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Abstract

Based on the assumption of two-quark structure of the scalar meson f;(980), we calculate the
branching ratios and CP-violating asymmetries for the four B — f(980)7 and B — £3(980)n()
decays by employing the perturbative QCD (pQCD) factorization approach. The leading order
pQCD predictions for branching ratios are, Br(B~ — f(980)7~) ~ 2.5 x 1076, Br(B" —
f0(980)7°) ~ 26 x 107, Br(B" — f5(980)n) ~ 2.5x10~7 and Br(B° — f,(980)) ~ 6.7x 1077,
which are consistent with both the QCD factorization predictions and the experimental upper
limits.
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Very recently, some B — S P decays have been studied, for example, by employing the
QCD factorization (QCDF) approach or the perturbative QCD (PQCD) approach |1, 2,3].
In B factory, the first scalar meson f,(980) observed in the decay mode B — f,(980)K
by Belle [4], and confirmed by BaBar [5] later, then many B — SP channels have been
measured [6, [7].

In this paper, we will calculate the branching ratios and CP asymmetries of B~ —
£0(980)7~,B° = £,(980)7° and B° — f,(980)n") decays in the pQCD approach at leading
order. This paper is organized as follows: In Sect. 1, we give a brief discussion about the
physical properties of f3(980), and will calculate the decay amplitudes for the considered
decays. Sect.2 contains the numerical results and discussions.

1. Decay amplitudes of B — f,(980)(w,n")) decays

At present we still do not have a clear understanding about the inner structure of
the scalar mesons. There are many interpretations for the scalar mesons, such as qqqq
four-quark state|&] or qg state|9], the possibilities of K K molecular state[10], and even
the admixture with glueball states.

In the four-quark model, the flavor wave function of f,(980) is symbolically given
by|8] fo = s5(uti+ dd)/+/2, which is supported by a lattice calculation. This scenario can
explain some experiment phenomena, such as the mass degeneracy of f,(980) and ay(980),
the large coupling of £3(980) and a(980) to KK. But we may wonder if the energetic
f0(980) produced in B decays is dominated by the four-quark configuration as it requires
to pick up two energetic quark-anti quark pairs to form a fast-moving light four-quark
scalar meson[11].

In the naive 2-quark model, f,(980) is purely an ss state and this is supported by the
data of Df — fort and ¢ — foy. However, there also exist some experiment evidences,
such as T'(J/¢ — fow) =~ i0(J/¢ — fod), fo(980) — 7 is not OZI suppressed relative
to ap(980) — 7, indicating that fy(980) is not purely an ss state, but a mixture of ss
and nn = (vt + dd)/v/2:

| f0(980)) = |s3) cos @ + |nn) sin 6, (1)

where 6 is the mixing angle. According to Ref.[12], # lies in the ranges of 25° < 6 <
40° or 140° < # < 165°. Because of our poor knowledge about the non-perturbative
dynamics of QCD, we still can not distinguish between the four-quark and two-quark
model assignment at present. Some authors, on the other hand, have shown that the
scalar mesons with masses above 1 GeV can be identified as conventional qq states with
the large possibility|13, [14], this conclusion was obtained by calculating the masses and
the decay constants of these scalar mesons composed of quark-antiquark pairs based on
QCD sum rule. we here work in the two-quark model and identifying f,(980) as the
mixture of ss and nn, in order to give quantitative predictions.

In the two-quark model, the decay constants for scalar meson fy(980) are defined by:

(fo(»)|@vuq1|0) = 0, (fo(p)|G2¢1]0) =msfs. (2)
and
(F71dd)0) = (f7|aul0) = %mfof;z, (f31510) = my, 5. 3)
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where fi' and f§ represent the quark flavor states of f,(980). Using the QCD sum rules
method, one can find the scale-dependent scalar decay constants fr and f7 are very

close|l, [11]. So one usually assumes f}g = ffo and denotes them as f;, in the following.
The twist-2 and twist-3 light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs) for different com-
ponents of scalar meson f,(980) are defined by:

(fo(p)|a(2):19(0);]0) = \/W/ doei™>

ABs, (@) +mp, @3 (2) + my, Gt — DOG ()}, (4)

Here we assume that fi'(p) and f§(p) have the same form and denoted as fo(p), and
ny = (1,0,07) and n_ = (0, 1,07) are the light-like vectors.
The twist-2 LCDA ®¢(z, 1) can be expanded as the Gegenbauer polynomials:

(I)f(xnu) = ff( 6113' 1_$ ZBm 03/2( 1)7 (5)

2\/2N

where the values for Gegenbauer moments are taken at scale p = 1GeV: By = —0.78 &+
0.08, By = 0 and B3 = 0.02 4+ 0.07.
As for the twist-3 distribution amplitudes ®} and (ID?, we adopt the asymptotic form:

o7 = ot = fr(1 —2z). (6)

szf’ s w—

The B meson is treated as a heavy-light system. We here use the same B meson wave
function as in Ref. [15, [16]. For the n — 1’ system, we use the quark-flavor basis with
n, = (uti+dd)/+/2 and 7, = s5, employ the same wave function, the identical distribution
amplitudes <bf7‘q’f T and use the same values for other relevant input parameters, such as
fo = (1.07 £0.02) fr, fs = (1.34 £0.06) f;, ¢ = 39.3° £+ 1.0° etc , as given in Ref. [17].
From those currently known studies[15, [16, 18] we believe that there is no large room
left for the contribution due to the gluonic component of n”), and therefore neglect the
possible gluonic component in both 7 and 7’ meson.

The pQCD factorization approach has been used to study the B — f,(980)K decays
[2,13]. Following the same procedure of Ref. [3], we here would like to study B — f,(980)7
and f,(980)n") decays by employing the pQCD approach at leading order.

Since the b quark is rather heavy we consider the B meson at rest for simplicity. By
using the light-cone coordinates the B meson and the two final state meson’s momenta
can be written as

= MB
V2 V2 V2

where the meson masses have been neglected. Putting the anti- quark momenta in B, P
and S mesons as ki, ko, and ks, respectively, we can choose

Pp = (1,1,07), P,= (1,0,07), P3;=——=(0,1,07), (7)

ki = (1P, 0,kir), ko= (22P5,0,kar), k3= (0,23P; ,Kksr). (8)



In the pQCD approach, the decay amplitude A(B — P fj) can be written conceptually
as

A(B — Pfy) ~ / dhyd* kod ks Tr [C(8) @ p (k) )Pp (ko) Py, (k) H (ky, ko, k3, 1)]

~ /dflfldl’gdl‘:gbldblbgdbgb:gdbg
‘Tr [C(t)q)B(I'l, bl)q)p(l’g, bg)q)fo (.]73, bg)H(IZ, bi, t)St(ZL’Z) €_S(t):| y (9)

where the term “Tr” denotes the trace over Dirac and color indices. C(t) is the Wilson
coefficient. The function H(x;, b, t) is the hard part and can be calculated perturbatively,
while b; is the conjugate space coordinate of k;r, and ¢ is the largest energy scale in hard
function. The function ®,; is the wave function which describes hadronization of the
quark and anti-quark to the meson M. The threshold function S;(z;) smears the end-
point singularities on ;. The last term, e~*® | is the Sudakov form factor which suppresses
the soft dynamics effectively.

For our considered decays, the relevant weak effective Hamiltonian H,.¢; can be written
as

Hepp = G—\/g > VaVi {[Cl(u)Oi’(u) + Co(u)O3(p)] + ZCZ-(M) Oi(u)} , (10)

q=u,c

where the Fermi constant Gy = 1.16639 x 107°GeV =2, V,; is the Cabbibo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements, C;(u) are Wilson coefficients at the renormalization
scale p and O; are the four-fermion operators for the case of b — d transition.

In the pQCD approach, the typical Feynman diagrams contributing to the B° —
f0(980)7°, B~ — £0(980)7~ and B® — f,(980)n") decays at leading order are illustrated
in Fig. 1. By analytical calculations of the relevant Feynman diagrams, one can find the
total decay amplitudes for the considered decays:

M(fy7°) = 5—“ [(=Men + Mor + Mep + Mup)Co + (Fur + Fop + Fup)ag] F1(6)

V2

1 1 1
"—% { [Fgf (CLG — §a8> + Mew <C3 + 204 — 509 + 5010)

1 1
+MP? (206 + 508) + (MO + MO+ M+ M <05 — 507)

3 3
+ (Mo + Meop + M) <03 — §a10) — (MD? + M7+ ML?) 508

3 3 1
— (Fur + Fep + Fuy) (—a4 — 507 + 09 + §a1o)

1
+ (Fcfjg + Felj; + F;}?) (aﬁ — §a8)} Fi(0)

+ {Meﬂ <C4 - %Cm) b MP? <C6 - %08)} 5(9)} , (11)



M(f() 71'_) = gu [Me7r02 + (M(IT( + Mef + Maf) CYl + (Fa7r + Fef + Faf) al] Fl(e)
1 1 1
_gt { [Fgf (CLG - 5&5;) + Meﬂ <Cg + 2C4 — 509 + 5010)
1
+ME! (05 - 507) + (MO + M+ M) (Cs + Cr)
— (Mar + Mg+ Myy) (C5 4+ Cy)

1
+ (Fur + Fop + Fuyp) (as + aro) + (F2 + Fe’jﬁ + F;?) (a6 — iag)} Fy(0)

1 1
+ {Men <C4 - 5010) + Mjf (Cﬁ - 508)] Fz(e)} ) (12)
M(fon) = Eu{l(Mey + Moy + Mey + May)Co + (Fay + Fap)ag] + Fepazfo} F1(0)Fi (o)
1
o{om )
1 1
+(Mey + My + Mg + Mey) (03 +2C, — 5Cg + 5010)
1

+ MOV + MO+ M+ M (05 — 507)

1
+ (M2 + M2+ MIP + ML7) (206 + 508)

1 1 1
‘l'(Fan + Fef.fq + Faf) (2&3 + ay — 2(1,5 — 5&7 + 5&9 — 5&10)

+(E?+ FlP + F7) <a6 - %ag)} F1(0) 1 (9)

")

+ (MP2MP? + MP? + MP?) (06 _ 108)} (e)F2(¢)} (13)

1
+ (Fan+Feffs+Faf> <a3_a5+2a7

1
2"
1
A (Mey + My + My + Mey) (04 — 5010)

where &, = Vi Via, & = ViVig, Fi(0) = sinf/v/2 and Fy() = cosf are the mixing
factors for f5(980) meson, while Fj(¢) = cos¢/v/2 and Fy(¢p) = —sin ¢ are the mixing
factors for n — 1’ system. For B — f;(980)n decay, the corresponding decay amplitude
M(B® — fo /) can be obtained from M(B° — f; ) in Eq. (I3) by replacements of
Fi(¢) = F| =sin¢/v/2 and Fy(¢) — Fj = cos ¢.

The Wilson coefficients a; in Eq. (IIHI3) are the combinations of the ordinary Wilson
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FIG. 1: Typical Feynman diagrams contributing to the B — fo(980)m(n")) decays at leading
order .

coefficients C;(u),

Cl C'2
— O, 4+ L — 422
ay 2+ 3 az 1+ 3
a; = C’i+C;+1, for i =3,5,7,9,
Ci .
a; = C; + 5 for i =4,6,8,10. (14)

The non-zero individual decay amplitudes in Eqs. ([@IHI3), such as
FP2 M., MPY M2 ... are obtained by evaluating analytically the different Feynman

em ) em ? erm ?



diagrams in Fig. [l For B® — £,(980)7° and B~ — f;(980)7~ decays, we have
FP? = —167Crmyr; fy /0 1 dzidxs /0 N bydby bsdbs P (1, by)
{ [82000) + ras (82 02) = 92 (2)) + 20,07
Eei(t)he(w1, 3, b1, bg) + 2L (23) Eoi (t ) he (23, 21, bs, bl)} : (15)
1 0o
M., = 320Cpm’//2N¢ /0 duydrydas /0 bydby bydby B (1, by )P ()
'{[(1 — 22) O (3) — 1r3(D (w3) — P (3))| Bl () hn (1, T2, 3, b1, bo)

—[(IQ + LU3)(I)7T(I3) — T'zx3 ((I)f(l':;) + (I)z(lg)} Eél(t/)hn(l'l, bl, 62)} y (16)

2 : S
Mfwl = 3—7T0Fm%7’f/ dl’ldl’gdl’g/ bldbl bgdbg cI)B(xl,bl)
\/6 0 0
{Eéz(t)h (w1, T2, w3, b1, bg) - [(w2 — x3) (7 (22) + ©F (22))

+rp(ry — 1) ((IDP x3) (I)?;(Zlfg)) ((IDS (z2) + (IDf (1'2))

—Tx X3 ((IDP (z3) + O (24 ) ((IDJSC( (IDT(:EQ))}
HEL () h (4,01, b2) - [22@2 (w3) (PF (w2) — OF (2))
+rexs (OF (23) — OL (23)) ((ID?(:EQ) - (ID?(:EQ))

ey (7 () + B (2) (85 () + BT (22))] } , an)

) 1 (e}
Mfﬁ = —3—7T0Fm%/ dl’ldl'gdl’;),/ bldbl bgdbg (I)B(l’l,bl)q)f(l'g)
\/6 0 0

{ [(1’2 — T3 — l)q) (1'3) + TrX3 ((I)f:(l’g) + (I)z;(l’g)” Eél(t)hn(l’l, ZZ’Q, xrs, bl, bg)

+ (2207 (w3) — ricws(Pre (w3) — Pre(w3))] By () o (1, by, bz)} : (18)



2 1 00
Mm.— = 3—7TC'ij19 / dl’ldl’gdl'g / bldbl bgdbg (I)B (Il, bl)
\/6 0 0

A [-2297 (23) 4 (22)

+r,rrf(I>;€(:£2) ((:)32 + 23 — D)L (23) + (—29 + 35 + 1)<I>f(x3))
+7“7T7’f(I>JSc(:Eg) ((:)32 — 23+ 3)<I>7I:(x3) — (w9 + 3 — 1)<I>£(9:3))}
'E(/zi(t)hna(xhx27x3761762)

—Eoi(t) g (1, 9, 3, b1, bs) - [(w5 — 1)@ (w3) @ ()

+7“7T7’f(19?(:£2) ((:)32 — 3+ 1)®F (23) — (2 + 23 — 1)<I>Z(:)33))
+rﬂ7’f¢?(:ﬂ2) ((:)32 + 23 — 1)®F (23) — (1 + 29 — xg)éf(xg))}} , (19)

9 1 00
M[I;} = B—WCFm% / dl’ldl’gdl'g / bldbl bgdbg @B(l'l, bl)
\/6 0 0

{ (72 (1 + 23) P (22) (DL (w3) — F (23)) + 1p(w2 — 2)Pr (w3)(DF (2) + ©F (22))]

'E:u(t)hna(ifl, Ta, X3, by, bz)
— [ra(zs — 1)@ (2) (L (23) — L (23)) + rpwo®r(23) (P} (22) + OF (2))]

'E;i(t,)h;za(xl>z2>z3ablabQ)} ) (20)

9 1 0o
Mfﬁ = —B—WCFm% / dl’ldl’gdl’g / bldbl bgdbg @B(l'l, bl)
\/6 0 0

{ (23 — 1)@ s(xq) @?(1’3) + 4rﬂrf¢?(z2)(1>f:(a:3) + 11y ((9:2 —x3—1) (@f(xg)

OF (w9) — 7 (13)DF (22) ) (w2 + x5 — 1)(P (a3) P (2) — D (w3)DF (2))]
'Eéi(whna(xlv Tg, T3, b1, ba)

+ [2a @ (w9) Py (w3) — worerp(@F (22) + F (22)) (P (3) — D7 (3))
—rarp (1 — 23) (95 (22) — F (22)) (@7 (w3) + 7 (w3))]

-E;i@')h;a(xl,xz,xs,bl,bz>} | (1)

1 00
F(m = —F;;l :87TCFm%fB/ d!L’QdZL’g/ bgdbg bgdbg
0 0

{[(1’3 — 1)@?(:173)(I>f(x2) — 2rrp(T3 — 2)<I>7]:(:)33)<I>?(932) + 2rﬂrfx3<l>f(x3)<l>?(x2)]

'Em'(t)ha(l'g, 1-— Zs, bg, bg)
o @7 (w3) @y (22) — 2@ (w3) (22 + 1)@F (2) + (w5 — 1)F)]

'Eai(t/)ha(l - .Z’g,lé,bg,bg)}, (22>



1 o0
F;? = —167TCF77’L43fB/ dl’gdl’g/ bgdbg bgdbg
0 0

'{[Tﬂ(l’g — 1)(I)f(l'2)(q)7]:(l'3) + (I)z;(l'g)) + QTfCI)W(ZL'g)CI)]Sc’(ZL'Q)]Eai(t)ha(l’g, 12'3, bg, bg)

[QT’WCD (l’g)q)f(l'g) + ’f’fZL'QCD (l’g)(@?(l’g) — @?(l’g))]Eai(t/)ha(fg, T2, bg, bg)}(ZB)

1 00
Fef = F£cl :87TCFm%fﬂ/ dl’ldl'Q/ bldbl bgdbg (I)B(l’l,bl)
0 0

{ [(1 + l’g)q)f(l'g) — rf(l — 21’2) ((I)?(l’g) + @?(lé))} Eei(t)he(l'l, Ta, bl, bg)

—2rf¢?<xz>Eei<t'>he<x2,asl,wo}, (24)

1 0o
F!? = 167Crmip frra / dzdx, / bydby bydby P (21, b1)
0 0

{ — [®s(x2) + 7 (2207 (w2) — (22 + 2)DF (22)) ]| Ees(t)he(w1, T2, b1, bo)

+2rf®?<x2>Eei<t’>he<x2,xl,bz,bn} | (25)

9 1 [e'e]
My = 3—7rcpmjg / drydzodrs / bidby bydby @ (1, by) D2 (3)

\/6 0 0
{ — (w3 — D)®y(x3) — rpaa(PF (w2) — ©F (22))] Bl () hn (21,1 — x5, 29, by, b3)

+ [—(1'2 + l’g)q)f(l'g) — Tfl’g(q)?(l'g) + @?(l’g))} Eéi(t/)hn(l’l, XT3, T, bl, bg)}(26)

Mgrl = %WCFTR%TW /01 dl’ldl'gdl'g /OOO bldbl bgdbg (I)B(l’l, bl)
'{Eéi(t)hn(l“la 1 — 23, @9, by, bg) - [(5 — 1) s (22) (DL (23) + DL (23))
+7"f<I>;‘f(x2)((:L’2 + 23 — 1)<I>P(x3) + (—zy + x5 — 1)<I> (x3))
+7y0F (22) (w2 — w3 + 1)@F (23) — (2 + 5 — 1)L (3))]
+[—23®p (1) (L (23) — OF (w3)) — rpas(PF (2) — B (22) ) (L (23) — PL(

(@5 (2) + BT (w2))(F (3) + DT () ELy(# ) (1, 3, 72, b, bo) }
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2 1 e )
M = —%wcijg / daydaodrs / bydby bydby ® 5(21, by) D2 (1:5)
0 0

{ [(1’3 — T9 — 1)<I>f(l'2) —Tylo (@?(1’2) + @?(l’g))} Eél(t)hn(l’l, 1-— T2, T3, bl, bg)

+ [l’gq)f(l'g) + Tfl’g(q)?(l'g) — @?(l’g))} Eéi(t/)hn(l'l, I3, T2, bl, bg)} s (28)
32 4 1 e )

Ma = ——WCFmB dl’ldl'gdl’g bldbl bgdbg CDB (1’1, bl)
V6 0 0

{ [zgq)?(:vg)(bf(xg) + Tﬂlr’fé?(xé) ((5172 — x5+ 1)®L (23) — (19 + 23 — 1)@71:(:173))

+rer @7 (@) (=2 + 23 + 3)BF (5) + (22 + 25 — 1)@ (23))]
'Eén'(t)hna(fl, T3, Tg, by, bs)

B, () g (1, 3, 2, b, bs) [(w2 — 1) @2 (23) P 4 (2)
trar s (22) (=2 + w5+ 1) (w3) — (w2 + w5 — 1) (25))

+’I“7T’f’fq)?(l'2) ((1’2 — T3 — 1)@7]:(1'3) + (1’2 + 23 — 1)@2(1’3))} } s (29)
32

1 [e'¢)
Mffl = —WCFmLLB/ dl’ldl'gdl’g/ bldbl bgdbg (I)B(l’l,bl)
\/6 0 0

{ [rp(x0 + 1) 2 (23)(DF (w2) — OF (22)) + 7r(25 — 2)@p(2) (PL (3) + DL (w3))]
'E:u'(t)hna(xb x3, Ta, by, b3)
— [rp(ze = 1)L (25)(DF (w3) — F (w3)) + 1723y (22)(PL (23) + DL (23))]

'Ezli(t/>h;a($1,l’3,x2,bl,bg)} . (30)

1 o0
Faf = Faljzl :87TCFm%fB/ dl’gdl’g/ bgdbg bgdbg
0 0

. {[(xg - 1)(13?(:173)(I>f(1’2) + 2rrp (T2 — 2)<I>f(:)33)<1>]§(932) - 2rﬂrfx2<l>f(x3)<l>?(x2)}
'Em'(t)ha(.l’g, 1— T2, bg, bg)
+ [l’g@?(l’g)q)f(l’g) + 27’7r’l“fq>?(l’2)((l’3 + 1)@7]:(1'3) + (1’3 — 1)@5(1’3))}
'Eai(t/)ha(l — T2, T3, bg, bg)} y (31)

1 e’
Fl? = 167Cpmy [ / dxads / badbs bsdbs
0 0

Alrs(w2 = 1)@7 (23) (97 (w2) + OF (22)) — 212 P (w3) D (22)]
'Eai(t)ha(l’g, ZZ’Q, bg, bg)
— [2r D5 () F (w2) + rrwa®(w2) (@7 (23) — D7 (w3))]
'Eai(t/)ha(l — X9, X3, bg, bg)} s (32)
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TABLE I: The pQCD predictions (in unit of 107%) for the branching ratios of B —
f0(980), £5(980)n") decays.

Channel 01 = 32.5° + 7.5°|0y = 152.5° & 12.5° | Data[19]| QCDF[11]
Br(B~ — fo(980)7~)|  2.5+1.0 16758 <3.0 0.9
Br(B° = £5(980)7%) |  0.26 +0.06 0.0415:08 — 0.03
Br(B® — £,(980)n) 0.25 4+ 0.07 0.59 + 0.20 <04
Br(B° — fo(980)7) |  0.67 +0.06 0.26 +0.03 <15

where ry = mys/mp and r, = mJ/mp. The explicit expressions of hard functions EY (t)

and h . (7, b;), - - can be found for example in Ref.[16]. For B® — f,(980)n") decays: one
can find the corresponding decay amplitudes from those given in Eq. (I5H32]) by simple
replacements.

2. Numerical results and discussions

For numerical calculation, we will use the following input parameters:

m(fo(980)) = 0.98GeV, m, =0.14GeV, m, =547.5MeV, m, = 957.8MeV,
Mg = 5.28GeV, mT =14GeV, My =80.42GeV, f;, = (0.37 +0.02)GeV
fB = 0.19GeV, f,=0.13GeV, 75+ =1.671ps, 70 = 1.536 ps,
Vi = 0.9997, [Vig| = 0.0082, Viy=0.974, [Viy| = 0.00367, (33)

with the CKM angle f = 21.6° and v = 60°.
It is straightforward to calculate the branching ratios of the considered decays. If
f0(980) is purely composed of nn, the pQCD predictions for the branching ratios are

B(B" — fo(980)7°) = (0.89*0:0* 8157 008) x 107,
B(B™ = fo(980)7) = (1647565 15505) x 10°°,
B(B® — fo(980)n) = (2.0003703701) x 1075,
(

- 0.2—0.3—-0.1
B(B° — fo(980)n") = (1.355:303107) x 1077, (34)

where the theoretical uncertainties are from the decay constant of f;, = 0.37£0.02 GeV,
the Gegenbauer moments B; = —0.78 + 0.08 and B3 = 0.02 £ 0.07. If f,(980) is purely
composed of §s, the branching ratios will be

40.52+41.0140.10 -8
4.66Z0 15 0.90-0.06) X 107",
+1.80+2.77+0.96 -8
8.56 021 104—0.00) X 1077,

( )
( )

— (0_24—1—0.02—1—0.02—1—0.05) % 10—6’
( )

—0.03—0.03—-0.03
0.381-0.054-0.044-0.04 X 10—6’ (35>

0.04—0.03—-0.03

B(B° — £,(980)7") =
B(B~ — fo(980)7~
)

)
B(B° — £,(980)n
B(B® — fo(980)1) =

where the theoretical uncertainties are from the same hadron parameters as above.
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FIG. 2: The 6—dependence of the central values of the pQCD predictions for the branching
ratios of (a) B — f(980)7 decays, and (b) BY — fon) decays.

When f,(980) is treated as a mixing state of nn and ss, the leading order pQCD
predictions are listed in Table I, where the two ranges of the mixing angle 6, ; = [25°,40°]
and 0y = [140°,165°], are taken into account. The QCDF predictions as given in Ref.[11]
are also listed in Table I as a comparison. The remaining theoretical uncertainties induced
by the errors of other input parameters and the wave functions are generally 30 — 50%,
and not shown here explicitly.

In Fig. 2, we show the #—dependence of the central values of the pQCD predictions
for the branching ratios of the four considered decays. One should note that the large
theoretical uncertainties of the pQCD predictions are not shown here explicitly. The
two vertical bands show the two ranges of the mixing angle 6 preferred by the known
experiments [12], while the three horizontal solid or dots lines show the corresponding
experimental upper limits [19] as listed in Table I. From the numerical results as shown in
Table I and Figl2] one can not distinguish two regions of the mixing angle 6 from currently
available data, if the still large theoretical uncertainties are taken into account.

Now we turn to the evaluations of the CP-violating asymmetries of B —
£0(980)7, £5(980)n" decays in the pQCD approach. The pQCD predictions for the direct
CP-violating asymmetries of the four considered decays are listed in Table II. Although
the CP-violating asymmetries are large in size, it is still difficult to measure them, since
their branching ratios are generally very small, say around 1076 ~ 1078,

In this paper, based on the assumption of two-quark structure of the scalar meson
f0(980), we calculated the branching ratios and CP-violating asymmetries of the four
B — £3(980)7 and B° — f,(980)n") decays by employing the leading order pQCD factor-
ization approach. The pQCD predictions are generally consistent with both the QCDF
predictions and the currently available experimental upper limits.
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TABLE II: The pQCD predictions (in units of 1072) for the CP-violating asymmetries of B —
f0(980)7, £5(980)n") decays.

AZp ACP
Channel 6 = [25°,40°]|02 = [140°,165°]|6; = [25°,40°] |0y = [140°,165°]
B~ — f5(980)7—|  [50,64] —39,7.0] —— ——
B° — £5(980)7° | [~7.5,—2.3] [—99, —56] ~ —69 [—25,7.1]
BY — £0(980)n | [—43,-5.0] [—55, —30] [—72,12] [—63, —23]
BY — £o(980)n | [—42, 28] [—29,8.5] [—57, —38] [—75, —38]
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