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EXTRACTING v THROUGH FLAVOUR-SYMMETRY STRATEGIES

R. Fleischer
Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron DESY, Notkestral3e 832607 Hamburg, Germany

Abstract

A brief overview of flavour-symmetry strategies to extrdot eingley of the
unitarity triangle is given, focusing oB — 7K modes and thé; — 77—,

B, — K™K~ system. We discuss also a variant of the latter approacinéor t
ete~ B-factories, wheré3, — K+ K~ is replaced byB; — 7T K=,

1 INTRODUCTION

An important element in the testing of the Kobayashi—Maskapicture of CP violation is the direct
determination of the angteof the unitarity triangle of the CKM matrix. Here the goalasdverconstrain
this angle as much as possible. In the presence of new phgliceepancies may arise between different
strategies, as well as with the “indirect” results fothat are provided by the usual fits of the unitarity
triangle, yielding at present ~ 60° [fl].

There are many approaches on the market to detern(fee a detailed review, see Ref] [2]). Here
we shall focus orB — 7K modes [BI-{Z4], which can be analysed through flavour-symnzgguments
and plausible dynamical assumptions, and thepin-related decay®, — ntn~, By — K™K~
[L8]. The corresponding flavour-symmetry strategies atlwsvdetermination of and valuable hadronic
parameters with a “minimal” theoretical input. Alternaiapproaches, relying on a more extensive use of
theory, are provided by the recently developed “QCD faetiion” [[1§] and “PQCD” [1]7] approaches,
which allow furthermore a reduction of the theoretical utmaties of the flavour-symmetry strategies
discussed here. Let us note that these approaches are disolady promising from a practical point of
view: BaBar, Belle and CLEO-III may probethroughB — 7K modes, whereas tHé-spin strategy,
requiring also a measurement of tBg-meson decay3, — KK —, is already interesting for run Il of
the Tevatron([[18], and can be fully exploited in the LHC €r][1A variant for the B-factories [2]],
whereB, — K+t K~ is replaced byB; — 7T K, points already to an exciting picturgJ21].

2 B — wK DECAYS

Using the isospin flavour symmetry of strong interactioeations betwee®? — 7K amplitudes can
be derived, which suggest the following combinations tdopre: the “mixed” B* — »*K, B; —
7t K+ system [B]F], the “chargedB* — n*K, B* — 7°K* system [B]-1P], and the “neutral’
By — K, By — nTK* system [IP[I1]. Interestingly, already CP-averageds wK branching
ratios may lead to non-trivial constraints orif, B]. In order todeterminethis angle, also CP-violating
rate differences have to be measured. To this end, we irgeothe following observable§ J10]:

{ R } _ lBR(Bg — 7~ K1)+ BR(BY — w*K‘)] T+ o

Ao BR(B* — 7+ K9) + BR(B~ — 7~ K0)
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If we employ the isospin flavour symmetry and make plausilgteadchical assumptions, concern-
ing mainly the smallness of certain rescattering procesge®btain parametrizations of the following



structure [7[10] (for alternative ones, see Rgf. [9]):

R(C,n), AéCJI) = funCtlonS(Q(gn), T(C,n)) 5(C,Il)7 /y) . (4)

Hereq(. ) denotes the ratio of electroweak (EW) penguins to “tregg’,,) is the ratio of “trees” to QCD
penguins, and ,y the strong phase between “trees” and QCD penguins. The EQupeparameters
q(e,m) Can be fixed through theoretical arguments: in the mixecesyf#]-[@], we have; ~ 0, as EW
penguins contribute only in colour-suppressed form; indharged and neutrd® — 7K systemsg.
andg, can be fixed through th6U(3) flavour symmetry without dynamical assumptiofis [BJH11fheT
T(c,n) CaN be determined with the help of additional experimentarmation: in the mixed systemcan

be fixed through arguments based on factorizafipfy [4,]6, 16} spin [22], whereas. andr,, can be de-
termined from the CP-averagéi® — 7+ =¥ branching ratio by using only th&(3) flavour symmetry
[B.[8]- The uncertainties arising in this programme fr6ifi(3)-breaking effects can be reduced through
the QCD factorization approach ]16], which is moreover wota of small rescattering processes. For
simplicity, we shall neglect such FSI effects in the discusgiven below.

Since we are in a position to fix the parameteys,) andr ), we may determing. ,y and
v from the observables given ifif (4). This can be done sepgrigelthe mixed, charged and neutral
B — wK systems. It should be emphasized that also CP-violatimgdifferences have to be measured
to this end. Using just the CP-conserving observablgs,), we may obtain interesting constraintspn
In contrast toy. ,y andr . ), the strong phas&_ .,y suffers from large hadronic uncertainties. However,
we can getrid of . ,) by keeping it as a “free” variable, yielding minimal and maxzil values for? . ,,:

ext
Ricm)

= function( qic.n), "(cn), V) - (5)
Siem) ((,) (,)7)

Keeping in additiorr(. ., as a free variable, we obtain another — less restrictive tmairnvalue

min

Ricn)

— . n
T(c,n)»9(c,n) = function (Q(c,n)77) sin” . ©)

These extremal values &, ,,) imply constraints ony, since the cases correspondingfi‘p‘p < R‘(Tclig)

andRCXp > R are excluded. Present experimental data seem to pointdewaftues fory that are
larger than90O WhICh would be in conflict with the CKM fits, favouring ~ 60° [fll. Unfortunately,
the present experimental uncertainties do not yet allovowdraw definite conclusions, but the picture
should improve significantly in the future.

An efficient way to represent the situation in tBe— 7K system is provided by allowed regions

in the R(C,n)—A(()C’“) planes [12[ 21], which can be derived within the Standard élladd allow a direct
comparison with the experimental data. A complementaryyaisan terms ofy andé. , was performed
in Ref. [L3]. Another recenB — 7K study can be found in Ref| [14], where tii&,, were calculated

for given values oﬂgc) as functions ofy, and were compared with thg-factory data. In order to analyse
B — nK modes, also certain sum rules may be us¢fyl [23].

3 THEBy — ntn—, B, - KTK~ SYSTEM

As can be seen from the corresponding Feynman diagr@ns;; K+ K~ is related toB; — ™
through an interchange of all down and strange quarks. Ttaydemplitudes read as follows [15]:

: 1=X2\
e”+< AQA )d/e“’], (7)

where the CP-conserving strong amplitude¥ andd’¢’?” measure, sloppily speaking, ratios of penguin
to tree amplitudes iB) — =7~ and B — K™K, respectively. Using these general parametriza-
tions, we obtain expressions for the direct and mixing-cetLUCP asymmetries of the following kind:

AL(By — ntr™) = function(d, 6, v), ABX (B, — 777 ~) = function(d, 6, v, g = 28)  (8)

A(BY — mta7) oc [ —de?| | A(B) > K¥K™) o




AL(B, — KTK™) = function(d', ¢', v), ABX(B, — KTK~) = function(d’, 8', v, ¢ =~ 0). (9)

Consequently, we have four observables at our disposatndiépg on six “unknowns”. However,
sinceBy — nTr~ andB, — K™K~ are related to each other by interchanging all down and géran
quarks, the/-spin flavour symmetry of strong interactions implies

de? =de?. (10)

Using this relation, the four observables [[{[8,9) depentherfour quantitieg, 6, ¢, = 23 and~, which

can hence be determindd][15]. The theoretical accuracylysliarited by the U-spin symmetry, as no
dynamical assumptions about rescattering processesdbaeaade. Theoretical considerations give us
confidence into[(0), as it does not receivespin-breaking corrections in factorizatidn][15]. Moreov
we may also obtain experimental insights ibtespin breaking[[15], 24].

The U-spin arguments can be minimized, if ttﬂg—B_g mixing phase¢y; = 243, which can

be fixed throughB, — J/¢Kg, is used as an input. The observabld$i (B, — =t7~) and

ax(By — wtr~) allow us then to eliminate the strong phasend to determinel as a function
of v. Analogously, A% (Bs — K*K~) and ARX(Bs; — KTK~) allow us to eliminate the strong
phase’ and to determind’ as a function ofy. The corresponding contours in thed andy—d’ planes
can be fixed in @heoretically clearway. Using now thé/-spin relationd’ = d, these contours allow the
determination both of the CKM angteand of the hadronic quantities 6, ¢’; for a detailed illustration,
see Ref.[[15]. This approach is very promising for run Il a&f Trevatron and the experiments of the LHC
era, where experimental accuraciesfasf O(10°) [L8] andO(1°) [L9] may be achieved, respectively.
It should be emphasized that not onlybut also the hadronic parametetd), 6" are of particular inter-
est, as they can be compared with theoretical predictibeseby allowing valuable insights into hadron
dynamics. For other recently developEespin strategies, the reader is referred to R¢f$.[[42, 25].

4 THE By — ntn—, By — nF KT SYSTEM AND IMPLICATIONSFOR B, — K+ K—

A variant of theB; — ntn~, By — K™K~ approach was developed for thée~ B-factories [2],
whereB, — K1tK~ is not accessible: aB;, — K+K~ andB; — =T K+ are related to each other
through an interchange of theandd spectator quarks, we may replace tBe mode approximately
through its B, counterpart, which has already been observed by BaBare Ball CLEO. Following
these lines and using experimental information on the GRagedB; — 7TK* andB; — 77~
branching ratios, the relevant hadronic penguin paramessr be constrained, implying certain allowed
regions in observable spade][21]. An interesting situasioses now in view of the recer-factory
measurements of CP violation B; — =7, allowing us to obtain new constraints gras a function
of the B)—Bj mixing phasepa, which is fixed throughA®* (B, — J/4Ks) up to a twofold ambiguity,
¢q ~ 51° or 129°. If we assume thatd@ix(By — w7~ ) is positive, as indicated by recent Belle
data, and thap, is in agreement with the “indirect” fits of the unitarity trigle, i.e.¢, ~ 51°, also the
corresponding values fararound60° can be accommodated. On the other hand, for the secondsoluti
¢q ~ 129°, we obtain a gap aroung ~ 60°, and could easily accommodate values-darger than
90°. Because of the connection between the two solutiongfoand the resulting values foy, it is
very desirable to resolve the twofold ambiguity in the entiien of ¢, directly. As far asB, —+ K+TK~

is concerned, the data on the CP-averagd— n+t7—, B; — 7T K* branching ratios imply a very
constrained allowed region in the spaceAf#x(Bs — KTK~) and A3L (B — KK ™) within the
Standard Model, thereby providing a narrow target rangeuor| of the Tevatron and the experiments
of the LHC era[[2JL]. Other recent studies related3{p— 7+~ can be found in Refs[ 14, 26].
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