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A  linear relation between CabidbboK obayashiM askawa quark m ixing param eters, =
tan 3o, ( 024 003), nhvolving a 1 range for 3.,, 20 < 3., < 115 , is obtained from
B! K am plitudes m easured in D alitz plot analyses of B | K * ®and B%(t) ! Ks °©
T his relation is consistent w ithin the large error on 5, with other CKM constraints. W e discuss
the high sensitivity of thism ethod to a new physics contribution In the S = I= 1 am plitude.

I. INTRODUCTION

Two anom alous featiresmeasured n b ! s penguin—
dom nated processes have attracted substantial interest
jnrecentyearsﬁh: ()CP asymmetries S nB 01 KgX
decays X = 9; ;% %;1;KsKs; °Kg) show a hint
of system atic deviations from standard m odel predic—
tions, and (ii) the pattem of direct CP asymm etries in
B ! K decays is hard to explain using dynam ical ap-
proaches based on 1=mj, expansion. Are these m erely
statistical uctuations, a sign of our inabilities to reli-
ably calculate the relevant observables, or are they rst
hintsofnew avor-dependentCP <violating contributions
from new physicsata TeV scale?

In order to answ er this question it is in portant to ob—
tain precise m odelindependent constraints on the CKM
param eters and @]usjng penguin dom inated S =1
B decays. Com paring these constraintsw ith CKM con-
straints which are not a ected by New Physics (NP ) In

S = 1 decays, eg., the determ ination of from tree-
dom inated processes B ! D (K () [3], may provide a
test for the presence of NP in b ! s penguin transitions.

In the present note we study a linear constraint in the
( ; ) plane Hllow ng from a com bination of B® | K
am plitudes. The method proposed in Q] and devel-
oped further in E]wﬂlbe sum m arized in Section II.T he
necessary observables required for applying the m ethod
have been m easured recently In D alitz plot analyses of
BO1 K* 0 fdlandB° ! Kg * [71]. They willbe
used in Section IIT to determ ine the slope of the linear
constraint, com paring this constraint w ith other CKM
constraints. Section IV discusses the sensitivity of this
test to New Physics e ects, while Section V concludes.
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II. THEMETHOD

Them ain dea of them ethod Q,E]jsstudyjng I=1
com binationsof B ! K am plitudes which do not re-
ceive dom inant contributions from QCD penguin oper—
ators, and thus carry a weak phase 1n the absence of
electroweak penguin (EW P) term s. In the present note
we focus our attention on the I = 3=2 nalstate,

P
3As,=AB%°!' K* )+ 22@°%°! K %% @)
In the absence of EW P term s would be given by

As,

1
= - —a Riso ; Rao ; 2
3=2 5319 R =2 a (2)

whereA 5;_, isthe am plitude for charge-con jugated states.

The phase 3., can be obtained by m easuring m agni-
tudes and relative phases of B? | K * and B? !
K ° 0 am plitudes and their charge-con jagates. T he ad-
vantage of B ! K overB | K decays is thatK
quasi{two-body statesoccur in D alitz plotsofB ! K ,
w here overlapping resonances pem it determ ining both
the m agnitudes and relative phases of B ! K am —
plitudes. In contrast, the relative phases of B ! K
am plitudes cannot be m easured directly.

The Inclusion of EW P contributions m odi es the ex—
pression for R ;_, which becom es E]

R, — e ?2il +am(ls )] 1+crm 3)
B 1+ C Isz_p !
3C9+ Cq19 V.V 1
x99 " ~10 Vo't ; c ;o (4)
2Cl+ Cy Vubvus 1+
; (C1 CohK -soP1 02B% )
2 (Ci+ CohK s Pi+ 02BOL

Here O, (s a (Wuly o and O,
are the V-A current-current operators.
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The straight line = tan ;_,, In the absence of
EW P tem s, is shifted by these contributions along the
axisby a calculable nite am ount. T he actualconstraint
becom es BJ

h i
=tan 3., +C[ 2Re(m,)]l+ 0 (i) ; (6)

where ( = 0:2227)

3Co+ Cqypl 2=2
2C1+ Cy 2

= 027: (7)

A nite positive shift of the straight line (@) along the
axis,given by C = 027, is obtained using next to lead-
Ing order valies of W ilson coe cientsC ; at = my E].
T he theoretical ervor In this param eter is sm aller than
1% . The com plex param eter rs_, was calculated in fac—
torization ,w hich gives a realresult of the order of several
percent, rs_, 0:05 Q}.

A sim ilar but m ore conservative result is obtained for
r3-, by applying avor SU (3) to corresponding S =
0 decay am plitudes. Noting that the operators in the
num erator and denom inator in (3) transform as 6 and
15 of SU (3), one nds E],

IS p
i B(* 9 B(% *)j]
e 1 -
TEOOTER( )+ B(O ) (8)
= 0:054 0:045 0:023:

The st error is experin ental. T he second error is due
to SU (3) breaking, amall S = 0 penguin am plitudes
and am all strong phase di erence between B ! decay
am plitudes w hich are neglected.

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 of 30% in these ratios.
The B ! phase di erence is expected to be sup-—
pressed by 1=mj, and s(my) E,]. Indeed, evidence
for a small phase di erence is provided by an isospin
pentagon relation obeyed by m easured B ! am pli-
tudes [8]. The error ;n (@) from neglecting this amall
strong phase di erence is negligible because R e(rs-, ) de—
pends quadratically on this phase. W e will use the cal-
culation (8) for r;_, which ism ore conservative than the
one using factorization. Combining in quadrature the
tw o errors in r;_, , the constraint (@) becom es
0:224

= tan s, [ 003] : 9)

T he dom Inant uncertainty in this linear constraint origi-
nates in rs_,.

Eq. (@) and a realvalue of r;_, inply R3-,3= 1. The
strong phase ofr;_, isexpected to be suppressed by 1=m

and <my) 9,001 Usihg @) we take
T3-23< 0:41; Arg(rs_;)j< 30 ; (10)
leading to the bounds
08< Ranj< 12 : (11)

FIG .1:Geometry for Eq. () and its charge-con jugate, using

notations A , AB°! K * )Aep=A@®Y! K ° 0
and sin ilar notations for charge-conjigated m odes.
M ode Branching ratio Acp
K * 104 029 014 0:12
K °° 36 09 0:09 024

TABLE I:Branching ratios in units of 10 ® andCP asymm e-
tresnB° ! K @,

III. DETERM INING 5.,

The phase 3., can be determ ined by m easuring
the magnitudes and relative phases of the B? !
K * ;B! K %9 amplitudes and their charge-
conjigates. A graphical representation of the triangle
relation Eq. (@) and its charge conjagate isgiven in F ig [Il.

The above four m agnitudes of am plitudes and the
two relative phases, agR B% ! K © =2 B !
K * )] and agR B° ' K 9 9= @®? !
K * )], determ ine the two triangles separately. T hese
quantities have been m easured recently in a D alitz plot
analysisofB? ! K * 0 and its charge-conjigate [@].
T he relative phase aglR® °! K © )»=A®BY!
K *)], which xes the relative orientation of the two
triangles, has been m easured In a tim edependent D alitz
pbtanalysisofB? ! Kg * .

Table I quotes CP-averaged branching ratios and CP
asymmetries or B ! K * ; B? ! K ° 0 using
Refs. [dland [111. A valie = ( 164 30:7) wasmea-
sured nBO(t) ! Kg ¥ ﬂ].Theexperjmentalsjtua—
tion is lessclear forthephases and ,m easured recently
in an am plituide analysis performed for 8% ! K * 0
and its charge-conjugate @].

In order to calculate the
use the ? dependence on
sum Ing gaussian errors for
and CP asymmetriesinB® ! K *
Potential correlationsbetween

2 dependence on 5., we
and given in Ref. @1, as—
and for branching ratios

andB®! K ° O,
and branching ratios



and asymm etries are neglected. Two resulting 2 plts
as function of 3., are shown in Fig.[J. The broken pur-
ple curve corresponds to an unconstrained Rs_,j whilke
the solid blue curve is obtained by in posing the bounds
{I1l), expected to hold in the Standard M odel. T he latter
curvede nesa l range,

20 < 3=2 < 115 : <12)

100 150

D35[°]

FIG.2: ? dependenceon ;_, forunconstrained R ;-; j(bro—
ken purple line) and for 08 < Ri_,j< 12 (solid blue lne).
A black horizontallineat 2= 1de nesl ranges for ;..

Fig.[d shows the linear constraint (d) with the large
range of slopes {I2) overlaid on CKM F itter results o1
owing from (11,1141 74 F¥epj= 0086 0:009,cbtained

n sem ikeptonic B decays, and valies = (215 190),
= (88 6) and = (537 3 9) ], obtained in
B! J=Kg,B ! ; ; andEB ! DUK O re

spectively. The an all theoretical error In the B ! K
constraint [ 0:03 in Eq. (d)] is descrbed by the dif-
ference between dark and light shaded regions in Fi.
[B. The large experin ental error n  5_, origihates to
a large extent In am biguities in and measured in
B! KT 0, using an integrated um inosity on the

(4S ) of only about 200 fo * [d]. This error is expected
to be reduced considerably by analyses based on higher
up-to-date and future lum inosities.

Iv. SENSITIVITY TO NEW PHYSICS

A shas already been stressed, new physics NP) S =
1 contributionsm ay lead to an inconsistency betw een the
linear constraint (@) in penguin dom ;nated B ! K  de-
cays and values of VuyprFVpJ 5 and obtained in the
above-m entioned processes. T he constraint (@) isa ected
by I = 1NP operators, while NP contributions from
potential I = 0 operatorsdrop out. A generaldiscus—
sion of ways for distinguishing between NP in I = O
and I= 1b! s transitions can be found in Ref. [@].

The I = 3=2 am plitude consists of com plex tree and
EW P tetm s, T and Pry , both of which involve strong

7L
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FIG .3: Constraint in the plane follow ing from Egs. [@)
and (IZ). The dark shaded region marked K 1 corre-
sponds to the expermm ental ervor on 3., given by the 1

range (I2), while the light shaded region inclides also the
error on r;_, (g). Also shown are CKM tter constraints ob—

tained using ¥upFVeoF ; ; and m 4 021
phases,
A3=2 = Tei PEW : (13)
The ratio E]
Pew . 1 1
=773 (14)
T 1+ I3_p

involves the param eter de ned in (4l), which has som e
dependence on CKM m atrix elem ents whose centralval-
ues correspond to j j’ 0:66.

Allowing fora NP tem Ayp exp(i ),where Ayp In-
volves a CP conserving strong phase while  is a new
CP-iolating phase, the I = 1 am plitude becom es

As,=Te Pgy +Aype : (15)
The NP temm can be reabsorbed quite generally in rede—
ned tree and electrow eak penguin-like contributions, T
and Pgy ,without changing the structure (13) 14,

A3:2= Tei Pew (16)
Here
sin
T = T+ANP - H
sin ( )
Pew = Pew + Ayp ——/—— ¢ (17)
sin

The am plitudes T and Pry can be used to de ne a
com plex param eter r in analogy to Eq. (I4),

PEW_..]- r‘ (18)
T - 1+ 1

Thus, the param eter r replaces r;_, In the expression
@) orRrR;_,. Values of r outside the range {10) lead for



[anp|

-150 -100 -50 0 50
()

FIG .4: Valuesof Iy p jand providing a signalfor NP (at
= 60 ) are given by points outside the dark area, which is
obtained by requiring values of rs_, and r in the range (10).

m ost such values (unless arg(r) is sm all) to a violation of
the bounds {Idl). This would ke likely evidence for New
Physics.

A criterion for the sensitivity of them ethod to observ—
ing a NP am plitude is provided by requiring that r lies
outside the range of values {I0) allowed for r;_,. Be-
cause of these sn all values this criterion is expected to
hold also for values of Ay p which are am all relative to
T and Pry . An exception is a singular case where the

weak phases and are related by
sin P
(' )_ Peuw ; (19)
smn T

for which Pew =T = Pgy =T Jsmdependent OfAN p.In
the follow Ing discussion we willassum e a value = 60 .
Denoting oy p = Axyp=Prw ,we plt in the dark area
in Fig.[4 points corresponding to values of fj p jand ,
for which both r;_, and r are in the range (I0). The
region outside this area, including for m ost values of

rather an allvaluesof oy p J e J 0:3, mpliesa high
sensitivity to an observable NP am plitude. The spikes
around 90 , In plying very low sensitivity, corre—
spond to solutions of {19) and nearby lying values of

V. CONCLUSION

M agnitudes and phases of B | K decay am —
plitudes, extracted in Dalitz plot analyses for BY !
K* andB% ! Ky ,are used or cbtaining the
linear constraint (3) in the ; plane,where ;_, lies in
al range [IJ). T his constraint is consistent w ith other
CKM constraintswhich areuna ected by NP S = 1 op—
erators. T he dom inant error in the slope of the straight
line is purely experim ental, while a much sm aller the-
oretical uncertainty occurs in a parallel shift along the

axis. This an all theoretical uncertainty is shown to
Inply In principle a high sensitivity to a New Physics

S=1; I=1ampliude.
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N ote added : A fter publication of this paper in Phys.
Rev. D 77, 057504 (2008) the results of Ref. [6]were
corrected . W e updated our analysis in a separate adden—
dum .
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A 1l range,20 <
0:03),wasobtained from B° ! K

A correction reported recently by the BaBar Collaboration in results or 8% ! K *
to In ply a som ewhat narrower 1  range for the slope param eter, 39 <

A Dalitz analysis of B | K * % by the BaBar
collaboration reported in R ef. E|]has been very recently
corrected a]. W e had used the earlier uncorrected ver-
sion of this analysis to obtain a CKM constraint E]. In
this addendum we recalculate the constraint using the
corrected experin ental results.

The follow ing linear constraint between the W olfen—
stein param eters @] and was rstderived In Ref.E]:

= tan 3., ( 024 0:03): 1)
2 3.5 arg(A s_,=A3_,) is the relative phase between
the amplitude or B ! (K k.5, and its charge-

conjigate. This phase can be m easured in D alitz anal-
yses of B I K * “and B%(t) ! Kg ¥ Two
corresponding analyses, perform ed by the BaBar collab-
oration in Refs. ﬂ] and @ ], m easured the m agnitudes of
amplitudesorB® ! K *  ;BY! K 0 O, theircharge-
conjugates and three relative phases,

ABY! K 00

e ABO! K * ) g
ABO!I K ° %

9 aeor xk ) ¢

ary ABY! K * ) 2)
ABY! K )

In Ref. G Jwehave used thesem easurem ents, ncluding
negative log-lkelhood values for and ], to calculate
a ?dependenceon ;. The log-likelihood values for
and have been recently corrected for a m issing factor of

On sabbatical leave from the Physics D epartm ent, Technion{
Israel Institute of Technology, H aifa 32000, Israel

3-p < 115 ,de ning the slopeofa linear CKM relation,
am plitudesm easured in two D alitz plot analyses of B o1 K

= tan ;3,( 024
° is shown
3=, < 112 .

two E]. Thisa ectsthe 2 dependenceon s5_,.Thecor—
rected dependence is plotted in Fig.[d. The broken pur-
ple curve corresponds to an unconstrained Az_,=A3.57
while the solid blue curve is obtained by in posing the
bounds 08 < A3 ,=A3_,]< 12, expected to hold In the
Standard M odel E ]. The latter curvede nesal range,

39 < 322 < 112 (3)

50 100
D3[°]

150

FIG.1: ° dependenceon 3., forunconstrained R ;-, j(bro-
ken purple line) and for 08 < Ri3.,j< 12 (solid blue line).
A black horizontallineat 2= 1de nesl ranges for ;_,.

Fig.[d show s the linear constraint (Il) with the large
range of slopes (3) overlaid on CKM Fitter results ol

ow ing from [1,[8] ¥7,,F¥wj= 0086 0009, obtained
in sem ikeptonic B decays, and valies = (215 190),
= (88 6) and = (53 3 9) [ obtained in

B! J= Kg,B ! ; ; andB ! DOK () e
spectively. The an all theoretical error In the B ! K
constraint [ 0:03 in Eq. (I)] is described by the di er-
ence between dark and light shaded regions in Fig. [2.
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FIG .2: Constraint in the plane follow ing from Egs. [0)
and (3)). The dark shaded region m arked K 1 corresponds
to the experin entalerror on  ;_, given by the 1 range [@),
while the Iight shaded region Includes also the error 0:03
in (). A lso shown are CKM tter constraints obtained using
Voo FVeF 7 5 and m 4 [
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