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A linear relation between Cabibbo-K obayashi-M askawa quark m ixing param eters, �� =

tan� 3=2(�� � 0:24 � 0:03), involving a 1� range for �3=2, 20
�
< � 3=2 < 115

�
, is obtained from

B
0
! K

�
� am plitudesm easured in D alitz plotanalysesofB

0
! K

+
�
�
�
0
and B

0
(t)! K S �

+
�
�
.

Thisrelation isconsistentwithin the large erroron � 3=2 with otherCK M constraints. W e discuss

the high sensitivity ofthism ethod to a new physicscontribution in the �S = �I = 1 am plitude.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Two anom alousfeaturesm easured in b ! s penguin-

dom inated processes have attracted substantialinterest

in recentyears[1]:(i)CP asym m etries�S in B 0 ! K SX

decays (X = �0;�;�0;�0;!;K SK S;�
0K S) show a hint

of system atic deviations from standard m odel predic-

tions,and (ii) the pattern ofdirect CP asym m etries in

B ! K � decaysishard to explain using dynam icalap-

proaches based on 1=m b expansion. Are these m erely

statisticaluctuations,a sign ofour inabilities to reli-

ably calculate the relevantobservables,orare they �rst

hintsofnew avor-dependentCP-violatingcontributions

from new physicsata TeV scale?

In orderto answerthisquestion itisim portantto ob-

tain precisem odel-independentconstraintson the CK M

param eters�� and �� [2]using penguin dom inated �S = 1

B decays.Com paring these constraintswith CK M con-

straintswhich are nota�ected by New Physics(NP)in

�S = 1 decays,e.g.,the determ ination of from tree-

dom inated processes B ! D (�)K (�) [3],m ay provide a

testforthepresenceofNP in b! s penguin transitions.

In thepresentnotewestudy a linearconstraintin the

(��;��)plane following from a com bination ofB0 ! K ��

am plitudes. The m ethod proposed in [4] and devel-

oped furtherin [5]willbesum m arized in Section II.The

necessary observablesrequired forapplying the m ethod

have been m easured recently in Dalitz plot analyses of

B 0 ! K + �� �0 [6]and B 0 ! K S�
+ �� [7].They willbe

used in Section IIIto determ ine the slope ofthe linear

constraint,com paring this constraint with other CK M

constraints. Section IV discusses the sensitivity ofthis

testto New Physicse�ects,while Section V concludes.

�O n sabbatical leave from the Physics D epartm ent, Technion{

IsraelInstitute ofTechnology,H aifa 32000,Israel

II. T H E M ET H O D

Them ain idea ofthem ethod [4,5]isstudying �I = 1

com binationsofB ! K �� am plitudeswhich do notre-

ceive dom inant contributions from Q CD penguin oper-

ators,and thus carry a weak phase  in the absence of

electroweak penguin (EW P)term s. In the presentnote

wefocusourattention on the I = 3=2 �nalstate,

3A 3=2 = A(B
0
! K

�+
�
�
)+

p
2A(B

0
! K

�0
�
0
): (1)

In the absenceofEW P term s would be given by

 = �3=2 � �
1

2
arg

�
R 3=2

�
; R 3=2 �

�A 3=2

A 3=2

; (2)

where �A 3=2 istheam plitudeforcharge-conjugatedstates.

Thephase�3=2 can be obtained by m easuring m agni-

tudes and relative phases ofB 0 ! K �+ �� and B 0 !

K �0�0 am plitudesand theircharge-conjugates.The ad-

vantage ofB ! K �� overB ! K � decaysisthatK ��

quasi{two-bodystatesoccurin DalitzplotsofB ! K ��,

where overlapping resonances perm it determ ining both

the m agnitudes and relative phases ofB ! K �� am -

plitudes. In contrast,the relative phases ofB ! K �

am plitudescannotbe m easured directly.

The inclusion ofEW P contributions m odi�es the ex-

pression forR 3=2 which becom es[5]

R 3=2 = e
�2i[+ arg(1+ �)]

1+ c�
�
r3=2

1+ c�r3=2
; (3)

� � �
3

2

C9 + C10

C1 + C2

V �

tb
Vts

V �

ub
Vus

; c� �
1� �

1+ �
; (4)

r3=2 �
(C1 � C2)h(K

��)I= 3=2jO 1 � O 2jB
0i

(C1 + C2)h(K
��)I= 3=2jO 1 + O 2jB

0i
: (5)

Here O 1 � (�bs)V �A (�uu)V �A and O 2 � (�bu)V �A (�us)V �A
arethe V-A current-currentoperators.
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The straight line �� = �� tan�3=2, in the absence of

EW P term s,isshifted by thesecontributionsalong the ��

axisby a calculable�niteam ount.Theactualconstraint

becom es[5]

�� = tan�3=2

h

�� + C [1� 2Re(r3=2)]+ O (r
2
3=2)

i

; (6)

where(� = 0:227)

C �
3

2

C9 + C10

C1 + C2

1� �2=2

�2
= � 0:27 : (7)

A �nitepositiveshiftofthestraightline(6)alongthe ��

axis,given by � C = 0:27,isobtained using nextto lead-

ing ordervaluesofW ilson coe�cientsC i at� = m b [8].

The theoreticalerror in this param eter is sm aller than

1% . The com plex param eterr3=2 wascalculated in fac-

torization,which givesarealresultoftheorderofseveral

percent,r3=2 � 0:05 [4].

A sim ilarbutm ore conservativeresultisobtained for

r3=2 by applying avor SU(3) to corresponding �S =

0 decay am plitudes. Noting that the operators in the

num erator and denom inator in (5) transform as 6 and

15 ofSU(3),one�nds[5],

r3=2 =
j
p
B(�+ �0)�

p
B(�0�+ )j

p
B(�+ �0)+

p
B(�0�+ )

= 0:054� 0:045� 0:023 :

(8)

The �rsterrorisexperim ental. The second errorisdue

to SU(3) breaking,sm all�S = 0 penguin am plitudes

and sm allstrongphasedi�erencebetween B ! �� decay

am plitudeswhich areneglected.

W e have assum ed that SU(3) breaking in ratios of

�S = 1 am plitudes and corresponding �S = 0 am pli-

tudes introduces an uncertainty of30% in these ratios.

The B ! �� phase di�erence is expected to be sup-

pressed by 1=m b and �s(m b) [9,10]. Indeed,evidence

for a sm allphase di�erence is provided by an isospin

pentagon relation obeyed by m easured B ! �� am pli-

tudes [5]. The error in (6) from neglecting this sm all

strong phasedi�erenceisnegligiblebecauseRe(r3=2)de-

pends quadratically on this phase. W e willuse the cal-

culation (8)forr3=2 which ism oreconservativethan the

one using factorization. Com bining in quadrature the

two errorsin r3=2,the constraint(6)becom es

�� = tan�3=2 [�� � 0:24� 0:03]: (9)

Thedom inantuncertainty in thislinearconstraintorigi-

natesin r3=2.

Eq.(3)and a realvalueofr3=2 im ply jR 3=2j= 1.The

strongphaseofr3=2 isexpected tobesuppressed by1=m b

and �s(m b)[9,10].Using (8)wetake

jr3=2j< 0:11; jarg(r3=2)j< 30
�
; (10)

leading to the bounds

0:8< jR 3=2j< 1:2 : (11)
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FIG .1:G eom etry forEq.(1)and itscharge-conjugate,using

notations A + � � A(B
0
! K

�+
�
�
);A 00 = A(B

0
! K

�0
�
0
)

and sim ilarnotationsforcharge-conjugated m odes.

M ode Branching ratio A C P

K
�+
�
� 10:4� 0:9 � 0:14� 0:12

K
�0
�
0

3:6� 0:9 � 0:09� 0:24

TABLE I:Branching ratiosin unitsof10
�6

and CP asym m e-

triesin B
0
! K

�
� [6,11].

III. D ET ER M IN IN G � 3=2

The phase �3=2 can be determ ined by m easuring

the m agnitudes and relative phases of the B 0 !

K �+ �� ; B 0 ! K �0�0 am plitudes and their charge-

conjugates. A graphicalrepresentation ofthe triangle

relationEq.(1)and itschargeconjugateisgivenin Fig.1.

The above four m agnitudes of am plitudes and the

two relative phases,� � arg[A(B 0 ! K �0�0)=A(B 0 !

K �+ �� )] and �� � arg[A(�B 0 ! �K �0�0)=A(�B 0 !

K �� �+ )],determ ine the two trianglesseparately.These

quantitieshave been m easured recently in a Dalitz plot

analysisofB 0 ! K + �� �0 and itscharge-conjugate[6].

The relativephase�� � arg[A(B 0 ! K �+ �� )=A(�B 0 !

K �� �+ )],which �xesthe relative orientation ofthe two

triangles,hasbeen m easured in a tim e-dependentDalitz

plotanalysisofB 0 ! K S�
+ �� [7].

Table Iquotes CP-averaged branching ratiosand CP

asym m etries for B 0 ! K �+ �� ; B 0 ! K �0�0 using

Refs.[6]and [11].A value�� = (� 164� 30:7)� wasm ea-

sured in B 0(t)! K S�
+ �� [7]. The experim entalsitua-

tion islessclearforthephases� and ��,m easuredrecently

in an am plitude analysisperform ed for B 0 ! K + �� �0

and itscharge-conjugate[6].

In order to calculate the �2 dependence on �3=2 we

use the �2 dependence on � and �� given in Ref.[6],as-

sum ing gaussian errorsfor�� and for branching ratios

and CP asym m etriesin B 0 ! K �+ �� and B 0 ! K �0�0.

Potentialcorrelationsbetween �;�� and branching ratios
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and asym m etriesare neglected. Two resulting �2 plots

asfunction of�3=2 areshown in Fig.2.Thebroken pur-

ple curve correspondsto an unconstrained jR 3=2j,while

the solid blue curveisobtained by im posing the bounds

(11),expected tohold in theStandard M odel.Thelatter

curvede�nesa 1� range,

20
�
< �3=2 < 115

�
: (12)

0 50 100 150
0

1

2

3

4

F3�2@°D

Χ
2

FIG .2:�2 dependenceon � 3=2 forunconstrained jR 3=2j(bro-

ken purple line) and for 0:8 < jR 3=2j< 1:2 (solid blue line).

A black horizontalline at�
2
= 1 de�nes1� rangesfor� 3=2.

Fig.3 shows the linear constraint (9) with the large

range ofslopes (12) overlaid on CK M Fitter results fol-

lowing from [11,12]jVubj=jVcbj= 0:086� 0:009,obtained

in sem ileptonic B decays,and values� = (21:5� 1:0)�,

� = (88� 6)� and  = (53
+ 15
�18 � 3� 9)� [13],obtained in

B ! J= K S,B ! ��;��;�� and B+ ! D (�)K (�)+ ,re-

spectively. The sm alltheoreticalerrorin the B ! K ��

constraint [� 0:03 in Eq. (9)]is described by the dif-

ference between dark and light shaded regions in Fig.

3. The large experim entalerror in �3=2 originates to

a large extent in am biguities in � and �� m easured in

B 0 ! K + �� �0,using an integrated lum inosity on the

�(4S)ofonly about200 fb �1 [6].Thiserrorisexpected

to be reduced considerably by analysesbased on higher

up-to-dateand future lum inosities.

IV . SEN SIT IV IT Y T O N EW P H Y SIC S

Ashasalready been stressed,new physics(NP)�S =

1contributionsm ay lead toan inconsistency between the

linearconstraint(6)in penguin dom inated B ! K �� de-

caysand valuesofjVubj=jVcbj;�;� and  obtained in the

above-m entionedprocesses.Theconstraint(6)isa�ected

by �I = 1 NP operators,while NP contributions from

potential�I = 0 operatorsdrop out. A generaldiscus-

sion ofways for distinguishing between NP in �I = 0

and �I = 1 b! s transitionscan be found in Ref.[14].

The I = 3=2 am plitude consists ofcom plex tree and

EW P term s,T and PE W ,both ofwhich involve strong

FIG .3:Constraintin the �� � �� plane following from Eqs.(9)

and (12). The dark shaded region m arked K
�
� 1� corre-

sponds to the experim entalerror on � 3=2 given by the 1�

range (12), while the light shaded region includes also the

erroron r3=2 (8). Also shown are CK M �tter constraintsob-

tained using jVubj=jVcbj;�;�; and �m d [12].

phases,

A 3=2 = Te
i
� PE W : (13)

Theratio [5]

PE W

T
= j�j

1� r3=2

1+ r3=2
(14)

involvesthe param eter� de�ned in (4),which hassom e

dependenceon CK M m atrix elem entswhosecentralval-

uescorrespond to j�j’ 0:66.

Allowing fora NP term A N P exp(i ),where A N P in-

volves a CP conserving strong phase while  is a new

CP-violating phase,the �I = 1 am plitude becom es

A 3=2 = Te
i
� PE W + A N P e

i 
: (15)

TheNP term can be reabsorbed quitegenerally in rede-

�ned tree and electroweak penguin-like contributions, �T

and �PE W ,withoutchanging the structure(13)[15],

A 3=2 =
�Te

i
� �PE W : (16)

Here

�T = T + A N P

sin 

sin
;

�PE W = PE W + A N P

sin( � )

sin
: (17)

The am plitudes �T and �PE W can be used to de�ne a

com plex param eter�r in analogy to Eq.(14),

�PE W
�T

= j�j
1� �r

1+ �r
: (18)

Thus, the param eter �r replaces r3=2 in the expression

(3)forR 3=2. Valuesof�r outside the range (10)lead for
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FIG .4: ValuesofjqN P jand  providing a signalforNP (at

 = 60�)are given by pointsoutside the dark area,which is

obtained by requiring valuesofr3=2 and �r in the range (10).

m ostsuch values(unlessarg(�r)issm all)to a violation of

the bounds (11). This would be likely evidence for New

Physics.

A criterion forthesensitivity ofthem ethod to observ-

ing a NP am plitude isprovided by requiring that �r lies

outside the range ofvalues (10) allowed for r3=2. Be-

cause ofthese sm allvalues this criterion is expected to

hold also for values ofA N P which are sm allrelative to

T and PE W . An exception isa singularcase where the

weak phases and  arerelated by

sin( � )

sin 
=
PE W

T
; (19)

forwhich �PE W =�T = PE W =T isindependentofA N P .In

the following discussion we willassum ea value  = 60�.

Denoting qN P = A N P =PE W ,we plotin the dark area

in Fig.4 pointscorresponding to valuesofjqN P jand  ,

for which both r3=2 and �r are in the range (10). The

region outside this area,including for m ost values of 

rathersm allvaluesofjqN P j,jqN P j� 0:3,im pliesa high

sensitivity to an observable NP am plitude. The spikes

around  � � 90�,im plying very low sensitivity,corre-

spond to solutionsof(19)and nearby lying valuesof .

V . C O N C LU SIO N

M agnitudes and phases of B 0 ! K �� decay am -

plitudes, extracted in Dalitz plot analyses for B 0 !

K + �� �0 and B 0 ! K S�
+ �� ,areused forobtaining the

linearconstraint(9)in the ��;�� plane,where �3=2 liesin

a 1� range(12).Thisconstraintisconsistentwith other

CK M constraintswhich areuna�ected byNP �S = 1op-

erators.The dom inanterrorin the slope ofthe straight

line is purely experim ental,while a m uch sm aller the-

oreticaluncertainty occurs in a parallelshift along the

�� axis. This sm alltheoreticaluncertainty is shown to

im ply in principle a high sensitivity to a New Physics

�S = 1;�I = 1 am plitude.
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A 1� range,20
�
< � 3=2 < 115

�
,de�ningtheslopeofalinearCK M relation,�� = tan�3=2(��� 0:24�

0:03),wasobtained from B
0
! K

�
� am plitudesm easured in twoD alitzplotanalysesofB

0
! K ��.

A correction reported recently by the BaBar Collaboration in resultsfor B 0
! K

+
�
�
�
0 isshown

to im ply a som ewhatnarrower1� range forthe slope param eter,39
�
< � 3=2 < 112

�
.

A Dalitz analysis of B 0 ! K + �� �0 by the BaBar

collaboration reported in Ref.[1]hasbeen very recently

corrected [2]. W e had used the earlieruncorrected ver-

sion ofthisanalysisto obtain a CK M constraint[3]. In

this addendum we recalculate the constraint using the

corrected experim entalresults.

The following linear constraint between the W olfen-

stein param eters[4]�� and �� was�rstderived in Ref.[5]:

�� = tan�3=2(�� � 0:24� 0:03): (1)

2�3=2 � arg(A 3=2=
�A 3=2) is the relative phase between

the am plitude for B 0 ! (K ��)I= 3=2 and its charge-

conjugate. This phase can be m easured in Dalitz anal-

yses ofB 0 ! K + �� �0 and B 0(t) ! K S�
+ �� . Two

corresponding analyses,perform ed by the BaBarcollab-

oration in Refs.[1]and [6],m easured the m agnitudesof

am plitudesforB 0 ! K �+ �� ;B 0 ! K �0�0,theircharge-

conjugatesand threerelativephases,

� � arg

�
A(B 0 ! K �0�0)

A(B 0 ! K �+ �� )

�

;

�� � arg

�
A(�B 0 ! �K �0�0)

A(�B 0 ! K �� �+ )

�

;

�� � arg

�
A(B 0 ! K �+ �� )

A(�B 0 ! K �� �+ )

�

: (2)

In Ref.[3]wehaveused thesem easurem ents,including

negativelog-likelihood valuesfor� and �� [1],tocalculate

a �2 dependenceon �3=2.Thelog-likelihood valuesfor�

and �� havebeen recently corrected foram issingfactorof

�O n sabbatical leave from the Physics D epartm ent, Technion{

IsraelInstitute ofTechnology,H aifa 32000,Israel

two[2].Thisa�ectsthe�2 dependenceon �3=2.Thecor-

rected dependence isplotted in Fig.1.The broken pur-

ple curve corresponds to an unconstrained j�A 3=2=A 3=2j,

while the solid blue curve is obtained by im posing the

bounds0:8 < j�A 3=2=A 3=2j< 1:2,expected to hold in the

Standard M odel[3].Thelattercurvede�nesa 1� range,

39
�
< �3=2 < 112

�
: (3)
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FIG .1:�
2
dependenceon � 3=2 forunconstrained jR 3=2j(bro-

ken purple line) and for 0:8 < jR 3=2j< 1:2 (solid blue line).

A black horizontalline at�2 = 1 de�nes1� rangesfor� 3=2.

Fig.2 shows the linear constraint (1) with the large

range of slopes (3) overlaid on CK M Fitter results fol-

lowing from [7,8]jVubj=jVcbj= 0:086� 0:009,obtained

in sem ileptonic B decays,and values� = (21:5� 1:0)�,

� = (88� 6)� and  = (53
+ 15
�18 � 3� 9)� [9],obtained in

B ! J= K S,B ! ��;��;�� and B+ ! D (�)K (�)+ ,re-

spectively. The sm alltheoreticalerrorin the B ! K ��

constraint[� 0:03 in Eq. (1)]is described by the di�er-

encebetween dark and lightshaded regionsin Fig.2.

M .G .would liketothank theEnricoFerm iInstituteat

http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.3751v2
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FIG .2:Constraintin the �� � �� plane following from Eqs.(1)

and (3).Thedark shaded region m arked K �
� 1� corresponds

to the experim entalerroron � 3=2 given by the 1� range (3),

while the light shaded region includes also the error � 0:03

in (1).Also shown are CK M �tterconstraintsobtained using

jVubj=jVcbj;�;�; and �m d [8].
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