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Abstract

We study the CP asymmetry for the exclusive decay B — K*I™1~ in the two Higgs
doublet model with three level flavor changing neutral currents (model IIT). We analyse the
dependency of this quantity to the new phase coming from the complex Yukawa couplings
in the theory and we find that there exist a considerable CP violation for the relevant
process. Further, we see that the sign of the Wilson coefficient C’?f I can be determined
by fixing dilepton mass. Therefore, the future measurements of the CP asymmetry for
B — K*ITI~ decay will give a powerful information about the sign of Wilson coefficient
C’?f 7 and new physics beyond the SM.
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1 Introduction

Rare B-decays are induced by flavor changing neutral currents (FCNC) at loop level in the
Standard model (SM). Therefore, the measurements of the physical quantities, like Branching
ratio (Br), CP asymmetry (Acp), forward backward asymmetry (AFB), in such decays, provide
a powerful test for the SM and they give a comprehensive information about the fundamental
parameters, such as Cabbibo-Kobayashi- Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements, leptonic decay
constants, etc. Further, they play an important role in the determination of the physics beyond
the SM, such as two Higgs Doublet model (2HDM), Minimal Supersymmetric extension of the
SM (MSSM) [, etc. With the measurement of the Branching ratios (Br) of the inclusive
B — Xy [ and the exclusive B — K*vy [f] decays, the studies on rare B decays have been
increased.

Among rare B decays, B — K*ITI~ decay, induced by the inclusive process b — siti™,
becomes attractive since it has a large Br in the framework of the SM and it can be measured
in future experiments. In the literature, these decays have been studied in the SM, 2HDM
and MSSM M- [[§] extensively. For b — siTl~ induced processes, the matrix element con-
tains a term proportional to Vi, V%, ViV and Vi,V coming from t¢, c¢ and ua quark loops
respectively. The unitarity of CKM, V;, VX =0 , (i = u, ¢, t), causes that this term is only pro-
portional to Vi Vi since V., V." is smaller compared to Vi, V,:. Therefore, CP violating effects
are suppressed in the SM. However, there is a new source for CP violation in the framework
of the general 2HDM, so called model III. In this model, extra phase angles can appear in the
Yukawa couplings when they are taken complex. In [[9], the effect of the phase to the decay
b — sy was studied. Recently, the constraints on the phase angle in the product of Yukawa
coupligs Ay Ay was predicted by [B{]. These angles can cause an observable CP violation in the
b — slt1~ induced decays. The theoretical investigation of CP violation effects in the model
III for b — sl™1~ and its induced exclusive decays, such as B — K*I*T]™, can be an important
test for the new physics, since there is almost no such effect in the context of the SM.

Even if the theoretical analysis of exclusive decays is more complicated due to the hadronic
form factors, the experimental investigation of them is easier compared those of inclusive ones.
Therefore, in this work, we study the CP violating effects in the model III for the exclusive
B — K*I™l~ decay.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present the matrix element for the
inclusive b — sitl~ (I = e, u) decay and calculate Acp in the framework of the model III.

Section 3 is devoted to discussion and our conclusions.



2 CP violation in the exclusive decay B — K*[7l~ in the
framework of the model III

Before starting with the exclusive decay B — K*ITI~ (I = e, u), we would like to give a brief
summary about the model III and to derive the matrix element of the inclusive decay b — sl1~
which induces the exclusive B — K*IT]~ process.

In the general 2HDM | called model III, the Yukawa interaction can be defined as
Ly = nZQiLﬂglUjR + ngQiLaﬁle + ggQiLQ§2UjR + 65@iL¢2DjR + h.c. (1)

where L and R denote chiral projections L(R) = 1/2(1 F~;), ¢; for i = 1,2, are the two scalar
doublets. The Yukawa matrices ng’D and SZ’D have in general complex entries. With the choice

of ¢1 and ¢,

bl ) () e

and the vacuum expectation values,

1
<¢1>:ﬁ<

it is possible to collect SM particles in the first doublet and new particles in the second one.
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The Flavor Changing (FC) part of the interaction can be written as
Ly.re = §;QudUsn + £ Qid2Din + hoc. (4)

where the couplings ¢Y'P for the FC charged interactions are

Yo= & Verw
& = Voxm én (5)

and €57 is defined by the expression (more details see [2T])
N =) TRV (6)

Note that the index "N” in 5%’[) denotes the word "neutral”.

The procedure is to obtain the effective Hamiltonian and calculate the QCD corrections by
matching the full theory with the effective low energy theory at the high scale p and evaluating
the Wilson coefficients from p down to the lower scale u ~ O(my). In the process under

consideration the high scale p is mass of charged Higgs, i = mpy+. Fortunately, this scale can
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be taken as the mass of W boson, myy, since the evaluation from p = mpy+ to u = my,, gives
negligible contribution to the Wilson coefficients. The reason is that the charged Higgs boson
is heavy enough from the current theoretical restrictions, for example my+ > 340 GeV [BZ],
mpy+ > 480 GeV' 23]

The effective Hamiltonian is obtained by integrating out the heavy degrees of freedom, here
t quark, W=, H* H,, and H, bosons where H* and H,,H, denote charged and neutral Higgs

bosons respectively. For the relevant process we have

Mgy = ijvtbv;zlw (W)Oi(1) + L0 w)) | (7)

where the O; are current-current (¢ = 1,2,11,12), penguin (¢ = 1,...6), magnetic penguin
(i = 7,8) and semileptonic (i = 9, 10) operators [[§, 4], 7] and primed counterparts are their
flipped chirality partners [[§. C;(u) and C}(1) are Wilson coefficients renormalized at the scale
L.

Denoting the Wilson coefficients for the SM with C7™ (my,) and the additional charged

Higgs contribution with C#(myy), we have the initial values for unprimed set of operators [[J

ClH,...G,n,lz(mW) =0,
1 Vi Ve
C%{(mW) = m_%( Ntt_'_gNtc‘/ts)(gNtt—i_gNtcv VL (y)
1 v Vis
+ m( Ntt_‘_gNtcV;s)(ngb_‘_gNsb‘/tb)F?( y)

1 Vv Ve
Cg(mW) = W( Ntt_'_gNtc‘/t )(gNtt—i_gNtcV )G1(y) ,

t

1 | % Vis
- v Ty
+ mtmb( Ntt_‘_gNtcV;s)(ngb_‘_gNst;b) 2(y) ,

1 Vv Vi
C}f(mw) = m—%( Ntt+§Ntc‘/t8)(€Ntt+€NtcV VH1(y) ,
1 |7 Ve
Cl%(mW) = E%( Ntt_'_gNtcV;s)(gNtt—i_gNtc‘/t )Li(y) , (8)
and for primed set of operators [L§],
Cf{.ﬁ,n,m(mW) = 0 )
1H _ c*xD V:fb ~D ‘/ts
Cr (mw) = (gz\fbs‘/;t + sts) (beb + stbV V1 (y)
Va
F
+ mtmb(ngS‘/ts+§NSS)(Ntt+§Ntc‘/;€b) 2( )’
, Nz Vis
Cff(mw) = — (fNDbs Vib + fN Do) (51\/ w + EN stf )G1(y) ,



+ (ngsvt +§Nss)(7jjv,tt+§NtcV )Ga(y) ,

mym
/ V;f ‘/ts
Cy (mw) = (§NDbs V;b ) (5N w T EN Y JHi(y)
Vi Vis
Ciif (mw) = <s;$’bsv; Ro) (€8 + Ry ) a(y) (9)

where & = m?/m}, and y = m?/m?%.. In egs. (B) and (J) we used the redefinition

€U0 ,/4%’ g (10)

The explicit forms of the Wilson coefficients C’Z-(')SM(mW) and the functions Fy2)(y), Gi2)(y),
H,(y) and L;(y) can be found in Appedix A. Here we take the couplings gg’D as complex and
neglect the contributions due to the neutral Higgs bosons which should be very small due to

the discussion given in [Rf] (see also discussion part). Finally, the inital values of the Wilson

coefficients can be defined as

cOHPM ) = COM ) + CO (myy) (11)

K3 3

CZ2HDM( CZ{2HDM(

p) at any

lower scale in the effective theory with five quarks, namely u, ¢, d, s,b and use the renormal-

Using these initial values, we can calculate the coefficients w) and

ization group to sum the large logaritms, similar to the SM case. In this process, Wilson
coefficients C2HPM (1) CZHPM (1) and CZHPM (1) play the essential role and the others enter

into expressions due to operator mixing.
The effective coefficient CS7 (1) is defined as

C () = C2IPM () + Qu (CZHPM () + N. C2HPM (1))
+oQu <mc CHPM (1) + N, % CHPM (1))
Crtf(n) = c;?HDM< )+ Qu <C'2HDM< )+ N CHPM (1)
+ @A% CRHPM (1) 4 N, ¢ c’”ﬂ’M(u)) . (12)

2HDM(/QL) ,1=>5,6,11,12 comes from the contributions

Here the dependence to coefficients C’
of the operators Os, Og, O11 and Oy, ( O, O, O}, and O},) to the leading order matrix element
of b — s7v in the NDR scheme [[§]. The NLO corrected coefficients CZPM (1) and C2HPM (1)

are given as

C?HDM(ILL) CLO 2HDM(,U) ( )C(l 2HDM(,U)
4 Y
C§2HDM(IU) _ C/LO 2HDM (N) 4( )C/(l 2HDM(,U) ' (13)
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where the leading order QCD corrected Wilson coefficients CL92H#PM (1)) and CfFO-2HPM

I3, B4, B9, B7:
CLO 2HDM(M) _ n16/23C$HDM(mW) + (8/3) (7714/23 _ 7]16/23)C§HDM(mw)
8
BN () S iy

n16/23C§2HDM(mW> + (8/3)(7}14/23 - 7716/23)Cé2HDM(mW) (14)

1)

C/LO 2HDM (M)

and 7 = as(mw)/as(p), h; and a; are the numbers which appear during the evaluation [[[J].

Cél)zHDM(,u) is the a; correction to the leading order result that its explicit form can be found

in B9, Pg. C§(1)2HDM(,u) can be obtained by replacing the Wilson coefficients in C{" DM ()
with their primed counterparts.

The Wilson coefficient C§'/ (1) (Cy#/ (1)) has contributions coming from the coefficients
Ci(p), Ca(p), Cs(p)y -ny Co(p) (C1(1), Ch(), Ci(u), ..., Ci(p)) due to the operator mixing.
Therefore the perturbative part of C¢// (1) [, B and C"ef 7 (1) including NLO QCD corrections
are defined in the NDR scheme as:

Cy™' () = CFPM(w)n(3)
+ h(z,3) (3C1 (1) + Co(p) + 3C5(1) + Ca(p) + 3C5(p) + Co(p))

— (L 3) (40 (1) + 4Cu(1) + 3Cs() + Ca(1) (15)

1

— 5h(0.5) (Colp) +3Cu(1) + 5 (BCul) + Cal) + 3C5(1) + ()

and

Cyri) = CRIPM (i)
+ (2 8) 3C1(w) + Cyp) + 3C5(n) + Cilu) + 3C5(p) + C(p))
1 .
= 5hUL,8) (4C5(p) +4C4 () +3C5(n) + Cg(u)) (16)
1 . 2
= 5hl0,8) (C5(n) +3C5(w) + 5 (3C5(k) + Cilu) +3C5(k) + Cg(p)) -
where z = ¢ and § = 7‘111—2}2). In the above expression 7)(§) represents the one gluon correction
to the matrix element Oy with ms = 0 [BJ] and the function h(z, §) arises from the one loop
contributions of the four quark operators Oy, ..., Og (01, ..., Of) (see Appendix B). There exist
also the long distance (LD) part due to the real ¢c in the intermediate states, i.e. the cascade
process B — K*i); — K*I*]~ where ¢ = 1,..,6. Using a Breit-Wigner form of the resonance

propogator [IJ, BT, and adding this contribution to the perturbative one coming from the c¢



loop, the NLO QCD corrected C&/¥ (1) can be written as:
Caff( ) Cgert(,@ + Y;‘eson(g) ) (17>

where Y, ¢s0n(8) in NDR scheme is defined as

Y;eson(é) - 5 — K Z WP(V; - ll)m%

a2 vizy, @@ — my, +imy Ly,
(3C1 (1) + Cape) 4+ 3C3(p) + Ca(pe) 4+ 3C5(1) + Ce(pe)) - (18)

For the expression C};ef f (1), it is enough to replace all unprimed coefficients with primed ones.
In eq. ([I§) the phenomenological parameter k = 2.3 is chosen [[J]. The NLO corrected
coefficients C; ,i =1, ...,6 can be found in [P2, P§.

Finally, neglecting the strange quark mass, the matrix element for b — s¢*¢~ decay is

obtained as:

G aem * e — e — )
M = QFf ms{ (O3 (1) 59u(1 = 75)b + o7 () 59, (1 + 75)b ) £y
+  (Cro(p) 57, (1 = 35)b + Clo (1) 57, (1 + 75)b) "5t (19)

B <Ceff( )?swuyq (14 75)b+ C2 (u )?swuyq (1 —75)b> 577“5} :

To look at the problem from the hadronic side, the B — K*ITl~ decay, it is necessary to
calculate the matrix elements (K*|5v,(1 £ v5)b| B), and (K* |5i0,,q¢"(1 £ v5)b| B). Using the
parametrization of the form factors as in [RJ], the matrix element of the B — K*I*]~ decay is

obtained as [B][:

Gaem * . *
M = 2\/— Wb‘/;s{€7 l {2Atot€pupo€ Pre-q” + @B tot€;, — iB21ot(€°q) (B + P+ )y — 1B3or(€ Q)qu}
+ E’YMVSE {2Ctot€uup06*up§(*qa + Zl)l totez - Z1)2 tot(E*q) (pB + pK*)u - Zl)3 tot(E*q)qM} } ) (20)

where €** is the polarization vector of K* meson, pg and pg« are four momentum vectors of
B and K* mesons, ¢ = pg — pr+- Aiot, Ciot, Bitor, and Dj @ = 1,2, 3 are functions of Wilson
coefficients and form factors of the relevant process. Their explicit forms are given in Appendix
C.

Now we are ready to calculate the CP-violating asymmetry for the given process. The
complex Yukawa couplings are the possible source of CP violation in the model III for the
decay B — K*I™l~. In our theoretical calculations we expect that the neutral Higgs effects

on the Wilson coefficent C’?f T s suppressed and we neglect all the Yukawa couplings, except



g%tt and Eﬁvbb (see discussion part). Therefore, in model III, the only detectable CP violating
effect comes from the combination g]%*tté ﬁbb, appears in the Wilson coefficient C?f ! Using the

definition of CP-violating asymmetry (Acp)

dl'(Bs—K*ete™)  dI'(Bs—K*efe)
_ dq® dg*
Acp = dr(B,~K*etem) | dN(Bs—Kreter) (21)
dq? dg?

we get

Im(CH (my)) P A

ACP = —2[’)71()\2) p . (22)
Re(\o)[=2(P, + 2Py) Re(Cg?Y (my)) A + Q
In eq. (P2) we use the parametrization
Ceff( )= Pi(p) A2 + Pa(p) (23)
where \, is
ho = |88 R ke (24)
me my SN,
Note that, here, we choose £, as real and &f,, as complex, namely &, = |8 ] € (see

discussion). Functions Pj(u) and P,(p) can be written as the combinations of LO and NLO

part, namely,

Pi(p) = PPu)+ PMO(p)
Py(p) = PyOu)+ P (), (25)

and

8
PEO(u) = 0B (y) + (™ —n'9/%) Gy(y)

3
€5 4]
PfPu) = n'BosM (mw) + Zf
t

A(y)]

v S ey + el )
3 mt

+ Qd(Csfo(u)JrNcCéo(u))JrQu( szo( )+ Ne bCﬁO( 1)

+ Cy(mw) Z hin® (26)

1=1

PNLO (1) is calculated by extracting the coefficient of \; in the expression O‘S C’(1 2HDM) ().

Similarly, PNEO(u) is obtained by setting Ay = 0 in the same expression. Flnally, the functions



A and ) are defined as

TQS 2 — rr —
Tg)\ 2/ - s _ 8T1VS
+ 3m237‘(1+\/?)(r—1){A2)\+A1(1+\/F)( 147+ ))} TRV

a0 — \C’geff\z + |C1ol? 2A1 AN 4+ 1) (=1 471+ 5) + A2(1 + )\ + 12rs)
6mme(1 + \/7_">27" '

+ NA+ 8)\rsV2}

Amymp mympg
+ S(Pl + PQ)PQ{TTES + 3q47’ T22[>\(—47" + S) + 12T(T - 1)2] S
my 22
NT.
* 3myr(—1+7r)2" P
+ 20y (1— 5+ 3T, (27)
s(1—s4+3r
3mpq*r(—1+7) 203
where 7 = 7:;5, s:n‘i—z and A=1+7r2+s2 —2r —2s — 2rs.
B B

3 Discussion

Model III induces many free parameters, namely, complex Yukawa couplings, §Z’D where 1i,j
are flavor indices, masses of charged and neutral Higgs bosons. These parameters should
be restricted using the experimental measurements. The contributions of the neutral Higgs
bosons hy and Ay to the Wilson coefficient C$// (see the appendix of [Pd] for details) are not

in contradiction with the CLEO measurement announced recently [BZ],
Br(B = Xyy) = (3.15£0.35 £ 0.32) 107", (28)

if the couplings £§,,(i = d,s,b) and £F 4, are negligible. Further, using the constraints [B3],
coming from the AF = 2 mixing, the p parameter [BI]], and the measurement by CLEO
Collaboration, we have : &y << &X,,, &R, and EX, ~ O,é_“]l\?ij ~ 0, where the indices 1, j
denote d and s quarks . These restrictions allows us to neglect all the couplings except £5,, and
¢0,,. With this choice, we can cancel the contributions coming from primed Wilson coefficients
eq.(A) and the neutral Higgs bosons since the Yukawa vertices are combinations of £, and
¢0... Finally, only the multiplication of Yukawa couplings, £¥,, £, and |€5,,|? appear in the
Wilson coefficients (see eq. f). At this stage it is possible to define a new parameter 6 with the

expression
7Jj\ftzt 7@, = |§1[\tht Efv’:ﬁble_w (29)
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Here, it is possible to take both g%tt and éﬁ,bb or any one of them complex. In our work,
we choose €Y ,; as real and £§ ,, as complex, namely £, = |E7| €.

The phase angle # leads to a substantial enhancement in neutron electric dipole moment and
the experimental upper limit on neutron electric dipole moment d,, < 10~*%e-cm thus places a
upper bound on the couplings: ——Tm(&F, Exp,) < 1.0 for My+ ~ 200 GeV [27].

In this section, we study the ¢? dependencies of the CP asymmetry Acp of the decay
B — K*I*I~ for the selected parameters of the model III (£Y,,, €&, and phase angle #) In
our analysis, we restricted |C¢//| in the region 0.257 < |C&/f| < 0.439 coming from CLEO
measurement [BJ]. Here upper and lower limits were calculated in B3] following the procedure
given in [B3]. With this restriction, an allowed region for the parameters £5,,, £&,, and 6, is
found. Our numerical calculations based on this restriction and the constraint for the angle
0 due to the experimental upper limit of neutron electric dipole moment. Throughout these
calculations, we take the charged Higgs mass my+ = 400 GeV, the scale p = my and we use

the input values given in Table ([T)).

‘ Parameter ‘ Value ‘
me 1.4 (GeV)
azl 129
At 0.04
mp, 5.28 (GeV)
my 175 (GeV)
my 80.26 (GeV)
my 91.19 (GeV)
AQC’D 0.214 (GGV)
as(my) 0.117
sinby, 0.2325

Table 1: The values of the input parameters used in the numerical calculations.

In fig. [ we plot Acp of the decay B — K*IT1~ with respect to the dilepton mass square,

_ cU
¢, for €0, = 40my, sin = 0.1 and C<// > 0, in the case where the ratio |ry| = |§g’“| < 1.
; N,bb

Acp is restricted in the narrow region bounded by solid lines, which almost coincide, especially

for the values of ¢ far from resonances. Up to the value ¢ = 8 GeV? Acp is negative, however
it changes sign almost at ¢> = 9GeV?. In fig. P, we present the same dependence as in fig. [
for C’?f 7 < 0. Here, Acp lies in the region bounded by solid lines and it can change sign for any
¢* value. In both cases, C/7 > 0 and C/7 < 0, Acp is small, at order of 1073 in the region

far from resonances. Fig. § () show the same dependence like fig. [l (B]), but for sin6 = 0.5.
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Acp behaves similar to sin @ case, however it increases almost 5 times compared to former one.
Further, the restriction region for Acp becomes broader. We also show the ¢? dependence of
Acp for sinf = 0.9 (withouth LD effects) in fig. J(f) for C// < 0. It should be noted that, for
C’?f 7> 0, sinf = 0.9 does not obey the restriction coming from the limit on neutron electric
dipole moment, namely #mbl m(&Y,, Ex5,) < 1.0 . However, this restriction is still satisfied for
Cell < 0 (fig. B and [B), since the ratio giéz

sin 6 should be very small to satisfy the neutron electric dipole moment restriction and Acp

| is small enough. Finally, for the case |ry| >> 1,

almost vanishes (~ 107'!). Now, we present the average Acp,Acp, for three different phase

angles (sinf = 0.1, 0,5, 0.9) in two different dilepton mass regions (Table B).

‘ sinf ‘ C?” >0 ‘ C?” <0 ‘ q? regions ‘
0.1 | =3.32103 < Acp < —3.351073 | —0.701073 < Acp < 1.721073 I
3161073 < Acp <3.75103 | —1.0610 3 < Acp < 0.411073 II
05 | —1.681072 < Acp < —1.661072 | —4.1810% < Acp < 9.311073 I
1431072 < Acp < 1.821072 —5.801073 < Acp < 2421073 11
0.9 —1.491072 < App < 2.221072 I
—1.461072 < Acp < 9.071073 II

Table 2:  The average asymmetry Agp for regions I ( 1 GeV < \/62 <mypy —20MeV ) and
IT (myys + 20 MeV < /" < my — 20 MeV )

Figs. [] and § are devoted to sin § dependence of Acp with LD effects for ¢ = 10 GeV? and
q? = 15 GeV? respectively. Here, Acp lies in the region bounded by solid lines for C?f F'>0or
by dashed lines for C’?f 7 < 0. It is interesting that the lower bound of the region for C?f >0
coincides with the upper bound of the region for C?f I <0, at almost sinf = 0.8. Decreasing
stn # causes to decrease Acp as expected and it makes the restricted region narrower, for both
C < 0 and C¥7 < 0. Further, for ¢2 = 10GeV? and ¢2 = 15GeV?2, Acp is positive for
C¢7 > 0. However it can have negative values for C&// < 0. This is informative in the
determination of the sign of C’?f f

In conclusion, we analyse the dependency of, Acp on ¢? and sin @ using the restrictions for
the model III parameters E%tt 3 ]{,’,bb, sin 6 and we calculate the average CP-asymmetry Agp in
two different dilepton mass regions, for the decay B — K*IT[~.

Now we would like to summarize the main points of our results:

e For |ry| < 1 and C¢Y > 0, increasing sinf causes to increase |Acp| and the area of

the restriction region. In this case, Acp changes sign at the ¢ value, ¢> ~ 9GeV2.
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For |ryp| < 1 and C7'7 < 0 the restriction region becomes broader with increasing sin 6,

however Acp can be very small and even vanish for any value of ¢

e For the case |ry| >> 1, Acp almost vanishes (~ 107!) since sin 6 should be very small

due to the restriction coming from the limit on neutron electric dipole moment.

Therefore, if Acp is not observed for the relevant process, it is still possible to have physics

beyond the SM, here the general 2HDM with |ry| < 1, CZ < 0 or [ry| >> 1.

e For the fixed value of ¢%, ¢2 = 10GeV? (or ¢ = 15GeV?), C¢/7 can have both signs if
Acp is measured as positive. However, if Acp is negative, C?f 7 will be negative. This
shows that the measurement of Acp for fixed ¢? gives information about the sign of C’?f !

which is an interesting result.

Therefore, the experimental investigation of Acp ensure a crucial test for new physics and

also the sign of C</7.
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Appendix

A The Wilson coefficients in the SM and the functions
appear in these coefficients

The initial values of the Wilson coefficients for the relevant process in the SM are [[]

015:3]%..6,11,12(mw) = 0,
CyM(mw) = 1,
CoM(my) = 7?1?;:?; Inx + _821(; 5_;521;; T ;
CM(mw) = —Zl(;ile)ﬁtlnxjt —x;(j;5_:1721; 2 )
O ) = e B+ I W g py L
Cilmy) = o (B(o) = Cla)
(30)
and the primed ones are
CPMa(mw) = 0. (31)
The functions appear in these coefficients are
Blz) = i [x__xl + (xf1)2 lnx] ,
Cx) = 7 le__l?’ ?Zz/f B; 1nx1 ,
D(z) = —1923 /36 + 2522 /36 N —2/6 + 523 /3 — 3% + 162/9 — 4/9 Iz, (32)

(z —1)° (z — 1)1
and in the coefficients C'* (eqs. (§) and () are

y(7—5y—8y%) ¥’ (3y—2)
F = |

yy—3) | y(=3y+2),

PO = a1 ey -1 Y
Y=y +5y+2) —y?
Gily) = 24(y — 1)? +4(y—1)4 Iny ,
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y(y —3) y

= 1
W= e -
1 —4sin?0y ay [ 1 1 47y? — 79y + 38 3y3 — 6y + 4

H(y) = ———— < = Iny| — —

sin?Oy 8 ly—1 (y—1)2 108(y — 1)3 18(y — 1)4

1 Ty 1 1
L = —= |- 1

W) = Sy s l g1 g1 ny]

Iny| ,

(33)

B The functions which appear in the Wilson coefficients

C’Sf ! and C{ff /

The function which represents the one gluon correction to the matrix element Oy is [29]

(8 =1+ os(1) W(3)

T
and
R 2 4_ . . 2 ) 5443
w(8) = —§7r2 _ §LI2(8) —3 Insin(l —8) — m In(1 —
23(148)(1 — )1 R 5495 — 652
3(1 — 8)2(1 + 29) 6(1 —38)(1+28) "

h(z, §) arises from the one loop contributions of the four quark operators Oy, ...

4
h(z,8) = _SIHF_SIHZJ“%JF&
_g(2+x)|1_x|1/2 (ln‘gi_”—zﬂ')’ fOI'.CL’_4Z
9 2 arctan \/%, for o = 4z
8 8 4 4

C The form factors for the decay B — K*[7l~

The structure functions appear in eq. (20) are
A = A4+ A",
Byt = Bi+Bj,
Bty = By+ By,

B3t = Bs+ By,

13

§) —

<1
> 1,

,Og (01, ...,

(34)

(35)
O6)

(36)



Here

Dy

Dj

and

C1tot = C + C, s
Diwe = D1+ Dy,
Doy = Do+ Djy |

D3tot - D3 —|— Dé . (38)
V
_Cgff _ 4C€ffmbT1 ,
mB + mK*

effIml
—C, ff(mB + mK*)Al — 40 2 q2b (mQB - m%(*)Tg s

2
G . S YoC (T e T3> ,
¢?

mp + M- m% — m3.

of F2M
—cglt qK (A5 — Ag) + 4C; 2Tg,,

Vv m
~C§H ——— —acy 2T
mp + Mg+ q

C,eff(mB + mK*)Al + 4Cleff,r;b (mQB - m%{*)Tg s

A m 2
Cueff 22 4yt <T SR - T3> ,
mp + Mg+ ¢ m¥% — mk.

2
C/eff Mg+ (A3—A0) 4C/effmbT3 7
7

V.
mmB‘l‘mK* )
C{O(mB +mK*)A1 )
Ay

Clp———

mmg + My
2Mmpes

Clo—g— (43— Ay) |

(40)

We use the ¢? dependent expression which is calculated in the framework of light-cone QCD

14



sum rules in [B4] to calculate the hadronic formfactors V, Ay, As, Ao, T1, T3 and T3:

) =

- 2 2 )
q 7> 2
1 - OGPz + bF(;z;)

(41)

where the values of parameters F'(0), ar and bg are listed in Table 3.

L [ FO Jar | br |
A, [ 034 £0.05 | 0.60 | —0.023
Ay [ 028 +£0.04 | 118 | 0.281
V | 046 +0.07 | 155 | 0575
T |0.194003 | 159 | 0.615
Ty [ 019£0.03 | 049 | —0.241
Ty [013£0.02]1.20| 0098

Table 3: The values of parameters existing in eq.(f]) for the various form factors of the tran-
sition B — K™.

References

[1] J. L. Hewett, in Proc. of the 215" Annual SLAC Summer Institute, ed. L. De Porcel and C.
Dunwoode, SLAC-PUB-6521 (1994)

2] M. S. Alam et. al. CLEO Collaboration, Phys. Rev.Lett. 74 (1995) 2885;

[3] R. Ammar et. al. CLEO Collaboration, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71 (1993) 674.

[4] W. -S. Hou, R. S. Willey and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. Lett. 58 (1987) 1608.

[5] N. G. Deshpande and J. Trampetic, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60 (1988) 2583.

[6] C.S. Lim, T. Morozumi and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Lett. B218 (1989) 343.

[7] B. Grinstein, M. J. Savage and M. B. Wise, Nucl. Phys. B319 (1989) 271.
[8] C. Dominguez, N. Paver and Riazuddin, Phys. Lett. B214 (1988) 459.

[9] N. G. Deshpande, J. Trampetic and K. Ponose, Phys. Rev. D39 (1989) 1461.
[10] P. J. O'Donnell and H. K. Tung, Phys. Rev. D43 (1991) 2067.

[11] N. Paver and Riazuddin, Phys. Rev. D45 (1992) 978.

15



[12] A. Ali, T. Mannel and T. Morozumi, Phys. Lett. B273 (1991) 505.
[13] A. Ali, G. F. Giudice and T. Mannel, Z. Phys. C67 (1995) 417.

[14] C. Greub, A. Ioannissian and D. Wyler, Phys. Lett. B346 (1995) 145;
D. Liu Phys. Lett. B346 (1995) 355;
G. Burdman, Phys. Rev. D52 (1995) 6400:
Y. Okada, Y. Shimizu and M. Tanaka Phys. Lett. B405 (1997) 297.

[15] A. J. Buras and M. Miinz, Phys. Rev. D52 (1995) 186.

[16] N. G. Deshpande, X. -G. He and J. Trampetic, Phys. Lett. B367 (1996) 362.

[17] W. Jaus and D. Wyler, Phys. Rev. D41 (1990) 3405.

[18] T. M.Aliev, E. Iltan hep-ph/ 9804458 (1998).

[19] L. Wolfenstein and Y. L. Wu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73 (1994) 2809.

[20] D. B. Chao, K. Cheung and W. Y. Keung, hep-ph/ 98011235 (1998).

[21] D. Atwood, L. Reina and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. D53 (1996) 119.

[22] M. Ciuchini, G. Degrassi, P. Gambino and G. I. Giudice, Nucl. Phys. B527 (1998) 21.
23] T. M. Aliev, G. Hiller and E. O. Iltan, Nucl. Phys. B515 (1998) 321.

[24] B. Grinstein, R. Springer, and M. Wise, Nuc. Phys. B339 (1990) 269; R. Grigjanis, P.J.
O’Donnel, M. Sutherland and H. Navelet, Phys. Lett. B213 (1988) 355; Phys. Lett. B286
(1992) E, 413; G. Cella, G. Curci, G. Ricciardi and A. Viceré, Phys. Lett. B325 (1994) 227,
Nucl. Phys. B431 (1994) 417.

[25] M. Misiak, Nucl. Phys. B393 (1993) 23, Erratum B439 (1995) 461.
[26] T. M. Aliev, and E. Iltan, Phys. Rev. D58 (1998) 095014.

[27] A. I. Vainshtein, V. I. Zakharov, L. B. Okun and M. A. Shifman,
Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 24 (1976) 427.

28] F. M. Borzumati and C. Greub, Phys. Rev. D58 (1998) 074004

[29] P. Colangelo, F. De Fazio, P. Santorelli and E. Scrimieri, Phys. Rev. D53 (1996) 3672.

16



[30] T. M. Aliev, A. Ozpineci and M.Savel, Phys. Rev. D56 (1997) 4260.
[31] D. Atwood, L. Reina and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. D55 (1997) 3156.

[32] M. S. Alam Collaboration, to appear in ICHEP98 Conference (1998)
33] T. M.Aliev, E. Tltan hep-ph/ 9803272 (1998).

[34] P. Ball and V. Braun, Phys. Rev. D57 (1998) 4260.

17



0.02 T T T T T T T T T
0.015

0.01

-0.005

-0.01 I I I I I I I I I
0

Figure 1: Acp as a function of ¢? for fixed E}@vbb = 40 m, in the region |ry| < 1, at the scale

1= my, for C?f 7> 0 and sinf = 0.1, including LD effects. Here Acp is restricted in the region
bounded by solid lines .
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Figure 2: The same as Fig 1, but for C</7 <0 .
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Figure 3: The same as Fig 1, but for sin 8 = 0.5.
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Figure 4: The same as Fig 2, but for sin 6 = 0.5.
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Figure 5: The same as Fig 2, but for sinf = 0.9.
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Figure 6: The same as Fig ], but withouth LD effects.
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Figure 7: Acp as a function of sin @ for ¢* = 10 GeV?, &R, = 40my in the region |ry| < 1, at
the scale up = my,. For C?f 7> 0, Acp lies in the region bounded by solid lines and for C?f I <o,

it lies in the region bounded by dashed lines .
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Figure 8:

The same as Fig [, but for ¢ = 15 GeV?2.
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