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In this note, we study the contributions from the S-wave resonances, fo(980) and fo(1500), to the
BY — 4(3770)7T 7~ decay by introducing the S-wave 77 distribution amplitudes within the framework of
the perturbative QCD approach. Both resonant and nonresonant contributions are contained in the scalar form
factor in the S-wave distribution amplitude ®2 .. Since the vector charmonium meson ¥(3770) isa S — D wave
mixed state, we calculated the branching ratios of S-wave and D-wave respectively, and the results indicate that
f0(980) is the main contribution of the considered decay, and the branching ratio of the ¢(2.5) mode is in good
agreement with the experimental data. We also take the S — D mixed effect into the BY — (3686)7 7~
decay. Our calculations show that the branching ratio of BY — +(3770)((3686))7" 7~ can be at the order
of 10™°, which can be tested by the running LHC-b experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this decade, the B mesons’ three-body hadronic decays have drawn lots of attention on both experimental and theoretical
sides, since it can test the standard model(SM) and help us to have a better understanding of the scheme of QCD dynamics. The
three-body decays of B mesons are more complicated than the two-body cases because it include both resonant and nonresonant
contributions and have two-gluon exchange in the decay amplitude within our framework of theoretical calculation, which will
lead to the hard kernel that involves 3-body, and may introduce the possible final-state interactions [1—4]. So just as stated in
Ref. [5], because of the interference between the resonance and nonresonance, it is difficult to make a direct calculation of the
resonance and non-resonance contributions separately.

In experiment, the Heavy Flavor Averaging Group [6] have collected lots of world averages of measurements of B-hadron
properties from LHCb [7-14], Belle [15] and BaBar [16—18] and other collaborations, in which the LHCb Collaboration have
measured sizable direct CP asymmetries in kinematic regions. Due to the progress of the experiments, three-body decays have
been analyzed by different methods, which based on the symmetry principles and factorization theorems, however, the theoretical
studies is still at an early stage. Many authors have studied the three-body decays with the improved QCD factorization [19-27]
and the perturbative QCD (pQCD) factorization approachs [28—39]. The inside nonresonance contributions have been performed
by using heavy meson chiral perturbative theory approach in Refs. [5, 27, 40] and the references therein, and the resonance
contributions are treated using the isobar model [41] within the Breit-Wigner formalism [42].

In the pQCD approach which is based on the k7 factorization theorem, the three-body decay can be simplified into two-body
case by bringing in two-hadron distribution amplitudes [43, 44], which contain the messages of both resonance and nonreso-
nance. The dominant contributions come from the region, where the two light meson pair moves parallelly with an invariant
mass below O(J_XM B), where A = Mp — my is the mass difference between the B meson and b-quark. Therefore, one can
express the typical pQCD factorization formula of the B meson’s three-body decay amplitude as [35, 36]

A=H®R ¢ @ Ony @ Ohyhy, (1)

where the hard decay kernel H describes the contribution from the region with only one gluon exchange diagram at leading
order, that can be calculated in the perturbative theory. The ¢p, ¢n,n, and ¢p,, which can be extracted from experiment or
calculated by several nonperturbative approach and can be regarded as nonperturbative input, is the distribution amplitude of B
meson, hyho pair and hs, respectively.

The BY — (2S)n+ 7~ decay was first observed by the LHCb collaboration [7], the data was displayed based on an integrated
luminosity of 1 fb=! in the pp collisions at a centre-of-mass energy of \/s = 7 TeV. It is found that f,(980) is the main source
of the decay rate by a way called sPlot technique. The BY — ¢)(3770)7 "7~ decay have not been observed yet, so it is desirable
to make a theoretical prediction for the branching ratios of this decay mode, for testing the three body decay’s mechanism and
the mixing scheme of ¢(3770) as well. In this work, we will calculate the branching ratio of the quasi-two-body decay mode
BY — (3770)7 "7, since the vector charmonium meson 1/(3770), the lowest-lying charmonium state just above the DD
threshold, is mainly regarded as a S — D mixture, we will take the S-wave and D-wave contribution into account respectively.

* Electronic address:Liangzr@email.swu.edu.cn
T Electronic address:dfbdfbok@163.com
¥ Electronic address:yuxq@swu.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12507v2
mailto:Liangzr@email.swu.edu.cn
mailto:dfbdfbok@163.com
mailto:yuxq@swu.edu.cn

Here, 1(25) is the first radially excited charmonium meson, and the pure 1D state indicates the principle quantum number
n = 1 and the orbital quantum number [ = 2. The S — D mixing angle # can be obtained from the ratio of the leptonic decay
widths of 1(3686) and t(3770) [45]. In Ref. [46], the authors make tentative calculations for different mixing solutions of the
B meson exclusive decay B — ¢ (3770) K with the QCD factorization, and they drew a conclusion that when taking account of
higher-twist effects and adopting the S — D mixing angle § = —(12 + 2)°, the widely accepted value, the branching ratio of
the decay B — ¢(3770)K can fit the experimental data well. Also, in Refs. [47-49], the authors provided two sets of mixing
scheme within the nonrelativistic potential model: § = —(12 4+ 2)° or § = (27 £ 2)°. Here, the charmonium mesons )(3686)
and ©(3770) may be almost described as [47-50]

¥ (3686) = cosf|ce(1D)) + sin 6]ce(29)),

)
¥(3770) = cosb|ce(1D)) — sin 6]cE(29)).

The content syllabus of this paper is as follows. After the introduction, we describe the theoretical framework and the wave
function of the excited charmonium mesons v(2.S) and ¢ (1D) in section II. And in section III, we list the decay amplitude
of the considered decay modes. The numerical results and analysis about the results we have got will be shown in section IV.
Finally we will finish this paper with a brief summary.

II. THE THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK AND THE WAVE FUNCTION

For the quasi-two-body BY — v fo(— 77~ ) decays, the relevant weak effective Hamiltonian can be written as [51]
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where V; Vs and V}} V;, are Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) factors, O;(p) is local four-quark operator and C; (1) is
corresponding Wilson coefficient.

It is convenient for us to choose the light-cone coordinates for simplicity. In this coordinates, we choose the BY meson at rest,
and let the 77 meson pair and ¢/(2S, 1.D) meson move along with the direction of n = (1,0,0v) and v = (0, 1, 0), respectively,
and the Feynman diagrams have been described in Fig. 1. So the momentums of the BY (pg), 77 (p), and ¥(2S,1D) (p3) are
written as
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Meanwhile, the corresponding light quark’s momentum in each meson read as
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here, Mpo is the mass of BY andr = ]y is the corresponding mass ratio, M,, denotes the 1/(25, 1D) mesons mass. The

variable n = w?/(M3, — Mw ), where the p10n pair invariant mass w? and its momentum p satisfy the relation w? = p? and
P = p1 + p2. X1, 2, and x3 indicate momentum fractions of the spectator quark inside the meson, they are in the range of 0 ~ 1.
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FIG. 1. The lowest order Feynman diagrams for the BY — 4 fo(— w7 ™) decays

By introducing the kinematic variables, (, of the pion-pair, we define { = pf / pT as the 7+ meson momentum fraction, the
other component’s kinematic variables of pion-pair can be expressed as

_ Mpgo 1
Py = \/5 ( _C)nv
Mpo
=1 =00 =), ©)
. Mpo

In our calculations, the hadron BY usually treated as a heavy-light system, the wave function of which can be found in Refs. [52—
54]

1
V2N,

where the distribution amplitude(DA) ¢ 5, (x5, bp) of BY meson is written as mostly used form, which is

Ppo = (b5 + Mpo)ys¢s, (xB,bB), (7

¢B.(x,bg) = Npxp*(1 — xp)* exp[-——5— — = (wB.bp)?], (8)

the normalization factor Np can be calculated by the normalization relation fol dx¢p, (xp,bp = 0) = fgo/ (2y/2N..) with
N, = 3 is the color number. Here, we choose shape parameter wg, = 0.50 & 0.05 GeV [55].

For the vector charmonium meson ¢(3770), as mentioned above, it is commonly regarded as a S-wave and D-wave mixing
state. We adopt the wave function form of this vector charmonium meson with the basis of harmonic-oscillator potential, which
have been applied to the charmonium state successfully, such as J/1, 1(25), ¥(3.S) and so on [50, 56-58], and the theoretical
results agree well with the measured experimental data, which indicate the reasonability to adopt this form of the function. For
the wave function of the pure 2.5 state, 1)(25), and the pure 1D state, 1(1D), whose longitudinal polarized component is defined
as [57, 58]

1
L _ L t
Q= \/m[]\@ £ (xs,b3)+ £r 3y’ (xs,b3)] &)
where p3 is the momentum of the charmonium mesons ¢ (25), 1(1D) with the longitudinal polarization vector €, =

M
B9

NITR (=72,(1 —n),07) and My is the corresponding mass. Here the ¢* and v attribute to twist-2 and twist-3 distribution
amplitudes(DAs). The explicit form are: [50, 57]
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P (x3, b3) = (10)
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with Z(x3) = 1 — dmewxsXsb? + "0=290 for 4(25) and T(xs) = (k- — mewb?) (64 — 1226 + 73 — x) — Mell2a)” g
1 (1D). The shape parameter w1 pp in the DAs of the ¢)(1D), we choose w1 p = 0.540.05 GeV, for the reason we have discussed
in Ref. [50], and wag = 0.2 £ 0.1 GeV [57]. The N! (i = L,t) is the normalization constant, which satisfy the normalization

conditions:

w (X3,b3) Nt( _3)21()63) —x3X3 %% [w 2h§+(;i;;§’ 2]7 (11)

/w (x3,b3 = 0)dx ffj;TD) (12)

and the decay constant of the radially excited state 1)(2S) and the angular excitation state ¢)(1D) have been given in Table L.
Both the wave functions Eq. (10) and Eq. (11) are symmetric under x <> X.
In the light of Ref. [59, 60], we adopt the distribution amplitudes for S-wave pion-pair as

B8, = (4000 C?) + w0l )+ 4= DO, (G (13)

For simplicity, we put ¢!>°_(z,(,w?), ¢I7°(z,(,w?) and ¢}, 20, (z, {,w?) abbreviated to ¢, ¢s, and ¢, respectively. The
relevant DAs and time-like scalar form factor can be get from Ref. [34, 61, 62].
The differential branching ratios for the BY — (2S5, 1 D)7+ 7~ decay in the B? meson rest frame can be written as [63]

dB _ Tpow | p1 || 75 |

@5 _ 2
dw 32(mMpo)? AT (14)

with p; = 3,/w? —4m?2, and p3 = %\/[Méo — (w+ My)?|[M3, — (w — My)?] in the pion-pair center-of-mass system
and the B meson lifetime 70.

III. THE DECAY AMPLITUDES

In the pQCD factorization apporach, the BY — 1(2S5)m 7~ decay amplitude A express as in form of
p Pp s y amp P
A= ;Z;‘/CS(F(VfA)(VfA)+M(V7A)(V*A))_‘/tﬁlﬂ)‘/ts(F,(VfA)(V*A)+F(V*A)(V+A)_|_MI(V*A)(V*A)+M(S*P)(S+P))7 (15)
where the explicit form of F(V =4V =4), FV=DV=A) p(V-A)(V+A) anq V-V =4) pf(V=A)(V=2) pe(S=P)(S+P) gpe

listed as follows and F, M denote the factorization and non-factorization contribution respectively. (V' — A)(V — A), (V —
A)(V + A) are the weak vertexes of the operators, and (S — P)(S + P) denotes the Fierz transformation of the (V — A)(V + A).

1 oo
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with r, = =, Cp = % is the group factor of the SU(3). gauge group. The Spo(t), Sn(t), Sy(t) used in the decay

BY
amplitudes, the hard functions h;(i = a, b, ¢, d), and the hard scales ¢; are collected in the Appendix.

In our work, we also take vertex corrections into account in the factorization diagrams, and the Wilson coefficients are
combined in the NDR scheme [64—-66] as follows:

C
=+ FQ + 9—c2 x [=18 — 12In(p/my) + f1 + gr(1 — r?)],
. C10 2
as = Cs N N, 9 (Ca+ Cro) x [-18 = 12In(p/mp) + f1+ gr(1 —77)],

Ce Cs (22)

Qs
=G+ +C7+ﬁ+9— (Cs + Cs)[6 + 12In(u/mp) — f1 — gr(1 —r?)],

ay = Cyq + Cyy,

as = Cg + Cs.

and the hard scattering functions f; and g; are given in the Ref. [67], the renormalization scale p is chosen at the order of m,.
For the BY — (1D)7" 7~ decay, the amplitude is similar to the decay amplitude of BY — )(2S)7 "7, just replacing the
DAs of 1(25) with the corresponding DAs of ¢(1D) in Eq. (15).
As for the decay amplitude of the B — ¢)(3770)(¢)(3686))m 7~ decay, we give the expression based on the idea of S — D
mixing scheme:

A(B? — (3770)7t77) = cos 0A(Bs — ¢Y(1D)nt ™) — sinA(Bs — ¢(2S)nt 7). (23)

A(BY = (3686)7 1) = cos OA(By — 1(1D)rt 7w~ ) + sin 0A(Bs — (28w 77). (24)



IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In our numerical calculation, the input parameters are listed in Table I, where the mass of the involved mesons, the lifetime of
meson and Wolfenstein parameters are got from 2018 PDG [63]. The decay constant of the 1/(2S) is calculated by the leptonic
decay process ¥(25) — ete™ [58] and the decay constant of the ¢)(1D) is calculated in the Ref. [68]. The mass of b quark and
¢ quark are running mass which are calculated under the modified minimal substraction scheme at the renormalization scale p
equals to the quark mass.

TABLE 1. The input parameters of the B — (2S5, 1D)r 7~ decay

Mass of the involved mesons My 25y = 3.686 GeV Mypy = 3.77 GeV MB(SJ = 5.367 GeV
my = 4.2 GeV me = 1.27 GeV m,+ = 0.140 GeV
M, (980) = 0.99 & 0.02 GeV M, (1500) = 1.50 GeV
Decay constants fus) = 296fg MeV foapy = 47.8 MeV [68] fpo =227.2 £ 3.4 MeV
Lifetime of meson 7o = 1.509 ps
Wolfenstein parameters A = 0.22453 £ 0.00044 A =0.836 £0.015
p=0.12275017 71 = 0.3550.017

By using the differential branching ratio formula Eq. (14), first we make predictions of branching ratios of decay mode
BY — (28)nt 7~ for different intermediate state, which including f,(980) and f,(1500) two resonances, and the numerical
results are listed as follows:

B(BY = (25) f0(980) — ¢(28)ntn) = [7.2F 594014021 o 10—, (25)

B(BY — 1(28) fo(1500) — (28w 7)) = [S.8712H04504] x 107, 26)

where the three main errors come from the shape parameter wp, of the wave function of BSO meson, the hard scale ¢, which
varies from 0.9¢ ~ 1.1¢ (not changing 1/b;, i = 1,2, 3), and the Gegenbauer moment as = 0.2 4= 0.2 [11] in the 77 distribution
amplitude, respectively. The other errors from the uncertainty of the input parameters, for example, the decay constants of the
BY and charmonium mesons and the Wolfenstein parameters, are tiny and can be neglected safely. We can see that the input
parameter wp, of the B? meson is the primary source of the uncertainties, which take up approximately 9.7% ~ 17.1%, and
then the Gegenbauer moment and the hard scale ¢, which characterizes the size of the next-leading-order contribution. When we
consider the total S-wave contributions of the f,(980) and f,(1500), we can get:

B(BS = (28)(r"77)s) = [T.6 755 00 o] x 1077, 27

which is in agreement with the new experiment data (7.1 + 1.3) x 1075 in allowed errors [63]. Comparing with previous
work [39], we find our calculation of the branching ratio of the BY — (2S)m "7~ is more close to the latest experimental
results, whose main reason is that we adopt new input parameters in 2018 PDG, and the latest parameters lead to our uncertainties
more small.

From the numerical results, we can see that f(980) is the principal contribution, which take the percentage of 94.7%, just
as the experiment observed, and the f,(1500) is 1.2%, while the constructive interference between this two resonance can
contribute nearly 4.1% to the total branching ratio.

In experiment, the calculated ratio of the branching fraction have been given in Ref. [7], which is

B(BY — ¢(2S)nta™)
BBIS Jjorn) 0.34 £ 0.04(stat) (28)
+ 0.03(syst) = 0.01(B).



By using the previous prediction about the branching ratio of the decay mode B? — J/v (7" 7~ )s [34], we obtain the ratio
B(BY — ¢(2S)ntn)/B(B? — J/rtr™) = 0.467515, which is consistent with the experiment measurement, and indicate
that the harmonic-oscillator wave function for excited charmonium is applicable and reasonable. Besides the decay mode
BY — (2S5)nt7~, we make calculation for the part of 1D, and we also consider the similar contributions from the containing
S-wave resonance state, f(980) and fo(1500), the reason is that these two resonances mass is also within the scope of the 7
invariant mass spectra, which is 2m, < w < M BO — M, after making integral over w, the results are:

B(B? — ¢(1D) fo(980) — ¢(1D)r 7~) = [1.2+53 7001081 x 1077, (29)

B(BY — (1D) fo(1500) — ¢ (1D)r 7~ ) = [4.67030:2F5 3] x 1077 (30)
Also the total S-wave contribution of the BY — ¢(1D)r 7~ decay is:

B(B{ = v(1D)(r"x")s) = [1.3151507075] x 107, (31
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FIG. 2. The S-wave differential branching ratio of the BY — 1(25)n "7~ decay

In Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 3, we plot the differential branching ratio of the BY — (25, 1D)r 7~ decay as a function of the
7 invariant mass w, in which we can clearly see that the peak arises from f(980), while f(1500) is unsharp that also make
contribution for the decay. For comparison, at the same time, we present the experiment data from LHCb [7] in Fig. 2(b), which
shows a basic agreement with our predictive results. Comparing the results between ¢/(2S) and ¢»(1D), it is easy to find that the
results of ¢/(1D) is more sensitive to the Gegenbauer moment as = 0.2 & 0.2, and this means that although the value is in good
agreement with many decay modes, there is still a necessity to explore more accurate data to facilitate a better understanding
of the non-perturbative hadron dynamics. In the ¥ (2S5) and ¢ (1D) mode, since f;(1500) mass is near the maximum of 7w
invariant mass, the corresponding contributions is very small compared to the total contributions of the S-wave. We can note
that the branching ratio of the ¢)(1D) is smaller than that of the ¢(2S5), which should be attributed to the dependence of the
corresponding wave function and the decay constant.

Furthermore, we calculate the branching fraction of the mode B? — (3770)(2(3686))7 7~ based on S — D mixing
scheme, whose two sets of mixing angle has been introduced in Section I, and we list the computational results in Table II.

Comparing with the pure D-wave state, we can notice that the branching ratio of the S — D mixing state for B? —
(3770)7 "7~ will be raised approximately two times when the mixing angle is —12°, whose reason is mainly owing to the
small decay constant of ¢)(1D), which is compatible with what is summarized in Refs. [46, 49, 68-70]. Moreover, we can
observe that the results of the BY — 1(3686)7 "7~ change a little comparing with pure 25 mode when taking the mixing effect
into account, so 1(3686) may be regarded as 1)(25) state. Considering the size of the data collected in LHC-b, we can expect
the measurement of this decay mode coming in the near future, that will help us to understand the structure of ¢/(3770) and the
three body decay mechanism.
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FIG. 3. The S-wave differential branching ratio of the B — ¢ (1D)n 7~ decay

TABLE II. Branching ratios of the quasi-two-decay B? — (3686, 3770) fo(— 77 ~) in the pQCD approach based on two sets of S — D
mixing angle, where the uncertainties are similar to the previous ones except the last one is the dependence of the mixing angle.

0=—(12+2)° 0=027£2)°
BY — 1(3686) fo (980)(— 7w ) 5.8 07 00 05 03 x 107° 8.3% 08 00 0arog x 107°
BY — (3686) fo(1500)(— 77 7) 6.375070:0 0.7 05 x 1077 137505700 0100 x 107°
B = (3686) (7 )s 6.155,6 00 05503 x 1077 8.8557 00 05 6.0 x 1077
By — 9 (3770) fo(980)(— 77 7) 275550010 < 1077 2155750015710 x 107°
BY — ¢(3770) fo (1500) (— 7+ 77) 8510110055105 x 1077 L7He5reatostot x 1077
By = o(3770)(r 7 )s 3.0105 0" 1igq x 1077 24505 0 5a 05 x 107°

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we have calculated the contributions from the S-wave resonances, fo(980) and fo(1500), to the B? —
»(3770)(4(3686))7 "7~ decay by introducing the S-wave 77 distribution amplitudes within the framework of the perturbative
QCD approach. Due to the character of 25 — 1D mixing scheme of ¢)(3770), we calculate the branching ratios of S-wave and
D-wave respectively, and the results indicate that the f,(980) is the main contribution of the considered decay, and the differ-
ential result of the ¢)(2.5) mode is in good agreement with the experimental data. We also analyzed the theoretical uncertainties
in this paper, and find that the result of ¢)(1D) is sensitive to the Gegenbauer coefficient, which we need more accurate data to
understand the non-perturbative hadron dynamics. In the end, by introducing the mixing angle § = —12° and # = 27°, we make
further calculation of BY — (3770)(¢)(3686))7 7, and our calculations show that the branching ratio can be at the order of
107" based on the small mixing angle § = —12°, which will be tested by the running LHC-b experiments.
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APPENDIX : FORMULAE FOR THE CALCULATION USED IN THE TEXT

In this section, we list the explicit form of the formulae used above, the Sudakov exponents are defined as:

5 1 di -
Spy = steat b+ 3 [ L)
1/bp M
N - " dp i
St = s(zp™b) + s(zp" b) +2 / L), (A1)
1/b

t —

- - dp _
Sy = s(xapy by) + s(%apy + bs) + 2 / ) (au(i1),
1/bs M

where the Sudakov factor s(Q, b) are resulting from the resummation of double logarithms and can be found in Ref. [71], and
vq¢ = —a/m is the anomalous dimension of the quark. The hard scattering kernels function h;(i = a,b, ¢, d) arises from the
Fourier transform of virtual quark and gluon propagators and are written as follows:

ha(xB,2,bB,b) = Ko(Mp,bp/xpz(1 —1r2)) x [0(b — b)Ko(Mp_.b\/z2(1 — r2))Io(Mp ,bp\/z(1 —12)) + (bp + b)],
hy(xp,z,bp,b) = Ko(Mp_.b\/xpz(1 —12))
[0(b — bp)Ko(Mp, by/m)Io(Mp,bpy/F) + (bg < b)), k>0
{[%9(19 - bB)Hél)(MBSb\/W)Jo(MBSbB\/W) + (bp < D), k<O
he(xB,2,x3,bp,b3) = [0(bs — bp)Ko(Mp,bs\/xpz(1 —12))Ioy(Mp,bp\/xpz(1 —r?)) + (bp <> b3)]
y {Ko(f(vlf)Bsbgm, 820
5 Hy (Mp,b3\/IB]), B<0
ha(xB,z,x3,bp,b3) = he(xp,z,X3,bp,b3),

(A2)

with the k = (1 —7r2)(xp — 1), B = r2 — (z(1 —r?) +12%3) ()x3 — x), where .J, is the Bessel function and K, Iy are modified

c

Bessel function with Hél) (x) = Jo(z) + iYp(x). The threshold resummation factor S;(z) have been parameterized in [72],
which is:

212 (3 4 ¢)
Val(1+¢)

with the parameter ¢ = 0.04Q?% — 0.51Q + 1.87 and Q% = M3(1 —r?) [73].
For killing the large logarithmic radiative corrections, the hard scale ¢; in the amplitudes are chosen as

to = max{Mp_+/z2(1 —r2),1/b,1/bp},
ty = max{Mp,/|x],1/b,1/bg}, (Ad)
te = max{Mp,_\/xpz(1 — r2), Mp_+/|8],1/b5,1/bs},

tg = tc|X3~>X3-

Si(x) = [z(1 = 2)]% (A3)
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