.45551 05 0005105 x 107°
B((i)_>fl(1420)n/ 5‘0J:0A9+0A8+2A6+0A2+1A0 ( )

—8| 10 / +0.240.1+0.140.140.3 -5
0.6-0.6-2.0-0.2—0.8 X 10 Bs = [1(1420)n" [1.17557 01 0101 0 X 10

2
4

3 As stressed in the Introduction, the branching ratios offhes f1 P decays given in the naive factorization are very crude. Teisvill only compare our
predictions with that obtained in the QCDF theoretically.
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According to Ref. #7], the mixing of thef, (1285) — f1(1420) system in the singlet-octet and quark-flavor bases can be
written as the following form,

|f1(1285)) \ _ [ cosbsp, sinfsp |fi) | _ [ cosasp sinasp, [f1q) (51)

| f1(1420)) —sinfsp, cosbsp, |fs) —sinasp, cosasp, Ifis) ]
where f; and fg are the flavor singlet and flavor octet, respectively, andhiheéng angleasp, in the quark-flavor basis
satisfies the relationsp, = 35.3° — #sp, and measures the deviation from ideal mixing. Thercihe ~ —17.9° can be

derived from the second entry in the QCDF, which thus leade¢same mixing form as that adopted in this work, i.e.,
Eq. (34) with a positive value of the mixing angle.

Furthermore, a reasonable deduction obtained more nigtisahat the f;(1285) [f1(1420)] is basically determined by
the componenf;, [ f1s] based on the following ratios(central values) between thedhing ratios oB* — fi7* decays
in the pQCD and QCDF approaches,

B’I’(B+ — f1(1285)77+)QCDF CoS Q3p; o
R . ~ 115~ |—2* = 1.09 52
A28 = BB+ = f1(1285)7 )pqep | cos ¢, | ’ 52)
B’I’(BJr — f1(1420)77+)QCDF sin asp, o
R = ~0.80 ~ |—|* ~ 0.58 . 53
HA207 = BB+ 5 f1(1420)7 )pqep S £ | (3)

Notice that the above relations cannot be easily deduced the B — f,7° modes. The underlying reason is that the
former BT — finT decays are with the dominant tree(color-allowed) contidms and negligible penguin pollution,
while the latterBY — f,7° channels embrace the small tree(color-suppressed) arelimportant penguin contributions.
The predictions of th€P-averaged branching ratios fbY, ; — f1m decays in the pQCD approach with the corresponding
phenomenological discussions are expected to be testdebmetr future experiments at LHC.

For the penguin-dominated, ; — f1 K decays, the destructive (constructive) interferencesdsst f1,K and fis K
result in the approximately equal branching ratiosBarg — f1(1285)K [f1(1420) K] decays,
Br(B" — f1(1285)K 1) = 1.6773 x 107% ~ Br(BY — f1(1285)K°%) = 1.8722 x 107¢ | (54)
Br(BT — f1(1420)K*) = 51771 x 1075 ~ Br(BY — f1(1420)K°%) = 4.8721 x 107° | (55)

which indicate that the tree contributions are highly sesped because ¢X3| : |Af| ~ 0.02. Of course, it is worth
stressing that, in terms of the central values of the dectgsrdhe color-allowed tree contributions(arourtds) of
BT — fiK* decays are larger than those color-suppressed ones (dlfidpsf B) — f1 K° decays, though which are
negligible relative to dominant penguin contributions ottbsets of decay modes.

The predictions on the branching ratios have also beenmese the framework of QCDF(in units @b ~°) [14]:

Br(BY — f1(1285)KT) =520, Br(B* — f1(1420)K*) = 13.871%* | (56)
Br(BY — f1(1285)K°%) =5.2%35  Br(BY — f1(1420)K°%) = 13.1717%5 . (57)
In view of the better consistency observed from g, — fim decays theoretically, we here only quote the second
entry of the branching ratios fas,, 4 — f1 K decays in the QCDF for clarification. It can be seen that tleertttical
predictions in both pQCD and QCDF approaches are basicafigistent with each other within still large uncertainties

However, as far as the central values are considé&e@B,, . — f1K)qcpr are a bitlarger tha®r (B, ¢ — f1K)pqcp
with a factor near 3.

As mentioned in the Introduction, there are just the prelany upper limits of branching ratios for thg™ — f{ K™
decays made by tHB@ABAR Collaboration [L3],

Br(B" — f1(1285)K1) < 2.0 x 107% , (58)
and

Br(BY — f1(1420)K ") - Br(f1(1420) - K*K) < 4.1 x 107¢ | (59)
Br(BT — f1(1420)K ) - Br(f1(1420) — nrr) < 2.9 x 1076 . (60)
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Dependence on the mixing angje of the branching ratios oB™ — f1 Kt in the pQCD approach. The red solid
[blue dashed] line corresponds to the” — f1(1285) K+ [f1(1420) K "] decay, respectively.

We can find that the prediction fdsr(B+ — f1(1285)K ™) in the pQCD approach is in good agreement with the pre-
liminary upper limit, while that in the QCDF is barely cortsist with the experimental limit within large theoretical
errors. There are no accurate values of the decay ratg¢s(0420) — K*K andnrr modes currently, which con-
sequently results in no available upper boundBor — f;(1420)K ™ channel. But, it can be imagined that we can
extract phenomenologically the information on the decégsraf f, (1420) — K* K andnrr decays if our predictions of
Br(BT — f1(1420)K*) ~ O(10~) are confirmed by the measurements at LHCb and Belle Il exgertisrin the near
future. Of course, we first need to await enough data samplest our theoretical predictions.

In order to observe the dependence on the mixing apglef the BT — f; K* decays, we simply examine the central
values of the branching ratios in the pQCD approach as aitumof ¢, in the range of0, 90°], which can be seen in
Fig. 2. One can observe that thg, dependence of th&* — f;(1420)K* mode is opposite to that of thB* —
f1(1285) K directly from Fig.2. Moreover, we also present the branching ratio®df — f; K+ decays in the pQCD
approach withpy, ~ 15° and20° as a reference:

Br(BT — f1(1285)K ") = 24713 x107%,  Br(B'T — f1(1420)K ) = 4371 x 107, (61)
with ¢4, ~ 15° and
Br(BT — f1(1285)K") = 1.973¢ x107%, Br(BT — f1(1420)K ) = 48717 x 107, (62)

with ¢5, ~ 20°. According to the brief review of th¢, (1285) — f1(1420) mixing in the last section, in terms of the
central values of the currently existing mixing anglg from both theoretical and experimental sides, one can fiatl th
the anglep, lies in the range of15°,27°] [47]. Similarly, if the preliminary upper limit for the branahg ratio of the
BT — f1(1285)K ™ mode could be considered as the central value of the expet@fmaeasurement, then we can find a
rough constraint of the mixing angtey, through the numerical evaluations in the pQCD approachgise € [20°,27°].

(5) TheCP-averaged branching ratios 8f) — f1(n,n’) decays in the pQCD approach are presented in Tabkes a matter
of fact, it is noted that these decays include two sets ofdetste and/or constructive effects simultaneously dug-toy’
mixing andf; (1285) — f1(1420) mixing. We find thatBr(BY — f1(1285)n) ~ 5x Br(BY — f1(1420)n) andBr(Bj —
f1(1285)n") ~ Br(BY — f1(1420)n’) within errors. While in terms of their central values of thaiching ratios, we can
easily find the constructive (destructive) interferenceB§ — f1(1285)n [f1(1420)n] decays and the slightly destructive
(constructive) effects iBy — f1(1285)n’ [f1(1420)n'] ones. And the similarly interesting phenomena can be found
correspondingly inB) — f1(1285)n[n'] andBY — f1(1420)n[n’] decays. Because of the similar behavior in both vector
and axial-vector mesons and this interesting pattern alsorang in theBY — (w, ¢)(n,n’) decays 43, it is reasonable
to conjecture that thé, (1285) [f1(1420)] is dominated by thg4, [f15]. However, all magnitudes of these four branching
ratios are so small that the current experiments cannorabdgeem in a short period, which then have to be detected in
the future.

(6) To our best knowledge, thB? — f, P decays are studied for the first time in the pQCD approach laeid ¢stimations
on the physical observables suchGi#-averaged branching ratios a@#-violating asymmetries have been collected in
the Tabled! andIV.
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(@) As shown in Tablél, theCP-averaged branching ratios Bf — f, (7", K°) decays are very small, around the order
of 1078 ~ 10~" in the pQCD approach, which cannot be easily reached in thefoture experiments. Relative
to BY — f1K° decays, theB? — f,K° ones are also the penguin-dominated processes with dcaihasmall
tree amplitudes through th&S = 0 transitions. Due to the CKM hierarchy, the moduliXjf is just about 22% of
that of A7, which consequently leads ®r(B? — f1K°) < Br(BY — f1K") as naive expectations. Different
from BY — fi7° decays, theB? — f17° decays have n®? — =¥ transitions and are nearly determined by the
factorizable emission contributions via’ — f;, transitions. Based on Eq34), the coefficients- sin ¢y, and
cos ¢y, can be found in thé&? — f1(1285)7° andBY — f1(1420)7° decays, respectively, which thus result in the
smaller (larger) branching ratio of the former (latter) readth sin®(24°) ~ 0.17 [cos?(24°) ~ 0.83]. The similar
(contrary) decay pattern betweét{ — f1K° andBY — f1K°[B? — fi7° andBY — f17°] modes can also
clearly be seen from Tablé.

(b) TheCP-averaged branching ratios & — f1(n,7') modes completely dominated by the penguin contributions
in the pQCD approach are large, in the orderlof® ~ 10°, and are expected to be easily accessed by the
ongoing LHCb and forthcoming Belle 1l experiments. Withthe so-called tree contaminations, the central values
of the decay rates of these four channels remain unchangkd pQCD approach as presented in Tahl&imilar
to B — fi(n,n') decays, theB? — fi(n,n) ones also embrace two sets of constructive and/or desteucti
interferences because of the — 7, mixing andfi, — f1s mixing. But, in contrast to the decay pattern®j —
fi(n,n"), as far as the central values are considered, we find the yeakistructive (destructive) effects to the
BY — f1(1285)n[n’] and BY — f1(1420)n[n’] decays, and the strongly destructive (constructive) fietences
in the BY — f1(1285)n [f1(1420)n] and B — £1(1285)n" [f1(1420)n] ones. By considering the theoretical
errors, we can obtain the relations (BY — f1(1285)n) ~ Br(B? — f1(1285)n') ~ O(107%) and Br(B? —
f1(1420)n) ~ Br(B? — f1(1420)n") ~ O(10~°) approximately. It is therefore of great interest to examine
theseB? — f1(n,n’) decays, withi0~¢ and even larger branching ratios, and interesting phenologies at the
experimental aspects.

(7) We also explore some ratios of tiéP-averaged branching ratios of the considefed— f,P decays in the pQCD
approach. For simplicity, we just present the ratios of glenades with large branching ratios. Therefore, the relevan
ratios can be read as follows:

M= B s — (63)
f = i:g: : 28421523(53;3 = 0.317555 , (64)
. gigg & ﬁgiigiﬁi = 038703 (65)
e ?gz oy~ (66)
= gigg = iigiigizg = 031755 - (67)

One can directly observe that the raftg from BT — fi7n T (AS = 0) is very different from the other four similar ratios
Ro_5 from B, g — fiK(AS = 1) andB? — fi(n,1')(AS = 1). The measurements of these ratios will be helpful
to understand the mixing angig;, of the f1(1285) — f1(1420) system effectively and further determine the definite
components of botlf; mesons.

(8) As mentioned in the Introduction, the contributionsnfraveak annihilation diagrams play important roles in thevigea
B meson decays, which are complex with a sizable strong phrageged by the pQCD approach and supported by the
QCDF approach through fitting to the data, although the eoytviewpoint has been stated by soft-collinear effective
theory. We will therefore analyze the annihilation conitibns in these 2@ — f, P decays. For the sake of simplicity,
we here will only take the central values of the branchingpsain the pQCD approach for clarification.

(a) FortheAS = 0 processes, when the weak annihilation contributions agéented, then the branching ratios of the
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tenb — d transitions can be presented as follows:

Br(BT — f1(1285)7%) =3.9x107%,  Br(BT — f(1420)7") = 7.1 x 1077 ; (68)
Br(BY — f1(1285)7%) =1.2x 1077, Br(BY — f1(1420)7%) = 2.1 x 107 ; (69)
Br(BY — f1(1285)n) = 8.7 x 1078, Br(BY — f1(1420)n) = 5.1 x 1072 ; (70)
Br(BY — f1(1285)n)) = 4.3 x 1072, Br(BY — f1(1420)n') = 4.3 x 1077 ; (71)
Br(B? — f1(1285)K") = 5.5 x 1078, Br(B? — f1(1420)K°) = 5.3 x 107" . (72)

(b) For theAS = 1 channels, when the weak annihilation contributions areedroff, then the decay rates of the ten
b — s transitions can be given as follows:

Br(BT — f1(1285)K") =18 x107%,  Br(BT — f1(1420)K") =3.5x 1075 ; (73)
Br(BY — f1(1285)K%) =2.0 x 107¢ | Br(BY — f1(1420)K°%) = 3.5 x 107° (74)
Br(B? — f1(1285)n) = 4.2 x 107 | Br(B? — f1(1420)n) = 1.2 x 107° (75)
Br(BY — f1(1285)') =3.4x 107° | Br(BY — f1(1420)n') = 7.8 x 10~ 6 (76)
Br(B? — f1(1285)7%) = 2.7 x 1078 | Br(B? — f1(1420)7%) = 1.3 x 10~ 7 (77)

Compared with the values listed in TableandIl, one can find that the decays suchizs — fin+, f1(1285)K T,

BY — f1(1285)(7% K% n), and B — f1(1285)(7°,n,7'), f1(1420)(x°, K° »') are not significantly sensitive to
the weak annihilation contributions. However, it is im@ot to note that the modes such Bs 4 — f1(1420)K,

BY — f1(1285)/, f1(1420) (7% n, '), and BY — f1(1285)K?, f1(1420)n" suffer from sizable annihilation effects;
specifically, without the contributions from annihilatialiagrams, the branching ratios decrease correspondingly b
around 30% foB, 4 — f1(1420)K andB? — f1(1420)n’, 70% ~ 90% for B — fin/, f1(1420)(x%,n), and 26% for
BY — f1(1285)KY, respectively. Of course, the reliability of the contrilouis from the annihilation diagrams to these
considered decays calculated in the pQCD approach will fudly examined by the relevant experiments in the future.

Frankly speaking, as the most important inputs in thewtations of pQCD approach, the currently less constrdigat
cone distribution amplitudes of the axial-vecfarmesons result in the theoretical predictions of the bramghatios for
the considered 2B — f, P decays with relatively large uncertainties, which are expeato be greatly improved by the
LQCD calculations and/or large numbers of related expertmim the future. For example, analogougtey’ — v [3,

57], one can fix the mixing angle;, and/or the decay constants of axial-vecfpmesons through the measurements on
the decay widths of; (1285)/ f1(1420) — ~vv* channels49]. Of course, one can also determine the mixing argle
through the Gell-Mana Okubo mass formula for th&#; axial-vector states, the relation of the decay rates ofatative
f1(1285) — py and¢y modes or of the radiativé/«) — f1(1285)y and f1(1420)~ processes, and so on.

B. CP-violating asymmetries of B — f1 P decays in the pQCD approach

TABLE lIl. The directCP violations A%s for BY — f1(r*, K*) decays in the pQCD approach. Apart from the last error indiethe
variations of CKM parameters and, the sources of the main uncertainties have been specifieé tiscussions dfP-averaged branching

ratios.

Channels directCP violations(©)
B = f1(1285)xt | 18.3TT0(we) 03 (fr) 50 (al) 103 (05)
BY = fi(1420)xt | 28.2735(we) 15 (1) F5 0 (@) F 16 (00)
Bt — fi(1285) K |—=21.27 75 (ws) 7175 (f1, ) T30 (@l ) TT5(040) 100 (ae) T 5 (V2)
BY = fi(1420)K™* | —13.6708 (ws) 15 (fr) T 50(al) 05 () F0 2 (a) FO 5 (Vi)

(a)T15(V2)

2.7
-2.0
ilatir(vi)

Now we come to the evaluations of t@®-violating asymmetries aB — f, P decays in the pQCD approach. For the charged
Bt — fi(7*, K*) decays, the direc@P violation AL can be defined as,

|Ap |2 — | Af?

Adl[‘ e
|Ag[? + Ay [?

(78)
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where A, stands for the decay amplitudes Bff — fi7* and B* — f1 K™, respectively, whiled; denotes the charge
conjugationB~ — fim— andB~ — fi1 K~ ones correspondingly. Using E¢.8g), the pQCD predictions for the dire€t-
violating asymmetries oB™ — f; (7", K*) modes have been collected in Table in which we can easily find the large direct
CP violations for the four chargeB™ — fi7n™ andf; K+ decays within errors as follows:

Adn(BY — f1(1285)nT) = (18.3735)% AdL(BY — f1(1420)7T) = (282750 % ; (79)

ASS (BT — f1(1285)K ) = (—21.27535)% ,  AUL(BT — f1(1420)K ) = (-13.6750)% , (80)
where various errors from the variations of the input patansehave been added in quadrature. These large diReetolating
asymmetries combined with the largB-averaged branching rati@3[10~°)] are believed to be clearly measurable at the LHCb

and Belle Il experiments.
As for the CP-violating asymmetries for the neutrﬂg(s) — f1P decays, the effects By, Bg(s) mixing should be

considered. Th€P-violating asymmetries 0B S)( d(s)) — f1(7% K° n,7') decays are time dependent and can be defined
as

r ( d(S)(At) - fCP) ( d(s)(At) - fCP)

whereAm,, is the mass difference between the tﬂg) mass eigenstatedt = tcp —

Acp =

I ( a(s) (AL) = fCP) +T ( oy (AL) — fcp)

= AZE cos(Amg(s) At) + ASE sin(Amyg(s)At),

(81)

tiag 1S the time difference between

the taggech(S [B0 S)] and the accompanym@d 5) [Bd(S ] with oppositeb flavor decaying to the finalP-eigenstatefcp at

TABLE IV. The direct CP asymmetriesAdiL (first entry) and the mixing-induce@P asymmetriesA%(second entry) forBd<S) —

f1(=x° K° n,n') decays in the pQCD approach. Moreover, the third entry inrigiet-hand side is for the observablear, in B? me-
son decays. Various errors arising from the input parammetespecified in previous section have been added in queslratu

Channels CP asymmetries() Channels CP asymmetries()
.- 2057
BY - fi(1285)x° | T08TiT0 B — f1(1285)7° %0
d ! g 9.6+38:9 s 1 ™ =991
32.1 95 O+2 8
Y —4.4
14.3t10.3
d 1 & 8611136 s 1 ™| —11.3%50%
*+—48.8 98 3+1.0
‘2—-1.8
26.075070
BY - f(12ss)K°| 2303 BY = f1(1285)K° “a0s
d L 70.0731 s 1 —70.971g%%
V—-2.9 65 5+28.7
*“—41.0
By — f1(1420)K° 06503 BY — f1(1420)K° +gff
9= 600721 C— —67.91%1
J—-2.2 73 4+5.3
“*—6.0
4+29.0 1'0+(1)‘<2)
—80.977% 1
By = fi(12ss)y |~ B = f1(1285)y | 0.9%1
*4—-43.9 ~ 100
—1.4753
BY - fu(1420)y | 93005 BY = f1(1420) w09
q 1 n _13.3+51.8 s 1 n 0.37775
s ~ 100
—2.5%09
BY > fu(1285)y | ~AT a5 BY s fi2ss)y | —120id
d 1 n _g86.3+20-1 s 1 n —la_13
2—-13.0 ~ 100
1‘5+0‘7
BY — f1(1420)1/ 20.05507 B — f1(1420)n' 110
d 1 n _44 2+1746 s 1 n 0‘571.0
*“—-16.5
~ 100
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the timetc p. The direct and mixing-induce@P-violating asymmetriestdis (C;) and A% (Sy) can be written as

: Acp|” — 1 . 2Im(Acp )
Adit — o :|7, mix — g, = 82
CpP f 1+ |)\CP|2 CP f 1+ |ACP|2 ( )
with the CP-violating parameteicp
ViVias) (fop|Heps|BY
Aop =1 th Vtd(s) (fep|Heyyl d( )> 83)

! ‘/tb‘/tti(s) <fCP|Heff|B¢(i)(5)>’

wherer); is the CP-eigenvalue of the final states. Moreover, 8 meson decays, a non-zero ratidI'/T') go is expected in

the SM B3, 54]. For BY — f,(=° K°,n,7') decays, the third terrar, related to the presence of a non-negligihlE, to
describe the&CP violation can be defined as follows4):

o 2Re(/\cp)

A = .
AT T [Acp|?

(84)

The three quantities describing t8€ violation in B meson decays shown in Eq82{ and 84) satisfy the following relation,
[AZE|* + |ASE | + |Aar, [P = 1. (85)

Then, with the decay amplitudes fﬂg(s) — fi(7% K3(K2),n,n') decays as shown in the last section and the definitions in
the above Eqs8Q) -(84), the direct and mixing-inducedP-violating asymmetries have been calculated in the pQCDcsmh
within large theoretical errors and displayed in Tale Some remarks are in order:

(1) As observed clearly from Tabl®/, almost all of theh — d transition processes have the large di@@tviolations with
still large uncertainties, while most of the— s transition ones get the very small dir€eP asymmetries except for
BY — fi7° modes.

(2) The relation ofAdL (BY — f1(1285)K9) ~ 4x AJL(BY — f1(1420)K$) can be found straightforwardly from Tatilé.
The underlying reason is with different contributions fraree diagrams because of the dominance of the(fi,)
componentinf; (1420) [f1(1285)] in the current mixing form. The same explanation can alscoomted for the relation
AdL(BT — f1KT) > A3L(BY — f1K9) in magnitudes. Of course, as emphasized in the item on teestions of
the branching ratios aB* — f1 K™ andBY — f, K¢ decays, the latter modes are more like purely penguin-datedh
channels.

(3) Itis interesting to note that those decays associatddwery small direcCP violations but with very larg€P-averaged
branching ratios are almost purely penguin-dominated moslkose tree pollution is so tiny that the numerical valdfes o
the decay rates remain unchanged when just the penguinkaditns are taken into account. Actually, these mentioned
decays, i.e.B) — fiK{ andB? — fi(n,n'), are induced by thé — sqg mediated transitions with = u,d, s
at the quark level. For the latter modes, in principle, we gtilize the mixing-inducedCP asymmetries to study the
BY — BY mixing phasep,. Unfortunately, however, these predictions in the pQCDraagh suffer from significantly
large theoretical errors arising from the much less comstthhadronic parameters. Therefore, this issue have tefbe |
for future studies when the effective constraints are aléél from the experiments and/or nonperturbative teclesqu
such as LQCD calculations. In the next subsection, we walyre theB) — B mixing phases, explicitly through the
BY — f1KY modes.

(4) The thirdCP-asymmetric observable$,,. for the BY meson decays are also listed in Table in which we can find
near 100% for most of th&? decay modes within large errors, apart from Bl — f;(1420)K° channel around 70%.
These interesting predictions in the pQCD approach andethaltant phenomenologies are expected to be examined by
the highly precise measurements at the running LHCb anddoning Belle Il experiments in the future.

C. Information on CKM weak phasesc, 8, and~ from B — f; P decays

It is of great interest to note that tigt — ;7 decays aré — d(AS = 0) transitions dominated by the tree diagrams,
while the BT — f1 K™ decays aré — s(AS = 1) ones determined by the penguin contributions. These umgugerties
exhibited in theB™ — fi(7+, K*) decays motivate us to further explore more useful inforamatin the CKM weak phases
and~ by employing the careful investigations on the la@jeaveraged branching ratios and the large di@Rasymmetries of
BT — fi(7T, KT) decays in the pQCD approach.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Dependence on the CKM weak phage) of central values of thEP-averaged branching ratios f&" — fiat(K™)
decays in the pQCD approach. The red solid [blue dashedttmesponds to th8™ — f;(1285)n " [f1(1420)7 "] decay and the magenta
dotted [gray dot-dashed] one corresponds toftie— f1(1285) K+ [f1(1420) K] mode, respectively.

We know that the decay amplitudgly of B* — f1(7*, Kt) can be further written as the following forms,

Ap(BY = fir) = MT - AP = NT{1 + rexpli(a+ )]}, (86)
Ap(BY = AKY) = XT' — X P = XST' {1+ 1" exp[i(y + ')}, (87)
whereT(T’) and P(P’) denote the tree and penguin decay amplitude®bf — fi7+ (K ™) decays, and(r’) and (")

d s ’
represent the ratios of penguinto tree contribut'@a%% ( Rt ‘I‘II;JI ) and the relative strong phases between the corresponding tr

and penguin diagrams. The weak phasgme from the identityr = 180° — 8 — ~ with the definitions;y = |V;4| exp (—i0)
andVy, = [Vi|exp (—iv), and they' is defined asirg[—21:=]. Then the decay amplituded; of the charge conjugated
modesB~ — fi(r—, K ) can be easily written as
Ap(B™ = fir7) = AT = (\)"P = (X)) T{l+7rexpli(—a+3)]}, (88)
Ap(B™ = fLK™) = (\)"T" = (X)) P' = (A\)"T'{1 + 1" exp [i(—" + 8")]} . (89)
Therefore, theCP-averaged branching ratios can be read as
|A.f|§1rr* + |"4f|§17'rJr

Br(B* — fint) = 5 = M T12{1+2r cosacosd + 12}, (90)
A3 - + Af
BT(B+—>f1K+)E | f|f1K - | j|f1K+ =|)\i T'|2{1+2r'cosvcos§'+r'2}, (91)

in which 7(") (), and§(") are all perturbatively calculated in the pQCD approach,al§-* are determined from the ex-
periments. Thus, Eqs9() and @1) can provide a possible way to determine the CKM anglesnd~ potentially by mea-
suring the branching ratios, respectively. In Fgj.we show the central values of ti@P-averaged branching ratios for
BT — f1(1285)r(red solid line) andB™ — f;(1420)7+(blue dashed line) B+ — f;(1285)K T(magenta dotted line)
andB* — f1(1420) K *(gray dot-dashed line)] decays as a function of the CKM wedwspx[y] in the pQCD approach. One
can easily see the strong (weak) dependencefon B+ — f1(1285)r* [f1(1420)7*] decay and the moderate dependence on
~ for Bt — fi K+ decays in the pQCD approach from F&y.One can also directly observe from Fijthat the central values
of the branching ratios for the considered decays in the p@@ioach correspond to the central valuea @ind~y as around
89° and70°, respectively, which are very consistent with the consteafirom various experiments]|

More information on the CKM angles and~ can also be hinted from the large dir@® asymmetries oB* — fi7T(KT)
decays in the pQCD approach. With Eq6)¢~(89), the directCP-violating asymmetry Eq.7g) for BY — fin+(K ™) can be
described as the function afy),

2r sina sind

Adir B+ +) — 92
cp(BT = fir™) 1427 cosa cosd + 12’ (92)

27" sin+y sin ¢’

. 93
142" cosy cosd’ 4 r'? (93)

AG (BT — LK) =~

Again, as aforementioned, the ratidd and the relative strong phas#$ can be explicitly calculated in the pQCD approach.
Undoubtedly, the former Eq90) is a function ofsin « andcos «, and the latter Eq.9Q) is a function ofsiny andcos~. In
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Dependence on the CKM weak phageg) of central values of the direc€P-violating asymmetries foB+ —
firt(KT) decays in the pQCD approach. The red solid [blue dashed¢tmesponds to th8+ — f;(1285)7" [f1(1285)7 "] decay and
the magenta dotted[gray dot-dashed] one corresponds thes f1(1285)K ™ [f1(1420)K*]) decay, respectively.

particular, if one mode liké3™ — f1(1420)7 ™ is almost completely tree dominated, i.e<< 1, then Eq. 92) can be further
written approximately as

AdL (BT — £1(1420)77T) ~ 2rsinasing . (94)
CP

Analogously, if one mode likd3™ — f;(1420)K T is nearly pure penguin contributions, i.e’,>> 1, then Eq. 83) can be
further described approximately as

i 2
A(BY —» KT ~ —— sin~ysind’ . (95)
T

Thus, the large diredCP-violating asymmetries driven by these two equations, Egs. 04) and @5), will give rise to the
effective constraints more easily on the CKM phasemd~ from the experimental data with high precision. Certaibsed
on Egs. 94) and @5), the large strong phasésandd’ required by the large dire@P asymmetries can also be deduced naturally.
The central values of the large dirge® violations for theB* — f1(1285)7*(red solid line) andB™ — f,(1420)7 T (blue
dashed line) B™ — f1(1285) K T(magenta dashed line) ai$i~ — f;(1420) K T(gray dot-dashed line)] decays as a function
of the CKM weak phase[~] in the pQCD approach have also been shown in&i@ne can find straightforwardly from Fid.
that AJL (Bt — fi7") are large and positive, whilddit (BT — f; K ) are large and negative, which are expected to be
tested by the experiments in the near future.
It is important to note that the mixing-induc@®-violating asymmetries of th&8% — f; K3 decays are with the very small
uncertainties as seen clearly in Table which, as the alternative channels, are expected to havsuihplementary power in

reducing the errors of the CKM weak phase We can write the expression of tk@P-violating parameteAcp (f1K2) in an
explicit form,

[Nl T'p, ko exp (=) — [A{ [Py, ko

cp(f1Kyg) exp (~2if) [N T'y, ko exp (i) — [AF [Py, ko

(96)

Here,[A3[ ~ 0.02 - [A{[ and T, ko is the decay amplitude arising from the color-suppresseidiagrams, which will conse-
quently result in the negligible tree pollution relativette much larger penguin contributions in the — f1 K decays, and
then/\cp(flKg) ~ —exp (—2if), i.e.,A‘gf)X = S5 ~ sin(28x). In principle, the results should be identical to those mea-
suring theS; = —ny sin 23 from the tree dominatetl — ccs transitions, such as the theoretically cleang$t— J/¢ K3 ;.
However, theh — sqq decays are potentially contaminated by the indeed existeggpollution. Then the deviation between
Spenguin aNdSces can be defined aAS = Spenguin — Sces, Which will be helpful to justify the discrepancies as premg new
physics signals. Up to now, the world average value of3hg at the experimental aspect i§

sin2f = 0.682 £ 0.019 . (97)
Then our pQCD predictions efn 23.¢ for the B} — f1 K¢ decays deviate to thén 23 as
ASf1(1285)Kg ~ 0-018J—r8:8§g )

ASy, 1420y = 0.01755:055 (98)

which are well below the bound, at ma8{0.1) [55], and can be confronted with stringent tests by the futupedrents.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS AND SUMMARY

In this work, we have studied tHeP-averaged branching ratios and fBE-violating asymmetries of 20 charmless hadronic
B — f1P decays within the framework of the pQCD approach. We expligvaluated the nonfactorizable spectator and
annihilation types of diagrams, except for the traditiofa@korizable emission ones. Based on the quark-flavor migirthe
f1(1285) — f1(1420) system with the angle;, ~ 24° extracted first from the8 meson decays, we calculated the numer-
ical results for the considered physical observables andenttze phenomenological discussions, correspondinglg ritain
conclusions of the present paper are as follows:

(1) For the four charge®™ — fi7+t(AS = 0) and f1;KT(AS = 1) decays, the larg€P-averaged branching ratios
[0(1079)] together with the large directP asymmetries predicted in the pQCD approach are believee tcdarly
measurable at the running LHC and forthcoming Belle Il ekpents in the near future. Furthermore, it is expected that
they could provide supplementary constraints on the CKMwpdesex () because of the correspondingly tree-dominant
(penguin-dominant) contributions to the former(lattestdys. Of course, inferred from the numerical results feddnge
decay rates theoretically and the preliminary upper lifisitghe branching ratios a8+ — f1 K™ modes experimentally,
the region of angle s, can be deduced as;, € [20°,27°] by combining with the earlier phenomenological analysis,
experimental measurements and updated LQCD calculatidmish provide more evidence for the dominancgof [ f15]
in f1(1285) [f1(1420)].

(2) Based on th€P-averaged branching ratios &f — f1 (7, K') decays calculated in the pQCD approach, the destructive
or constructive interferences betwegn (7, K) and f15(w, K') states can be clearly observed and are expected to be
confronted with the future experiments. Also, besides ffexts from thef,, — f1s mixing, theBg/S — f1(n,n") modes
embrace another set of interferences figm 7, mixing for n—1’ system simultaneously, which makes more complicated
interactions among the fOLBg(S) — figNgs f1gs, f1smq, @andfi4n, States.

(3) For the eight neutraBS , — f1(x% 1,7/, K°) decays, they are mediated by the+ d transitions and dominated by
the penguin amplitudes just with small color-suppressed tontributions, which then lead to the snfaif-averaged
branching ratios in the order af)—% ~ 10~7 that cannot be measured by the experiments in a short period.

(4) The remaining eight neutrmg_’d — (7%, n,n', K2) modes decay through— s transitions and have largeP-averaged

branching ratios in the order af)=% ~ 105, except forB? — f,;7° decays. The channels with large decay rates are
all contributed by the nearly pure penguin amplitudes witlp &and safely negligible tree pollution, which can be aasil
accessed at the ongoing LHCb experiments in the near future.

(5) In principle,B) — f1K% andBY — f1(n,n') modes can serve as the alternative channels to provide mforeniation
on theBy — BY and B? — BY mixing phases from the mixing-induc&P asymmetriesS,, respectively. However, the
latter BY decays suffer from large theoretical uncertainties thasequently result in the less effective constraints on
the mixing phase,. Fortunately, the formeB] ones induced by the — sqg decays have large mixing-induce®-
violating asymmetries but with very small errors. The restideviations oAAS for BY — f1(1285) K% and f1(1420) K2
are around 0.02, which will be stringently examined by thegegiments with high precision.

(6) The weak annihilation contributions to these 20— f, P decays have been examined in the pQCD approach. The nu-
merical results show that the sizable effects from anrtibitediagrams play important roles in th&, 4 — f1(1420)K,
BY — fin, f1(1420) (7, n), andBY — f1(1285)K°, f1(1420)n’ decays. The remaining channels do not depend sensi-
tively on the weak annihilation contributions. The relidghiof the evaluations of the weak annihilation diagramsima
in the pQCD approach should be strictly examined by the &uéxperiments, which can help to distinguish the different
viewpoints on calculating the annihilation diagrams prsgmbby the pQCD approach and soft-collinear effective theor
and then to further understand the annihilation decay nreshmain the heavy-flavored meson decays.

(7) Admittedly, our pQCD results suffer from large theaotatierrors induced by the less constrained hadronic pasaséb
particular, from the axial-vectagf; mesons’ wave function presently. Meanwhile, only the sklistance contributions at
leading order without considering the final state interawtihave been taken into account. However, the channels such
asBT — fi(zt,KT), B — fiKY, andB? — fi(n,n') with large branching ratios are easily accessible in the nea
future measurements with precision at LHCb and/or Bellexfleziments, which are expected in turn to provide useful
information on improving the input quantities; on the othand, they can help to understand the mixing aggleand
the nature of botlf; mesons better and to identify the reliability of the peratine evaluations of QCD factorization and
the pQCD approach in these decays involving axial-vect@ans.
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Appendix A: Hadrons’ distribution amplitudes

For the B meson, the distribution amplitude in the impaasipace has been proposed &3 [L1]

2
¢p(x,b) = NBx2(1 - x)2 exp l—% (IZZB) - ngbQ] , (A1)

where the normalization factdyY s is related to the decay constgfi through Eq. {4). The shape parametey has been fixed
atw, = 0.40 GeV by using the rich experimental data on g, mesons withfz, , = 0.19 GeV based on lots of calculations
of form factors B4] and other well-known decay modesBf, ; mesons0, 11] in the pQCD approach in recent years. Because
the s quark is heavier than the or d quark, the momentum fraction of thequark should be a little larger than that of the

or d quark in theB, 4 mesons. Therefore, by considering a small SU(3) symmetgking, we adopt the shape parameter
wps = 0.50 GeV [24] with fp, = 0.23 GeV for the B, meson, and the corresponding normalization constaNisis = 63.67.

In order to analyze the uncertainties of theoretical ptéstis induced by the inputs, we can vary the shape paramejensd

wps by 10%, i.e.wp, = 0.40 + 0.04 GeV andw,s = 0.50 4+ 0.05 GeV, respectively.

The twist-2 pseudoscalar meson distribution amplitm;ﬁ% and the twist-3 ones?’ ;- and¢! ;- have been parametrized
as [35, 36, 56]

A xlz) = 2% 21 =) [1 4+ 0?20 = 1) + a7 0220 - 1) + a7 Y20 - 1) (A2)
P _ Jrk 9y 1/2 _
9 ﬂ
-3 {nsws gt 6a2*K>} ey -1 83)
oF () = L (1—22)|1+6 (53— lngwg ’ P2 3p2 ay™ ) (1 = 10z 4 102?) (A4)
mK =5 AN, 2 20" 5K 2" :

with the Gegenbauer moment§ = 0, !’ = 0.17 + 0.17,a5™ = 0.115 + 0.115,a]"™ = —0.015; the mass rati@, x =
Mo g /my ™ andpy, ., = 2mg(s)/Mgq(ss); and the Gegenbauer polynomialts(t),

G2 () = %(39—1) . o) = %(3—30t2+35t4) :
CYR) =31, %) = g(5t2—1) Py = 18—5(1—141524—21#1) . (AS)

In the above distribution amplitudes for the kaon, the momnerfractionz is carried by thes quark. For both the pion and
kaon, we choosg; = 0.015 andws = —3 [35, 36].

For the axial-vector statef ,(,), its leading twist light-cone distribution amplitude irettongitudinal polarization can gener-
ally be expanded as the Gegenbauer polynomiais [

fflq(s) [ 3
1) = S itin(1 o) |14l 6020 - 12 - 1) (n6)
For twist-3 light-cone distribution amplitudes, we use thiéowing form [38]:
s fhoe d 1L
(bflq(s)( z) = 4\/W% 6x(1 I)(allflq(s)(zx_l)) ) (A7)
Frae |3
i (0) = 5 | 5 Ot 0= DB =12 =D (A8)
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where the Gegenbauer moments are quoted from Bdfap

f1q state : al = 0024002, af =-1.04+0.34; (A9)
and

f1s state : al = —0.04+003; ai = —1.06 +0.36 , (A10)

where the values are takenjat= 1 GeV.
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