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Abstract
By employing the perturbative QCD(pQCD) factorization approach, we calculated the partial
next-to-leading order (NLO) contributions to B, — PP decays ( P = m, K,n"") ), coming from
the QCD vertex corrections, the quark-loops and the chromo-magnetic penguins. we found
numerically that (a) for three measured decays B — K+t7n~, K™K~ and 77—, the consistency
between the pQCD predictions and the measured values are improved effectively by the inclusion
of the NLO contributions; (b) for By — K%} and K7 decays, the NLO enhancements to the
branching ratios can be significant, from ~ 50% to 170%, to be tested by the LHC experiments;
(c) for the CP-violating asymmetries, the leading order pQCD predictions can also be changed
significantly by the inclusion of the NLO contributions; (d) for Bs — K7~ decay, the pQCD
prediction for the direct CP asymmetry is Acg};(és — KT77) = 0.26 & 0.06, which agrees very

well with the only measured value available currently.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The two-body charmless hadronic decays of B or By meson are the good place to test
the Standard Model (SM) and look for the signal of new physics beyond the SM. Since
1999, more than 10° events of BB pair production and decay have been collected and
studied in the B factory experiments. In the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) experiments
(ATLAS, CMS and LHC-b), besides those light B, ; mesons, a huge number of heavier By
meson production and decay events will be collected [1]. The study about the charmless
decays of By meson is therefore becoming more interesting then ever before.

By employing the generalized factorization approach|2, 3] or the QCD factorization
(QCDF) approach [4], about 40 By — MyM3 (M; stands for the light pseudo-scalar or
vector mesons ) decay modes have been studied, for example, in the framework of SM
[5, 16] or in some new physics models beyond the SM [7]. Many Bs meson decays have
also been calculated, on the other hand, by employing the perturbative QCD (pQCD)
factorization approach at leading order [8, 9, [10].

Very recently, some next-to-leading order (NLO) contributions to some B — M;Ms;
decays have been calculated by employing the pQCD approach|11, 12, [13]. One can see
from those studies that the NLO contributions can change significantly the leading order
(LO) pQCD predictions for some decay modes. It is therefore necessary to calculate the
NLO contributions to those two-body charmless B, meson decays, in order to improve
the reliability of the theoretical predictions.

we here focus on the calculations of NLO contributions to By — PP decays ( P =
7, K,n") ) in the pQCD approach. The NLO contributions considered here include: QCD
vertex corrections, the quark-loops and the chromo-magnetic penguins. We expect that
they are the major part of the full NLO contributions in pQCD approach [11]. The
remaining NLO contributions in pQCD approach, such as those from the factorizable
emission diagrams, hard-spectator and annihilation diagrams as illustrated in Figs. 5-7 in
Ref. [13], have not been calculated at present and should be studied as soon as possible.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [T, we give a brief review about the pQCD
factorization approach. In Sec. [Tl we calculate analytically the relevant Feynman di-
agrams and present the various decay amplitudes for the studied decay modes in the
leading-order. In Sec. [Vl the NLO contributions from the vertex corrections, the quark
loops and the chromo-magnetic penguin amplitudes are evaluated. We calculate and show
the pQCD predictions for the branching ratios and CP violating asymmetries of By — PP
decays in Sec. V. The summary and some discussions are included in the final section.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Decay amplitude in pQCD

In the pQCD approach, the decay amplitude is separated into soft (®,), hard
( H(ki,t) ), and harder( C(My ) ) dynamics characterized by different energy scales

(Agep, t,my, My ) [14]. The decay amplitude A(B — M;Ms) can be written conceptu-
ally as the convolution,

A(B — MyMs;) ~ / d*k1d kod ks Tr [C ()P p (k1) Par, (ko) Pasy (k) H (K1, ko, ks, 1)), (1)
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where k;’s are momenta of light quarks included in each meson, and Tr denotes the trace
over Dirac and color indices. C(t) is the Wilson coefficient evaluated at scale ¢t. The
hard function H(ky, ks, k3, t) describes the four quark operator and the spectator quark
connected by a hard gluon whose ¢? is in the order of AMp, and can be perturbatively
calculated. The function ®,,, is the wave function which describes hadronization of the
quark and anti-quark in the meson M;. While the hard kernel H depends on the processes
considered, the wave function @), is independent of the specific processes. Using the wave
functions determined from other well measured processes, one can make quantitative
predictions here.

Since the b quark inside the B meson is rather heavy, we consider the B meson at
rest for simplicity. Using the light-cone coordinates, we define the emitted meson M,
moving along the direction of n = (1,0,07) and the recoiled meson Mj the direction of
v =(0,1,07). Here we also use x; to denote the momentum fraction of anti-quark in each
meson:

M Mp, Mg
PBS = 75(17170T)7 P2: %(17070T)7 P3: \/%5 (07170T)7
k’l = ([L’lpl—i_, 0, le), k’g = (1'2P2+, O, kgT), k‘g = (O,[L’gpg_, kgT). (2)

Then, the integration over ki, k5, and k3 in eq.(T) will lead to

A ~ dl’ldl'gdl'gbldblbgdbgbgdbg
‘Tr [C(t)‘bB(ZL'l, bl)q)Mg (ZL’Q, bg)q)]\/[(3 (1'3, bg)H([L’Z, bi, t)St(ZL'Z) 6_S(t)} 5 (3)

where b; is the conjugate space coordinate of k;7. The large logarithms (Inmyy /t) coming
from QCD radiative corrections to four quark operators are included in the Wilson coeffi-
cients C(t). The large double logarithms (In® z;) on the longitudinal direction are summed
by the threshold resummation, and they lead to S;(z;) which smears the end-point singu-
larities on z;. The last term, e5® | is the Sudakov form factor which suppresses the soft
dynamics effectively [14].

B. Effective Hamiltonian and Wilson coefficients

For the studied By — PP decays, the weak effective Hamiltonian H sy for b — s
transition can be written as [15]

Mgy = 5 3Vl {[01<u>0%<u> + Calp)OY ()] + 3 Cilp) oz-w)} Y

q=u,c

where Gr = 1.16639 x 107°GeV =2 is the Fermi constant, and Vi; is the Cabbibo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element, C;(u) are the Wilson coefficients evaluated
at the renormalization scale 1 and O;(p) are the four-fermion operators. For the case of
b — d transition, simply makes a replacement of s by d in Eq. (@) and in the expressions
of O;(u) operators, which can be found easily for example in Ref.[15].

In PQCD approach, the energy scale “t” is chosen as the largest energy scale in the
hard kernel H (z;,b;,t) of a given Feynman diagram, in order to suppress the higher order
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corrections and improve the reliability of the perturbative calculation. Here, the scale “t”
may be larger or smaller than the my scale. In the range of t > m,;, the number of active
quarks is Ny = 5, and the renormalization group (RG) running of the Wilson coefficients
C;(t) and LO and NLO level can be written as [15].

Ci(t)20 = U(t, My) 0 C;(My)"©,
Ci(t)NLO = U(t, Mw,a)ijCj<Mw)NLo. (5)

The explicit expressions of CZ.L O’NLO(MW), the RG evolution matrix U(t, My ) and
U(t, My, «) can be found easily, for example, in Refs. [15].

In the range of py <t < my, the number of active quarks is Ny = 4, and we have
similarly

Ci(t)0 = U(t,my)C;(my)"0,
Ci(t)NLO = U(t,mb,a)ijCj(mb)NLO. (6)

According to the analysis in Ref. [13], we believe that it is reasonable to choose po = 1.0
GeV as the lower cut-off of the hard scale ¢, which is also close to the hard-collinear scale

VAmp ~ 1.3 GeV in SCET [16]. In the numerical integrations we will fix the values
C;(t) at C;(1.0) whenever the scale t runs below the scale pp = 1.0 GeV.

C. Wave functions

As usual, we treat the B meson as a very good heavy-light system, and consider only
the contribution of Lorentz structure

1

by = k 7
with
Mg 2* 1
b (2.) = Npa®(1 - 2)exp [— Loy, ®)
wa 2

where wy, is a free parameter and we take w, = 0.5 + 0.05 GeV for B, meson. For a given
wp, the normalization factor Np_ can be determined through the normalization condition

d'k, ~ JB,
/ o () = 22 (9)

with fp, = 230 MeV.
For the n — 7’ system, we employ the quark-flavor mixing scheme: the physical states
n and 7' are related to the flavor states 1, = (ut + dd)/+/2 and 7, = s5 through a single

mixing angle ¢,
n\ [ cos¢ —sing Mg
()= (e ) () w



The relation between the decay constants (f}, f,, ,, f3) and (fy, fs,), the chiral enhance-
ment m{ and m{ associated with the two—parton twist-3 7, and 7, meson distribution
amplitudes (DA’s) have been defined in Ref.[11]. The three relevant input parameters

fq: fs and ¢ have been extracted from the data of the relevant exclusive processes [17]:
fr=(107£0.02)fr, fo=(134£0.06)fr, ¢=239.3°+10° (11)

with f, = 130 MeV.
For the light pseudo-scalar mesons 7 and K, as well as n, and n;,, their wave functions
are the same in form and can be defined as [1§]

(P,z,() = ﬂlTC% [P () + mod™(x) + Cmolibf — 1)) (12)

where P and z are the momentum of the light meson and the momentum fraction of the
quark (or anti-quark) inside the meson, respectively. When the momentum fraction of
the quark (anti-quark) is set to be x, the parameter ¢ should be chosen as +1 (—1).

The expressions of the relevant DA’s of the meson M = (m, K, 1,,7s) are the following
[18]:

Syla) = ?’%xa—x) [1+aC2(0) + 0}l 0371) . (13)
o (z) = %\/_6%) [1 +6 (5773 %7}3&)3 270 2 gpM% ) (1 — 10z + 102%) | (15)
with the mass ratio pyy = (mg/m3, mx/mf ,mqq/mo,mss/mo) for M = (m, K,n4,ns)

respectively |11, [13]. The Gegenbauer moments a! have been chosen as [10]:

I 77q s ULRUE
a; = =0, a3 =ay,"" =044,

al = 0.17, a¥ =0.20. (16)

The values of other parameters are 13 = 0.015 and w = —3.0. At last the Gegenbauer
polynomials C¥(t) in Eqs. (I3{I5) are defined as:

3

) =31, O =568 1), G =S 1), (17)

1/2, 3/2(t) .

with ¢t = 2z — 1. Like Ref. [10], we here also drop the terms proportional to C, in

the LCDA’s for ¢2, ¢F, and ¢ZL..

There are many studies about the distribution amplitudes of light mesons and the
relevant Gagenbauer moments |18]. In recent years, the light-cone distribution amplitudes
have been updated continually[19]. The inclusion of higher order terms and the variations
of the Gegenbauer moments do affect the theoretical predictions for the branching ratios
and CP-violating asymmetries of the considered decays, but the resultant changes of
theoretical predictions are indeed not significant, according to the analysis in Ref. [10].



FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams which may contribute at leading order to BY — PP decays.

III. DECAY AMPLITUDES AT LEADING ORDER

The thirteen B? — PP decays (P = 7, K,n,1') have been studied previously in
Ref. [10] by employing the pQCD factorization approach at leading order. The decay
amplitudes as presented in Ref.[10] are confirmed by our recalculation. In this paper,
we focus on the calculations of some NLO contributions to these decays in the pQCD
factorization approach.

At the leading order, the relevant Feynman diagrams which may contribute to the
BY — PP decays are illustrated in Fig. [l For the sake of completeness, however, we
firstly show the relevant LO decay amplitudes in this section based on our own analytical
calculations.

For BY — K% decays, the LO decay amplitudes are

A(B! = K°n) = A(B{ = K1) cos(¢) — A(BJ — K°,)sin(¢), (18)
A(B? — K%') = A(BY — K,)sin(¢) + A(BY — K°n,) cos(¢), (19)

with
\/EA(BS — Konq) = &u (folFex az + Mg Cs)

1 1 1
=& {queK (20'3 + a4 — 2a5 — 50,7 + 5&9 — 5&10)

1 1 1
+M.x (03 +2Cs +2Cs + 508 - 509 + 5010)

1 1
+fB. Fax (a4 - §CL10) + (fBSFff( + queP;?) (a6 - 5@8)

1 1
+M,x <03 - 5@)) + Mff( <C5 - 507) } ) (20)



1 1

A(Bg - Kons) = =& {steK (a3 — a5+ 5&7 - 5@9)

1
+ (fKFens + +stFaK) <a4 - 50'10)

1 1 1
+ (fKFeI;i + stFff() (06 - 5%) + Mk <C4 + Cs — 508 - 5010)
1 1
+ (Mens + MaK) (Cg — 509) -+ (Me];ls + Mf;{) (C5 — 507

where &, = Vi Vi, & = Vo Vi
For BY — 79" decays, the LO decay amplitudes are
A(J?g — 1) = A(f:?g — 7%n,) cos(¢) — A(?S — 7'n,) sin(¢),
A(B] — 7°1') = A(B] — n°n,) sin(¢) + A(B; — m'n;) cos(¢),

with
A(B] = 7°ng) = &, (fp,Fuy, az + May, Co)
—gfé (5, Fan, (a7 + ag) + My, Cio+ anzn Cs],
A(BY = 7'n5) = &, (faFen, az + Mey, Ca)
~2E foFu, (0 — az) + Moy, (Cs + Cro)]

where &/A = VUqu*su 52 = ‘/tb‘/;t:
For BY — nn,nn’,n'n’ decays, the LO decay amplitudes are

V2A(BY =) = cos®(¢)A(B] = ngny) — sin(20) A(B] = ng1s)
+sin?(¢) A(BY — nyns),
A(B! = ) = [A(B? = ngng) — A(BY = nsns)] cos(¢) sin(¢)
+ cos(2gb)A(BsO — NgNs),
V2A(BY = i) = sin®(¢)A(B° — ngn,) + sin(2¢) A(B° — nyns)
+ cos?(¢) A(BY — nns).

)

(24)

(25)



with
0 ! / 1 1
A(B = ngng) = &, May, Co — & My, | 2C4 +2Cs + 508 + 5010 ; (29)

3 1 1
\/iA(BS = 1g0s) = & (falen, az + Mey, C) — & [anens (2a3 — 2a5 — §a7 + §CL9)

1 1
_'_Mans (204 "‘ 206 + 508 + 5010):| ) (30)

_ 1 1 1
A(Bg — 778775) = _251: [stens <a3 + aq4 — G5 + 50'7 - 5&9 - 50'10)

1
+ (fSFeI;i + stFcf;zS) <a6 — §a8)

1 1 1
+ (Men, + Man,) <03 + G+ Co = 5Cs = 50 = 5010)] . (31)

For B? — K*7~, K°7° K* K~ and K°K" decays, the LO decay amplitudes are
AK ™) = & (faFex a1+ Meg C1) — & {waeK (a4 + aro) + fﬂFeI;% (ag + as)

1 1
+M.x (C3 + Cg) + fBSFaK (CL4 - §a10) + stFaP]% (CLG - §a8)

1 1
+Mux (C3 - 509) + Mff( (Cs - 507) } ) (32)

3 3 1
ﬂA(KOWO) = gu (.waeKa2 + MeKC2) - gt {fﬂ'FeK <—CL4 - 5&7 + 5&9 + 5&10)

1 3 1 3
— (f-Fl2 + f.ElE) <Cl6 - 5%) + Mg (—Cg + 508 + 509 + 5010)

1 1 1
—fB. Fak (a4 — 5%0) — Mo, <C3 — 509) — Mff( ([05 — 507) } . (33)

AKTK™) = &, (fiuFerar + MepCy + My Co)
—& {koek (a4 + aro) + koe],Df (ag + ag)

1
+M,y, (C3 + Cy) + Mefj; (Cs+Cr) + fBSFf,j <a6 — 5ag)

1 1 1
+May, <C3 +Cy — §C9 - 5010) + Mfkl <C5 — 507)

1
ML (CG - 508) + [Mar (Co+ Cho) + M2 (Cs + Cg)}Kﬂ_)K} ,(34)



1

Aol = € { e (a0 Jauo ) + (P2 + 1.2 (0 Jou)

1 1
+Mey, <03 — 509) + (ng + M[ﬁ;) (C5 — 507)

1 1

+ Mo (04 _ 1cw) + {Mf,g (Cﬁ _ 108) HIKO & KO]] } (35)
2 KOo KO 2

The BY — 777~ and B? — 7%7° decays are pure annihilation processes, and the LO
decay amplitudes can be written as:

AB? = nt17) = V2A(B? — 7°7°)
1
= & M,Cy— & [ (204 + Cm) + M!2 (206 + 5(}8)] . (36)

The individual decay amplitudes, such as F.x, F,,, etc., appeared in Eqs. (I8H31), are
obtained by evaluating the corresponding Feynman diagrams analytically. For the B, —
Mj3 transitions, where the meson Mj3 absorbed the spectator s quark, the corresponding
decay amplitudes can be written as

1 [e'9)
F’e]u3 = SWCFMé5/ dIldI3/ bldblbgdbggst(SL’l,bl)
0 0

AL+ 23) @5 (w3) + 13(1 — 2w3) (5 (23) + 05 (23))]
ag(ty ) he (1, x5, by, bs) exp[—Sap(ty)]
+2r3¢% (23) - s (t2) he (23, 71, b3, by) exp[—Sab(tg)]} , (37)

1 0o
FGI;@B = 167TCFMéST’2/ dl’ldl’g/ bldblbgdb3¢Bs(l’1,b1)
0 0

’ { [%4(5”3) + 7“3(2 + 933)¢?],3(933) - 7“3933¢§(173)}
s (t) he (21, 3, by, b3) exp[—Sa ()]

€

+2T3¢§(I3)O&s (tg)he(l’g, xy, bg, bl) exp[—Sab(tg)]} y (38)

1

32 &
My, = \/—EWCFMJ%S/Odifldﬂhdxg/ bidbibadbs G, (21, b1) 5 (22)

: {[(1 - $2)¢3 (73) — 313 (¢3 (73) — ¢T (x3) )]
s (8 (21, 1 — 29, 23, b1, by) eXp[ ()]
[(362 + $3)¢3 (z3) — r3xs (¢3 x3) + o5 36’3))}

() hn (w1, T2, 3, by, by) exp[—Sea(ty)] } (39)



\3/267TCFMB rs /O ' drdiadis /0 " bydbybadby b, (21, by)

A1 = 22) 95 (23) (¢4 (2) + 5 (72))

+rws (05 (22) — @3 (22)) (05 (23) + ¢3 (3))

+ra(1 — 22) (05 (22) + 05 (22)) (¢5 (23) — 65 (23))]
(1) (21, 1 — o, 23, by, by) exp[—Seq(t2)]

P
]\JeM3 =

)
+ [2204 (m3) (03 (w2) — 05 (x2)) + 7322 (B3 (w2) — B3 (2)) (0% (3) — P53 (x3))
]

+raws (05 (x2) + ¢5 (12)) (03 (w3) + ¢ (23))
'O‘s(ti)hn(xlu T2, T3, blv b2) eXp[_SCd(ti)]} :

1 00
MePJ\Q/lg = %WCFMéé / dl’ldl'gdl'g / bldblbgdbg QﬁBs(l'l,bl)QSé(l'g)
0 0
: {[(952 — T3 — 1)¢§4(933) + r3x3 (¢3I,3(953) + ¢3T(953))]
'as(tg)hn(xla 1-— X2, X3, b1> b2) eXp[_SCd(tg)]
+ [2205 (x3) + 7323 (05 (3) — &5 (23))]

‘s (tg) (1, T2, T3, b1, ba) exp[—Sea(t2)] }

1 [e%)
Fory = 87CpMj, / dzxy dxs / badbobsdbs - { [(x3 — 1)¢3 (22) 5 (23)
0 0

—4rors@h(x2) By (x5) + 2rarszsdh(x2) (04 (23) — &5 (73))]
s (2)ha (w2, 1 — 3, b, b3) exp[—Ses ()]
+ [w209 (22) 95 (23) + 2rars (65 (w2) — ¢ (22)) &4 (3)
+2ror322 (5 (22) + ¢35 (22)) ¢4 (23)]
s (t9)ho (1 — 3, 22, b3, by) exp[—S. (e)]} ,

1 0o
Fl%, = 16rCpMp, /0 dry dr; /0 bydbabsdbs

A [2r208(w2) 82 (w3) + (1 — w)radid (w2) (61 (w3) + &1 ()]
‘s (82)ha (22,1 — 23, ba, bs) exp[—Ses (¢2)]

+ [2r309 (w2) @5 (w3) + rams (05 (932) 03 (72)) 65 (23)]
(s (t2)ha (1 — w3, 29, bs, bo) exp[— (tg)]}
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%WCFMES /01 dridradrs /OOO b1dbibadbs (71, b1)
A [—w208 (22) 05 (25) — draragy (x2)9 (x3)
+rora(1 — @) (93 (x2) + 05 (22)) (95 (w3) — ¢ (23))
+ror3Ts (¢§($C2) e ) (¢3 z3) + ¢ (v ))]
s (t) hpa (1, 9, 23, by, by) exp[—S ()]
+ [(1 = 23)5 (w2) 5 (w5) + (1 — 933)7’27’3 (05 (x2) + b5 (x2)) (03 (w3) — ¢ (3))
(
)

Moy, =

+a9r973 (05 (22) — ¢3 (22)) ¢§(~”€3 +¢3 5 (z3))]
'Oés(tg)h (I'l,flfg,.flfg,bl,bg exp )] s (44)

32 1 0o
ij\l/[?) = —WCFMéS/ dl’ldl’ngg/ bldblbgdbg ¢BS($1761)
V6 0 0

A [r2(2 — @2) (05 (w2) + 05 (32)) 95 (w3) + r3(1 + 23)5 (w2) (¢4 (23) — 5 (x3))]
- (t7) exp[—Sgh(tZ)]hm(atl, Ta, T3, b1, bo)
+ [ramy (85 (22) + 03 (22)) ¢4 (3) — (1 — 23)rsgy (x2) (04 (w3) — 5 (x3))]

(1N (11, 19, 13, by, bo) exp[— Sy (ts)]} , (45)
P 32 . 1 e )
Maf@ = —WCFMBS dl’ldl’gdl’g bldblbgdbg ¢BS(I1,b1)
\/6 0 0

A (w5 — 1)05 (w2) 04 (w3) — drarsey (x2) @5 (3)

+ror3xs (¢§(372) + Qg(f@)) (¢§($3) - ¢3T(353))

+rars(1 = 23) (65 (22) — 05 (22)) (85 (w3) + 5 (23)) ]
Qs (t) hna (21, 2, 73, b1, ba) exp[— Sy (7))

+ [$2¢§4($2)¢§4($3) + ZaToT3 (¢5($2) + ‘bg(@)) (¢§(

+rors(1 = 23) (05 (22) — 05 (22)) (95 (w3) + 5 (23))
(YN (11, 19, 13, by, by) exp[— Sy (tS)]} , (46)

x3) — 05 (x3))
]

where Cr = 4/3 is the color-factor, 5 = mj 2/MBS and r3 = mg/[?’/MBS with the chiral
enhancement factor mg for meson M, and M. Here (F.pp, FJ37,) and (Meyy,, F, ot A}épz) come
from the factorizable emission diagrams ( Fig.la and 1b) and the non-factorizable hard
spectator diagrams (Fig.1c and 1d), respectively; and (Fyug,, Fi7,) and (Mo, F, f]\}’gpz)
are obtained by evaluating the factorizable annihilation diagrams ( Fig.le and 1f) and
the non-factorizable annihilation diagrams (Fig.1lg and 1h), respectively. The explicit
expressions of the hard energy scale (t!,¢2,--- | ), the hard functions (he, i, P, Pna, BL,),

e e’

the Sudakov factors (Sap(te), Sca(te), Sef(te), Sgn(te)) can be found in Appendix A.

IV. NEXT-TO-LEADING ORDER CONTRIBUTIONS

At next-to-leading order, firstly, the NLO Wilson coefficients C;(My ), the NLO RG
evolution matrix U(t, m, a) [15], and the ay(t) at two-loop level will be employed.
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FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams for NLO contributions: the vertex corrections (a-d); the quark-loop
(e-f) and the chromo-magnetic penguin contributions (g-h).

Secondly, the NLO hard kernel H®(a?) should be included. All the Feynman dia-
grams, in other words, which lead to the decay amplitudes proportional to a2(t), should
be considered. Such Feynman diagrams can be grouped into following classes:

I: The vertex corrections, as illustrated in Figs. Zh-2d, the same set as in the QCDF
approach.

IT: The NLO contributions from quark-loops, as illustrated in Figs. 2e2F.

III: The NLO contributions from chromo-magnetic penguins, i.e. the operator Og,,
as illustrated in Figs. 2g2h. There are totally nine relevant Feynman diagrams as
given in Ref. [20], if the Feynman diagrams involving three-gluon vertex are also
included. We here show the first two only, and they provide the dominant NLO
contributions, according to Ref. [20].

IV: The NLO corrections to the LO emission diagrams(la,1b), the LO hard-
spectator(lc,1d) and the LO annihilation diagrams (le-1h), as illustrated in Fig.
One can draw more than one hundred such Feynman diagrams in total, but we here
show representative ones only.

At present, the calculations for the vertex corrections, the quark-loops and chromo-
magnetic penguins have been available and will be considered here. We expect that they
are the major part of the full NLO contributions in pQCD approach [11]. For the Feynman
diagrams as shown in Fig. 3, however, the analytical calculations have not been completed
yet. Of course, these Feynman diagrams should be calculated as soon as possible, in order
to improve the reliability of the pQCD predictions.

A. Vertex corrections, quark-loops and chromo-magnetic penguins
The vertex corrections to the factorizable emission diagrams, as illustrated by Figs. 2a-

2d, have been calculated years ago in the QCD factorization approach[4, 6]. For By —
PP decays, the vertex corrections can be calculated without considering the transverse
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FIG. 3: The typical Feynman diagrams, which provide NLO contributions to the factorizable
emission amplitudes (al-a4), the hard-spectator amplitude (b1-b4), and the annihilation ampli-
tudes (cl-c4)

momentum effects of the quark at the end-point ], one can use the vertex corrections
as given in Ref. ﬂa] directly. The vertex corrections can then be absorbed into the re-
definition of the Wilson coefficients a;(p) by adding a vertex-function V;(M) to them

4.l

) = ai(w) + 0, Sy g por =12

s C .
o) = oy + W Gy oy por 5570,
s C'— .
aj(p) = a;(p) + a4(:)C'F J i;('U)VJ(]\/[), for j=4,6,8,10, (47)

where M is the meson emitted from the weak vertex. When M is a pseudo-scalar meson,
the vertex functions V;(M) are given ( in the NDR scheme) in Refs. |6, [11]:

12In ™ — 18+ 2}% iy degi()g(z), for i=1-4,9,10,
Vi(M) = ¢ —12In™ 46 — 28 [Ldpgd (2)g(1 — ),  for i=5T, (48)
6 + QJ}—Mf fol dwgt, (r)h(x), for 1=6,8,

where f); is the decay constant of the meson M; ¢4 (x) and ¢f,(x) are the twist-2 and
twist-3 distribution amplitude of the meson M, respectively. The hard-scattering functions

g(z) and h(z) in Eq. (48)) are:
g(r) =3 (11_ 2 Inx — z'7r)

— X

+{2Lz’2( ) — In? x—l—ilnx B+2im)lnx — (x> 1 —2a)|, (49)
h(z) = 2Liy(z) —In®z — (14 2im)Inz — (z < 1 — ), (50)
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where Liy(z) is the dilogarithm function. As shown in Ref. |11], the p-dependence of
the Wilson coefficients a;(p) will be improved generally by the inclusion of the vertex
corrections.

The contribution from the so-called “quark-loops” is a kind of penguin correction with
the four quark operators insertion, as illustrated by Fig.2Ze and 2f. We here include quark-
loop amplitude from the operators O; 5 and Os_g only. The quark loops from O7_1¢ will
be neglected due to their smallness.

For the b — s transition, the effective Hamiltonian ngc ; which describes the contribu-
tions from the quark loops can be written as [11]

Hiy =~ Z—V Vit >0<q><u,l2><§vp<1—75>T%><qwaq'>, (51)

q=u,c,t q/

where [? is the invariant mass of the gluon, as illustrated by Fige. The functions
C9@(p,1?) are given by

C(Q)(M’ l2) — {G(Q) (,u, l2) . §:| Cg(/i) (52>
for ¢ = u,c and
0O, ) = [G@ (1.1%) - } i+ 3 GO+ 53

for ¢ = t. The function G'9(u,1?) for the loop of the q(q = u,d, s, c) quark is given by
[11]

mg — (1 — z)I
12

GD(u,1?) = —4 /1 dzxx(l—x)In (54)

myg is the possible quark mass. The explicit expressions of the function G (u,1?) after
the integration can be found, for example, in Ref. [11].

The magnetic penguin is another kind penguin correction induced by the insertion
of the operator Og,, as illustrated by Fig.2g and 2h. The corresponding weak effective
Hamiltonian contains the b — sg transition can be written as

m GF
H ef?‘ - \/—

with the magnetic penguin operator,

Os, = %mb d; o™ (1 +5) T2 G%, by, (56)

where 7, j being the color indices of quarks. The corresponding effective Wilson coefficient
CelT = Oy + C5 [11).

It is worth noting that there are totally nine Feynman diagrams involving the Og,
operator as shown in Ref. [20], if the Feynman diagrams involving three-gluon vertex are
also included. We here show the first two only, say Fig.2g and 2h, and they provide the
dominant NLO contributions from the Os, operator, according to Ref. [20].

—ZVpVis CsH O, (55)
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B. NLO decay amplitudes

Now we are ready to calculate the decay amplitude corresponding to the quark-loops
and magnetic penguins. By analytical evaluations, we find two kinds of topological decay
amplitudes M%, ,, and M¢, .., respectively. For B — 1, K® decay, we find

1 [e'e)
MWD = \4f LC2 / dzdzadas / budbibydbs ¢, (1) { [(1+ 23) 62k ()it (3)
0
+27’nn¢11;(952)¢1<(553) + i (1 = 223) ¢y, (22) [dh (23) + O (3)]
21y, 7 Oh (1) [(2+ 23) P (23) — w3075 (23)] ]
Oé?(tg)he(l’l, 3, b1, b3) exp[_Sab(tg)]C(q) (t?, 12)
+ [2ridp (x2) b (3) + 4ry, T O, (22) D (3)]
aZ(t)he (3, 21, b3, br) exp[—Sap (£)]C@ (110, 17)} (57)
6 02 1 o)
M;Z)KO - EMBT&?)F dl’ldl'gdl’;),/ bldblbgdbgbgdbg ¢Bs (ZL’l) {[—(1 — l’g)[QS%(l’g)
0 0
+ri (30K (23) + Ok (23)) + Trcs(Og (3) — Pic(3))]din (w2) — 7, T2 (1 + 23)
X (3¢} (w2) — &) (w2)) i (23) — 1 i (1 — $3)(3¢,I;($2) + ), (22)) (5 ()
— i (x3)) — TnnTsz(l — 223) (3¢ (w2) — ¢, (22)) (% (w3) + P (23))]
Oég(tg)hg(l’l, T2, T3, bl, bg, bg) eXp[—Scd(tg)]Ceff(tg)
— [Argdp (w2)dle(x3) + 2ry, T2 (30) (2) — @7, (22))Phe (w3)]
Q2(EOVK (21, 3, 3, by, by, b) exp[—Sea(H)] CEHY (t;O)} . (58)
4 02 1 o)
MY, = —87"5% F / dydydas / budbibydbs 65, (21) {[(1 + 3)9(22) 62 ()
0 0

+2r ko (2) 0y (w3) + 7, (1 = 223) P (2) [, (3) + by (3)]
+2rgry, O (x ) [(2+ 23)¢), (w3) — w365, (3)]]
a2 (t2)he (w1, w3, b, bs) exp[—Sap ()] CO (17, 17)
+ [27“n5¢?}(552) r (w3) + 47°K7“ns¢1<(552) P (933)}
a2 (te")he(ws, 21, b3, br) exp[—Sap (tio)]C( (2,1}, (59)
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M, = 16m V— / daydzodzs /0 bydbybodbobsdbs ¢, (1)

A1 = @) [260) (w3) + 1, [3¢P (z3) + &) (23)]

+ryx3(0h (x3) — o (23))] D (w2)

—riaa(1+ x3) 3¢k (22) — Gl (x2)] ¢y (23)

—riry, (1 — 23) (30K (22) + ¢ (w2)) (dh) (3)

—¢y (x3)) — riery,x2(1 — 223) Bk (w2) — P (22)) () (23) + ¢, (3))]
Q2O (1) hy (21, T2, 3, b1, o, by) exp[—Sea(t2)]
— [4ry, 0% (22) by, (w3) + 2ricry, 22(3¢% (02) — de(2)) 9y, (23)]

Q2(EOVK (21, 3, 3, by, ba, b) exp[—Sea(t)]| CEH (11°) } (60)

W = \/_ 'y daadrs /0 budbibsdbs o, (1) { [(1+ 25)02 ()07 (ws)

+27“n5¢53(932)¢? (3) + 1 (1 — 223) by, (22) () (3) + &) (3))
27,0, 0 (22)((2 + 23) 0y (w3) — w30y, (23))]
o2 (te®)he(x1, 3, by, bs) exp[—Sq, (t)]CD (2, 12)
+ [27ﬂ7is¢;‘s (x2)¢71; (23) + 4rnsrns¢71735 (xZ)Cbi (5173)]

A3 (8 he (s, 21, b, br) expl Sy (1) C (.7, 17) } (61)
(@ CF 1 00 A
MUZU = —32m \/_ dl’ldl’gdl'g /(; bldblbgdbgbgdbg ¢Bs (1’1) { [(1 - 1'3) [2¢775 (1’3)

1y, (300 (23) + O (23)) + ro,a3(dh (23) — OF (w3))] @7 (22)
—ry. a1+ x3) (30} (x2) — ¢y (72)) @7 (3)
—1y, T, (1 = 23) (30, (2) + &y (22)) (), (w3) — &y (23))
— e 2(1 = 223) (3] (22) — ¢ (22)) () (x3) + &) (23))]
Q2 (tNhy(z1, T2, 73, b1, by, b3) exp[— Scd(tg)]ngf(tg)
+ [4rn, 05, (22) 0y (3) + 21,79, 2(30), (22) — @5 (22)) 0}, (23)]
o (8.0 hiy (w1, T2, 3, by, ba, bs) exp[—Sea(t,’) Ceff 1) } (62)

It is easy to see that the decay modes B? — 79, 7%y, 1.1, and 7,7, do not receive
the NLO contributions from the quark-loop and the magnetic-penguin diagrams.
For other B, — PP decays involving no n) mesons, the corresponding quark-loop and
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magnetic penguin amplitudes are of the form

02 1 e’}
MW :—8m4—F/d:):d:):d:v/bdbbdb¢\x 1+ 23) 02 (22) bt (2
K+ BS\/2—JVC o 1 2 3 0 1 1V30U3 Bs( 1){[( 3) (2) K( 3)

+ 21208 (22) P (3) + i (1 — 23) dr (12) (P (w3) + D (3))
217 b (22) (2 + 23) i (3) — w397 (23))]

2 (t)he(w1, 73, by, bs) exp[—Sap(12)]C O (¢], 1)

+ 296 (1) i (w3) + ArarcOF (w2) P (w3)]

2 (t2)he (w3, w1, bs, br) exp[—Sap(t1))]C (£10,17) } (63)

MO = —16mﬁBsz—F_;c 01 daydzodas /0 " bdbybadbobydby b, (1)
{11 — x3) [20% (23) + 7 (30K (23) + dic(3))
+ricas(fw(ns) — o (3))] 07 (x2)

—rra(1 + x3) (301 (22) — o7 (22)) P (w3)

—raric (1 — 23) (30F (x2) 4 61 (22)) Ok (w3) — Pie(3))

—rar (1 — 223) (3¢F (22) — @1 (22)) (¢ (w3) + P (w3))]
-Q2(t2)hy (21, T2, T3, by, b, by) exp[—Sea(t2)] Cer (te?)

+ [Ar i d (1) di (w3) + 2rarca(30L (1) — OF (w2)) ¢ (w3)]

O3t Bl (1, 22, 3, by, b, bs) exp— Sualt)] O (410)} (64)
1
Mo = Z5MP e (65)
@ _ Lo
M[?OWO — %MWQ)K+, (66)
CF2 1 e’}
M&?LK* = —8mj§sm ; dl’ldl'gdxg/() bldblbgdbg ¢BS($1)

(1 + 23) ¢y (m2) P (w3) + 27y, (22) P (w3)

+ric (1 — 223) dr(22) (P (3) + D (w3))

+2rpr kO (22) (2 + 23) P (3) — 2305 (23))]

@2t he(z1, 73, b1, b3) exp[—Sab(tg)]C(q) (t,1%)

+ [2rk i (22) 05 (23) + Arir i oy, (22) P (w3)]

a2 (t0) he (w5, 21, b, br) exp[—Sap (£20)]C@ (10,17}, (67)
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2 1 0
Cr / dxidxsdrs / b1db1badbabsdbs o, (1)
2NC 0 0

(1 = 3) 207k (23) + 7 (30K (w3) + P (3))
+TK5173(¢§(I3) - ¢£(953))} ¢}{}(952)

—rca(1 4 23) (3¢5 (12) — ¢l (x2)) o (x3)

—r (1 — 23) (3¢5 (22) + ¢fc (22)) (9% (23) — ¢f (w3))
—re (1 — 233) (3¢5 (1) — O (22)) (0% (w3) + ¢ (w3))]
2 () hy (w1, T2, 73, b, bo, b3) exp|—Sea ()] Ced? (2)

+ [4rk i (22) P (3) + 2rir w2 (37 (22) — P (2))Pre (w3)]

MY, o = —16mb,

2tV (21,3, 3, b1, by, b) expl—S.a(t))CEY (11 } (68)
Mﬁ—?ﬁko - Ml(gek*’ (69)
M@y = M. (70)

The functions he, hy, h, the hard scales ¢ and t.°, the Sudakov factors Se(t) and S.q(t),
appeared in Eqgs.(57)-(68)), will be given in Appendix A.

For the pure annihilation-type decays B? — 77~ and B? — 7%7°, they do not receive
the NLO contributions from the vertex corrections, the quark loops and the magnetic-
penguins. For BY — 7% and BY — 7% decays, the quark-loops and magnetic penguins
also do not contribute. For other decays, the NLO contributions will be included in a
simple way:

AnnKO - AnnKO + Z ng,(;i)Ko +£tM1(76,?K07

g=u,c,t
Aoy, = Agog, + > M+ &MY,
q=u,c,t
Appe = Apag + D EMID, +EMY)
g=u,c,t
Avir = Apger+ Y EMP L +6ME
g=u,c,t
Azogo — Agogo + Z Squff))Ko +§tM§r%)K0>
g=u,c,t
A-gr = Ag-gr+ Y EMD L+ gMP
g=u,c,t
Agogo = Agogo+ Y EMI o+ MG, (71)
g=u,c,t

where §, = Viu Vi, and & = ViV with ¢ = u, ¢, t.
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V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the numerical calculations the following input parameters will be used.

ABL = 0.225GeV,  fp, = (0.23£0.02)GeV, fx = 0.16GeV,
fr = 0.13GeV, Mp, =5.37GeV, mg = 0.494GeV, m, = 547.9MeV,
m) = 0.958GeV, mj =14GeV, my =1.9GeV, 750 =1.470 ps,

mp = 4.8GeV, My = 80.42GeV. (72)

For the CKM matrix elements, we also take the same values as being used in Ref. [10],
and neglect the small errors on V.4, Vs, Vis and V,

Via| = 0.974,  |Vie] = 0.226,  |Viy| = (3.682088) x 1073,

Via 8.207059) % 1073, |Vis| =40.96 x 1073, |Vj| = 1.0,
0.27
a = (99%5,)°, v =(59.0137)°, arg[-V,,V] = 1°. (73)

A. Branching Ratios

For the considered BY — PP decays, the decay amplitude for a given decay mode with
b — d transition can be generally written as

A(BY = f) = ViV T — VigVisP = Vi Vi T [1 + ze' o] (74)

where « is the weak phase (one of the three CKM angles), 6 = arg[P/T] is the relative

(1)

strong phase between the “T” and “P” part, and the parameter “z” is defined as
P
7|

V;fb til

VubVJd

(75)

The ratio z and the strong phase ¢ can be calculated in the pQCD approach. The CP-
averaged branching ratio, consequently, can be defined as

GiTry |A(BY — )PP + [AB! — f)I”

Br(B? = 76
where 7po is the lifetime of the By meson.
For the case of b — s transition, we have similarly
A(BY = f) = ViV T' [1+ 20T | (77)

where «y is also one of the three CKM angles, § = arg[P’/T"] is the relative strong phase,
while the parameter “z’” is defined as with
P/

T/

/

Vo Vi
VUb VJS

(78)

In Table [l we show the pQCD predictions for the CP-averaged branching ratios of the
thirteen By — PP decays. The label LO means the leading order pQCD predictions. The
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TABLE I: Branching ratios (x107°) of By — PP decays in the pQCD approach. The label LO
means the leading order pQCD predictions, while +VC,+QL,+M P, as well as NLO means
that the vertex corrections, the quark loops, the magnetic penguins, and all the above NLO
corrections are added to the LO results, respectively. The errors in the table are defined in the
context. For comparison, we also cite the leading-order pQCD predictions as given in Ref. [10],
the QCDF results in Ref. [6], and currently available data 21,122, 23].

Mode Class| LO + VC + QL + MP NLO pQCD[10] QCDFI6]|Data
By~ K% |C |010 0.08 012 0.10 0.1970.93+0-02+0.02) 0.11 5% 0.3470 72
BY - K% |C 070 1.09 1.13 1.29 187F03T03T+0% 0.72703%  2.0773

BY 7%  |Ppw|0.04 003 —  — 0.03+t001+000+0.000  05+0.02 () g+0-04
BY = 1%  |Pgw(0.09 008 —  — 0.08+003+000+0.011 17+005 (114005

BY — P |74 78 91 120 10.0%33H00F08 | 8.0731 156755

B —ny (P [21.6 31.7 28.6 37.4 34.971 3100328 01 oFILT 54 01528

B =y [P 149 303 189 27.1 252F8H01H10 4 0F 70 4 7H2T0
BY s Ktr |T |70 63 61 6.0 637235054004 | 746433 109469 1504+ 1.3
B - K°%° (€ [0.16 0.30 0.18 0.18 0.25T5007 0030021 0.1670 02 0.4970-52
BY - wtn~ Jann 070 —  —  — 057 5000200 057018 0.0275:47 [0.53 £ 0.51
BY = a07% ann 035 —  —  —  0.297007+001+0.100 98009 (01008

B - KT*K-|P |11.8 155 160 154 15.6%53F07408 || 13,6785 22.71318124.4 + 4.8

0.7
BY - K°K" |P |14.3 172 180 17.5 18.0%35T00M0T | 15.6757 24.77295

label +VC, +QL, +MP, and NLO means that the vertex corrections, the quark loops,
the magnetic penguins, and all the considered NLO corrections are included, respectively.
The errors as shown for the NLO pQCD predictions correspond to the uncertainties of the
various input parameters. The first error comes from w, = 0.50£0.05 and fp, = 0.2340.02
GeV. The second error arises from the uncertainties of the CKM matrix elements |V,
and |V,|, as well as the CKM angles « and + as given in Eq. (73]). The first two errors are
defined in a similar way as that in Ref. [10]. The third error comes from the uncertainties of
relevant Gegenbauer moments: al = 0.17+0.05, aX = 0.204£0.06 and af = 0.441030. We
here assign roughly a 30% uncertainty for Gegenbauer moments to estimate the resultant
effects on the theoretical predictions of the branching ratios.

For the sake of comparison, we also list the leading order pQCD predictions as given
in Ref. [10] and the theoretical predictions based on the QCD factorization approach [6]
in Table [l The corresponding errors of the previous LO pQCD and QCDF predictions
denote the combined error: the individual errors as given in Refs. [6, [10] are added in
quadrature. The currently available experimental measurements [21, 22, 23] are also
shown in the last column of Table [l

From the numerical results about the branching ratios, one can see that

e The LO pQCD predictions for branching ratios of B, — PP decays as given in
Ref. [10] are confirmed by our independent calculation. The very small differences

are induced by the different choices of the scales AS% p and AS)C pi we take AS)C D=
0.225 GeV and the corresponding Agl)CD = 0.287 GeV, instead of the values of
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AS)CD =0.193 GeV and AS%D = 0.25 GeV as being used in Ref. [10].

e In this paper, the NLO contributions are taken into account partially. The consid-
ered NLO contributions can interfere with the LO part constructively or destruc-
tively for different decay modes. For most decays the changes of the LO results
are moderate and reasonable. The theoretical uncertainty from w, = 0.50 £ 0.05 is
dominant, while the error from the uncertainty of CKM elements is small. And the
total theoretical error is in general around 30% to 50% in size.

e For the “tree” dominated decay By, — K*+7~, the NLO pQCD prediction agrees
with the data within one standard deviation. The agreement between the pQCD
prediction and the measured value is improved due to the inclusion of the considered
NLO contribution.

e For the three “Color-suppressed” decays, the NLO enhancement can be significant,
from ~ 50% for the B, — K% and K°7° decays to ~ 170% for the B, — K°
decay. The differences between the LO pQCD predictions and the QCDF predictions
become narrow obviously because of the inclusion of the NLO contributions.

e For the five “QCD-Penguin” decays B, — 7)n") and K K decays, the enhancements
due to the considered NLO contributions can be as large as (30 — 70)%, which are
helpful to pin down the gap between the pQCD and the QCDF predictions.

e For the two “Electroweak-Penguin” decays B, — 7°n"), the NLO contributions are
small. The pQCD predictions agree well with the QCDF predictions.

e For the “annihilation” decays By — 7*7~ and 7°7° decays, the NLO contributions
are around 10% only. The pQCD predictions agree well with the measured value.

e For the considered thirteen B, — PP decays, only three of them, B, —
Ktn=, KTK~ and 77, have been measured experimentally with good preci-
sion. It is easy to see that the consistency between the pQCD predictions for
their branching ratios and the measured values will be improved effectively when
the NLO contributions are included.

B. CP-violating asymmetries

Now we turn to the evaluations of the CP-violating asymmetries of By, — PP decays
in pQCD approach. Restricting the final state f to have definite CP, the time-dependent
decay width for the By — f decay can be written as [24]

D(BY(t) = f) = e "' T (B = f) - [COSh <¥>

+H sinh (g) + A& cos(Amt) + Sy sin(Amt) (79)

where Am = my —my >0, T = (I'y +11)/2) is the average decay widths, while AT =
[y — Ty, is the difference of decay widths for the heavier and lighter BY mass eigenstates.
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TABLE II: Direct CP asymmetries(in %) of By — PP decays in the pQCD approach. The label
LO means the leading order pQCD predictions, while +V C, +QL,+M P, as well as N LO means
that the vertex corrections, the quark loops, the magnetic penguins, and all the above NLO
corrections are added to the LO results, respectively. The errors in the table are defined in the
context. For comparison, we also cite the leading-order pQCD predictions as given in Ref. [10],

the QCDF results in Ref. |6].

Mode Classy LO +VC + QL + MP NLO pQCDI[10] QCDFI6]
B K% |C 65.0 454 386 30.7 96.7700T iTIZ | 564759  46.873%8
BY = K% | C | -223 —57 —181 —0.8 —354%20+244050 _199*25 3661223
BY — 70 Pew| 03 404  — — 404703430430 1 0.4703 -

BY — % | Pew| 238 525  — — 5250205 | 20613y 27.87202
BY —m P -0.7 —153 1.2 1.1 06705 0t | —0.6108 16737
BY — myf P -1.3 —1.1 -02 —0.6 —02%07 00t | —1.3705  0.475%
B =y | P 19 1.3 1.0 1.3 1475l | 1.970% 2.1713
B Ktr | T 25.7 286 257 285  25.8T3ititZIl o4 9t30 g 7ti30
B - K0 | C 66.9 864 —18.7 —10.8 88.073IT20+16 1 59 tTI 4o tlT
BY »atr~ |ann | —1.1 - — - 0.210-5H00+20 | 1.2+ -

B = %7 |ann | -1.1 - — - 0.2+9- ~1.2%72 -

B - KTK~| P 221 —17.9 —141 —17.1 —15675207413 —23.3750 407798
BY - K°K° | P 0 0 0.3 0 0.440.1 0 0.9 4 0.4

In the B, system, we expect a much larger decay width difference: (AT'/T")p, ~ —20%
[21]. Besides A", the CP-violating asymmetry Sy and H; can be defined as

dir __
Acp =

with the parameter A

AP -1 _
T+ 77
)\ — nf6225

2Im|\] _ 2Re[)]
S
A(Bs — f)
ABs — f)

(80)

(81)

where 77 is +1(—1) for a CP-even(CP-odd) final state f and e = arg[—V},V};] is very small

in size.

If we neglect the very small parameter €, the CP-violating asymmetries can be written

explicitly as
At
Sy

Hy

2z sin asin

1+ 2zcosacosd + 2277

_sin(2y) + 2% sin(2y + 2a) + 2z cos I sin(a + 27)

1+ 22+ 2zcosdcosa
2z cos(8) cos(a + 27) + cos(27) + 22 cos(2a + 27)

Y

14 224+ 2zcosdcosa

22

Y

(82)



for the decays relevant to the b — d transition, and

b
Adir _ 272" sinysin o
cP =

277

1+ 22/ cosycosd + z
sin(2v) + 22’ cos § siny

1422422 cosdcosy’

22 + 22" cos § cos 7y + cos(2)

H, = 83
J 1+ 272 +22cosdcosy (83)

Sy =

for the case of b — s transition.

The pQCD predictions for the direct CP asymmetries A%", the mixing-induced CP
asymmetries Sy and H; of the considered B? — PP decays are listed in Table [l and
Table [IIl In both tables, the label LO means the leading order pQCD predictions, and
the labels +VC, +QL, +MP, as well as NLO mean that the vertex corrections, the quark
loops, the magnetic penguins, and all the above NLO corrections are added to LO results,
respectively. As a comparison, the LO pQCD predictions as given in Ref. [10] are listed
in Table [l and Table [IIl In Table [I, the QCDF predictions for direct CP-violating
asymmetries as given in Ref. [6] are also shown. The corresponding errors of the previous
LO pQCD predictions and QCDF predictions are the combined errors: the individual
errors as given in Refs. [6, [10] are added in quadrature. The errors of our NLO pQCD
predictions for CP-violating asymmetries are defined in the same way as those for the
branching ratios.

For the experimental measurements, there is only one measured CP asymmetry as
reported by CDF Collaboration [22]:

A% (By — Ktr7) = 0.39 £ 0.17. (84)

But more data will become available soon when the LHC starts its physics running.

From the pQCD predictions and currently available experimental measurements for
the CP violating asymmetries of the thirteen B — PP decays, one can see the following
points:

e The LO pQCD predictions obtained in this paper agree very well with those as
given in Ref. [10]. For B, — Ky and 7% decays, the LO pQCD predictions can be
changed significantly by the inclusion of the NLO contributions. For other decays,
the NLO contributions are small or moderate in size. The pQCD predictions are
in general consistent with those in QCDF approach, but much larger than the later
one for B, — K", 7% and K°7° decays.

e For the “Tree” dominated decay B, — KTn~, the pQCD prediction for the direct
CP asymmetry is A%% (B, — K*t77) = 0.30£0.06, which agrees very well with the
experimental measurement as given in Eq. (84]). The QCDF prediction, however, is
about —0.07 + 0.16 and much different from the measured value.

e For the four “QCD-penguin” decays B, — n)n") and K°K° decays, analogous to

the QCDF predictions, the LO and NLO pQCD predictions for both A%7, and S

are all very small in size.
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TABLE III: The mixing-induced CP asymmetries (in %) Sy and H (the second row). The label
LO means the leading order pQCD predictions, and the lables +VC, +QL,+MP, as well as NLO
mean that the vertex corrections, the quark loops, the magnetic penguins, and all the above

NLO corrections are added to LO results, respectively. The errors of the entries are defined in
the context. As a comparison, the LO pQCD predictions as given in Ref. [10] are also listed.

VI.

Mode Class| LO +VC +QL +MP NLO pQCDI[10]
B - K% |C |-37 -89 —92 —90 —18T0tTS. | —43%23
—67 —57 6 32 —18F2HI8HI5 | 7ot
BY = K% |C |-67 —59 —44 —p3 —46F1t1Fl | _68F0
—70 —80 —88 —85 —82F0F20+41 | _70*6
BY =% |Ppw|18 28 — —  28f2f3tl [ q7tI8
98 87 - — g7t 9972
BY - 7%  |Ppw|-25 —18 — — 18T tti | —17f
94 83 — —  83FIHITHL | g6t2
BY — nn P 30 1 1 20+o+0 31
100 100 100 100 1007990 | 100%9
BO—=ny |P |4 3 4 3 410050 419
100 100 100 100  100F9*t0+0 | 100*)
B -y |P 4 6 6 6 5HOH0+0 41
100 100 100 100 1007990 | 100+
BY = K%Y |C  |-55 —25 —98 —97 —41t5Hit3 [ _g1+2
50 —44 -8 —20 —23F0+19+3 | _59t23
BY - KTK—|P 24 20 22 20 2272t 2812
95 96 96 96  9613T0t0 9373
B? - K°KY |p - — 04 — 047300 4
- — 100 —  100%9+9+0 100
BY - atx= lann |95 - - - 9ttty 14742
995 — —  — 1007010t 9919
Bg—m%o ann | 9.5 — — — 8.1f8:§i’8:?f8:g 14J_r(132
995 — — —  100t9t9+0 | 99*0

e For the “annihilation” decays B, — n7n~ and 7%7°, the pQCD predictions for the

direct CP-violating asymmetries are very small in size, while Sy is around 10% and

Hy~1.

SUMMARY

In this paper, we calculated the partial NLO contributions to the branching ratios and

CP-violating asymmetries of BY — PP decays. Here the NLO contributions from the
QCD vertex corrections, the quark-loops and the chromo-magnetic penguins are included.
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From our calculations and phenomenological analysis, we found the following results:



e The LO pQCD predictions for the branching ratios and CP-violating asymmetries
of B, — PP decays as presented in Ref. |10] are confirmed by our independent
calculation.

e For branching ratios, the effects of the considered NLO contributions are varying
from small to significant for different decay mode. For the three measured decays
B, — K*n=, K*K~ and ntn~, for example, the consistency between the pQCD
predictions and the measured values are improved effectively due to the inclusion
of the considered NLO contributions. For the three “Color-suppressed” decays, for
instance, the NLO enhancement can be significant, from ~ 50% for the B, — K%
and K%7° decays to ~ 170% for the B, — K decay, to be tested by forthcoming
LHC experiments.

e As for the CP-violating asymmetries, the LO pQCD predictions for B, — K% and
7%7 decays could be changed significantly by the inclusion of the NLO contributions.
For other decays, the NLO contributions are small or moderate in size. For By —

K*7~ decay, the pQCD prediction for the direct CP asymmetry is A%};(B_s —
K*n~) = 0.26 + 0.06, which agrees very well with the measured value A%% (B, —

K+n~) =0.39 4 0.17.

e In this paper, only the partial NLO contributions in the pQCD approach have been
taken into account. The still missing pieces relevant with the emission diagrams,
hard-spectator and annihilation diagrams should be evaluated as soon as possible.
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APPENDIX A: RELATED FUNCTIONS

We show here the hard function h; and the Sudakov factors Sg ca.efqn(t) appeared in
the expressions of the decay amplitudes in Sec. and [Vl The hard functions h;(x;, b;)
are obtained by making the Fourier transformations of the hard kernel H(©.

he(l’l, xrs, bl, bg) = [9(b1 — bg)[o (\/l'_gMBsbg) K() (\/@MBsbl) + e(bg — bl)lo (\/l'_gMBsbl)
x Ko (V3Mp,bs)] Ko (Va1wsMp,by) Si(xs), (A1)

hn(fﬂi,bl,bz) = [9(52 - bl)Ko(MBS\/Ilﬂfzabz)Io(MBs\/$1$3bl)
‘l‘e(bl — bg)KQ(MBS\/l’ll’gbl)Io(MBS\/l’ll'gbg)]

%H((]l) (MBS (ZL’Q — l’l)l’gbg) , for T1— To <0,

(A2)
K(] (MBS (LUQ — LUl).CL’ng) , for Lo — T1 > 0,
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ho(x2, T3, b2,b3) = [0(be — bs)Ko (in/x3Mp,b2) Lo (in/r3Mp,bs) + 0(bs — by)
x Ko (in/T3Mp,bs) Iy (in/T3Mp,by)| Ko (in/T2x3Mp, by) Si(xs),(A3)

a0 b, b2) = [6(b1 — b2)Ko (iv/22(1 = 25) M,y ) Ty (iy/a(1 = 25) M, b )
+0(by — 1)Ko ( V(1 — x3) Mp, b2) Iy <'\/mMBsbl>]

Ko (\/1 R x2)x3MBsb2) , (A4)

B (25, b1, by) = [e (b1 — by)Ko ( Vol — a3 MBSbl> I, (’\/x2(1 - xg)MBSbg>
+0(by — by)Ko ( mM&bg) (immsm)]

%H(()l) (MBS \/([L’Q — 1'1)(1 — [L’g)bl) s for T1 — To < 0,
X
Ky (MBS \/(xQ —x1)(1— :)sg)bl> , for a9 — a1 >0,

(A5)

hg(l'i,bi) = —%St(l’g) [J() (\/[L’g!i’gMBsbg) + ZNQ (\/ijgMBsbg)} KO (\/l'll’gMBsbl)

w/2
/ df tan 6 - JO (\/l'_gMBSbl tan@) JO (\/l'_gMBSbQ tan@)
0
J(] (@MBsbg tan ‘9) y (A6)

w/2
h;(l’l, bz) = —St(l'l)K() (\/[L’ll'gMBsbg) . /0 df tan 6 - JO (\/l'_lMBsbl tan 9)

'J(] (\/l’_lMBsbg tan 9) J(] (\/l’_lMBsbg tan 9)

%r [JO (\/IL’Q — [L’lMBSbg) + ZNQ (\/1'2 — [L’lMBSbg)] , 1 < T2,
X (A7)
Ko (vVx1 —29Mp,bs) , Ty > X2,

where
Kolin) = TH ) = T i¥oe) + o) (A8)

with Ko, Iy and Jy are the Bessel functions [25]. And the threshold resummation form
factor Si(z;) can be found in Ref. [26].
The Sudakov factors appeared in Eqs. (B7H4G]) are defined as

= () () (0
LY 0 Y ) »

1/by H 1/bs H
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Sea(t) = s <x1%, b1> + s (xgm—zs, bz) + 5 <I2%, bz) +s <$3%> bl)

11 t t
() 2 [ g L [ )
3 )i /b1 H 1/by H

() (%)

mp
+ ) + S’ b
S| T3 \/§ 3
t t
_ mp, Yqlovs(p)) / Yqlas (1))
s (22 +/d7+2 dp ) g
’ <1’3 V2 3) 1 s M /b3 : H ( )

/b2
mp
+ —, b
( V2 2)

01250 1 (2.0) -
)

s (x3%’b2)+§/t ” Ya(as(1)) ( ) +4/t p vq(ozs(u))’ (A12)

V2 3 1/b1 1/ba H
where the quark anomalous dimension v, = —a,/7m and the function s(Q,b) is given as
27, [28):
Q du Q _ _
Q) = | ZEln (=) Ala(i) + Blay(i)| (A13)
/6 M M
with

4o 67 w2 10 2 eE Qg 2
A=-S (20— Ny+ =Boln [ = )| (=
37r+[9 3 27 f+3ﬁ°”<2)}<ﬂ)’
2 2vp—1
B=:%1 <6 ) (A14)

where yg = 0.57722 - - - is the Euler constant, an N; is the number of active quark flavors.
The hard scales ¢ appeared in the above equations take the form of

ti = maX{\/l’_gMBs,l/bl,l/bg},

ti = maX{ﬁMBs,l/bl,l/bg},

tZ’ = max{\/xlngBs,\A1—x1—x2\ngBS,l/bl,l/Ib},
ti = maX{\/$1$3MBS,\/|IL’1—LU2‘I‘gMBS,l/bl,l/bQ},

tg = max {\/EMBsa 1/b2> 1/63} )

tg = maX{@MBS,l/bg,l/bg},

tZ = maX{\/l’gli'gMBs,\/1—(1—1'1—l’g)l’gMBS,l/bl,l/bg},

t§ = max{\/@ngBs, \/ | Ir1 — X2 ‘ ngBS,l/bl,l/bQ} . (A15)
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They are chosen as the maximum energy scale appearing in each diagram to kill the large
logarithmic radiative corrections.
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