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U sing isospin relations, we predict the Standard-M odel correlation between S oy (sn2 ) og
and A o, the m king-induced and direct CP asymm etries of B o K 5. The calculation uses

avour SU (3) only to x the isogpin-3/2 am plitude through the B ! 0 branching ratio,
and thus has a an all irreducible theoretical error. It can reach percent level precision thanks to
expected future latticeQ CD progress for the calculation of the relevant SU (3)-Jreaking form -factor
ratio, and serves as a benchm ark for new -physics searches. W e obtain an interesting picture in the
A o, {S ox, plane, where the current experin ental data show a discrepancy w ith the Standard
M odel, and comm ent on the direct CP asymm etries of B” ! K" andB*" ! °K*.A modied
electrow eak penguin with a lJarge new CP -violating phase can explin the discrepancy and allow s us
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to accom m odate also the corresponding data for other b !

K eywords: CP violation, non-leptonic B decays

Intriguing experin ental results for observables of non—
leptonicb ! sdecays @ Jhave been receiving considerable
attention for severalyears,where the \B ! K puzzle"
is an in portant exam ple (see, eg., t4,4,04,[4,1d, .
T he challenge is to disentangle possible signals of new
physics (NP ) from uncertainties that are related to strong
interactions. In this context, a particularly interesting
probe iso ered by the tin edependent CP asymm etry in

B! O9Kg,
B! “Kg) ®%%) ! °Kg)
BoM! Kg)+ BOM! Ksg)
= A og,c08(M gt)+ S ox sin(M gt); (1)

where S oy . arises from interference betw een m ixing and
decay,and A ok . is the \direct" CP asymm etry. In the
Standard M odel (SM ), we have { up to doubly C abibbo—
suppressed tem s { the follow Ing expressions E];

A ok, 0; S ok, (sh2 ) ox. sn2 ; (2)
where isone of the angles in the standard unitarity tri-
angle (UT ) of the Cabibbo{K obayashi{M askawa (CKM )
m atrix. T he current world average is @]

(sih2 )ogx, = 0:58 0:17; (3)
which should be com pared w ith the \reference" value fol-
lowing from B® ! J= K g and sin ilar m odes

(sh2 );- ¢, = 0681 0:025: (4)

The search for NP signals in the CP asymm etries of
B? ! PKg requires a reliable SM prediction of S o,
and/orA ox . . In this letter,we show that$S ok, can be

s penguin-dom inated decays.

calculated in the SM as a function of A oy, with pro-
fcted irreducible theoretical errors at the percent level
T he starting point is the isospin relation @ I

| o
ZA(EhO! Ok %) + A(BiO! K*)
= (T + C )el + Pew 3A3:2; )

a sin ilar relation holds for the C P -con juigate am plitudes,
with Az, ! Az, and ! .HereT, ¢ and B, are,
respectively, the colourallowed tree, colour-suppressed
tree and electrow eak penguin (EW P ) contributions @].
T he subscript of A 5_, rem ndsus thatthe K nalstate
has isospin I = 3=2, so that the individualQ CD penguin
contrbutions cancelin (H). S ox . can be written as

2R 00A00J

————— sin(2 2
RooF + ﬁoofsm(

0K 5 )i 6)

S ox, =

withAgy A@®B! %K% anday, A®Y! KO
]. IfAs, and A, areknown,2 ogx, = arg(@A ool o)
can be xed through (8), as shown in Fig.[d. In order to
detem ine A5_, ,we 1St rew rite the Jower line of (@) as

a,
D
B

3A3:2 = 'I/‘\+

In the SM , the ratio ge'

. 3 C + C 041
ge" = o( ) o )Rq= 066 ——Rgqg; (8)
2 2Ry C1( )+ Co( ) Rp
w here VusJ= 022,Rp= 041 0:04/ Vup=Vepjisa

UT side (value follow s from ]),and the C sareW ilson
coe cients. Ifwe assume exact SU (3) avour symm e-
try and neglect penguin contractions, we have Rq = 1
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FIG .1: The isospin relations (8) in the com plex plane. The
m agnitudes of the am plitudes, A i5J AB ! K + j)j and
AiJ AB ! K + j)j, can be obtained from the corre—
sponding branching ratios and direct CP asym m etries listed
in Table[d,whileA5_, and A5_, are xed through (@) and ().

TABLE I: World averages of experinental data after
ICHEPO8 used in the num erical analyses (see also E]]).

M ode BR [10 ° ] Ace Sce
B! K 194 0% 0098 0012
B! %%k° 98 06 001 0:a10 0:538 0:17
B! * 9559 041 0
BO1 7 516 022 038 006 065 0:07
B! ©°9 155 019 043 025

ﬁ,lﬂ},whﬂe we shalluseRq = 1 03 for the num eri-
calanalysis (results are robust w ith respect to the strong
phase !). Since qeil factorizes at leading order (LO ) In
the 1=m ;, expansion, R4 can be well predicted using fac-
torization technigques and future Input from lattice QCD .

SU (3) avour symm etry allow s us furthem ore to  x
4 + ¢ jthrough theb! ddecayB* ! * © [14]:

A L -p - + + 0y

j£‘+ CJj=Rr:c :Vuszvudj Zﬁ(B ! )Jr 9)
where the tiny EW P contrbutionsto B* ! 0 were
neglected, but could be included using isospin ﬁ,lﬁ].
W e stress that (9) does not rely on further dynam —
ical assum ptions. For the SU (3)breaking param eter
Rr.ic fx =f weuse the value 122 02, where the
error is quite conservative, as discussed below .

Relations (1){ {d) allow us to determm ineA5_, and A5_,,
thereby xing the two isospin triangles in Fig.[d. Since
the triangles can be ipped around the As_, and As_,
sides, we encounter a fourfold am biguity (not shown).
Using {@),S ok, isdeterm ined aswell. T he correspond-
ing prediction is shown In Fig.[d, where we keep A o |
as a free param eter. For the in plem entation of this con—
struction, we express the curves in Fig.[J in param etric
form E]as functions ofa strong phase .,de ned through

(10)

where P istheB? ! K * penguin am plitude [10]. W e

nd that no solutions exist for certain ranges of ., sep-
arating the full [0 ;360 ] range into two regions. They
contain .= 0 or 180 and correspond to the left and
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FIG.2: The SM constraints in the A oy {S ox, phne, as
explained in the text. Left panel: contains . 0 (consistent
withQCD),with .= 60 (snallcircke), 30 (largecicle),
0 (star),30 (large square), 60 (snallsquare). R ight panel:
contains . 180 (not consistent with QCD ), with . =
120 (amallcircle), 150 (large circle), 180 (star),210 (large
square), 240 (sm all square). The shaded horizontal bands
represent the value of (sih2 )= ¢, in {@).
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FIG .3: The constraints on ree' © that ollow from the current
data,asdiscussed in the text. Left panel: B ! K and B !
constraints (the sym bols to label . correspond to those in
Fig.[Q). R ght panel: B ! constraints for the BaBar and
Belle data or A - and the HFAG average. T he solid and
dotted lines refer to 1 and 90% C L. ranges, respectively.

right panels of F ig.[J, respectively. A s one circles the tra-
Fctory In either panel by changing ., each value of this
strong phase In the respective interval is attained tw ice.
In order to illustrate this feature, we show { for central
values of the Input data/param eters { points correspond-—
ing to various choices of .. The bands show the 1
variations obtained by adding In quadrature the errors
due to all input data/param eters. M oreover, w e assum e
- 65 10 [16,17]. Thisanglew illbedeterm ined w ith
excellent accuracy thanks to CP violation m easurem ents
in pure tree B decays at the LHCb experim ent (CERN ).
In order to resolve the fourfbld am biguity in Fig.[d,
w e need further inform ation on r., .: 1) r. can be deter—
m ined fwe x Jf+ CjthroughBR B* ! * 0) (see @)
and Pjthrough BRB* ! *K%) / PF+ :::,where
the dots represent negligible doubly C abibbo-suppressed
term s that are already strongly constrained by data @ 1.
In the left panelofF ig.[3, the corresponding r. constraint
is shown at the \charged" circle. ii) Using the SU (3)
avour sym m etry and other plausible dynam icalassum p—
tions a], a ttoallavaiableB ! data yields the
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FIG .4: Thecorrelhtion in theA oy {S oy, plnefora future
benchm ark scenario (narrow band) in com parison with the
current situation (wider band), as explained in the text.

curves. Since BaBar and Belle do not fully agree on the
m easurem entofthedirect CP asymmetry mB? | *

@ l, we show in the right panel of F ig.[d the correspond-
ing allow ed regions separately. W e observe that the data
mply . (0{30) , In agreem ent w ith the heavy-quark
expansion analyses in Q,] and ], di ering in their
treatm ent of non-perturbative cham -“penguin contribu-
tions. C onsequently, we can exclude the solutions shown
in the right panel of F ig.[d, and are left w ith the twofold
solution in the left panel. H owever, the lower band cor-
responds to r. values of the \neutral" region in the left
panelof Fig.[d that are far o the right of the displayed
region, drastically inconsistent both with the B !

data and w ith the heavy-quark lm it.

Consequently, we are left w ith the thin horizontalpart
of the upper band in the left panel of Fig.[d, which we
show enlarged in Fig.[d. Using the experin ental value
forA o, ,we obtain the SM prediction

S oog. = 0:99+00:6081 exp foozéooolo R, c +oOfLO:LO Rq+00:6070 i (11)
which is about two standard deviations away from the
experin ental result in (3). It should be noted that {IIl)
depends on the fnput data collected in Table[d.

In Fig.[d, we show the future theory error benchm ark
for the SM constraint in the A ox  {S ox , plane. Both
Ry B) and Rr.c () factorize at LO in the 1=m, expan-
sion, and can be well predicted using nput from lattice
QCD . It should be stressed that \cham ing penguing"
do not enter these ratios. A s a working toolwe use the
approach ofR ef. @ ,@] (BBN S), but sin ilar conclusions
can be reached using Ref. ] (where also derivatives
of form factors would be needed). The key param e-
ter isR 4, which dom inates the current theoretical error
{I1l). Its uncertainty is govemed by the SU (3)-breaking
form -factor ratio ¢ FE' X (0)=FB' (0). Ifwe as-
sume g = 12(1 0:03), ie.a 20% detem ination of
the SU (3)Jbreaking corrections, as an optin istic { but
achievable { goal for lattice QCD ,we obtain the BBN S
result Ry = (0:908" 020%7 )e®" ), to be com pared w ith

. +1
the present value Rq = (1 :02+00::2227 ) 21 s+
rly,we nd Rr,c = 123°077, where the increase of
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FIG.5: The SM correlation betiween A oy « A .+ and
A oy, for centralvalues of inputs, w ith hadronic param eters

xed as for Fig. (solid), or follow ing from the sum rule for
rate di erences @] (dashed). The dependence on . isas in
Fi.[d and is constrained to SM values (upper curve in Fig.

Ch).

precision is very m id as the form -factor dependence es-
sentially cancelsout. Setting,m oreover, the uncertainties
of the experin ental iInputs to zero, w hile keeping central
values xed,we obtain a prediction ofS oy . with errors
at the percent level, as shown in Fig.[d. Consequently,
the frreducible theory error of our proposed m ethod for
predicting S ox . In the SM ismuch an aller than in cal-
culations using only the 1=m} expansion, and m akes it
prom ising for a future e e superB factory (for a re—
view , see,eg., Ref. @}).

Before tuming to the interpretation of the current ex—
perin entaldata in term sofN P, let usbrie y comm enton
thedi erence ofdirect CP asymm etriesA ox+ A g+,
w hich recently received quite som e attention asa possible
sign of NP [23]. Fig.[d show s the SM correlation between
this di erence and the CP asymmetry A ox ., keeping
A ¢+ xed. It depends on CP-averaged B ! K
branching ratios and , and becom es equivalent to the
sum rule for rate di erences ] w hen neglecting higher
orders In subleading am plitudes. W e see that current
data (cross) can be accom m odated in the SM w ithin the
error on A g . , although hadronic am plitudes then de-
viate from the 1=m |, pattem (see also Ref. a}). Tt would
be desirable to reduce this uncertainty in the future.

Letusnow consider a NP scenario, which allow s us to
resolve the discrepancy between (3) and (Idl). Follow ing
E],we assum e that NP m anifests itself e ectively in the
dataasamodi ed EW P with a CP<iolatingNP phase ,
ie.qg! ge' . [@).Hereqcan di er from the SM value
in (). Since . is rather am all, the im pact of this type
OfNP on A ox . and A g+ Issuppressed. In Fig.[d, we
show constraintson ge! from two ¢ ts,using only the
B! K data orboth theB ! K and B ! data.
The latter have a strong in pact on the allowed region
of qei a, H], yvieding two alm ost degenerate m inin a,
g= 13 04, = (63'4%) andg= 08°02, = @45'}9) .
W e also show the 90% C L.zregions (dashed curves) that
correspond to a future scenario, assum ing the benchm ark
value ofR 4 used in Fi.[4 and ten-tim esm ore data, w ith
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FIG .6: Constraints on qei . Left panel: t,using only the
B! K data. R ight panel: t, using both the B ! K
and B ! data. The inner and outer regions correspond
tol and 90% C L., respectively, while the stars denote the
m inin a of the ts. The 90% C L.regionsw ith 10 tin esm ore
data lie inside the dotted lines (see also the text).
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FIG .7: M ixing-induced CP asymm etries for a set of penguin—
dom inated B° decays as functions of gsin( ), with gcos( )
xed to 0%6. The vertical bars depict the experin ental 1
ranges ﬂ]. The 1 range (vertical band) and best- t values

(dashed line) or gsin  from Fig.[d are also shown.

central valles xed to the present 2 m ninum . In the
2 tsweallow allratios of SU (3)related am plitudes to
uctuate atly around fx =f within 30% in m agnitude
and 30 in phase.

T he possibility of resolving the discrepancy between
(3) and {Id) through amodi ed EW P is ntriguing. W e
next illustrate that the observed pattem of the m xing-
Induced CP asymm etries in other penguin-dom inated
b! sdecays [1]can also be accomm odated In the sam e
NP scenario. In Fig.[d, we show the results ofa BBN S
calculation of the S param eters for four channels of this
kind: we assum e that all electroweak W ilson coe cients
are rescaled by the sam e factorge’ , and use as nput the
preferred data set \G " of [21]. The valie of ge' is then
varied along a contour that runs vertically through the
preferred region in Fig.[d. Unlke the SM , the m odi ed
EW P scenario allow s us to accom m odate the data well
(see, eg.,also a,@l). T he sam e is true for a m ore spe-
ci ¢ scenario where the e ective FCNC couplings of the
Z boson at the weak scale are suitably m odi ed. Since
S ok ., receivesa tiny, negative shift rom sin2 , In agree-
m ent w ith the data, we do not show this in Fig.[2.

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated that the SM cor—

relation in theA ox  {S ox , plane can be predicted reli-
ably In the SM , w ith sn all rreducible theoretical errors,
and have show n that the resolution of the present discrep—
ancy w ith the data can be achieved through a m odi ed
EW P sector, with a large CP<iolating NP phase.
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