arXiv:hep-ph/0403031vl 3 Mar 2004

Standard Model CP violation iB — X, ¢"/~decays

Zeynep Deniz Eygi and Gursevil Turan *

Middle East Technical University, Physics Dept. Inonu Bul.
06531 Ankara, TURKEY

Abstract

We investigate the CP violating asymmetry, the forward beackl asymmetry and the CP
violating asymmetry in the forward-backward asymmetrytfar inclusiveB — X, (¢~ decays
for the? = e, u, 7 channels in the standard model. It is observed that thesarastries are
quite sizable and3 — X, ¢T¢/~decays seem promising for investigating CP violation.

1 Introduction

An efficient way in performing the precision test for the stard model (SM) is provided by the
flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC) processes sincgethee generated only through higher
order loop effects in weak interaction. Among them, theussle B — Xs(d)€+£‘ modes are
prominent because of their relative cleanness compardtketpure hadronic decays. In the SM,
B — Xs(d)€+£‘ decays are dominated by the parton level processes s(d)¢*¢~, which
occur through an intermediate ¢ or ¢t quarks. They can be described in term of an effective
Hamiltonian which contains the information about the slaoid long distance effects.

The FCNC decays are also relevant to the CKM phenomenolagyp a— d¢*¢/~ modes
are especially important in this respect. In case oftthe s¢™¢~ decays, the matrix element
receives a combination of various contributions from thierimediate, ¢ or u quarks with factors
Vi Vit ~ A2, Vi Vi ~ A2 andV,, Vi ~ M4, respectively, where = sin ¢ = 0.22. Since the
last factor is extremely small compared to the other two we reeglect it and this reduces the
unitarity relation for the CKM factors to the forii, V5 + Vo, V3 =~ 0. Hence, the matrix element
for theb — s¢*¢~ decays involve only one independent CKM factor so that CRatian would
not show up. On the other hand, as pointed out befdre [1, ), fo d¢* ¢~ decay, all the CKM
factorsV, V5, VoV, andV,, V., are at the same orde? in the SM and the matrix element for
these processes would have sizable interference terms,tsdraduce a CP violating asymmetry
between the decay rates of the reactions: d¢* ¢~ andb — d¢+¢~. Thereforep — dé*¢~
decays seem to be suitable for establishing CP violationnmeBons.

We note that the inclusiv® — X,¢/™¢~ decays have been widely studied in the framework
of the SM and its various extensioris [8]-[19]. As fBr — X /¢~ modes, they were first
considered within the SM irL{1] andl[2]. In refll[1], togetheith the branching ratio, the CP
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violating asymmetry for thd8 — X, /"¢~ decays has been studied including the long-distance
(LD) effects, but only fo = e mode. In[2], a SM analysis for the forward-backward asynmnet
is given again only fof = e mode and neglecting the LD contributions. The general twggsli
doublet model contributions and minimal supersymmetrtemsion of the SM (MSSM) to the CP
asymmetries were discussed in refs.] [20] and [21], respagtiRef. [21] contains a comparative
study of the CP asymmetries in the inclusiBe— X, ¢/™¢/~and exclusiveB — ~ ¢/~ decays
for ¢ = 7 only, by mainly focusing on the effects of the scalar intéoans in the framework of
the MSSM. Recently, CP violation in the polarized— d¢*¢~ decay has been also investigated
in the SM [22] and also in a general model independent \valy. [48le aim of this work is to
perform a quantitative analysis on the SM CP violation aredrtated observables, such as the
forward-backward asymmetry and CP violation aysmmetnheforward-backward asymmetry
inthe B — X ¢*¢~ decays, some of which have already addressed in refs.[Jlan@ [21],

as pointed out above. However, in this work we extend thestiyation of the abovemensioned
observables to consider all three lepton modes by mainlysiog on LD effects and also their
dependence on the SM parameteendr).

From the experimental side, the branching r&fitR?) of the B — X /¢~ decay has been
also reported by the BELLE Collaboratidn [24,R(B — X ¢*¢~) = ((6.1 + 1.4)T1-1), which
is very close to the value predicted by the SMI[25], and maydsaldo put further constraint on
the models beyond the SM.

We organized the paper as follows: Following this briefadtuction, in sectiofil2, we first
present the effective Hamiltonian. Then, we introduce thgidformulas of the double and dif-
ferential decay rates, CP violation asymmetdy, p, forward-backward asymmetryzg, and
CP violating asymmetry in forward-backward asymmetyp(Arp) for B — X, ¢ ¢~ decay.
SectiorB is devoted to the numerical analysis and disaussio

2 The theoretical framework of B — X 7/~ decays

Inclusive decay rates of the heavy hadrons can be calculatibe heavy quark effective theory
(HQET) [26] and the important result from this procedurehiattthe leading terms ih/m,, ex-
pansion turn out to be the decay of a free quark, which canlbalaged in the perturbative QCD;
while the corrections to the partonic decay rate start \Mblng only. On the other hand, the pow-
erful framework for both the inclusive and the exclusive m®thto which the perturbative QCD
corrections to the physical decay amplitude are incorpdrat a systematic way is the effective
Hamiltonian method. In this approach, heavy degrees ofitiee namely quark and¥V * bosons
in the present case, are integrated out. The procedureakearito account the QCD corrections
through matching the full theory with the effective low egyeone at the high scaje = myy and
evaluating the Wilson coefficients fromy;, down to the lower scalg ~ O(m;). The effective
Hamiltonian obtained in this way for the procésss d /¢, is given by [14], [27]130]:

10
Hesy = vtbv;;{ > Gl O1l) ~ M{Cr(w)[0F (1) — Or ()]
1=1
+Co()[OY (1) - 02(/0]}} @
where
ViV,
)\u = ‘/tb‘/;g57 (2)



using the unitarity of the CKM matrix i.eVy, V), + Vi, V., = =V V5. The explicit forms of
the operatorg); can be found in refs.[[27,28]. In EQI(1};(u) are the Wilson coefficients
calculated at a renormalization pojmtand their evolution from the higher scale= my down

to the low-energy scalg = my is described by the renormalization group equation.alﬂlf(u)
this calculation is performed in refs.J31,132] in next todewy order. The value af'y(m;) to the
leading logarithmic approximation can be found e.g.lid [2J]. We here present the expression
for Cy(u) which contains the terms responsible for the CP violatioBin+> X, ¢+ ¢~ decay. It
has a perturbative part and a part coming from long distaniog €ffects due to conversion of the
realcc into lepton paird™¢~:

CET (1) = CP (1) + Yyeson(s) A3)
where

CP" (1) = Cy+ h(u,s)[3C1 () + Cop) + 3C3(p) + Cu(p) + 3C5(1) 4+ Co(1)
+ (301 +Cy)] — %h(l, s) (4C3(u) +4C4(p) +3C5(n) + Co(w))

— 3h(0.5) (Coln) + 3Ca(k) + (6C1 (1) + 2C2(10) @

2 (3Cs(n) + Cali) +3Cs(1) + Co()

and
_ 3 WF(Vi — €+€_)mv
Y;“eson(s) = _ﬁl‘iv;bi ’I’)’L2BS —my, + imWFVi
< [(BC1(1) + Ca(p) + 3C3 (1) + Ca(p) + 3C5(n) + Co(1))
+ AuBC1(n) + Ca(p))] - ®)

In EQ.(3),s = ¢*/m% whereq is the momentum transfex, = e and the functiong(u, s) arise
from one loop contributions of the four-quark operatoss— Og and are given by

8 4
h(u,s) = ——1 7——1 u—l—ﬁ—l— =Y (6)
VIi=y+1 . _4u
—3<z+y>\1—y\1/2{(1 el ) o= <
9 2 arctan —=, fory == >1,
8 8 my 4 4
h = 2 0m ™ sy Zin 7
(0, s) 7 o™ T s+917r (7)

The phenomenological parametein Eqg. [3) is taken a8.3 (see e.q.[133]).

The next step is to calculate the matrix element of fhes X,¢" ¢~ decay. Neglecting the
mass of thel quark, the effective short distance Hamiltonian in Bq.€Rds to the following QCD
corrected matrix element:

G 1. n - —
M 2\5—& thth{Cg (myp) dyu(1 —45)b y* 0 4+ Cro(mp) dyu(1 — 5)b yH st
e mp <. v —
=207 (my) dio (1+95)b Wf}. (8)



Since the initial and final state polarizations are not mestkuve must average over the initial
spins and sum over the final ones, that leads to the followtngplkt differential decay rate

d2r 042 H/th*’z
= I'(B XA)———+——(1— 2 td
ds dz (B = Xelv) e rimm L~ v

2t e eff* eff*
+ 12(1+ )Re(cffcff ) + 6vRe(C1C ™)

v {121} 2Re(C C3))

+ 5[(1 +5) = (1= ) v2? + 4t | G512
1 4t
1 2.2 | *Y ~effi2
+ 6[(4— ) ( 8)vz+ }|C’7 |
3
+ —{(1—#3) (1—s)v%z —4t]\Clo] } 9)
wherev = /1 — 4t/s, t = m2/m? andz = cos 6, whered is the angle between the momentum

of the B-meson and that @f in the center of mass frame of the dileptagng™. In Eq. [3),

GFmb

(B — X lv) = To3t Ve |? f (w)k(u) (10)

where
flu) = 1—8u+8u* —u® —24utin(u) (11)
k(u) = 1-— 2043(7:7%) [ <71'2 - ?zl—1> (1 —m2) + g] , (12)

are the phase space factor and the QCD corrections to theleygiomic decay rate, respectively,
which is used to normalize the decay rate®f— X, ¢/T¢~ to remove the uncertainties in the
value ofmy,.

After integrating the double differential decay rate in @ over the angle variable, we find

dr o? Vi V|2 a4t
— =T(B— Xlv)———— (1 — )22l /1 ZA 13
g O A e Y T VA0 )
where
54 252 4 2t — 8st 4 . 2. .
Ay = CEEEIHEID 000y Lot s)(s 4 mICHTP 4 (24 )1+ )5
12 *
+ (st 2t)Re(CE/ T T (14)

We start with calculating the CP asymmetty: » between theB — X /¢~ and the conju-
gated one3 — X, ¢+ ¢~, which is defined as

dr _ dT
Acp(s) = 4 (15)
as T ds
where _ _ _
dl'  dI'(B — Xglte) . dI'(B — Xglte) (16)
ds ds " ds ds ’
Since in the SM onI;CSf ! contains imaginary part, representiﬁ@f ! symbolically as
Cs'l = &+ Mo (17)
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and further substituting — \* for the conjugated proceds — X;¢/*¢~, one can easily obtain

(1]

 —2Im(\,) %
Acrls) = X omog s (18)
where
2 o= (14 )0+ 29 m(E &) + 605 Im(e)] Im(A,) (19)

For completeness, we next consider the forward-backwardmetry, App,in B — X 01t¢™,
which is another physical quantity that may be useful tottestheoretical models. Using the def-
inition of differential Arp(s)

1 42T 0 d2r
Jo degog; — I d2 g

App(s el , 20
S P Sy ”
we find
3o e eff*
AFB(s):mRe[Cm(2C7ff +sCgIT), (21)

which agrees with the result given by refl [2], but not byl [21]

We have also a CP violating asymmetryAn-z, Acp(Arg), in B — X4 ¢T¢~decay. Since
in the limit of CP conservation, one expects g = —Arp [2,134], whereAdrp and App are the
forward-backward asymmetries in the particle and antigarchannels, respectiveldcp(Arp)
is defined as

Acp(ArB) = Arp+Arp . (22)
Here,Arp can be obtained by the replacement,

O ) = G5 (= 2. (23)
Using Egsl[(2l) we can find

B 6 vIim(A\y)
Acp(Arp) = AA F+4m(A,) D) o

(25 (2057 + s(Re(&1) + Re(&2) Re(A,) — Im(&2) Im(A,)) — s A Im(&2)]
(24)

which is slightly different from the one given by ref.121].

3 Numerical analysis and discussion

In this section, we present results of our calculationstedldo B — X, ¢*¢~decays, for two
different sets of the Wolfenstein parameters. For this vegdiive the Wolfenstein parametrization
[35] of the CKM factor in Eql(R)

— ) —m2 —
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and also

ViV

V2 N[(1=p)* + 0]+ O(XY). (26)

The updated fitted values for the paramejeendy are given in refl[36] as

p = 0.2240.07 (0.25 % 0.07)
= 0.3440.04 (0.34 +0.04) (27)

with (without) including the chiral logarithms uncertdagg. In our numerical analysis, we have
used(p, n) = (0.15; 0.30) and (0.32; 0.38), which are the lower and higher allowed values
of the parameters given in Eq_{27) above, and present thendepce of thelcp, Arpp and
Acp(App) on the dimensionles photon energyor the B — X 410~ (¢ = e, u, 7) decays in
Figs. (1E6).

We have also evaluated the average values of CP asymrietty.p >, forward-backward
asymmetry< Arp > and CP asymmetry in the forward-backward asymmetcp(Arp) >
in B — Xy (¢*¢~decay for the above sets of parametgrsn), and our results are displayed in
Table 1 and 2 without and with including the long distance&s, respectively.

The input parameters and the initial values of the Wilsorifaments we used in our numerical
analysis are as follows:

mp = 5.28GeV , my =4.8GeV , m.=1.4GeV ,my = 1756 GeV

me = 0.511 MeV |, m; = 1.777GeV, m, = 0.105GeV, ,

BR(B — Xeeve) = 104% , o =1/129 , my = 80.4GeV , my = 91.1GeV

Cp = —0.245, Cy = 1.107, O3 = 0.011, Cy = —0.026, Cs = 0.007,

Ce = —0.0314, C/T = —0.315, Cy = 4.220, C19 = —4.619. (28)

In our numerical analysis, we take into account five posgieémnances for the LD effects
coming from the reactioh — d; — d¢T¢~, wherei = 1, ..., 5 and divide the integration region
into two parts for! = 71 (2my/mp)? < s < ((my, —0.02)/mp)?* and((my, +0.02)/mp)? <
s < 1, wherem,,, = 3.097 GeV is the mass of the first resonance. Asfer ¢ andy modes,
the integration region is divided into three part§2m,/mp)* < s < ((my, — 0.02)/mp)?,
((my, +0.02)/mp)? < s < ((my, — 0.02)/mp)* and((my, + 0.02)/mp)? < s < 1, where
my, = 3.686 GeV is the mass of the second resonance.

For reference, we present our SM predictions with long disteeffects

BR(B — X4t 07) = (3.01,2.61,0.11) x 1077, (29)

for ¢ = e, u, T, respectively, with(p; n) = (0.30;0.34), which is in agreement with the results of
ref.[d].
In Fig.(@) and Fig[(R), we present the dependencg©f on the dimensionless photon energy
s, for B — X, ¢*¢~decay for the Wolfenstein parametéys n) = (0.15; 0.30) and (p; n) =
(0.32; 0.38), respectively. The three distinct lepton modes e, pu, 7 are represented by the
dashed, dotted and solid curves, respectively. We obseat¢ieA-p for ¢ = e, u cases almost
coincide, reaching up t®5 % for the larger values of. The Acp for £ = 7 mode exceeds the
values of the other modes and reacti@$s:. We also observe from Tables 1 and 2 that including
the LD effects in calculatingc Acp > does not change the results for= e, ;. modes, while
¢ = T mode, itis quite sizabl& — 36%, depending on the sets of the parameters usegpfoy).
Thes dependence oy forthe B — X 410~ (¢ = e, pu, 7) decays are plotted in Figsl(3)
and [3) for(p; n) = (0.15; 0.30) and(p; n) = (0.32; 0.38), respectively. We see thatyp is

6



< Acp > < App > < Acp(AFrB >)
(p;m) L =ce L= pu L= L =ce L =p L =T L =ce L =p L=
(0.150.30) | 0.030 0.036 0.134 | —0.124 —-0.151 —0.182 | —0.009 —0.009 0.001
(0.32;038) | 0.061  0.061 0.169 | —0.129 —0.156 —0.180 | —0.015 —0.015 0.002

Table 1: The average values dt.p, Arp and Acp(Arg) iIn B — X, ¢ ¢for the three distinct
lepton modes without including the long distance effects.

<Acp > < Arp > < Acp(ArB >)
(p; M) L =ce L =np L= L =ce L =np L= L =ce L =np L=
(0.15030) | 0.032  0.036 0.144 | —0.119 —-0.139 —0.157 | —0.017 —0.017 —0.004
(032038 | 0.0b1  0.059 0.230 | —0.125 —0.140 —0.150 | —0.031 —0.030 —0.009

Table 2: The same as Tablé (1), but including the long digtaffects.

negative for almost all values of except in the resonance and very smalegions.< App >
takes the values between(12 — 15)% depending on the sets of the parameters usegfoy) .
The LD effects on< App > are aboutl0%, but in reverse manner, decreasing its magnitude in
comparison to the values without LD contributions.

We present the dependence of thep(Arp) of B — X, ("¢~ decay ons in Fig.(d) and
Fig.(8), again for two different sets of the Wolfensteingraeters. As foldcp, Acp(Arp) for
¢ = e,and/ = u modes almost coincide. We see thtp(Arp) is all negative except in a
very small region for the intermediate valuessdbr ¢ = ¢, u cases. LD effects seem to be quite
significant for< Acp(Arp) >, enhancing its value twice (four times) fér= e, u (¢ = 7)
modes. To see this LD contributions more closely, we preent Acp(App) > for different
regions ofs in Table [3) and®), fotp; n) = (0.15; 0.30) and(p; ) = (0.32; 0.38), respectively.
We see that for the light lepton modés= e, u, Acp(Arp) is more sizable in the high-dilepton
mass region of, ((my, + 0.02)/mp)? < s < 1. However, for/ = 7, the contribution from
the high-dilepton mass region efis negligible and the contribution ta Acp(Arpp) > comes
effectively from the low-dilepton mass regiof@m;/mg)* < s < ((my, — 0.02)/mg)?* and
amounts to-1%.

As a conclusion we can say that there is a significdpt and Acp(Arp) for the B —
X, ¢ ¢~ decay, although the branching ratios predicted for thesmmdls are relatively small
because of CKM suppression. S8, — X, /"¢/~decays seem promising for investigating CP

SD (2my/mp)* < s < | ((my, +0.02)/mp)* <s | ((my, +0.02)/mp)* | sp+b
¢ | contribution ((mwl — 0.02)/7713)2 < ((an2 — 0.02)/7713)2 <s<1 contribution
el —0.92 —0.29 —0.25 —1.20 —1.78
w| —0.91 —0.29 —0.25 —1.20 —1.78
7| —0.11 —0.42 3.10 x 1073 —0.42

Table 3: The SM predictions for the average CP-violatingrasgetry in the forward-backward asym-
metry < Acp(App) > x1072 for different regions of the dimensionless photon enesgyith
(p;m) = (0.15; 0.30).



sD (2my/mp)* < s < | ((my, +0.02)/mp)* < s | ((my, +0.02)/mp)* | sp+b
{ | contribution ((mwl — 0.02)/m3)2 < ((77”&,1,2 — 0.02)/m3)2 <s<1 contribution
el —1.59 —0.51 —0.43 —2.15 -3.10
w| —1.57 —0.51 —0.43 —2.15 —-3.09
T 0.20 —0.94 3.30 x 1073 —0.94
Table 4: Same as Tablé (3), but with ) = (0.32; 0.38).
violation.
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Figure 1: Acp for B — X, (¢~ decay for the Wolfenstein parametéys ) = (0.15; 0.30). The
three distinct lepton modes = e, u, 7 are represented by the dashed, dotted and solid curves,

respectively.

ACP(B — Xd E+ [4)

Figure 2: The same as Figl.(1) but for the Wolfenstein pararagt, n) = (0.32; 0.38)
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AFB(B — deJr g;)

Figure 3: App for B — X, (*¢~decay for the Wolfenstein parametéys ) = (0.15; 0.30). The
three distinct lepton modes = e, u, 7 are represented by the dashed, dotted and solid curves,

respectively.

AFB(B — deJr g;)

Figure 4: The same as Figl.(3) but for the Wolfenstein pararagt, n) = (0.32; 0.38)
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Acp(Arp)(B — Xl (7)

/f
-0.1F .

Figure 5: Acp(App) for B — X, ("¢~ decay for the Wolfenstein parametérs n) = (0.15; 0.30).
The three distinct lepton modés= e, u, T are represented by the dashed, dotted and solid curves,

respectively.

-0.05

-0.1

Acp(Arp)(B — X0t (7)

Figure 6: The same as Figl.(5) but for the Wolfenstein pararaét, n) = (0.32; 0.38)
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