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Abstract

In this study, we investigate the CP-averaged branching fractions and direct CP asymme-

tries in the quasi-two-body decays B → P( f0(980) →)(K+K−,π+π−) within the framework of

perturbative QCD approach, where P denotes light pseudoscalar mesons (π , K). The timelike

form factor FS(ω), characterizing final-state interactions between collinear particles in the reso-

nant region, is modeled through the revised relativistic Breit-Wigner formalism for the S-wave

f0(980) resonance. Within the Gegenbauer moments of the S-wave two-meson distribution am-

plitudes constrained by current data, we predict the branching fractions of B → P( f0(980) →
)(K+K−,π+π−) to lie in the range of 10−8 to 10−6. Our calculations reveal that our theoretical

results for some decay modes exhibit satisfactory agreement with existing measurements from the

BaBar and Belle collaborations. Furthermore, we extract the corresponding branching fractions

of B → P f0(980) decays from the quasi-two-body counterparts B → P( f0(980) →)π+π− rather

than B → P( f0(980) →)K+K−. All predictions are awaiting experimental verification in current

and upcoming collider experiments.
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1 Introduction

Hadronic decays of the B meson provide crucial insights into three key areas: CP violation and the

determination of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix angles [1], the structure of QCD in

the presence of heavy quarks and energetic light particles, and the potential exploration of new physics

beyond the standard Model (SM) in the quark sector. Over the past few decades, experimental data on

non-leptonic B decays has been steadily accumulated from various experiments, including CLEO, the

B-factories BaBar and Belle [2], the Tevatron [3], and LHCb [4]. Furthermore, the Belle II experiment

is poised to conduct high-precision analyses of non-leptonic B decays [5].

Due to significant combinatorial backgrounds, research on charmless B decays has largely fo-

cused on two-body decay processes. However, in recent years, there has been growing interest in

three-body B decays, both experimentally and theoretically (for reviews, see [6, 7]). In contrast to

two-body decays, where the kinematics are completely determined, the amplitude of a three-body

decay depends on two invariant masses (e.g., s12 and s13), defined as si j ≡ (pi + p j)
2. The allowed

kinematic configurations define a triangular region in the s12-s13 plane. This region is commonly

represented by a Dalitz plot [8], a powerful tool widely used in both experimental and theoretical

analyses of three-body decays. The Dalitz plot allows us to distinguish between resonant and non-

resonant contributions, offering valuable insights into the dynamics of the decay process. Typically,

the Dalitz plot is divided into distinct regions based on the kinematic characteristics of the decay.

The central region corresponds to non-resonant contributions, where the three final-state particles are

emitted with roughly equal energy (E ∼ mB/3). The three corners of the plot correspond to kinemat-

ics in which one final particle is nearly at rest, while the other two move back-to-back with energy

E ∼ mB/2. The edges of the Dalitz plot represent cases where two final-state particles are collinear,

with the third particle recoiling. In these edges, the two collinear particles may originate from an

intermediate resonance. Studying the edges of the Dalitz plot is crucial for probing the properties of

these resonances.

Given the significant physical importance of studying three-body decays of B mesons, several the-

oretical methods have been developed to investigate this phenomenon. These include QCD factoriza-

tion [9–15], the perturbative QCD (PQCD) approach [16–21], and symmetry-based methods [22–25].

These approaches offer complementary tools for understanding the complex dynamics of three-body

decays, providing valuable insights into both the structure of resonances and potential contributions

from final-state interactions.

These decays not only offer a broader understanding of B meson decay mechanisms but also
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provide valuable insights into the nature of the resonances involved, many of which are still not fully

understood. For example, the complex quark structure of light hadrons has remained a topic of active

debate for years [26], despite the notable success of the constituent quark model. Specifically, f0(980)

is a scalar particle with a mass around 980 MeV, and it has been the subject of extensive research due

to its peculiar properties and its role in hadronic physics [27]. Its nature remains an open question,

with various competing models proposed to explain its characteristics, such as being a conventional

quark-antiquark state [28], a meson-meson molecule [29], or a tetraquark state [30]. In three-body

decays like B → P( f0(980) →)P(K+K−,π+π−), the f0(980) acts as an intermediate state, and its

contributions to the decay amplitude can reveal crucial information about its properties. The decays

of B mesons into final states involving this resonance provide a direct probe of the internal structure

and dynamics of the f0(980).

In recent years, measurements of various decays, including B → πππ , B → Kππ , B → πKK, and

B → KKK, by the BaBar [31–38], Belle [39–44], and LHCb [45–53] collaborations have sparked

significant theoretical interest in understanding three-body hadronic B meson decays and exploring

the nature of light hadrons. Experimentally, these decays are known to be dominated by low-energy

resonances in the ππ and KK channels. In the invariant mass distribution of π+π− (or π0π0), a

cusp-like structure followed by a disappearance around 1 GeV is observed, which may be associated

with the scalar meson f0(980), while an enhancement near the K+K− (or KK) threshold has also

been found. Motivated by these observations, we shall investigate the edges of the Dalitz plot for

the processes B → πππ , B → Kππ , B → πKK, and B → KKK decays within the PQCD approach,

aiming to probe potential insights into the nature of the f0(980) and to test the applicability of the

PQCD approach in calculating three-body decays of B mesons.

The present paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we give a brief introduction for the theoretical

framework. The numerical results and some discussions will be given in Sec. 3. At last, we summarize

this work in Sec. 4.

2 The Decay Formalism and Wave Functions

The description of three-body B meson decays remains largely model-dependent, with approaches

such as the isobar model [54] and the K-matrix formalism [55] playing a central role. These models

effectively capture the resonant contributions, while non-resonant contributions are often described

using empirical distributions. In experimental and theoretical analyses, the isobar model, commonly

applied to the Dalitz plot, represents the total decay amplitude as a coherent sum of amplitudes from
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N individual decay channels:

A =
N

∑
j=1

c jA j, (1)

where c j are complex coefficients that determine the relative magnitude and phase of each decay chan-

nel. Unlike two-body B meson decays, the interference between different channels could introduces

a new source of CP asymmetry in the SM.

For the B → P(K+K−,π+π−) decays involving the f0(980) resonance, the resonant decay ampli-

tude A j can be calculated perturbatively within the PQCD approach. The resonant contributions are

associated with the edges of the Dalitz plot, where two particles move collinearly with large energy,

while the bachelor meson also recoils with high energy. The low-energy interactions between the two

particles flying collinearly give rise to resonance formation. Therefore, these decays are similar to

two-body decays, but with two meson pairs instead of a single meson. Conceptually, the factorization

approach for two-body decays can also be extended to handle quasi-two-body B meson decays in-

volving an intermediate resonance. However, this extension requires more complex hadronic inputs,

such as a two-meson distribution amplitude. In the PQCD framework, the decay amplitude of the

quasi-two-body decay can be decomposed as a convolution:

A ∼ ΦB ⊗ΦM1
⊗ΦM2M3

⊗H, (2)

where H is the hard kernel, which is perturbatively calculable. ΦB is the wave function of the B

meson, and ΦM1
is the wave function of the bachelor meson. The new introduced ΦM2M3

is the two-

meson wave function, which represents the new, complicated hadronic input. It is important to note

that the two-meson wave function has not yet been studied from first principles, so it can only be

determined phenomenologically at present.

To perturbatively calculate the decay amplitude A j for B → P(K+K−,π+π−) decays involving

the f0(980) resonance, the first step is to present the effective Hamiltonian for the weak interaction,

which governs the hard kernel H. The effective Hamiltonian can be written as [56]:

He f f =
GF√

2

{

V ∗
ubVud(s)(C1O1 +C2O2)−V ∗

tbVtd(s)

10

∑
i=3

CiOi

}

, (3)

where VUD are the relevant CKM matrix elements. The operators O1−10(µ) represent local four-quark

operators that describe the quasi-two-body B → P(K+K−,π+π−) decays, and they are grouped into

three distinct categories:

• Current-Current Operators

O1 = (b̄αuβ )V−A(ūβ qα)V−A, (4)
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O2 = (b̄αuα)V−A(ūβ qβ )V−A, (5)

with q = d,s quark,

• QCD Penguin Operators

O3 = (b̄αqα)V−A ∑
q′
(q̄′β q′β )V−A, (6)

O4 = (b̄αqβ )V−A ∑
q′
(q̄′β q′α)V−A, (7)

O5 = (b̄αqα)V−A ∑
q′
(q̄′β q′β )V+A, (8)

O6 = (b̄αqβ )V−A ∑
q′
(q̄′β q′α)V+A, (9)

• Electroweak Penguin Operators

O7 =
3

2
(b̄αqα)V−A ∑

q′
eq′(q̄

′
β q′β )V+A, (10)

O8 =
3

2
(b̄αqβ )V−A ∑

q′
eq′(q̄

′
β q′α)V+A, (11)

O9 =
3

2
(b̄αqα)V−A ∑

q′
eq′(q̄

′
β q′β )V−A, (12)

O10 =
3

2
(b̄αqβ )V−A ∑

q′
eq′(q̄

′
β q′α)V−A. (13)

The subscripts α and β represent the color indices. The active quarks q′ at the scale mb, with charge

eq′ , include q′ = u,d,s quarks in this work. The left-handed current (b̄αqα)V−A is given by the

explicit expression b̄αγµ(1−γ5)qα , while the right-handed current (q̄′β q′β )V+A is q̄′β γµ(1+γ5)q
′
β . For

convenience, the combined Wilson coefficients ai are defined as:

a1 =C2 +C1/3,

a2 =C1 +C2/3,

ai =Ci +Ci+1/3, i = 3,5,7,9;

a j =C j +C j−1/3. j = 4,6,8,10. (14)

The wave functions in the factorization formula of eq. (2) serve as crucial inputs in the PQCD

approach, directly influencing the precision of the theoretical predictions. Therefore, employing the

appropriate wave functions is of importance in our calculations. The wave function of the B mesons,

ΦB, and the wave function ΦM1
for the light bachelor mesons (K and π) have been well-determined

and are widely used in analyses of two-body B → PP,PV,VV decays [57–60]. Since these are already

5



well-established, we will not revisit them in this work. However, the two-meson wave functions

ΦM2M3
, which represent new and more complicated hadronic inputs, must be discussed in detail.

To analyze the three-body B → P(K+K−,π+π−) decays with the f0(980) scalar resonance as the

intermediate state, appropriate S-wave two-meson wave functions are required for both the KK and

ππ pairs. It’s important to note that the theoretical description of the two-meson wave function is still

in the modeling phase. This means that accurate wave functions are not yet available from a QCD-

inspired approach, and their forms are instead determined phenomenologically, with the parameters

constrained by matching available experimental measurements. For the S-wave two-meson wave

function, following the phenomenological analysis in [61–64], it can be expanded as:

ΦS =
1

2
√

Nc

[

P/φS(z,ζ ,ω)+ωφ s
S(z,ζ ,ω)+ω(n/v/−1)φ t

S(z,ζ ,ω)

]

, (15)

where P and ω denote the momentum and the invariant mass of the two-meson pair, respectively,

with P2 = ω2. The vectors n = (1,0,0T) and v = (0,1,0T ) are dimensionless light-like vectors. The

functions φS and φ s,t
S represent the twist-2 and twist-3 light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs), re-

spectively. The parameter z is the momentum fraction of the spectator quark, and ξ is the momentum

fraction of one meson in the two-meson pair.

Following the expansion of the LCDA for mesons, the LCDAs for the two-meson pair can also be

expressed in terms of Gegenbauer polynomials with their corresponding Gegenbauer moments:

φS(z,ξ ,ω) =
6

2
√

2NC

FS(ω)z(1− z)
[

B1C
3/2
1 (1−2z)+B3C

3/2
3 (1−2z)

]

, (16)

φ s
S(z,ξ ,ω) =

1

2
√

2Nc

FS(ω), (17)

φ t
S(z,ξ ,ω) =

1

2
√

2NC

FS(ω)(1−2z), (18)

where C
3/2

1,3 (1− 2z) are the Gegenbauer polynomials, and B1,3 represent the corresponding Gegen-

bauer moments. It should be noted that the twist-3 LCDAs provided here are set to be the asymp-

totic forms, which are sufficiently accurate for this analysis. As aforementioned, the study of the

two-meson wave function is still in the phenomenological stage, and the values of the Gegenbauer

moments B1,3 are determined through a combination of theoretical modeling and current experimen-

tal data. In this work, we adopt B1 = −0.8 and B3 = 0.2 for KK pair [19, 65], and B1 = −0.8 and

B3 = 0.72 for ππ pair [66]. Notably, the values of the Gegenbauer moments for the KK pair differ

significantly from those for the ππ pair. This difference arises because the K meson is more mas-

sive than the π meson. When the combined mass of the two K mesons approaches the mass of the

intermediate resonance, the behavior of the wave function is substantially affected, particularly for

6



the f0(980) resonance. In addition, in Ref. [19], we had investigated the quasi-two-body B → KKK

decays with the intermediate f0(980) resonance, where we approximated by neglecting both the mass

of the final K meson and the C
3/2

3 (1−2z) term in the twist-2 LCDA φS(z,ξ ,ω). In the current work,

we update this analysis by including the mass of the K meson and incorporating a more accurate

treatment of the LCDAs for the KK pair, specifically including the C
3/2

3 (1−2z) term.

In contrast to the LCDA of meson, the time-like form factor FS(ω) is introduced in our descrip-

tion of LCDA of meson-pair. It is important to note that the interpretation of this form factor is

still in the modeling stage. The relativistic Breit-Wigner (RBW) model [67] is widely used in ex-

perimental analyses and theoretical descriptions and has been successful for resonances with narrow

widths. However, the RBW model fails to adequately describe FS(ω) for the f0(980) resonance, as

it exhibits an anomalous structure near 980 MeV, corresponding to an enhancement from the KK

system observed in ππ scattering [68,69]. This structure can be interpreted as a resonance formed by

a combination of two channels. Consequently, the Flatté form has been proposed to better describe

the time-like form factor of the f0(980) resonance [70–72]. For the Flatté form, we adopt the updated

expression from Ref. [72]:

FS(ω) =
m2

f0

m2
f0
−ω2 − im f0

(gππρππ +gKKρKKFKK)
. (19)

where gππ and gKK are the coupling constants of the f0(980) to the ππ and KK channels, respectively.

The phase space factors ρππ and ρKK are typically modeled as:

ρππ =

√

1− 4m2
π

ω2
, ρKK =

√

1− 4m2
K

ω2
. (20)

The factor FKK = e−αq2
, introduced in Ref. [71], is used to suppress the KK contribution, with the

parameter α ≈ 2.0 GeV−2 and q being the momentum of each kaon in the KK rest frame.

P

P

P

P

f0(980)

Figure 1: Typical Feynman diagrams for the quasi-two-body decays B → P f0(980) → PK+K− in

PQCD, in which the symbol ⊗ stands for the weak vertex, × denotes possible attachments of hard

gluons, and the green rectangle represents intermediate states f0(980).
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In Figure. 1, we present the Feynman diagrams contributing to the quasi-two-body decay at the

leading order in PQCD approach, by taking B → P( f0(980)→)K+K− as an example. By applying

the factorization formula and using the wave functions of both the initial and final states, we can

analytically calculate the decay amplitudes, and they are expressed as follows:

A [B0 → K0( f0(qq̄)→)PP] =
GF

2

{

V ∗
ubVus

[

C2MLL
K

]

−V ∗
tbVts

[

(

a4 −
a10

2

)

FLL
PP +

(

a6 −
a8

2

)

FSP
PP

+

(

2C4 +
C10

2

)

MLL
K +

(

2C6 +
C8

2

)

MSP
K +

(

C3 −
C9

2

)

MPP

+

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

MLR
PP +

(

a4 −
a10

2

)

ALL
PP +

(

a4 −
a8

2

)

ASP
PP

+

(

C3 −
C9

2

)

W LL
PP +

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

W LR
PP

]}

, (21)

A [B0 → K0( f0(ss̄)→)PP] = −GF√
2

V ∗
tbVts

[

(

a6 −
a8

2

)

FSP
K +

(

C3 +C4 −
C9

2
− C10

2

)

MLL
K

+

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

MLR
K +

(

C6 −
C8

2

)

MSP
K +

(

a4 −
a10

2

)

ALL
K

+
(

a6 −
a8

2

)

ASP
K +

(

C3 −
C9

2

)

W LL
K +

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

W LR
K

]

, (22)

A [B0 → π0( f0(qq̄)→)PP] =
GF

2
√

2

{

V ∗
ubVud

[

a2

(

FLL
PP +ALL

π +ALL
PP

)

+C2

(

MLL
PP−MLL

π +W LL
π +W LL

PP

)

]

−V ∗
tbVtd

[

(

−a4 −
3a7

2
+

4C9

3
+a10

)

FLL
PP +

(a8

2
−a6

)

FSP
PP

−
(

a6 −
a8

2

)

FSP
π −

(

C3 +2C4 −
C9

2
+

C10

2

)

MLL
π −

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

MLR
π

−
(

2C6 +
C8

2

)

MSP
π +

(

3a10

2
−C3

)

MLL
PP+

(

C7

2
−C5

)

MLR
PP

+
3C8

2
MSP

PP +

(

−a4

2
− 3a7

4
+

5C9

6
+

C10

2

)

(

ALL
π +ALL

PP

)

+
(a8

4
− a6

2

)

(

ASP
π +ASP

PP

)

+

(

3a10

4
− C3

2

)

(

W LL
π +W LL

PP

)

+

(

C7 −
C5

2

)

(

W LR
π +W LR

PP

)

+
3C8

4

(

W SP
π +W SP

PP

)

]}

, (23)

A [B0 → π0( f0(ss̄)→)PP] = −GF

2
V ∗

tbVtd

[(

C4 −
C10

2

)

MLL
π +

(

C6 −
C8

2

)

MSP
π

]

, (24)

A [B+ → π+( f0(qq̄)→)PP] =
GF

2

{

V ∗
ubVud

[

a1

(

FLL
PP +ALL

PP+ALL
π

)

+C1

(

MLL
PP+W LL

PP +W LL
π

)

+C2MLL
π

]

−V ∗
tbVtd

[

(a4 +a10)FLL
PP +(a6 +a8)FSP

PP +
(

a6 −
a8

2

)

FSP
π

+(C3 +C9)MLL
PP+(C5 +C7)MLR

PP +

(

C3 +2C4 −
C9

2
− C10

2

)

MLL
π

+

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

MLR
π +

(

2C6 +
C8

2

)

MSP
π +(a4 +a10)

(

ALL
PP +ALL

π

)
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+(a6 +a8)
(

ASP
PP+ASP

π

)

+(C3 +C9)
(

W LL
PP +W LL

π

)

+(C5 +C7)
(

W LR
PP +W LR

π

)

]

}

, (25)

A [B+ → π+( f0(ss̄)→)PP] = −GF√
2

V ∗
tbVtd

[

(

C4 −
C10

2

)

MLL
π +

(

C6 −
C8

2

)

MSP
π

]

, (26)

A [B+ → K+( f0(qq̄)→)PP] =
GF

2

{

V ∗
ubVus

[

a1

(

FLL
PP +A

LL
PP

)

+C1

(

MLL
PP +W LL

PP

)

+C2MLL
K

]

−V ∗
tbVts

[

(a4 +a10)
(

FLL
PP +ALL

PP

)

+(a6 +a8)
(

FSP
PP +ASP

PP

)

+(C3 +C9)
(

MLL
PP +W LL

PP

)

+(C5 +C7)
(

MLR
PP +W LR

PP

)

+

(

2C4 +
C10

2

)

MLL
K +

(

2C6 +
C8

2

)

MSP
K

]}

, (27)

A [B+ → K+( f0(ss̄)→)PP] =
GF√

2

{

V ∗
ubVus

[

a1ALL
K +C1W

LL
K

]

−V ∗
tbVts

[

(

a6 −
a8

2

)

FSP
K

+

(

C3 +C4 −
C9

2
− C10

2

)

MLL
K +

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

MLR
K

+

(

C6 −
C8

2

)

MSP
K +(a4 +a10)ALL

K +(a6 +a8)ASP
K

+(C3 +C9)W LL
K +(C5 +C7)MLR

K

]

}

(28)

A [Bs → π0( f0(qq̄)→)PP] =
GF

2
√

2

{

V ∗
ubVus

[

a2(A
LL
π +ALL

PP)+C2(W
LL
π +W LL

PP )

]

−V ∗
tbVts

[

(

3C9

2
+

C10

2

)

(

ALL
π +ALL

PP

)

+

(

3C7

2
+

C8

2

)

(

ALR
π +ALR

PP

)

+
3C10

2

(

W LL
π +W LL

PP

)

+
3C8

2

(

W SP
π +W SP

PP

)

]}

, (29)

A [Bs → π0( f0(ss̄)→)PP] =
GF

2

{

V ∗
ubVus

[

a2FLL
PP +C2MLL

PP

]

−V ∗
tbVts

[

3C8

2
MSP

PP +
3C10

2
MLL

PP

+

(

3C9

2
+

C10

2
− 3C7

2
− C8

2

)

FLL
PP

]}

, (30)

A [Bs → K̄0( f0(qq̄)→)PP] =
GF

2

{

V ∗
ubVud

[

C2MLL
K

]

−V ∗
tbVtd

[

(

a6 −
a8

2

)

FSP
K

+

(

C3 +2C4 −
C9

2
− C10

2

)

MLL
K +

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

MLR
K

+(2C6 +
C8

2
)MSP

K +
(

a4 −
a10

2

)

ALL
K +

(

a6 −
a8

2

)

FSP
K

+

(

C3 −
C9

2

)

W LL
K +

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

W LR
K

]}

, (31)

A [Bs → K̄0( f0(ss̄)→)PP] = −GF√
2

V ∗
tbVtd

[

(

a4 −
a10

2

)

FLL
PP +

(

a6 −
a8

2

)

FSP
PP +

(

C3 −
C9

2

)

MLL
PP

9



+

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

MLR
PP +

(

a4 −
a10

2

)

ALL
PP +

(

a6 −
a8

2

)

ASP
PP

+

(

C3 −
C9

2

)

W LL
PP +

(

C5 −
C7

2

)

W LR
PP

+

(

C4 −
C10

2

)

MLL
K +

(

C6 −
C8

2

)

MSP
K

]

, (32)

with PP = K+K−/π+π−. In these decay amplitudes, the symbols F , M, A, and W represent the

contributions from different diagram types: factorizable emission diagrams, hard-rescattering emis-

sion diagrams, W -boson annihilation diagrams, and W -boson exchange diagrams, respectively. The

subscript PP(K/π) indicates that the recoiling meson is either a KK/ππ pair or a single K/π meson.

Meanwhile, the superscript LL/LR/SP denotes the contributions from the different operator struc-

tures: (V − A)(V − A), (V − A)(V + A), and (S−P)(S+ P), respectively. For simplicity, the full

expressions for these amplitudes are not provided here but can be found in our earlier work [19]. For

the S-wave resonant contribution from the f0(980) resonance, the amplitude FLL
K/π vanishes due to

charge conjugation invariance or the conservation of the vector current for the neutral scalar structure.

Incorporating the mixing of the f0(980) and σ meson systems, the decay amplitude for the quasi-

two-body B → K/π( f0(980)→)P2P3 decays can be written as:

A [B → K/π( f0(980)→)P2P3] = A [B → K/π( f0(qq̄)→)P2P3]cosθ

+A [B → K/π( f0(ss̄)→)P2P3]sinθ , (33)

where θ is the mixing angle. The measurement and constraints on the angle θ were extensively

reviewed in Refs. [73, 74]. In Ref. [45], the LHCb collaboration analyzed the resonant components

in B
0 → J/ψπ+π− decays involving the f0(980) resonance, establishing an upper limit of |θ |< 30◦.

Additionally, Ref. [75] investigated hadronic B-decays to scalar mesons and determined θ = 17◦, a

value that yields branching fractions for B → f0(980)K in good agreement with experimental data. In

light of this consistency, we adopt θ = 17◦ from [75] for our numerical calculations.

3 Numerical Results and Discussions

We begin this section by introducing the parameters used in our numerical calculations, including

the masses of the initial and final state mesons, the decay constants, the lifetimes of the B(s) mesons,

the QCD scale, and the CKM matrix elements. The values of these parameters are summarized

below [26],

mB = 5.279GeV, mBs
= 5.366GeV, mπ+/π0 = 139/135MeV, mK+/K0 = 494/497MeV,
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τB+/B0/Bs
= 1.638/1.519/1.520ps, Vud = 0.97435±0.00016, Vus = 0.22500±0.00067,

Vub = 0.00369±0.00011, Vtd = 0.00857+0.00020
−0.00018, Vts = 0.04110+0.00083

−0.00072,

Vtb = 0.999118+0.000031
−0.000036, Λ

f=4
QCD = 0.25GeV, fB(s)

= 0.19/0.23GeV. (34)

Using the analytical decay amplitudes presented in Sec. 2 and the input parameters, we cal-

culate the CP-averaged branching fractions and direct CP asymmetries of the B → P( f0(980) →
)(K+K−,π+π−) decays, which are summarized in Table. 1. To assess the theoretical uncertainties,

we consider three types of errors in our calculations. The first type arises from the nonperturbative pa-

rameters of the initial and final state mesons, such as the shape parameters and Gegenbauer moments

in the wave functions of the B, K, π , KK pair, and ππ pair. This also includes the decay constants,

fB = 0.19±0.02 GeV for the B meson and fBs
= 0.23±0.02 GeV for the Bs meson. The second type

of errors is estimated by varying the factorization scale t from 0.8t to 1.2t and adjusting the ΛQCD from

0.2 GeV to 0.3 GeV to account for uncertainties due to higher-order QCD radiative corrections and

higher power corrections. Finally, we consider the uncertainties associated with the CKM matrix ele-

ments. The results show that the first type of uncertainty dominates the uncertainties in the branching

fractions, as the LCDAs are the primary inputs in the PQCD approach. However, this uncertainty is

expected to decrease as experimental measurements improve and theoretical understanding advances.

In contrast, for the direct CP asymmetries, the second type of error is more significant, as higher-order

corrections directly affect the strong phase. Since the uncertainties from the wave functions largely

cancel out in the calculation of the direct CP asymmetry, they have a reduced impact on these results.

From Table 1, it is evident that the branching fractions for B → K( f0(980)→)(K+K−,π+π−) are

significantly larger than those for B → π( f0(980)→)(K+K−,π+π−), which were first measured with

high precision by the BaBar and Belle experiments. This difference can be understood by examining

the branching fractions for the corresponding two-body decays. The branching fractions for B →
K f0(980) are notably larger than those for B → π f0(980) in both the QCD factorization (QCDF)

[75] and PQCD approaches [77, 78]. For instance, considering the decays B0 → K0 f0(980) and

B0 → π0 f0(980), the branching fractions in both the QCDF and PQCD approaches are as follows:

BF[B0 → K0 f0(980)] = (14.8+1.7+1.1+28.6
−1.6−1.6−10.2)×10−6, (QCDF)

BF [B0 → π0 f0(980)] = (0.08+0.01+0.01+0.08
−0.01−0.01−0.03)×10−6, (QCDF)

BF[B0 → K0 f0(980)] = (13 ∼ 16)×10−6, (PQCD)

BF [B0 → π0 f0(980)] = (0.26±0.06)×10−6. (PQCD)

In addition, we also find that the branching fractions for B+,0 → K+,0( f0(980)→)(K+K−,π+π−)
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Table 1: The flavour-averaged branching ratios (in 10−6) and the localed direct CP asymmetries (in %) of the B(s) → P( f0(980)→)KK/ππ decays

in PQCD approach, together with the experimental data [33, 34, 38–41, 76].For comparison we also list the predictions from a model based on the

factorization approach (MFA) [12]

Decay Modes PQCD EXP MFA Adir
CP

B0 → K0(K+K−) 8.22+3.68+2.56+0.14
−2.95−2.45−0.38 7.0+2.6

−1.8 ±2.4 5.8+0.0+0.1+0.0
−0.0−0.5−0.0 0.03+1.29+0.45+0.97

−1.65−0.26−0.68

B0 → K0(π+π−) 8.77+6.85+3.23+1.50
−5.76−2.83−0.00 8.1±0.8 6.0+0.0+1.5+0.0

−0.0−1.2−0.0 −7.31+30.1+11.1+12.2
−3.02−0.74−0.00

B0 → π0(K+K−) 0.053+0.033+0.018+0.003
−0.021−0.011−0.003 .. ... −4.13+9.14+7.10+3.40

−8.64−9.00−4.11

B0 → π0(π+π−) 0.083+0.108+0.037+0.006
−0.080−0.067−0.005 ... ... −77.7+40.3+7.7+2.1

−15.0−13.6−1.5

B+ → K+(K+K−) 8.50+3.83+2.51+0.23
−3.05−2.34−0.42 9.4±1.6±2.8 11.2+0.0+2.7+0.0

−0.0−2.1−0.0 −3.89+1.24+0.74+0.64
−1.49−2.56−0.03

B+ → K+(π+π−) 10.51+8.89+4.36+0.38
−6.59−3.71−0.10 9.4+1.0

−1.2 6.7+0.0+1.6+0.0
−0.0−1.3−0.0 −8.93+19.4+8.32+0.00

−3.35−22.4−3.14

B+ → π+(K+K−) 0.23+0.09+0.03+0.01
−0.08−0.03−0.02 ... 0.25+0.00+0.01+0.00

−0.00−0.01−0.00 70.5+13.8+4.25+3.34
−6.92−1.41−0.00

B+ → π+(π+π−) 0.63+0.41+0.13+0.10
−0.20−0.02−0.00 < 1.5 0.2+0.0+0.0+0.0

−0.0−0.0−0.0 83.5+15.1+4.86+0.41
−20.1−18.2−8.31

Bs → K
0
(K+K−) 0.16+0.08+0.04+0.00

−0.07−0.03−0.00 ... ... 11.9+17.8+8.17+3.55
−6.65−0.00−0.04

Bs → K
0
(π+π−) 0.64+0.42+0.23+0.02

−0.25−0.15−0.00 ... ... −53.0+47.1+21.9+8.12
−5.73−0.00−0.00

Bs → π0(K+K−) 0.023+0.011+0.003+0.000
−0.007−0.003−0.000 ... ... −0.21+2.07+4.68+0.00

−3.51−10.5−0.42

Bs → π0(π+π−) 0.041+0.029+0.012+0.001
−0.023−0.007−0.002 ... ... −84.3+53.6+31.4+5.3

−15.7−15.7−5.7

1
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decays are larger than those for Bs → K
0
( f0(980)→)(K+K−,π+π−), primarily due to the suppres-

sion of the Bs decays by the CKM element Vtd , in contrast to the enhancement of B+,0) decays by

Vts. The branching fractions for Bs → π0( f0(980) →)(K+K−,π+π−) are similar to those of B0 →
π0( f0(980)→)(K+K−,π+π−), but smaller than the enhanced B+ → π+( f0(980)→)(K+K−,π+π−)

decays, which benefit from the isospin factor
√

2 and larger color-allowed tree contributions. For the

Bu,d,s → π( f0(980) →)π+π− decays, the branching fractions are too small to be measurable, al-

though they exhibit large local direct CP asymmetries. Therefore, we suggest experiments focus on

measuring these direct CP asymmetries. In contrast, the B → K( f0(980)→)(K+K−,π+π−) decays

have very small direct CP asymmetries due to the suppression of tree operator contributions by the

CKM elements Vub and Vus, as well as the mixing angle θ = 17◦ of the f0(980). Since the direct

CP asymmetry depends on the interference between tree and penguin contributions, the suppression

results in a very small asymmetry. For the Bs → K
0
( f0(980) →)π+π− decays, the central value

of the direct CP asymmetry is around −53.0%, and the uncertainty is remarkable. We emphasize

again that the theoretical description of three-body B decays is still at the modeling stage, with the

two-meson wave functions remaining model-dependent and the QCD-based wave function not yet

available. Consequently, the large uncertainties introduced by the current two-meson wave functions

affect the precision of the theoretical calculations.

Under the narrow-width approximation (NWA), the relation between the three-body resonant B

decays and the corresponding two-body decays is given by:

BF [B → P1R → P1P2P3]≈ BF[B → P1R]×BF[R → P2P3], (35)

where R represents the intermediate resonance. Based on this approximation and the theoretical pre-

dictions for the three-body B → K/π( f0(980)→)π+π− decays, we can roughly estimate the branch-

ing fractions of the corresponding two-body B → K(π) f0(980) decays. To perform this estimation,

we need the branching fraction for f0(980)→ π+π− as an input. Since there are no precise measure-

ments for the branching fraction of f0(980) decaying into π+π−, we follow the approach suggested

in Ref. [75] and use the BES measurements [79] on the ratio:

Γ( f0(980)→ ππ)

Γ( f0(980)→ ππ)+Γ( f0(980)→ KK)
= 0.75+0.11

−0.13. (36)

Assuming that the decays of f0(980) are predominantly into ππ and KK states, and applying isospin

symmetry, the branching fraction is determined as [75]:

BF[ f0(980)→ π+π−] = 0.50+0.07
−0.09, (37)
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which is in good agreement with the LHCb measurement of BF[ f0(980) → π+π−] = 0.46± 0.06

from Ref. [45]. With this, we can estimate the branching fractions for the B → K(π) f0(980) decays

using the narrow-width approximation:

BF [B0 → K0 f0(980)] ≈

BF[B0 → K0( f0(980)→)π+π−]
BF[ f0(980)→ π+π−]

≈ (17.54+15.36
−11.67)×10−6

BF[B0 → π0 f0(980)] ≈

BF[B0 → π0( f0(980)→)π+π−]
BF[ f0(980)→ π+π−]

≈ (0.17+0.23
−0.15)×10−6

BF[B+ → K+ f0(980)] ≈

BF[B+ → K+( f0(980)→)π+π−]
BF [ f0(980)→ π+π−]

≈ (21.02+19.80
−15.10)×10−6

BF[B+ → π+ f0(980)] ≈

BF[B+ → π+( f0(980)→)π+π−]
BF[ f0(980)→ π+π−]

≈ (1.26+0.88
−0.40)×10−6

BF[Bs → K
0

f0(980)] ≈

BF[Bs → K
0
( f0(980)→)π+π−]

BF[ f0(980)→ π+π−]
≈ (1.28+0.94

−0.58)×10−6

BF[Bs → π0 f0(980)] ≈

BF[Bs → π0( f0(980)→)π+π−]
BF[ f0(980)→ π+π−]

≈ (0.082+0.062
−0.048)×10−6. (38)

These results are consistent with the predictions from both QCDF [75] and the previous PQCD ap-

proach [77, 78]. They are expected to be experimentally measurable in the near future.

It is crucial to emphasize that we did not use the B → P( f0(980)→)K+K− decays to extract the

branching fractions of the two-body B → P f0(980) decays. This issue was addressed in our previous

study on B → KKK decays [19], which aligns with the discussion in Ref. [80]. We explained that

NWA is valid only when the decays B → P1R and R → P2P3 are kinematically allowed, and when the

resonance width is small. However, in the case of f0(980)→K+K−, the kinematics do not permit this

decay, or it is effectively forbidden. As a result, in the three-body decay B → P( f0(980)→)K+K−,

the width of the resonance cannot be neglected. This means that the intermediate f0(980) is off-

shell, and we cannot apply the NWA to factorize the decay rate, i.e., Γ[B → P f0(980)→ PK+K−] 6=
Γ[B→ P f0(980)]×Γ[ f0(980)→KK]. Therefore, using NWA to extract the branching fractions of the

corresponding two-body decays is not feasible. In contrast, since f0(980)→ π+π− is kinematically

allowed, it is more appropriate to use decays like B → Pπ+π− rather than B → PK+K− to extract the

branching fractions for B → P f0(980) decays, assuming the branching ratio BF[ f0(980)→ π+π−] is

known.

4 Summary

In this work, we calculate the quasi-two-body decays B → P f0(980) → P(K+K−,π+π−) , where

P = K,π , within the PQCD approach. We apply the updated relativistic Breit-Wigner formula for

the S-wave resonance f0(980) to parameterize the timelike form factors Fs(ω), which encapsulate the
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final-state interactions between the collinear mesons in the resonant regions. Using the Gegenbauer

moments of the S-wave meson pair distribution amplitudes, we predict the branching fractions and

direct CP asymmetries for the B → P f0(980) → P(K+K−,π+π−) channels, and compare the dif-

ferential branching fractions with available experimental data. While data is currently limited, the

PQCD predictions generally agree with the existing measurements. Under the narrow-width approx-

imation, we extract the branching fractions of the corresponding two-body decays B → P f0(980)

from the quasi-two-body decay modes B → P( f0(980) →)π+π−, with the related branching frac-

tions being consistent with previous studies and experimental data. We also note that the narrow-

width approximation is not valid for extracting branching fractions from the quasi-two-body decay

B → P f0(980)→ PK+K− due to kinematical reasons. More precise data from LHCb and future Belle

II experiments will provide further tests of our predictions.
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