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Abstract

Various new measurements in charmless B, 4, — PP modes, where P is a low lying pseudoscalar
meson, are reported by Belle and LHCb. These include the rates of B — 799 nz% B, — o7/,
B - KTK~ and B? — 777~ decays. Some of these modes are highly suppressed and are
among the rarest B decays. Direct CP asymmetries on various modes are constantly updated.
It is well known that direct CP asymmetries and rates of suppressed modes are sensitive to final
state interaction (FSI). As new measurements are reported and more data will be collected, it
is interesting and timely to revisit the rescattering effects in B, 4, — PP states. We perform
a x? analysis with all available data on CP-averaged rates and CP asymmetries in Buas —
PP decays. Our numerical results are compared to data and those from factorization approach.
The quality of the fit is improved significantly from the factorization results in the presence of
rescattering. The relations on topological amplitudes and rescattering are explored and they help to
provide a better understanding of the effects of FSI. As suggested by U(3) symmetry on topological
amplitudes and FSI, a vanishing exchange rescattering scenario is considered. The exchange,
annihilation, u-penguin, u-penguin annihilation and some electroweak penguin amplitudes are
enhanced significantly via annihilation and total annihilation rescatterings. In particular, the u-
penguin annihilation amplitude is sizably enhanced by the tree amplitude via total annihilation
rescattering. These enhancements affect rates and CP asymmetries. Predictions can be checked in

the near future.



I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years there are some experimental progresses on measurements of the charmless
Bu.as — PP decays. In year 2015, Belle reported a 3.00 significant measurement on B° —
n° decay rate with B(B® — nn°) = (41777102 x 107" [1] and B(B? — K°K°) = (19.673%+
1.0 £ 2.0) x 107% [2] with 5.1 o significance, while LHCb observed B, — n'n/ decay at
(3.3140.64+0.28+0.12) x 1075 at 6.4 ¢ significance [3]. In year 2016, LHCD reported on the
observation of annihilation modes with B(B® — KTK~) = (7.80+1.27+0.814+0.21) x 1078
and B(B? — nt7~) = (6.914£0.54+0.634+0.1940.40) x 10~ [4]. Last year Belle reported the
rate of BY — 7%7% of B(B® — 7%7%) = (1.31 4+ 0.19+0.18) x 1079 [5]. Some of these modes
are highly suppressed and are among the rarest B decays. There were constant updates
on other measurements, such as rates and direct CP asymmetries on B,y — K7, KK, 7w
modes [6H8].

It is well known that direct CP asymmetries and rates of suppressed modes are sensitive
to final state interaction (FSI) [9, 10]. In a study on the effects of FSI on B, 45 — PP
modes [11], the so called (too large) B(m7?)/B(7"n~) ratio and (non-vanishing) AA =
A(K~ 7)) — A(K~7") direct CP asymmetry puzzles in B, 4 decays can both be resolved

by considering rescattering among PP states. !

Several rates and CP asymmetries were
predicted. The newly observed B? — K%K rate is consistent with the prediction. However,
there are some results that are in tension with the recent measurement. In particular, the
predicted B, — n'n’ rate is too high compared to data. In fact, its central value is off by a
factor of 3. As new measurements are reported and more data will be collected in LHCD,
and Belle II will be turned on in the very near future, it is interesting and timely to revisit
the subject.

It will be useful to give the physical picture. From the time-invariant property of the

Wilson operators in the weak Hamiltonian, one finds that the decay amplitude satisfies [14] 2
o /2
k=1

where A; is a B, — PP decay amplitude with weak as well as strong phases, A) is a

amplitude containing weak phase only, ¢ = 1,...,n, denotes all charmless PP states and

1 One is referred to [12} [13] for some recent analyses on these puzzles.
2 See Appendix A for a derivation.



k=1,....,n,n+1,..., N, denotes all possible states that can rescatter into the charmless
PP states through the strong interacting S-matrix, §. Strong phases are encoded in the
rescattering matrix. This is known as the Watson theorem [15]. There are two points needed
to be emphasised. First, the above result is exact. Every B, — PP decay amplitude should
satisfy it. Second, for a typical B, decay, since the B mass is large there is a large number
of kinematically allowed states involved in the above equation, i.e. N in the above equation
is large. Consequently, the equation is hard to solve.

Although the largeness of the B mass makes it difficult to solve the above equation, it is
interesting that on the contrary it is precisely the largeness of mp that makes the problem
somewhat trackable. According to the duality argument, when the contributions from all
hadronic states at a large enough energy scale are summed over, one should be able to
understand the physics in terms of the quark and gluon degrees of freedom. Indeed, several
quantum chromodynamics (QCD)-based factorization approaches, such as pQCD [16], QCD
factorization (QCDF) [I7, 18] and soft collinear effective theory (SCET) [19] make use of
the large B mass and give predictions on the facrorization amplitudes, A%°. In other words,
using the largeness of mp comparing to Agcp, the factorization approaches provide solutions
to Eq. (1), Le. Afe =N §1/240

In the infinite mpg limit, the above program may work perfectly. However, in the physical
mp case, power corrections can be important and may not be neglected. In fact, the effects
of power corrections are strongly hinted from some unexpected enhancements in rates of
several color suppressed modes, such as B® — 7979 decay [6, [7], and some unexpected signs
of direct CP asymmetries, as in the difference of direct CP asymmetries of B — K7+
and B~ — K~ 7° decays [20]. These anomalies lead to the above mentioned 77w and K
puzzles. It is fair to say that the factorization approaches can reasonably produce rates of
color allowed modes, but it encounters some difficulties in rates of color-suppressed states
and CP asymmeties. It is to plausible to assume that factorization approaches do not give
the full solution to Eq. , some residual rescattering or residual final state interaction is
still allowed and needed in B, — PP decays. Note that the group of charmless PP states
is unique to B, — PP decays, as P belongs to the same SU(3) multiplet and PP states are
well separated from all other states, where the duality argument cannot be applied to these
limited number of states [21, 22]. Note that residual rescattering among PP modes only

slightly affect the rates of color allowed modes, but it can easily change direct CP violation of



most modes and the rates of color suppressed modes at the same time. It can be a one stone
two birds scenario. It can potentially solve two problems at the same time without affecting
the successful results of factorization approach on color allowed rates. In fact, this approach
is modest than the factorization approach as it left some rooms for our ignorance on strong
dynamics. In the following text, unless indicated otherwise we use rescattering among PP
states or rescattering for short to denote this particular type of rescattering, while we assume
that FSI contributions from all other states are contained in the factorization amplitudes.

The quark diagram or the so-called topological approach has been extensively used in
mesonic modes [9) 12, 23-27]. It will be useful and interesting to study the FSI effects on
topological amplitudes. For some early works in different approach, one is referred to ref. [9].
The relation on topological amplitudes and rescattering will be explored and it can help to
provide a better understanding on the effects of residual rescattering.

The layout of the present paper is as follows: In Sec. II we give the formalism. Results
and discussions are presented in Sec. IV. Sec. V contains our conclusions. Some useful

formulas and derivations are collected in Appendices A and B.

II. FORMALISM

In this section we will give the rescattering (res.) formulas, topological amplitudes (TA)

of B, — PP decays and the relations between res. and TA.

A. Rescattering Formulas

Most of the following formulas are from [I1], but some are new. As noted in the Intro-

duction section, in the rescattering we have (see Appendix A)

A Z 81/2 fac (2>

7‘65

where 7,7 = 1,...,n denote all charmless PP states. To apply the above formula, we need
to specify the factorization amplitudes. In this work, we use the factorization amplitudes
obtained in the QCD factorization approach [1§].

According to the quantum numbers of the final states, which can be mixed under FSI,
B, — PP decays can be grouped into 4 groups. Explicit formulas are collected in Ap-

pendix A. Here we give an example for illustration. The F?l — K~ 7" decay can rescatter
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with three other states, namely Eg — K7 K%y and K%, via charge exchange, singlet
exchange and annihilation rescatterings as denoted in Fig. [1| (a)-(c). These states are the

group-1 modes. The relevant rescattering formula is given by

fac
Aﬁgﬁ]{—ﬂ& A§3—>K*7r+
fac
Ao zono | i | ABoRom 5
A - res,l fac ) ( )
BY—KOng BY— KO
Azo_ 7 fac
Bd%K()?h Bg—>K0771
. 1/2 .
with Sre/s,l = (1+i77)"? and
— — 2% 47
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*T;a/‘i’re TO + Ta+Te Ta\;fe _ 2Fa\‘/‘l’fe
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6 24/3 6 3v2
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The rescattering parameters 7o 4c.¢, To.a.e.ts T0.aets To.aes and 7o e denote  rescattering in
I1(8) 11(8) — 11(8) I1(8), I1(8) I1(8) — II(8) ny, I1(8)n: — II(8)m and mum — mumy, respec-
tively, with I1(8) the SU(3) octet and 7, the singlet, and the subscripts 0, a, e,t represent
flavor singlet, annihilation, exchange and total-annihilation rescatterings, respectively (see
Fig. [1)).

Flavor symmetry requires that (S,.5)™ with an arbitrary power of m should also have the

same form as S,.s. More explicitly, from SU(3) symmetry, we should have
(Spes)™ = (L +4T)" =1 +iT™, (5)
where 70 is defined through the above equation and its form is given by

T = T with (ry, 75, 75,75) = (r™, 7™, 750 7). (6)

for j =0,a,e,t.
It is useful to note that we have 8 ® 8, 8 ® 1, 1 ® 8 and 1 ® 1 SU(3) products for P P,
final states, which has to be symmetric under the exchange of P, and P, in the B — PP

decay as the meson pair is in s-wave configuration and they have to satisfy the Bose-Einstein

3 Note that # and # do not appear in 77, but they will contribute to some other PP modes.
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FIG. 1: Pictorial representation of (a) charge exchange r., (b) singlet exchange 19, (c¢) annihilation

rq and (d) total-annihilation 7, for PP (re)scattering.

statistics. The allowed ones are the 27, 8 and the 1 from 8 ® 8, the 8 from the symmetrized
8®1+1®8, and 1’ from 1 ® 1 (see, for example [28], for the decomposition). Hence, from

SU(3) symmetry and the Bose-Einstein statistics, we should have

27 8
(Sres)™ =D 12750 (2T5a] + Y Y Ipib)Uie{a:bl+ D I 1)Vielg: 1], (7)
a=1 b=1p,q=8,8’ p,q=1,1

where a and b are labels of states within multiplets, and matrices U™ and V™ are given by

" , CoST SinT e2m ids 0 coST —sinT
Z/{ (T, 68, 58) E )
. 2m 6! .
—sinT cosT 0 e 8 sinT cosT
. , cosv Ssinv e2mioy 0 cosV —sinv
V (V761751) = ) (8)
. 2m s’ .
—sinv cosv 0 e 1 sinv cosv

respectively. Rescattering parameters r; as the solutions to Eqs. and @ can be expressed

in terms of these angles and phases:

' " 2e2mi§27+3um
14i(r{™ + ™) = iy

. 5)
362mi627 — 3UYm
(m) (m)y — 1
ANA —-r =
( e a ) A 5 Y
—e2m i — qY + 5V
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147 ™ + ;

with ;7 and V/}' given in Eq. .

It is interesting to see how the rescattring behaves in a U(3) symmetric case. It is known
that the Uy(1) breaking is responsible for the mass difference between n and 7’ and U(3)
symmetry is not a good symmetry for low-lying pseudoscalars. However, U(3) symmetry
may still be a reasonable one for a system that rescatters at energies of order mp. The
mass difference between 1 and 7/, as an indicator of U(3) symmetry breaking effect, does
not lead to sizable energy difference of these particles in charmless B decays. Note that in
the literature, some authors also make use of U(3) symmetry in charmless B decays (see,

for example [30]). We note that in the U(3) case, we have
=T =T =T = T4 (10)
Consequently, by requiring
T = T with (r;, 7,7, 7) — (Tj(m),r(-m),r(-m),rj(-m)), (11)
as required by Eq. (10, one must have [I1]

r{mp(m) — g, (12)

a €

There are two solutions, either 7™ = 0 or ™ = 0 [see. Eqs. (A16]) and (A17)]. Note that
in both solutions, we have
Oa7 = 5§ = . (13)

To reduce the number of the rescattering parameters and as a working assumption, the above
relations will be used in this work, although we are not imposing the full U(3) symmetry to
FSI.

After imposing the above relation and factor out a over phase factor, say do7, we are left

with two mixing angles and two phase differences:
T, v, 0= 68 — 527, g = (51 — (527, (14)
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in the scattering matrices. The rescattering formula Eq. now becomes

A=S8Y(1,v:0,0) Af, (15)

Tes

with the overall phase removed. In summary, 4 additional parameters from Res are intro-
duced to the decay amplitudes.

We find that it is useful to incorporate SU(3) breaking effect in the scattering matrix.
The idea is that we try to remove the SU(3) breaking effect in A™ before recattering and
put the SU(3) breaking effect back after the rescattering. The underlying reason is as
following. In the core of FSI, the rescattering processes are occuring at the mp energy scale,
the SU(3) breaking effect cannot be very important at this stage. Hence the amplitudes to
be rescattered are taken in the SU(3) limit, but after the rescattering, as the hadronization
process takes place, SU(3) breaking cannot be neglected and their effect needs to be included.
In practice we use ratio of decay constants to model the SU(3) breaking effect. For example,
the B~ — KYK~ factorization amplitude is multiplied by (f,/fx)?* before recattering with
other states and is multiplied by (fx/fr)? after rescattering. For convenient these two
factors are absorbed in SY/2. These are new to Ref. [11].

The rescattering matrices needed in this work are collected in Appendix A. As we will see

in the next section, including these four rescattering parameters will enhance the agreement

of theory and data notably.

B. Rescattering and Topological Amplitudes in the SU(3) limit

Topological amplitude approach or flavor flow approach is based on SU(3) symmetry. The
amplitudes can contain weak and strong phases. FSI will generate additional strong phases
and can potentially mixed up different topological amplitudes. It is therefore interesting
to investigate the relation of the FSI and topological amplitudes. We will take a closer
look of this issue in the presence of the rescattering among PP states. We will consider
the topological amplitudes in the SU(3) limit, rescattering of topological amplitudes in the
SU(3) limit and, finally, topological amplitudes and rescattering in the U(3) limit. The
discussion will be useful to provide a better understanding of the effect of FSI in B, — PP

decays. These are all new to Ref. [I1].



1. Topological Amplitudes in the SU(3) limit

It is well-known that the fields annihilating B, ES’S and creating 7, K, ng transform
respectively as 3 and 8 under SU(3) (see, for example [2§]),

B= (B B)

R I
I = ™ -+ K| (16)

K~ K° - \/%778
For the b — uud and b — qgd processes, the tree (Or) and penguin (Op) operators respec-

tively have the following flavor structure,

Or ~ (ub)(du) = H}*(@:b)(aGa’),  Op ~ (db)(@iq") = H"(@b)(Giq'),

Opwp ~ Q;(db)(3;¢") = Hpw' (3:b) (@d’). (17)
where we define H* = 63, H}* = 6605 and (Hpw )"* = 05Q;0% (no sum in indices). Note that
it is easy to check that we have H* = H* H* =0, (Hgw)i¥ =0, (Hew)?* = Q205 = Q. H*.
The flavor structures of |[AS| = 1 tree and penguin operators can be obtained by replacing
dto s, H" = 6§, HI¥ = 616105 and (Hpw)}" = 05Q;0%.

The effective Hamiltonian, in term of the meson degree of freedom, for the B — PP

decay should have the same SU(3) transform property of Hy. Consequently, we have

Heg = T By HJF(II")L(TI°")* + C B HF(I1°)] (I
+E B HJF (1)) (11" +AB HIF(II") (T1°")),
+P By, H* (I1") 7 (I1°")}, + PA By H"(I1°")] (T1)
+ Pgw B Hw i (I (Hout) + Py B Hpw (110" ) (117 )]
+ P BrH pw i (1)} (I1°*); + Py BiH pwjf (I1°*) (I1°")

+(Heff)singleta (18>

where the A, P, PA and Pgy terms correspond to annihilation, penguin, penguin annihi-
lation and electroweak penguin amplitudes, respectively. and (Hef)singlet 1S the hamiltonain

involving 7y, given by
(Het)singler = T B HJF(ITO") (1) + Cy By, HIF(I1)7 (117

9



+Cy By HIF (L") (II")3? + € By HF (1) (1)

+Ey B HF(TT")] (TI°), + Ey By HIF(IT")] (1),

+E B HF ()] (M)} + Ay B HIF (1] (T1°),
+Ay BAH (TP (T°)), + Py By HF (T (1),

+Py By, HF (1) (1)}, + P By H* (117 (117
+§mEka(Hout)l (Hout) + Puw B HEWzk(Hout) (Hout>

+ Py B Hpw () ()] + Py By Hpw (TP (I);

+]5ECWBmHEWZ‘k(HOUt) Hout) I 4 PEWl BkHEWZ»k(HOUt) ( out)

(
+ Py BrHpw ' (11" (I1°")! + Pfy, B Hew {F(I1°")] (I1°*);
+PE4W1 Bz‘HEW;k(ﬁOUt)ﬂHOUt)k + P]?WQ BiHEW;k(Hout)g (I)y,
+ Py BiHpgw F(I17)] (117, (19)

with (H‘)“t) = "o/ V3. Note that we introduce P&, and Pfy,, namely the electroweak
penguin exchange and electroweak penguin annihilation terms for completeness. The above
Heg contains all possible SU(3) invariant combinations in first order of H}*, H* and Hpy*.
It should be emphasize that the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. is obtained using flavor
SU(3) symmetry argument only. The TA amplitude can contain all possible FSI contribu-
tions, while the expressions of the decay amplitude in term of these TA will remain the
same.

With redefinition of the following amplitudes:

21451414—12127 2EEE1+E2, ZPEP1+p2,

2Ppy, = P]?W,l + Pgw,za 2Phy = Pgw,l + Pgw,za (20)
(Hefr )singlet can be expressed in a more compact form,

(Hett)singiet: = (T + 24) BiHJF (I )mt™ /3
+(Cy + 2B) B HF (It /3
+(Cy + 2P — ;PEWQ)BmH’“(HOUt)mnO‘“/\/g
+(Pew + 2Pfy) B; HEWZk(HOUt) /'3
(Pg
(

wa + 2PEy) BrHpw (") 00" /V/3

3 1
+(C+E+P+ PA 3P,§W—

+

1~ —
= Pew) B H " ni™ /3. (21)
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Using the above approach we can reproduce familiar expressions of decay amplitudes in

terms of TA [26], 27]. * Explicitly, we have the following amplitudes:

1
AES—)K_TF" = T,+P,+§(2P<E€V_PJ/E€V)7

1
Aggéfoﬂo = 3\/5(30/_3P/+3P;3W+P]{E€V+P;E€V>7

1
Az = 57530 = 3P+ 3Py + Py + Pify),
1 o D D — —
Ay o = 375308+ 6P = Pl = Pl — 2P, )

for group-1 modes,
/ / 1 / /' B
Ap gop- = A+ P+ 3< Piv + 2Ppiy).
Ap- gm0 = 7(3T, +3C"+ 34"+ 3P + 3Py, + 2P ww + 2P),

Ap- gy = f(?m +3C" —3A" — 3P + 3Ppy, + 4Py — 2P ),
1 _ _ _ _ _
Ap- k- = 3—\/5(3T’ +3Cy + 64 + 6P + 2P, — Py + 4P, (23)

for group-2 modes,

1
AB*—)W*WO = ﬁ(T‘{’C"‘PEW‘{’PECW))

1
Ap- L gog- = A+P+§(—Pgw+2pgw),

1
Apsppy = 73\/6(3T +3C + 6A+ 6P + 3Ppw + Py + 4Ppy),
1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Ap-pmyy = ﬁ(3T +3Cy + 6A+ 6P + 2Pgy,, — Py, +4Phy), (24)

for group-3 modes,

1
Apyspin- = T+ E+ P+ PA+ 2(2Ppy + Pow — Pow),
1 1 1

1
ARy ror0 = ﬁ( C+E+P+PA_PEW_§P5W+§P§W_§Pgw)a
1
AR s = 975(30 +3E +3P +9PA +3Ppw — PSy — 3Paw — Py,
1 _ _ _
AR s = W(301 +3Cs + 6E + 6P + 3Ppw + 6Pfy — Py, — Pl — 2Phy),

4 See also [29] for a recent discussion.
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A

1 - - - - - -
= ——(6C + 6L + 6P +9PA — 2Pg,, — 2PEy),

Eg%ﬁﬂh 9\/§
1
A§3—>K+K* = E+PA+ 3 IIELXW7
1
AEQﬁKOKO = P+ PA- g(PgW + QPEqW + Pgw)a
1
ABo_sr0p, = %(BE — 3P + Py + 3Pgy + Phy),
| A = 5 5 5A 5C 5C SE
(25)
for group-4 modes, and the following amplitudes:
1
Aposicrn = T+ P+ 3(2P5w — Pryw),
1
A§2_>Ko7ro = 37\/5(30 — 3P + 3PEW + Pgw + PEEW>>
1
AEQ—)Kong - 37\/6(30 - 3P+ 3PEW + PECW + PEEw)7
1 _ L _ _
A§2—>K0n1 = 37\/3(302 + 6P — PJgW,l - PEWQ - 2P5W)’ (26)

and

AEQ%W"‘ T

AEQ—MOWO -

A —

§2 — 7878

A —

BY—nsm

A —

ES —Mmn

AEQ%KJr K- —

Apo_gogo =

A =

BY—mO7s

A p—t

BY—m0n;

1
= E' +PA + ng’fv‘v,

1
(E'+ PA + gPI;V‘V),

—_
=

(—6C" +3E' 4+ 12P' + 9PA' — 6 Py, — 4Ppy, — 3Py — 4Py ),

Ne)
HS
[\)

(3C1 — 6Cy + 6L — 12P" + 3Ppy, + 6Py, + 2P, + 2Ppy, + 4P,

Ne)
r—t%
[\

975(66*’ +6E + 6P +9PA —2PC, —2PIE ),

1

T +E +P +PA + g(P];‘V‘V +2PC — P,
1

P+ PA — §(P{E%V + 2P 4+ PR,

1
%(—Cl + E' — Phy + Piw),
1

\/6((?{ +2F" + Py + 2P, (27)

for B, — PP decays, where the T', C, A, P, PA and Pgyy terms correspond to color-allowed

tree, color-suppressed tree, annihilation, penguin, penguin annihilation and electroweak pen-

guin amplitudes, respectively. Note that PL;, and P4, namely the electroweak penguin

12



exchange and electroweak penguin annihilation terms, are introduced for completeness. See
Appendix B for details. Those with (without) prime are for AS = —1(0) transition.

The one-to-one correspondence of the SU(3) parameters and the topological amplitudes
is not a coincidence. It can be understood by using a flavor flow analysis. We take the
first term of Heg for illustration. In Hy the decays are governed by the Op ~ (ub)(du) =
H*Mg:b) (e’ ), b — ¢ @ qi transition with the corresponded H* coupling. The first term
of Heg in Eq. is T By, Hi*(I1°");, (TI°u*)™ . Note that we use subscript and superscript
according to the field convention. For example, we assign a subscript (superscript) to the
initial (final) state anti-quark g, (¢"). The B, (II°")7" part in T By, H}* (II°"");, (I1°")™ can
be interpreted as a B,, to (II°"*)™ transition with the same spectator anti-quark g,, from
B,, becoming the final state spectator anti-quark ", which ends up in (IT°"")”*. The quark

¢ from b — ¢; transition also ends up in (II°"*)™, while the (II°"*)] part is responsible for

i
the creation of the meson where the W-emitted ¢’q;, pair ends up with. The above picture
clearly corresponds to the external W-emission topology. Similarly, the identification of the
other topological amplitudes can be understood similarly.

One can check that all of the above amplitudes can be expressed in terms of the following

combinations:

TO O O _EO A0 4 o0
1 1 1
SPYS, PAY - 2001 B0 1P,

PG, + BYC, PYS - POE PR+ RS

PO _ o0 |

_ _ _ _ 1_
TO 4240 OV 4 2E0), cm+2p>_§,g§m PY +2PY,

_ _ N 1 - 1
PYC, +2PGE, 0@+E@+P@+?m@—§@%—§@% (28)

For example, we can express the decay amplitude of B’ = K7+ in the following combina-

tions:
. 1 1
mBW+Kwﬂ:CF+OyuP—CwER%J+§ﬁ%—R%J (29)

It is interesting to compare the amplitudes expressed in terms of the topological ampli-
tudes with the those in the QCDF calculation. We can obtain the following relations in the
SU(3) limit: (using formulas in [18] but taking the SU(3) limit)

T(/)O = App)\g)(spuoél,

13



C% = AppAVs,,a0,
EY = App))8pup1,
A = AppA) 3,0,
P = AppAD(af + B5),
PAYY = 24ppA) L,

Py = §APP>\;(>')04§,EW,
P = ;APP)\g)OéZ,EW,
PR = 2APP>\§;')5§,EW7
PO = 2 Ao N B (30)
where we use )\1()/) = Vit Viis)» P = 0, ¢ With Vy pa(s) the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)

matrix elements and summation over p is implied. One can find detail definitions of App,
« and (3 in [18]. Note that App involves a B, — P transition and a P decay constant:

Gr
V20

It should be note that we have removed an overall 7 in the definition of App. The superscript

App = FBP( )fpm% (31)

0 on TA is denoting the fact that rescattering among PP states has not taken place. In the
SU(3) limit, we will use FPF(m%) = F2™(0) and fp = f, in later discussion.
For B decays to a final state with 7, things are more complicated. For example, Ap,, is

in principle different from A,, p. We have in the SU(3) limit: [I§]
T(/)O = AanAI(),)épuala
" = Ay pAV6 00,
CY° = Apy AVd,,00,

2BV = B’ + EY° = A pA08,81 + Apy AV8,(B1 + 38s1),

2400 = A0 4 400 — Amp)\ 632 + APm)\p Opu(B2 + 3fs2),

2P0 = p0 L pi0 _ AmP)‘ (af 4+ B8) + Apm)\z(,’)(oﬁ + 3ag + 55 + 3853),
ng/g = §A771P)\P O‘gﬁEW’

P,E;%ﬁ? = L;)Amp)\g)ai,Ewa

PO = 2 Ap Ay

14



= (NEO ~(EO g0 3
QPJ‘(E/I)/V = Plgi)/V,l + P}(E/I)/VQ [AmP)‘;(;/)BSp,EW + APm)‘g)(ﬁg,EW + 3853 5w )],

2
— (VA0 _ 5()A0 A0 3
QPI’(E/%/V = P](E/I)/V,l + P}(E/I)/VQ 7 [An1P>‘;(a/)5ZEW + Apy, )\g) (BY mw + 3B4s.mw)]- (32)

Note that Ap,, involves a B — P transition, while A, p involves a B — 1, transition:

GFr pop Gr B Gr pplf
F — , A 7F Ui _7F —PJm
\/§ fm B mP — \/§ 0 fP B \/5 0 fP

where in the second equation, we have made use of the approximation from [I§]. In fact we

have Ap,, ~ A, p ~ App(fy/fP).

Finally comparing our expressions and those in Ref. [18], we have

Apy, = femd,  (33)

co — Amm)‘p Opui2,

B0 = A, A06,,(81 + 36s1),

PO = Ay A (o + 30k + B8 + 38%),
PAY = 24, AD(82 + 365,),

- 3
ng)/goz ~ Ay AV 044,EWa

2 mmnitp
3
NE
Pé’l)/vo = iAmm)‘g)(ﬁg,EW+36§3,EW>¢ (34)
with
Gr B GF f fn\?
A, = —=Fy" ~ ZLpBorim 2 =A (’7) . 35
1M1 \/§ 0 fm B \/5 f fm PP fP ( )

In the later discussion, we take f,, = fp = f.

2. Rescattering of Topological Amplitudes in the SU(3) limit

We now turn to the rescattering part. The matrices 7; 234 can be obtained through a
diagrammatic method by matching the Clebsh-Gordan coefficients of scattering mesons (see

Fig. 1) or by using an operator method. We have

Oe — TT(HinHOUtHinHOHt)/Z, Oa — T?”(HinHinHOUtHOHt),
Op = Tr(II"II*)Tr(IIMI) /2, Op = Tr(IIMIT™)Tr (IIII") /4, (36)

corresponding to r, 14, 7o and r; contributions, in the combination of
T = 1™ 0 + 1M 0 +r{M 0y + 11" 0+ -, (37)
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where the remaining terms will be specified in below. The above terms exhaust all possible
combinations for T1(8) I1(8) — II(8) I1(8) scatterings.
To obtain operators involving 7n;, we simply replace II in the above operators to I +

m1sxs/v/3 and collect terms with different number of 7, as

_ 3 - . . . .
\/506 — £Oa — T’I“(Hmnouth)T]?ut + TT(1—[0ut1-llnl-[out)7,]11117
~ 3 ~ 3 ~
OO — *Oa — 70 — T?”(Hml__[out) in Tut
4 2
4Ot — O — O — n llnTT(HoutHOHt>+n§)utﬁTUtTT(HinHin),

)

20, = 40, = 30, = P . (38)

Note that it is impossible to obtain a term containing three 7; as is prohibited from SU(3)

symmetry. We now have

T = ™0y + ™0, + ™0, + r™ 0, + 7™ O, + 7™ O,
—l—f(()mOo—i-r )0, + ™0, —i—rm)Ot—l—r )04 + MO,

. (m)

+7 O + ™0, + 7m0, + MO, (39)
Using Eq. , the above equation can be simplified into

T = 7§00 + MO0, + ™0, + r{" Ot+(§m)+2r(m c

) AT 4 2F(m) m —{—27’
AR opm) g 3Eml
- (7*5 ) o ; L) Op. (40)

Note that various ﬁ(m), fgm), ﬁ(m) and fZW) occur in 7™ only through some very specific

combinations. We still preserve the subscripts (i = 0,¢, a, e), since these 7", 7™ #™ and

fgm) for different i correspond to different flavor flow patterns in rescattering diagrams (see
Fig. [1) and they will, in fact, reduce to ™ in the U(3) limit.
It is straightforward to obtain the rescattering effects on topological amplitudes. In

analogy to Eq. :
A= 81/2 Afac — (1 + ZT1/2) X Afac’ (41>

res

we have
Heg = (1+iTY?) . HY = HY% +iTY? - HY, (42)
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where H.g is given in Eq. ( . T2 in Eq. ( . 40) but with m = 1/2, H% is the un-scattered
effective Hamiltonian with all TA in H.g replaced by T'A° and the dot in the above equation
implies all possible pairing of the P°"P°" fields in HY% to the P™P™ fields in 72 (the
Peut pout in T1/2 remains unpaired). As noted previously since the effective Hamiltonian in
Eq. is obtained using flavor SU(3) symmetry argument only, its flavor structure will
not be changed in the presence of rescattering, i.e. Eq. will not modify the flavor
structure of Heg. This feature is indeed verified in the explicit computation. Therefore the
expressions of the decay amplitude in term of the TA will remain the same, but now the
these TA contain rescattering contributions.

The effect of rescattering on TA can be obtained using the above equation. The compu-
tation is straightforward, but tedious. Here we only give the final results, some derivations
using the above equation can be found in Appendix B for illustration. We obtain, in the

presence of the rescattering, TA will receive corrections in the following ways:
6T = ir,TV° iy’ OO,
6C" = il "0 4 ! T,
1 1
SEV) = irg BV 4 ir! VO — gz(ré +2ryC0 4 gi(—Zré + 5t YEO
1 _ _
T+ 27 )(C° 4+ 2E1),
1 1
§AY = gi(?)r[’) — 27! 4 577 ) A0 gz('ré + 27TV ! 01O
1
+§z’(f; + 27 )(TV° 4 24000),

1 1
SPY) = ir, PV 4 ! TOO Silre + 2r1) OO0 ¢ Ji=2re+ 5r!) PO

1 1 1., _ 1
—5irt ' P 4 §z(r 42 )PSO gz(r; + 27 ) (C° 4 2P0 — gp,gggg
1 1
SPAV = 331G — 7 + 167, + 12r)) PAYO iy T"0 4 o (it + il — 3ir})C'"0
2 2 1
+§(irg + 11ir, + 12ir) BV° + §(z'r; + 110, 4 12ir) P10 — gz'rgp,g%‘;

1 2
i(—=2r] — 4rl + 3rt)PPgI),V — —i(r,+ 11 + 127‘t)P(/)E0

27 27
2 A 200 L A . _ 2
gilr+2r) (G 2B+ O 4 2P0 - SPURS - SPUT - SPY)
1 4/\/ 2 P ~ ~ ~ 3 o 1 1
+§Z’(7ﬁ£ + 71(1;:7‘6)(0(/)0 L 00 4 p0o iPA(/ B gP(/ )C0 - () )

0Py = irgPgly +ir Py,

17



1
+ ir;Pg‘),B — gz(ré + QTQ)PJ(E/‘),SO

1
+ gi(—Qr’e + 5r ) PUEO

1 _ _
(7% + 20) (P + 2P),

PSR

OPgy = irgPiy +irLPiiy,
SPUE = ir P

1
sPUOY = i (316 =2 + 51

1 _
+§z'(f; + 27 ) (P

(5(T(/) + ZA(’))

§(CY +2E0)

5(CY) + 2P0 — ;P%Q)
5(Pgw + 2Py
5Py + 2P0y

and

~ 3

5(CY+EY + P+ 51574(

300 _
2

( 4f;+2f;>
Tt T (

1 1

2 6

w + & (Pow)” =

1
_ gi(r; +2r ) PU + iy pUCO

2+ 2P0

(7, + 97%) (= ST 4 010 4 2 400)
4ry, ‘?‘)‘ 27:2)(7:(/)0 +2400),

i(7, + 27 ) (T — §c<’>° - §E<’>0)

3
47 4+ 27 - =
e+ 2B00),

2 5 1 2
i+ 20) (T7° = 20V + PO — SRy + SR

47! + 27 ’ 1:;(/)00 !
T T ot EW, )7
7+ 27,) (—2 P +

ot 2e) ol + 2P,

i+ 20) (PR = P + S PR
J(PE + 2P,

+i(7y +
(7 +
i + )(C° 4 2P0
co | D 5040
PO + SR
(7 +
47 4 27

+i(F) + (44)

N lasne 1 ~(/)E)

3 EW 3

10(/)0 + 4E O 4+ 4PN0 L gp AN
2

EW

S(PE))

47 4 27 4+ 37\ ([ A ~ ~ 3 = J 1~
o (f[) L A + ge + 7}) ((J(’)O + B0 4 p0o 4 5PA(/)O B gngt)/go _ ngf()),

where the superscript 0 denote un-scattered amplitudes and we define 7} = r;

172,

FI = D)

~
T, = g

b0y = 0
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The full topological amplitudes contain the un-scattered and the contribution from the
scattering. For example, for the tree amplitude the full amplitude is 7), the un-scattered

tree amplitude is 7). After scattering we have
TV =70 4 570 = 700 1 gl 70O 4! 0, (46)

One can check that the above equations are consistent with the topological amplitude ex-

pressions Eqs. , , , , and , and the rescattering formulas, Eqs. (A5)),

, , and those of By decays. It should be pointed out that this is a non-trivial
check, as one can see that Eqs. , , , , and are rather complicate
and a single error in them can easily spoil the consistency check.

Note that decay amplitudes can be expressed in terms of several combinations of topo-

logical amplitudes, such as T'+ C', C'— E and so on, and FSI affects these combinations only

through,
L+i(rg+r), i(ry—ry), i(r,+ry), (27 +7),
e 47!+ 27 o ar! + 27
1+i(fy + —2———2), (] + —2=—2). (47)
3 3
We have

O 4 0O = [(1+irl 4+ ir) +i(r, — r)(TV0 4 CO0) = ¢ (T 4 ¢10)
1
CY — BV = (1 +irfy + ir' )(CVO — B0 4 §i<r; — )[BTV 4 00 —2(CV0 — EOOY]

1 _ _
il +27) (O + 2B°),
2
AV 4+ CO = (L irg +ir ) (AY° + V) + gilre = r)(TV0 4+ C0%) — (A 4 010
1 _ _
+§i(f; + 27 ) (T 4-241)0),

1 2 1
PO — ) 4 ngI),g = | (14 iry +irl) — gz(ré - } (P -0 4 3P1g%/$0>
1

+ilr - O [=3(TV° + D) + (PSR + PSO)]
1 1=
+§¢(f;+2f;)(0‘) +2p00 gP“ o),
4 13 1
PAY — 00 4 g0 _ —pOS
9 9 3" EW
o (1 —l— . -7 1 / / 4 / / PA(/)O %C{(/)O EE(/)O EP(/)C
- iy + iry — Bz(re - Ta) + Z(ra + rt)) - 9 + 9 - 3 EW

4
| = gilre =)+l + ri)} (T"° 4+ C"°)
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i(rL = ) + 4i(r) + 1) (€70 - EO0)

8 1
i, — 7o) + 5l + 7)) (PWJ — 0y Spggg‘())

=g liCre = o) + il + )Py + Piy)
[2 . 8.
il =10+ Gl + )| (PR — )

27
1.,., 4 +27
il =

3
PRy + Py = [(1+irh +irt) +i(rl — )] (P + Pa’) = €97 (Pgy + Pay®),

> (/)EO)

= ~ ~ 3—wmo 1=
)(COO 4+ OO 4 pO0 §PA(I) — 3P - S P

= W =

Pity = Pew = (1 irg + irt) (P = Pe”)

1
il =) B + PEV°) = 20P° — P

il + 27L) (PR + 2PYE),

Pt + Pl = (L+irg +irl) (PR + Py
il — ) (PR + PY) — (P + PR
+gilrt + 20 (P +2PH°),

B B A7 1 9F
(TO 4 240) = [1 + z‘(fg + T;:TH

(T(/)O + QA(’)O)

2 5
+i(F, + 277,) { — g(T(/)O +C"%) 4 5 A0 4 C(/)O)} ’
A7 4+ 27N\, = _

7“?3””)} (GO0 4 200)

5
i 95 { T(/)O C(/)O _° O(/)O B E(/)o }
+i (7, + 27,) | ( + ) 3( )|,

(CY +2EY) = [1 - i(f’o +

47! + 27
3
5 1
+i(7, + 27, [(T”0 +CO)+ 5 (P”0 —CcU0 4 313%0)

. o - p0 _ 1 p
O + 2P0 — L PY, = [1 (i + )] (CY + 2P0 — S Pcs)

1 0 Co
—3( O + Py )]7
47" 4+ 27! B B
L - 9 5
il 200) | = SPRY -+ P + (P + PEEY),

(PY, + 2P0t = [1 T z’(fg +

_ i AR 2N _
(UG, +2PYF) = [1 + z(r6 + 3” (PUSY 4+ 2PY)E°)

20

1 _ _ _ _ 1. _ _
+—i(F, 4 2F) {7(0{’)0 +2E00) — 6(05’)0 +9po _ 3P§3§:3> +2(PACY + 2P0

(48)



)
+ir, +27) (P + PAT) - S (P - PO (49)
and
- - . 3 — 1~ 1~
(CY+ EY 4 PO 4 §PA(') —3 0o _ gp]%

— (ﬂ i 47""5”') B@mo + 00 4 1;(0@0 ooy ¢ 4( PO _ o0 zla p]g%VC())

4 13 1 1 4

+6(PAM — S0 1 2B - SPAR) — S(PYR + PUT) + 5P - PA)]
47!+ 27 + 37 ~ ~ ~ 33— 1~ 1~

[1 +i (% = e Tt)] (€00 + 800 4 P04 SPA™ - ZPY — PUR).

(50)

With the help of Eq. (9) (with m = 1/2) we will be able to study the effect of rescattering
to the above combinations and give a clearer picture. Note that the above transforma-
tion formulas of the combined topological amplitudes, in Eqgs. , and are not
as powerful compared to transformation formulas of the individual topological amplitudes,
Eqgs. , and . They are, however, the ones that can have in terms of the com-
binations of r} [Eq. ] and hence the rescattering angles and phases, 7, v, o and § [see

Egs. @ and ], without introducing additional assumption.

3. Topological Amplitudes and rescattering in the U(3) limit

It is interesting to investigate the above relations in the U(3) limit, where we take Eq.
and
T=T=T, C,=C,=C=C, E=E=E, A=A=A,
P=P=P, Pgw=Pgw= Psw, Pgw,1:pfng:ng:PgW>
PE, = P&y, = PE,, Ppy =Py =Phy, PA=PA=PA (51)
Using Eq. and Egs. (43), and (45), we find that
S(T +2A) — §(T +2A) = 3ir  A°,
§(Cy +2E) — (C +2E) = 3irlE°,
§(Pgw + 2Pgy) — 6(Pew + 2PE
§(Pgwy + 2PFy) — 6(Pgyw + 2Pk

) =
) =

§(Cy + 2P — ;pgm) —§(C +2P — Pgw) 3ir! P,
) = 3ir.Pay,
) =

= 3irl PEY, (52)
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and

- e 1~ 3 1 1
S(C+E+ P+ gPA— gpgw — §P,;EW) —§(C+E+ P+ SPA— ngW - §P,?W)
1
= 5z'r;(6E° + 6P +9PA° —2PED ). (53)

The above relations can be consistent with the relations in the U(3) limit, Eq. (51), only if

we take

r, = 0. (54)

e

It is useful to recall that by requiring U(3) symmetry to the rescattering matrix 7 [Eq. ]
one only leads to r/r}, = 0 [see Eq. (12)], which can either be 7, = 0 or 7, = 0. Now we can
select out the r, = 0 solution. The reason of being more specify here is that we now apply
U(3) symmetry to both rescattering matrix 7 [Eq. (10)] and to the topological amplitudes
[Eq. (51))]. Hence it leads to a more specify relation.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we will present our numerical results. First, we will give an overview of
the results of the fits. We will then discuss the rescattering effects on topological amplitudes.

Finally, numerical results for decay rates and CP asymmetries will be shown.

A. Overview of the Results of the Fits

Before present our numerical results, we specify the inputs used in the following numerical
study. Masses of all particles and total widths of B, ;s mesons are taken from the review
of the Particle Data Group (PDG) [7] and the branching ratios of B to charmless meson
decays are taken from the latest averages in [6].

For theoretical inputs, we use fr = 130.2 MeV, fr = 155.6 MeV and fp, = 187.1
(227.2) MeV for decay constants and m4(2GeV) = 93.5 MeV for the strange quark mass,
which is taken from the central value of the PDG averaged value, 93.5 + 2 MeV [7]. ® The

® Note that in the previous study [I1] m, is taken as a fit parameter in the range of 100 + 30 MeV, but
now as the value becomes more precisely known it is better to use the present central value as an input

parameter.
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values of CKM matrix elements, except 7/¢3, are also taken from the central values of the
latest PDG’s results [7]. We use the QCD factorization calculated amplitudes [18] for the
factorization amplitudes in the right-hand-side of Eq. . We take the renormalization scale
as 1t = 4.2 GeV and the power correction parameters X4 g = In(mp/Ap)(1 + page®at).
For meson wave functions, we use the following Gegenbauer moments: o = —af =0.2,
of = ak =01, a7 =0, o = 0.2 and a?jgl = 0 [18]. Several hadronic parameters,
in additional to the CKM phase v/¢3, pan and ¢4 g, in factorization amplitudes are fit

parameters and are allowed to vary in the following ranges:

FP™(0) =0.254+0.05, FP5(0)=0.35+0.08, F?¥(0)=0.3140.08,
v/¢3 = (73.2410)°, Ap=0.3540.25CeV, g, = 0.35+0.25GeV. (55)

These estimations agree with those in [I8, BTH36], while the ranges of form factors and /3
are slightly enlarged. For example, the above FP™(0) can be compared to the following
reported values for the quantity: 0.28 + 0.05 [I§], 0.25 [31], 0.29 [32], 0.258 + 0.031 [33],
0.2610:05 [34], 0.28115:057 [35] and 0.26170 939 [36]. ©

It is known that semileptonic B — wlv decays are related to the B — 7 form factor and
the determination of |V,,| [7]. Using data from BaBar [37, B8] and Belle [39] 40], HFLAG
obtain the following result in 2014: [6]

EP™(0)|Vip| = (9.23 +£0.24) x 1074, (56)

We will use this in our y? analysis.

In summary, 9 hadronic parameters, pa r, ¢a.m, F&™(0), FPX(0), FPX(0), A, Ag,, and
one CKM phase, v/¢3, involved in the QCDF amplitudes will be fitted from data. The
residue rescattering part add 4 more parameters, 7, v, § and o, giving 14 parameters in
total. Note that the majority of the fitted parameters are from the factorization part.

In this analysis there are totally 93 measurable quantities, including 34 rates, 34 direct CP
asymmetries, 24 mixing induced CP asymmetries and one measurement from semileptonic

B decay [Eq. (56)]. Among them we will fit to all available data, including 26 rates, 16

6 Tt is preferable to use the form factors as inputs instead of variables in the fit, but in the present situation
no definite values for these form factors can be found (see for example the collected FP™(0) values from
[18, B1H36]) and we therefore treat them as fitting variables to avoid bias in this work. Hopefully the

situation can be improved in future. See also Footnote 5.
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TABLE I: Numbers of rates B, direct CP asymmetries A and mixing induced CP asymmetries S

of By — PP decays involved in this study.

number of B number of A number of S number of SL Total number
All 34 34 24 1 93
Fitted 26 16 5 1 48
Predicted 8 18 19 0 45

direct CP asymmetries, 5 mixing induced CP asymmetries and 1 semileptonic decay data,
giving 48 in total, and will have prediction on 8 rates, 18 direct CP asymmetries and 19
mixing induced CP asymmetries. The explicit list of these 48 items will be shown later. The
total numbers of data in fit and in predictions are roughly the same. The summary of these
numbers is shown in Table [l

We perform a x? analysis with all available data on CP-averaged rates and CP asym-
metries in B,q4s — PP decays. In the following study we use two different scenarios:
Fac and Res. For the formal we use only factorization amplitudes (i.e. A; = Afc)

while for the latter we add residue FSI effect as well (ie. A; = ;’:1(81/2),~jA§a“).

TES

Both are fitted to data. The confidence levels and x?s for the best fitted cases in
both senarios are shown in Table [ Contributions to x2, from various sub-sets of

data are also given. Modes that are related through the Res are grouped together [see

Eq. (A5)), and see Egs. (A6)—(A8) for other groups]. Off course only those with data

can contribute to y2. Numbers of data used are shown in parentheses. Explicitly,

and X% A in the table denote the x? contribution obtained from

2
X{B(BO—Km),..} (BOKm),...}

4 CP-average rates and 3 direct CP asymmetries, respectively, of the group-1 modes con-

sisting of B — K~nt, K7, K%, K decays (except A(B® — K"0)); X{p(5- ..y and

g

X{A(B->Kn),.y are contributed from the group-2 modes: B~ — K7, K7, K™n, K1
decays; X{sp-—rm)..3 Ad X4~ snr), 1 are contributed from the group-3 modes: B~ —

7', K-K° 7~n, #~n' decays; X%B(Eo—mw) s contributed from the group-4 modes:
BY — atx=, %%, mm, oy, o'y, KTK—, K°K°, 7%, %) decays, while X?A(EO—MW),...} only

- 70 + . — 0.0 F70 0 C V2
contributed from 3 of the above modes, B® — n77n—, n°n", K’ K" decays; X{5(B.).AB.)

is contributed from 5 CP-averaged rates in B — K*r—, ntn—, o'/, KT K, K°K° de-

cays and from 2 direct CP asymmetries in BY — K+tr—, KTK~ decays; X?S(EO)) sy 1
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TABLE II: Confidence level (C.L.), x2./d.o.f. and various contributions to x2. for the best
fitted solutions. The p-value of the rescattering (Res) case is 5.5%. Numbers of data used are

shown in parentheses.

2 2 2 2 2
Ximin./d-0-f. X{BB'—Kn)....} X{ABO = Km),..} X{B(B-—Kn),...} X{A(B-—Km),..}
Fac  213.4/38 (48) 10.1 (4) 1.8 (3) 24.7 (4) 5.2 (4)
Res 48.1/34 (48) 7.2 (4) 1.1 (3) 6.3 (4) 0.6 (4)
2 2 2 2 2
X{B(B=—nm),...} X{A(B=—7m),...} X{B(BOsmm)....} X{ABO s m)..) X{B(B.).AB.)}
Fac 10.6 (4) 6.5 (4) 55.3 (9) 15.7 (3) 64.0 (7)
Res 6.4 (4) 7.5 (4) 7.8 (9) 47 (3) 0.6 (7)
2 2
X(s(B°), BN Xsp
Fac 12.9 (5) 8.0 (1)
Res 5.2 (5) 0.7 (1)

contributed from mixing induced CP asymmetries of B® — Kz, K%/, nt7~, KsKg and
BY — KTK~ decays. The semiloptonic data, Eq. is also included in the fit. The
above lists are the 26 rates, 16 direct CP asymmetries, 5 mixing induced asymmetries and
1 semileptonic data [Eq. (56)], 48 in totally, that go into the fit.

Table [l shows the overall performances of the fits. We discuss the factorization case first.
The x? per degree of freedom of Fac is 213.4/(48 — 10). One can compare the x? values
and the numbers of data used in the corresponding groups. When the ratio of y? and the
number of data is smaller than one, the fit in the group is reasonably well. By inspecting
the table, we see that Fac gives a good fit in the direct CP asymmetries of group-1 modes
(B® - K—n",--+), and produces reasonable fits in the direct CP asymmetries of group-2
modes (B~ — K%r~,--+) and of group-3 modes (B~ — 7’ ---), but the fits in rates and
mixing induced CP asymmetries of all modes (including By decay modes) and direct CP
asymmetries of group-4 modes are poor. In particular, the ratios of x? per number of data
used in rates of the group-2 modes (B~ — K°r~,---), group-4 modes (B® — 7#F7~,---), in
the rates and direct CP asymmetries of By modes and in the semileptonic quantity are as
large as 24.7/4, 55.3/9, 64.0/7 and 8.0/1, respectively, indicating the badness of the fit in
these sectors.

The fit is significant improved when the rescattering is added. In the best fitted case, the
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TABLE III: Fitted hadronic and FSI parameters. Upper table contains fitted parameters in

factorization amplitudes (Fac), while the lower ones are parameters in the rescattering (Res) case.

PA pPH ¢a(°) ¢u(°) FP(0) FPR(0) Fo*™(0)

Fac 0971000 2821020 _284%03 11154 023940002 0271990  0.23+990

Res 2.877002 2.33+0.63 165.1+0.9 —111.7+20.6 0.253 +0.002 0.28 +£0.01 0.24 4+0.01
AB(GeV)  Ap,(GeV)  v/¢3(%) 7(°) v(°) 6(°) a(°)

Fac 0191392 0.60799%  75.4+L7 - - - -

Res 0.2240.06 045701 68.94+1.8 222422 781429 233+40 120.74+223

x? per degree of freedom of the fit is 48.1/(48 — 14) giving the p-value of 5.5%. It should be
noted that with 4 additional parameters the quality of the fit is improved significantly. All
X2, except the direct CP of group-3 modes (B~ — 7, --+), which is slightly enhanced,
are reduced. In particular, the x? per number of data of rates of the group-2 modes (B~ —
K% ~,--+), group-4 modes (B® — 7"7~,---), the rates and direct CP asymmetries of B,
modes and in the semileptonic quantity are 6.3/4, 7.8/9, 0.6/7 and 0.7/1, respectively. The
performance of the fit in these sector is improved significantly. Detail results will be shown
later.

The fitted parameters are shown in Table [[T]l Uncertainties are obtained by scanning
the parameter space with x? < x%. + 1. The parameters consist of those in factorization
amplitude and of Res. The Fac fit gives FB™ = 0.239 4 0.002, while the Res fit gives
FB™ = 0.253 £ 0.002. They correspond to FP7|V,4| = (8.557008) x 107* and FP7|V,4| =
(9.03 £ 0.09) x 10~ for |V,| = 35.76 x 10~* employed in the numerical study, respectively,
and they can be compared the HFLAG average, FP™(0)|Vip| = (9.23 4 0.24) x 1074, The
Res result agrees better with the data.

Both fits prefer large Ap,. Except p4 and ¢4, most common parameters in Fac and Res
have similar fitted values. A closer look reveals that Fac prefers v/¢3 close to its center
value [see Eq. (55)], while Res prefers a lower v/¢5. Comparing the fitted phases to those in
the U(3) exchange-type solution [see Eq. (A17)] 7 =24.1°, v = 35.3° and 6 — § = 0 and in
the U(3) annihilation-type solution [see Eq. (A16)] 7 = —41.8°, v = —19.5° and 0 — § # 0,

we see that the fitted 7 ~ 22° and v ~ 78° seem to prefer the exchange-type solution, while
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the fitted o — § ~ 97.4° supports the annihilation-type solution.

B. Rescattering effects on Topological Amplitudes

In this part, we will show the rescattering effects on topological amplitudes in certain
combinations and on some individual topological amplitudes of interest. Note that the
discussion in the first part is generic, while we need to impose further assumption in the

second part.

1. Rescattering effects on the Combinations of Topological Amplitudes

It is useful to show the fitted results on residual rescattering parameters 7. (or 7’,(1/ 2)):

1+i(ry +7) 0.97910-057) exp[i(11.98718%)° + idyy],

i(rl —r

) = (

"y = (0.208"5057) expl[i(—78.36 & 2.02)° + ida7],
i(r, + 7)) = (0.059 % 0.009) exp[i(—92.067929,)° + idy7],

e) = (

——) =

(27, + 7)) = (0.1897001%) exp[i(—78.36 & 2.02)° + idy7],
|4, + 2T +2T = (0.9907099%) exp[i(3.27124)° 4 idy],
i + 24"3*27"@ = (0.248F0967 exp[i(—29.6611113)° + idy7],
i+ Tt 2RI 0 036500) expli(18 43 HE) id].  (5)

From the above equation, we see that most of these parameters have large phases (with
respect to do7). Note that ir, + (47, + 27)/3, i(rl, — rl) and (27, 4+ 7) are three most
sizable combinations and they are close to A\, —iA and —i\ (taking the overall phase o7 = 0),
respectively, where X is the Wolfenstein parameter.

In Tables and V| we show the topological amplitudes of B, — PP and B, — PP
decays before rescattering (AY) and after rescattering (Arg;) in the unit of 1078 GeV. 7
These amplitudes are expressed in certain combinations as noted in Eq. . Note that

without lost of generality the overall phase (d27) is set to 0 from now on for simplicity. The

7 The A° are obtained by using the rescattering parameters as shown in Table but with 7, v, § and o
set to zero. Do not confuse it with the annihilation amplitude, where they may share the same notation

occasionally.
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TABLE IV: Combinations of topological amplitudes of AS = 0, B, — PP and B, — PP decays

before rescattering (A°) and after rescattering (Apgy) in the unit of 1078 GeV. These results are

obtained using the best fitted solution and Eqgs. , , , , and . Without lost

of generality the overall phase (d27) for Apgr is set to 0 for simplicity.

AB)  Apsi(B) Apsi/A°B)  AYB)  Apsi(B) Apsi/A°(B)

T+C 3.23e 1798 3.23e7 179 1 3.23¢79°  3.23¢179° 1
C-E 1.13e7119:5% 1 581188 1 40107 1.18¢7182° 15811907 1.40¢7
A+C 1.07e~1224% 1 527112077 1.42¢107" 1.07e1537 1.52¢1707 14287
P—C+ 3PSy, 1.77eB417  2.23¢14417 12611007 0.80e7110217 .94 7112837 1 17¢7i26-2°
PA-iC 0.56¢'™4"  0.45¢7%97°  0.81e7 7" 0.64e711606° 0.80e74L5° 1 251191
+%E B %Pgw
Pow + PGy, 0.10¢1-9°  0.10e"1-9° 1 0.10e~%%1" 0,10 =321 1
PSy — PEy 0.04e~%367" 0.05e3107  1.40e" 77 0.04e795" 0.05¢71T49" 1,376
Phw + Pgw 0.03e442" 0.05e%385"  1.53¢" 7" 0.03¢7198" 0.05¢7836" 155761
T +2A 2.66e 639" 2.43¢71962°  0.92¢TTT 266735 243157 0.92¢7 7
C1+2E 0.90e11349% 1.29e=i129-3" 1. 44?6 0.96e2%  1.29¢"84°  1.44¢"6

Cy+2P— PGy,  1.97e71366  222e=#91  113e=i125°  2.99e=i297T  334e=1271 1121267

Pgw +2Pfy, 0.09¢7284"  0.08¢74°  0.92¢39°  0.09e7158"  0.08¢71T7  0.92¢0%
PSy, +2PEy, 0.04¢ 71588 0.05e 71697 1.34¢11:9°  0.03¢7T21" (.04 7088 1 53185
C+E+P 1.34e7105:0°  1.56e7120°  1.16e0247  1.89e722"  1.92¢5917  1.02¢1913°

ratios Apgr/AY are also shown. These results are obtained using the best fitted solution

and Eqgs. (30), (33), (34), (43), and (50). Both AS =0 and AS = —1 amplitudes are

shown. Note that we do not use them directly in the fitting. In fact, they can be obtained
only after the best fit result is available. Nevertheless they will provide useful information.
From Table , we see that before rescattering, we have the following order for B, — PP

amplitudes:

_ _ _ _ 1 -
IT° + C° > |T° + 2A4°| > |C9 + 2P° — gpg&z,
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1 0 om0 e 30 Lo 1=

> [P0 = CO 4 PG| > 100+ B 4 POt 5PA° - Py - S PE| > 10— |
o 4 1 1

R A+ CO R |CT + 2B > |PA = C° + 93E° - 3wl

while the rest are rather small. After rescattering, we have:

L 1
\T+C|>\T+2A]>\P—C+7PC \

_ | 1= 1~
2|0y + 2P — 3PEW2|>|(J+E+P+ Spa- PEW 3P§W|Z|C—E|

13 1

9 gPE‘W‘a

where |C' — E|, |[A+ C| and |C + 2E| are enhanced by 40 ~ 44%, |P — C' + : PG| by 26%
and |C~’—|—E+}3+%P~A— %Pgw — %p§W| by 16%. Note that the orders of |Cy + 2P — P W2|

>]A+C]>\Cl+2E\>]PA—§C

and |P — C + 3Py | are switched after turning on Res. Sub-leading tree amplitudes and
penguin amplitudes are enhanced. We will return to this shortly. Note that except in
C+E+P+3PA—1P%, — 1P, Res does not introduce sizable phases to these topological
amplitude combinations.

Similarly, from Table [[V] we see that before rescattering, we have the following order for

the conjugated B, — PP decay amplitudes:

_ _ 1_ _ _

IT° +C° > |CY +2P° — gp,ggm\ > |T° 4 2A°|

1~ 1

37Bw 3

_ _ 1 4

2|09+ 2E° > |P°— Y4+ =PS% | > |PA° — —C° +
1 3 EW 9

N N N R N
> |CO+E0+P°+§PAO— PEO| > |C° — E° = |A° + C°

= PR
while the rest are rather small. Note that the above order is different form the one in B, —
PP decays. After rescattering, only the first two terms switch order, where [Cy4+2P—3 Pgy, |
is enhanced by 12%, |[P—C'+ 3 PG| by 17% and |C'— E|, |A+C| and |C} +2FE| by 40 ~ 44%.
Note that Res introduces sizable phases to some of these topological amplitude combinations
and |Co+2P — 1PGy .|, |C+ E+ P+ 3PA—1PS, —tPE,| and |PA—1C+ ¥ E - 1P, |
are quite different to those in B, — PP decays.

Some comments will be useful. (i) A large number of combinations of topological ampli-
tudes are sizable. (i) After rescattering one sees that the phases introduced to B — PP and
B — PP amplitudes are quite different. (iii) The above facts imply that the effect of Res on

direct CP violations can be complicate and rich. (iv) The enhancement of rescattering on

some of the AS = 0 topological amplitudes can be up to 55%, such as on P#y, + P&y, but
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their sizes are still small even after the enhancement. Nevertheless this may have impact on
some suppressed modes.

It is useful to see the above enhancements in details. It is clear from Eq. that the
effects of Res on T'+ C and Pgy + P&,y are just adding the common phase dy7 to them. The
effects on other combinations of topological amplitudes are more interesting. In B, — PP

decays, considering only the dominant contributions in Eq. , we have

C—FE ~ (1+iry+irl)(C° — E°) +i(r, — ') (T° + C),
2 1 _ _
A4+ C ~ Uf%mg+¢dgpﬂﬁ—0%—%gdr;—7QMT0+(w)+f?01%—%ixTo+2A9)
(58)

We can estimation the above values by taking the central values of (1 + ir{ +ir), i(r, —r})
and (7, + 27,) from Eq. and the central values of C° — E°, A% 4+ C° T9 4+ C° and
T° 4 2A° from Table [IV] obtaing

C—-F o
— —_~14e7,

OO_EO

A+C

~ —14°

which are close the values of 1.40 €7 and 1.42 €™ shown in Table[[V] Even using a crude

estimation by taking (1 + iry + @r)) ~ 1 and i(r, — rl) ~ i(F, + 27)) ~ —i), one still
get 1.5e719° and 1.5e71%° which are not too far off. It is clear that the effect of Res in
C — E mainly comes from the exchange and annihilation rescatterings fed from the 7 + C°
amplitude, while those in A+ C' comes from the exchange and annihilation rescatterings fed
from both T° 4+ C° and T° + 2A° amplitudes.

Similarly from Eq. (50]), we have
HC l 5
Pgy — 3 Pgw)

1

~ - . 3 —
(C+E+P+§PA—3

470+ 27 4+ 37\ [ 20 m0 .m0 . 35-0 1z Lz
4A/ 2” 3 14 1
" <Tt+7°;:7“> [2(T0+CO)+3<CO—E0)+4<P°—C°+3 5%)
4 1 1
+6<PA0—900+93E0—3 5%) ) (60)

and we find that the T° + C° and C° — E° terms give (sizable) destructive contributions,
while P — C° + LPE), and PAY — 3C° + BE® — 1Pl terms give (sizable) constructive

contributions via the same Res parameter i} + i(47, + 27.)/3. The final result of the 16%
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enhancement in |C' + E + P + $PA — 1P, — LPE. | is the complicate interplay of these
contributions.
We now turn to the Res effect on the penguin amplitudes. From [see Eq. (4§)]
1 2 1
P—-C+ gpgw ~ (1 +ir) +irl) — gi(ré - rg)} (PO -C%+ 3P]§$V>
1 - _ 1=
—i(rl, — ) (T° + C°) + Silre+ 27,)(C9 +2P° — gpggm), (61)
we obtain for B — PP decay:

PO+ 5Phw g g (62)
PO—CO+ PGS T ’

which is close to the value 1.26 €199 shown in Table [Vl where the main contribution is
from the r, — 7/, rescattering term fed from T + C°.
We now turn to AS = —1 processes. The results are shown in Table [V] We see from the

table that before rescattering, we have the following order for B, — PP amplitudes:

_ _ 1_ ~ ~ ~ 3 - 1 ~ 1 -
[C' +2P" — 2 Piy,| > [C° + E + P + 5PA’° - 3 Pew — 3w
1 _ .
> P —C°%+ gp,%?,vy > T+ C"° > [T + 2A°| > | PRy, + Py
4 13 1 _ _
R |PA® — ~C" + —E" — - Pid| R [Py + 2P| > |C" — E°| 2 |A” + O,

9 9 3
while the rest are rather small. Note that as expected penguin amplitudes dominate over
trees. In fact, even the electroweak penguin amplitudes, which were neglected in the AS = 0
case, cannot be neglected now. After rescattering, the above orders are rearranged into:
- I S IS A e 1 -5 , , 1 -
|C5 + 2P — gPEW,2| >|C'"+ E'+ P+ §PA — gPEW — §PEW| >|P—-C'+ §PEW|
> |PA - gc’ + 193E - ; C S T O > (T 4 27

> |Ppw + Paw| > |Pow +2P5y| 2 |C'— E'| 2 |A' + C').

We see that the combinations with sub-leading tree amplitudes, C’ — E" and A’ + C’, are
enhanced, while the one with the penguin term, P’ — C’ + P, /3, is slightly reduced. Note
that |[PA" — 5C" + 2 E' — £ Pi§y | is enhanced by a factor of 2, but IC"+E' + P + %P~Al —
%PJ’ECW — %pﬁﬂ is reduced by about 20%. Similar pattern occurs in the conjugated B, — PP
decays.

The effect of rescattering on A’+ " is similar to the one in A+ C'. It is enhanced from the

exchange and annihilation rescatterings fed from both 7% 4+ C” and T" 4 2A" amplitudes.
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TABLE V: Same as Fig. but for AS = —1 transition decay amplitudes.

A°B)  Apsi(B) Apsi/A°(B)  AYB)  Apsi(B) Apsi/A%(B)

T +C 0.75e 798" 0.75e 798 1 0.75e%79"  0.75¢%79° 1
C'—F 0.26e 11957 0.36e 11887 1.40e07°  0.26e11%2°  0.36¢1907  1.40e*7
A+ C 0.25e711224% 0.35e7120.7° 1426177 0.25¢7153°  0.35e170°  1.42¢7L7
P —C'+ iP5, 4.36e1642°  4.00e7740°  0.92¢787  4.64€7170%° 4487117867 (.97 111
PA — 4 0427357 0.99¢732 2371977 0.29e7127  0.74¢™18 2.58¢11150°

B 1piC
+5 £ —3Ppw

Phw + P&y 0.46€°168:9"  0.46¢168-9° 1 0.46€171:07  0.46¢1171-0° 1

P&y — Py 0.18¢7120:8%  0.26¢"1248°  1.40e9°  0.18¢"1229°  0.26¢71268°  1.40¢9°

Py + PiSy 0.14e™13:6°  0.22¢1118:9°  153¢153°  0.14e1115:6°  0.22¢1121.0° 153154
T’ +2A' 0.61e~139" 0.56e~16-2"  0.92¢777°  0.61e8 0.56e10°7  0.92¢7 7
Ci +2F' 0.21e71349° 0.30e711293°  1.44€%6"  0.21e2%° 03047 1.44€%6°

Cy+2P — 1Py,  10.62¢°26 11.13¢1499  1.05¢727"  10.38¢"19%4  10.85¢'1488  1.05¢736°

Pl + 2Py, 0.42¢711748° (.38 71165:9°  (.92¢78:8"  0.42e711726° (.38e711638°  (.92¢78-9°
P&y, + 2P, 0.0871:07 0127397 1.48¢%30°  0.08¢79307  0.12¢79307  1.48¢7330°
Cf/ +E! _|_F)/ 6.0462'140.00 5.01671'141.5o 0.83617&50 5.89€i138'10 4.88672'146.10 0.836”5'80

— ~ ~
3 1 piC 1 pIE
+3PA = 5Pgw — 5Pew

We also note that the effect of rescattering on Pgy, — Pih, is similar to the one in C" — E',
but with tree amplitudes replaced by electroweak penguins. Hence Ppy,, — Pi%y is affected
most from Py, + PV and the effect is an enhancement in size.

It is useful to see the enhancement and reduction in |[PA" — $C" + 2 E — 1P/, | and
"+ E' + P+ %P~A/ - %JBL%, - %]55%, , respectively, in more detail. In B, — PP decays,
keeping only the (PA® — 2C" + BE® — L P[5,) and the (P — C" + $ Pp) terms in the
corresponding formula shown in Eq. , we obtain

PA —§C'+ JE — (PG,
PA® — 5C° + JE° — 1P,

~ 2.6¢P% (63)

which is close to the value 2.37¢%7 shown in Table [Vl Similarly using the corresponding
formula in Eq. and keep only the (C"° 4 E" + P + %]/371(,)0 — %]5,’5%9 — %155%(}) and the
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(P — C" 4 : Pi59) terms we obtain

C'+F + P +3PA - 1Pg, — 1P,
G+ B0+ P04+ $PA” - LPGY - PR

~ 0.8 (64)

which is close to the value 0.83 €™ shown in Table [V| In both cases the most important

contributions are from the (P — C" + £ PSP term.

2.  Rescattering effects on some Individual Topological Amplitudes

The results in Tables [[V] and [V] are all we can have, if no further assumption is made. It
is, however, desirable to reveal the effect of Res on some individual topological amplitudes
instead of their combinations. To explore the effect one needs the information of various r;

instead of their combinations shown in Eq. . For example, the Res effect on exchange
amplitude is given by [see Eq. (43)]

1 1
SEV = irf BV ! TVO gi(r; +2r)C0 ¢ gi(—zr; + 57 )EV°

1 _ _
+§¢(f; + 27 ) (CV° 2 B0y, (65)

It is clear that we need the information of 7, r’, v’ and so on to obtain E). From the fit
we only have information on some combinations of these rescattering parameters, such as
1+ i(rl +1,), i(r, — r,) and so on [see Eq. (57)], but not on individual ones. To study the

effect of Res on individual topological amplitudes, we make an additional assumption:
r =0, (66)

which is suggested by the U(3) symmetry on TA [see Eq. (54)]. Note that we only assume
r7 = 0 and do not impose any condition on 77, 7/ and 7.. Hence we are not using the full
U(3) symmetry, but rather consider the case of a suppressed 7. Using the above assumption
and the results in Eq. one can now extract the effect of Res on some individual TAs
of interest. The results are shown in Table [VIl One should keep in mind of the assumption
made. Note that the above assumption will affect our interpretation of the effect of Res on
individual topological amplitudes, but not on the interpretation of the effect of Res on the
combinations of topological amplitudes as discussed previously. In other words, the above

assumption will affect the results stated in Table VI but not on those in Tables [[V] and [V]
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TABLE VI: Some topological amplitudes of AS = 0,—1, B, — PP and B, — PP decays before
rescattering (A°) and after rescattering (Apgs) in the unit of 1072 GeV. These results are obtained
using the best fitted solution and Egs. , , and . We use an additional assumption,
rl = 0 as suggested from U(3) symmetry on TA [see Eq. (54)]. Without lost of generality the

overall phase (d27) for Apgy is set to 0. Results in combinations of A and A can be found in Tables

[Vl and V1

A°(B) Apsi(B)  Apsr/A°(B) A%(B) Apsi(B) Apsr/A°(B)
T 25.84e710357 258471035 1 25.84e ™ 25.84¢74% 1
C  10.45e~1239°  1(.45¢~ 112397 1 10.45¢7138° 10.45¢113-8° 1
E 1.19¢7102:6° 5.46¢771:0° 4.61e8B157  1.19e19T" 5 46ei151:2° 4 61315
A 0.38e~7T4" 4787138 126773047 (.38¢700-3" 4.78¢123:9° 12.67e~1364°
p 8.89¢8-6° 12.26¢7343° 1.38¢257°  9.94e71.6"  6.43e7T6" .65 71160
PA 0.76¢—166.4° 7 95—i116.2° 10.50¢%50-2° 0.76¢i149-3° 5.19¢—i1-6° 6.86¢—150.9°
Ppw  0.86¢"29:0° 0.86¢1290° 1 0.86e~15:3°  (.86e 153" 1
PSy 0.29e7968° 0.29¢~#46-8° 1 0.29¢~891° (.29~ 89-1° 1
PE, 01117057 0.27¢166.0° 9 49— i44° 0.11¢1126.2° 0.26¢i121.2° 9 31—i5-0°
Py 0.02e136° 0.18e™247" 112178837 0.02¢707"  (.18¢710887  11.08¢ %3817
T’ 5.98¢—163.5° 5.98¢—163.5° 1 5.08¢174-2° 5.98¢174.2° 1
c’ 9.41e—1123.9° 9.41e—1123.9° 1 9.41¢i13:8° 9.41¢i13.8° 1
E’ 0.276“02'60 1.266”100 4.616_i31'50 0.276_“19'70 1.266_“51'20 4.61€_i31'50
A 0.09e7TTTAT 110678 126771647 0,09€790-3° 1.10e239°  12.67¢364°
P’ 44.12¢167-6°  40.99¢11775° 0.93¢%9-9° 43.90¢1169-6° 42 29— i178.7° 0.96¢11:7°
PA" 3.54e7 7.43¢i78:3° 2.10e879° 3.54¢ 775" 9.56¢16847 2.70¢75-9°
PLy 4.0l 1742° 4011742 1 4.01e=1721° 40117217 1
Py 138110 1.38¢111:07 1 1.38¢i113:0% 1 38ei113.0° 1
PR, 053727 12774037 2.40e7167  0.53e7130-67  1.27e7138.2° 24176
Py, 0.07e1704 0.83¢11322°  11.14e71882%  0.07e1725°  0.83¢13437  11.15e7%38-2°

From Table [VI| we see that, before Res, for B, — PP and B, — PP decays, we have
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|P°] > [T > | PRy | > [PA°| 2 |C°| > [P | > [Py | > [E®| > |A°| 2 [Py |(67)
while after Res, we have

7| > |P| > |C| > |PA| > |E| > |A] > |Pew| > |Pgw| > [Piw| > Piwl,

|P'| > |PA| > |T'| > |Ppy| > |C'] > [Py | > |Pei| R |E'] > |A'] > |Pgyl, (68)
for B, — PP decays, and

7| > |C| > |P| > |E| > |[PA| > |A] > |Pew| > |Pgw| > |Pgw| > |Péwl,

[P/ > |[PA| > |T'| > |Ppy| > |C'| > |Pgw| > [Pyl 2 |E'| > |A] > | Pgyl, (69)

for B, — PP decays. Note that the positions of |P| and |PA| in the above orders are
different in B, — PP and B, — PP decays. We will come to that later.

We see from Tablethat \E|, |E'|, |Al, | 4], |PA|, |PA'|, |PiE| and | Pay’| are enhanced
significantly with factors ranging from 2 ~ 11, while |P| is enhanced by 35% in B, — PP
decay, but is suppressed by 35% in B, — PP decay and |P'| are suppressed by 6% and 3%
in B, — PP and B, — PP decays, respectively. Note that in particular |A| and |A’| are
enhanced by a factor of 11.5. It is useful to look into the enhancement. From Eq. , we

have

2 5 1
AV = (14} — giré + girfl)A(’)O - gi(ré + 27TV 4 ! 0O

1 i, _
+§¢(fg + 27 )(TV° 4 241)0), (70)

Now make use of r, = 0 and Eq. , we obtain

A0 _— o o - %
o0 = 0:99¢™07 49,480 4 57570 4 4,457 = 12.67¢7, (71)

where the terms in the right hand side of the first equality are from A0, 700 C0)0

TN 42400 contributions, respectively. We see that the 70, C')0 T(")0 4+ 2 A0 terms give
sizable contributions to A", via r’, v/ and 7, + 27 rescatterings, respectively, and enhance

its size significantly. Similarly we have

EO o o L o |
oo = 0.99¢°"" + 4.53¢ 701" 41,225 + 0,482 = 4,611, (72)

where the terms in the right hand side of the first equality are from A®0, 700 c®o G0 4
2E(0 contributions, respectively. The dominate contribution is from 7")° via annihilation

rescattering 77,.
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TABLE VII: Same as Table but for u-penguins and c-penguins.

A°(B) Apsi(B) Apsr/A°(B) A°(B) Apsi(B) Aps1/A°(B)
pu 3_5161‘108.3O 6_9861‘84.7O 1.99€_i23'60 3.516_i113'90 6_986—1‘137.6O 1.996—1'23.6O
Pe 10.09¢~H114% 9 49102 0.94¢111-2° 10.09¢ #1147 9.49¢10-2° 0.94¢11-2°

PA"  0.31e7i774°  5.08¢7i1201° 19 55427 0.31¢%60-3° 5.98¢117-6° 19.55¢~12.7°
PAC 0_8161'171.4O 2.026_“04'60 2.496i84'00 0.816“71'40 2_026—i104.6° 2.4961',84.0O
P 0.81¢108.3° 1.61¢847° 1.99¢7i23-6° (. 8le~i113.9° 1 617i1376° ] 9ge—i23.6°
P 43.71¢168:6°  4]10¢179-8° 0.94¢112° 43.71¢168:6° 41 .10e179-8° 0.94¢11-:2°
PA™  0.07e77774°  1.38¢7i1201° 19 55427 0.07¢760-3 1.38¢i17:6° 19.55¢ 1427
PAY  3.5le 86" 8.75¢175-4 2.49¢84.0° 3.51¢ 8.6 8.75¢175-4° 2.49¢84.0

As noted previously P”) and PA") receive different Res contributions in B, — PP
and B, — PP decays. It is interesting to investigate the effects of Res on these penguin
amplitudes in details. First, we decompose P! into the so-called u-penguin (P"") and

c-penguin (P"¢) as P = PO 4 pU)e according to the different CKM factors. Now from
Eq. (43)), we have

1 1
por — |14 irg + 3 i(—=2r, +5r, ) PO 4! 70 gz(ré +2r)C 0
1 1 u 1 ~ _ 1~
=il + il + 2 Py + (L + 27 (CF + 2P0 — S P,
i 1 ]
PY = |1 4irfy + —i(=2r! 4+ 5r)| POD
] 3 ]
1 1 1 _ 1
—5irt e | Gilre+2r Y PYlec 4 SilT+ 27 ) (2P0 — gpg;;g%. (73)
Using these formulas and the best fit parameters, we obtain
P(I)u ; o s o N o N o y o 9 o}
g = 0.99¢™%% 4+ 1.53e7% 4 0.41e™ 4 0.017°% 4 01077 = 1.99¢7#3¢, (74)

where the terms in the right hand side of the first equality are from Pu0 70 ()0

Pgl)jﬁo’(/)“co and C_’él)o +2pP0u0 _ % é%,;go, respectively, and

P O e S o

S = 099707 40,0170 4 0.157 = 0,941, (75)
where the terms in the right hand side of the first equality are from P PC(/)O € and

2P0 PEMC,CZO, respectively. It is clear that T")° and C)° only contribute to PV (via
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the annihilation rescattering /) and | P")*| is enhanced by about a factor of 2. On the other
hand P")¢ is only slightly affected by rescattering and is still close to the original P, The
results are shown in Table [VIII
It is useful to note that the ratio of u-penguin and c-penguin in AS = 0 process before
rescattering is expected to proportional to the CKM factors giving
pu
PC

Vub Vu*d
VoV

~

~ (0.38. (76)

The estimation is close to the ratio |P*/P®| = 3.51/10.09 =~ 0.35 using P* and P
shown in Table VI, The CKM ratio implies that u-penguin and the c-penguin are not as
hierarchical as in the AS = —1 case. Furthermore, when rescattering is turned on, the
u-penguin and c-penguin receive different contributions as only P* can receive contribution
fed from 77, see Eq. , and, consequently, the above ratio is enhanced to 6.98/9.49 ~ 0.74
(see Table [VII). These will affect the CP asymmetries of AS = 0 modes to be discussed
later.

We now turn to PAY). Similarly we decompose PA") into PAV* + PA"¢ and from
Eq. we have

1 1
PA = —(3 4 3irl, — ir!, + 16ir), + 12ir}) PAV i T"0 4 5(2@'r; + 4ir!, — 3ir}) OO

3
2 2
+§(¢r; + 11ir!, 4 12ir)) BV + §(¢r; + 11ir!, + 12ir]) PO
1 w1 " 2 "
(= GUPE + gei(=20L — vl + 3P — el + 11 + 120 PG
2 _ _ _ _ 1_ 1 2 _
i+ 2r) (C}’)O +2E00 4 O 4 2 pu0 gpgy;go - gpg&;f() - 3P§%§}EO)
~|—1i(7ﬂ’t n 4r; + 27’”@)(@(/)0 L E0O0 L pluo 3p0mo 1 p)uCO _ 1151(5/)WUE0>7
3 3 2 3 3
1 2
PAVE = SB+ 3irfy — ir! + 16ir, 4 12ir]) PAVL 4 §(z‘r’e + 11ir!, 4 12ir,) PO
1 c 1 . C 2 . C
(= GIPERY + gai(=2rt = + 3P — il + 117, + 120 PR
2 — 1 —(Nc 1 —(7)c 2 p\/)c
—5@'(772 +27,) (QP(/)CO - gpfg%/[/,CQO - gplgi)/[/ﬁ[) - BPIETII)/VEO)>
1., 47 427 /= 3— 00 1xmeco 120
il + a2 (poro 4 SEAT Pt C P, (77)

Using these formulas and the best fit parameters, we obtain

PA(/)u

PAOWD 0.94¢22° 1 22.39¢174° 4 §.17¢137° 1 (.78191-1°
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+2.31i96.8° +0'09—i47.60 4 1‘911'28.50 + 1'52—1'99.70

= 19.55¢ 427" (78)

where the terms in the right hand side of the first equality are from PA0 700 C0)0
B0, pOuo | pudOuCo0ut0 “Gnd 4 oo 1 G0 4 gpliuo L piuco 1 pluco 2 pljuko
and C0 4 F00 4 pUyuo %]571(/) P](E)W“C0 Pé)wﬂ‘EO contributions, respectively. Note
that |PA"*| is enhanced by a factor of 18, and the main contributions are from 7"}, C'")°
and P terms via the total annihilation rescattering 7/, the annihilation 7/ and total
annihilation 7/ rescatterings, respectively. In particular, the enhancement from 70 via 7/
is the most prominent one.

Similarly we have

PA(/)C

W fd 09461220 + 2516Z8820 —I'— 009—14700 —I'— 126—19730 + 1416111770 _ 2496184007 (79)

where the terms in the right hand side of the first equality are from PAN® PO,

Pg‘)/‘c/o,(/)cco,(/)ch7 9 p()co _ P]gl)dcgo_i é{)/‘cf(io PP(JWC/EO and PU co+ PA( )co PéI)AC/CO P(/)ch

contributions, respectively. Note that [PA")¢| is enhanced by a factor of 2.5, while the main
contribution is from the P> term via the annihilation 7/, and total annihilation 7! rescat-
terings. The effect of rescattering in PA") is not as prominent as in the PA" case.

We see that in the presence of rescattering, the resulting | PA"| is even greater than |PA¢|,
while PA®" can no longer be neglected (see Table . The above observations can shed

light on the results in the following discussions.

C. Numerical results for decay rates and CP asymmetries

In this part we will present the numerical results on rates in B° and B~ decays, direct
CP violations in B? and B~ Decays, rates and direct CP asymmetries in B decays, and

time-dependent CP violations in B and B? decays.

1. Rates in B® and B~ Decays

In Table [VIII, we show the CP-average rates of B°, B~ — PP decays. In the table,
Fac and Res denote the factorization (without rescattering) and the rescattering results,

respectively. To see the effect of rescattering, we also show the results from the rescattering
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solution, but with all rescattering phases turn off, i.e. with rescattering turn off, in the
parentheses. In the table the contributions from various modes to x2;, in the best fitted
solutions are also shown.

From the table, we see that, except for rates in B — K7, K% and B~ — 71/
decays, the x? in Res for the other modes are lower than the Fac ones. In particular, the
% in the B® — K% #nt7n~, KK and B~ — K%, K—n, 7~ x°, 77 rates are improved
significantly, as Fac encounters difficulties to fit some of these rates well. In fact, in Fac the y?
in B — 7t7~ is as large as 36.1, while it is reduced to 0.7 in Res. We see that in each group
the x? is improved in the presence of Res. The total x? from these 21(= 4+4+4+9) modes
reduced from 100.7(= 10.1424.7410.6+55.3) to 27.7(= 7.2+6.3+6.4+7.8) (the breakdown
can be found in Table [[1|as well). Overall speaking rescattering significantly improves the fit
in this sector, especially in the last group, and can reproduce all the measured B, 4 — PP
rates reasonably well.

Note that both Fac and Res can successfully reproduce the newly measured B° — 7%
and K*K~ rates [I, 4]. On the other hand, both Fac and Res results on the B® — 707"
rate have tension with the data, while Res is somewhat better as its x? (=3.7) is smaller
than the one (5.6) in Fac. It should be note that the uncertainty in the present data is still
large and it will be interesting to see the updated measurement. Both Fac and Res fits on
the B~ — 7 7" rates are smaller than the experimental result. The y? from Fac on this
mode is 5.7, while the Res fit improves it to 2.9 with a slightly large rate, but both results
are in tension with data.

We will investigate how rescattering improves the fit in B} — at7~, 7%7% KTK~ and
B~ — K~ 7° rates. For simplicity we will concentrate on the dominant contributions to
the decay amplitudes in the following discussion. By neglecting the electroweak penguin

contributions, the B® — 7+t7~ amplitude in Eq. can be expressed as
Apy_pin- @ T+ P+ E+ PA (80)

Using the results in Sec. [LII B| we see that before rescattering and after rescattering, we have

(in unit of 1078 GeV)

(Ago_pin-)’ = 258700 4 0.89¢™ 4 0.19¢"%%" 4 0.08e 71

~ 2.98¢7HT0 10,1461 v 2,840 7M1
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TABLE VIII: Branching ratios of various Eu,d — PP modes in units of 1075, Fac and Res denote

factorization and rescattering results, respectively. Experimental results are taken from [6l [7].

Contributions to x2; from the best fitted solutions are also shown. The values in parenthesis are

the results from the rescattering solution, but with all rescattering rescattering phases turn off.

Mode Exp Fac Res fn(iiac) iﬁ{es)

B » Kot 19.5719-33 19.3703 20.719% (23.1) 0.2 7 (44.7)
B — K 9.93 4+ 0.49 8.5+ 0.1 9.670% (10.7) 8.2 0.4 (2.4)
BY - K% 1.2370-27 1.3+0.1 1.6 +0.1 (1.6) 0.0 1.6 (1.8)
BY — K% 66.1+ 3.1 70.0 +£1.2 68.377% (64.6) 1.6 0.5 (0.2)
B~ — K%~ 23.79 +0.75 21.14+0.3 22.5+ 0.3 (25.4) 11.8 3.1 (4.5)
B~ — K 12.9470:37 12.1+0.1 12.3+0.2 (13.8) 2.7 1.7 (2.7)
B~ = K™ 2.3670:37 1.7+0.1 21731 (2.1) 8.2 1.5 (1.1)
B~ = K 71.1+£2.6 74.7+£1.3 71.4732 (66.5) 1.9 0.0 (3.1)
B~ = x0 5.4810-3 4.740.1 4.9192 (4.9) 5.7 2.9 (2.9)
B~ — KK~ 1.3240.14 1.43 4 0.03 1.31 4 0.03 (1.5) 0.6 0.0 (1.8)
B~ =71 4.02 +0.27 3.440.1 4.240.1 (4.3) 4.1 0.3 (0.8)
B~ =7 2.740% 2.9+ 0.1 3.5+ 0.1 (3.3) 0.1 3.3 (1.5)
B = ntr 5.104+0.19 6.240.1 5.34 0.1 (6.0) 36.1 0.7 (23.7)
B® — 7070 1.59 + 0.26° 0.9810:63 1.097098 (0.82) 5.6 3.7(9.7)
B — 0.76 & 0.29 0.28 £ 0.01 0.417054 (0.11) 2.8 1.5 (5.1)
B — 0.5+ 0.4(< 1.2) 0.327+0:92 0.3015:05 (0.26) 0.2 0.2 (0.4)
B — o'/ 0.6 £+ 0.6(< 1.7) 0.24 4+ 0.01 0.4070-15 (0.08) 0.4 0.1 (0.7)
B - KtK~ 0.084 4 0.024 0.06540.002  0.10015:052 (0.03) 0.6 0.5 (4.3)
B - KK’ 1.2140.16 1.67 4 0.03 1.1940.03 (1.21) 8.4 0.0 (0.0)
BY — 1% 0.41 4 0.17 0.37 4 0.01 0.361093 (0.41) 0.1 0.1 (0.0)
BY — 7O 1.2+0.6° 0.5240.02  0.60 +0.02 (0.47) 1.3 1.0 (1.5)

?An S factor of 1.4 is included in the uncertainty.
bTaken from PDG with an S factor of 1.7 included in the uncertainty.

(ABg—HrJWr*)O
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~ 2.50e™" 4 0.14¢ 1520 ~ 2,383,
(Aﬁg_m+,r—)F31 ~ 2.58¢35° | 19361343° | () 5561T10° | () 7e—i116.2°

~ 27171368 1 ()96 1314° v 9 70124
(Aposmin-)psr = 2.58¢ ™% 40.64¢ 7% 4 0.55¢~ 152" +0.52¢~" ¢

~ 2.31¢006° 1 ()28 BT ~ 9 106597 (81)

respectively, where expressions with four terms are given in the order of T, P, E and
PA and those in two terms are with the first two terms (T + P) and the last two terms
(E + PA) summed separately. Before we proceed we may compare the above estimation to
our full numerical results, where we have (Agg i) (Aot )’ (Agg o+ )rsr and
(Aposrtn-)Fsi given by 2.86e~171° 1 2.36e28" 2.71e70%" and 2.16e®"?" (in unit of 1078
GeV), respectively, which are close to the above estimation.

Note that T'+ P are dominant contributions, while £+ P A are sub-leading contributions,
and these two groups interfere destructively. In the presence of rescattering, the sizes of the
dominant parts, T'+ P, are reduced, while the sizes of the destructive and sub-leading parts,
E+PA, are enhanced, resulting more effective destructive interferences. From the estimation
we see that the BY — 777~ rate is reduced by about 15% bringing B(B® — 777~) ~ 6x107°
down to ~ 5x 1075, which agrees well with the data [(5.14:0.19) x 10~%] shown in Table [VII]]
and, consequently, the quality of the fit is improved significantly.

Similarly for B® — 7%7% decays, we have
V2450 0000 = —C + P+ E + PA, (82)

which is close to the above B® — 777~ amplitudes, but with T replaced by —C. Before

rescattering and after rescattering, we have (in unit of 1078 GeV)

\/5(1453%%0)0 ~ 1.05¢751" +0.89¢6 +0.19¢M9267 4 (.08~ 166-4°
~ 1.82eB79° 4 (.08 7116047 ~ 17589
V2(Apo_00)” = 1.05e 1052 +0.99e 716" 4 0.12e 117 + 0,086
~ (.90~ 1045 4 (). 08e!149-3° ~ 0.88671109'20,
ﬁ(Aﬁgﬂoﬂo)Fsz ~ 1.05e%1" +1.23¢343° 4 0.55¢70° 4 0.79¢ 711627
~ 273957 4 (0.79e7H62° ~ 1 97438

V2(Apy_yrom0)rsr ~ 1.05¢796% 40.64¢47% 4 0.55¢ 5% +0.52¢
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~ 1.45¢71370° 1 (0527116 ~ 1 14 118:3° (83)

respectively, where terms are given in the order of —C', P, E and PA and the expressions
with the first three terms (—C + P + E) combined are also shown. The above estimation
is close to the values in the full numerical results with \/§(A§3 00), \/§(ABS Lor070),
\/E(Aggﬁwowo)m and v/2(Apg_z000)psr given by 1.67¢76 0.89¢ 11487 1,960 and
1.08¢7%126:0° in the unit of 107® GeV, respectively.

In the above estimation the first three terms and the last term interfere destructively.
With Res P and E are enhanced giving a larger —C' + P + E, while the enhanced PA
cannot be neglected anymore, producing a slightly larger decay amplitude and resulting a
35% enhancement in rate, which brings the rate up from B(B° — 7%7%) ~ 0.8 x 107° to
~ 1.1 x 1079 as shown in Table [VIII, As noted previously the rate is still smaller than the
central value of the data, which however accompanies with large uncertainty.

For the newly observed B) — K™K~ mode, we note that as shown in Table rescat-
tering enhances the rate by 0.100/0.03 = 3.33 times. It will be useful to see the enhancement

in details. From Tables and and Eq. ,
1
Aﬁg—mﬂ« = E+PA"+ PA" + §PE4W7 (84)
we have (in unit of 1078 GeV)

(Agypee-)” = 0.119¢"9 40.031e™4 + 0.081™ ™4 4 0.001™*

12

0.139¢135%°

(Apysrrr-)" = 0.119e7M7 40,031 4 0.081" ™4 4 0.001e ™

12

0.139672'152.40’
(Ago_ g - )rst = 0.546e ™% +0.598e 1% 4 0.202¢ 7104 4 0.006¢ ™"
0.261671'130.10

12

(Apgskri-)rst = 0.546e~171% 40.552¢" ™" 4 0.202¢ %% + 0.006¢ ="

12

0.286¢ 8147 (85)

for the decay amplitudes before and after rescattering, where terms are given in the order
of E, PA*, PA° and Pg,,/3. Compare the above estimation to the values in our full

numerical result, which have 0.200e13%9° 0.200e~%126°  (.332e~%1398° and 0.350e 872" for
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(A§2_>K+K,)0, (Aporcrr)’s (Apy_grr-)rst and (Apo g+ g-)psr in unit of 1078 GeV,
respectively. The discrepancy is mainly from SU(3) breaking effects, which are not included
in the above equation. In fact, by scaling the numbers in Eq. by (fx/fx)?, the sizes
become 0.199, 0.199, 0.373 and 0.409, which agree better to the above values now.

From the above equation, we see that E, PA*, PA® and Py, are all enhanced. Note that
E interferes destructively with PA" and PA¢ in Agg _ k+k—, While PA" interferes destruc-
tively with £ and PA¢ in A BOK+K- The result is an enhancement of 3.8 in the averaged
rate, which is close to our numerical result (0.100/0.03 = 3.33) as shown in Table We
will return to this mode again in the discussion of direct CP asymmetry.

Finally we turn to the B~ — K 7~ decay. From Eq. we have

1
A = A+ P+ P+ g(—P,’;;V + 2P k), (86)

B-—K n-
which gives before and after rescattering (in unit of 1078 GeV)

(A ~ 0.0le” T 4 0.08¢"%% 4 4.37¢19%67 4 0.08¢ 3% ~ 4.35¢1684,

B~—K w— -
(Ap+ gopt)? =2 0.01e™9% 4 0.08e 1139 4 4.37e™536” 1 0.08¢ 712" ~ 4.33e1702°
(A, o Jpsr =~ 0.11e 3% 4+0.16e™ 7 + 4117 4 0.13¢ %% ~ 4.06e 77",
(Apt ot )psr ~ 0.11€39° 401671376 4 411178 1 0.13e 782" ~ 4.05¢ 717807

(87)

respectively, where terms are given in the order of A’, P, P’ and (— P +2Pk5,)/3. Note
that in our numerical result, we have 5.17¢672°  529¢171-2° 4 861796 and 4.98¢!17 7"
for (AB*—WOW)O’ (Ap+roq+ )", (Ap- 70 )rsr and (Ap+ gor+)pss in unit of 1078 GeV,
respectively. By scaling the values in the Eq. by fx/fr, the sizes become 5.20, 5.17,
4.85 and 4.83, respectively, which are close to the numerical results. In the full numerical
result either in the presence of rescattering or without it, the sizes of Ag+_, o+ is slightly
greater than A, o _, but it is the other way around in the estimation. In fact, in the
numerical result, we have P = 0.10e"%"% and P® = 5.19¢"'9 in (A, -0 )° and
P = 0.10e~144" and P’¢ = 5.33¢"%%° in (Ap+_gor+)?. The latter |P| in (Ag+_,xoxt)°

is greater than the one in (A 0 The difference can be traced to the non-vanishing

por)
first Gegenbauer moment of the kaon wave function (af = —af = 0.2), which will change
sign in changing from K to K. This will affect the direct CP asymmetry and such a feature

is absent in the above estimation.
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From Eq. (87) we see that A'+3(—Pgf,+2Pg5, ) interferes destructively to the dominating
P’ term. Since the sizes of A" and §(— Py}, + 2P, are enhanced, while the size of P’ is
slightly reduced, the size of the total amplitude is reduced under the rescattering resulting
a reduction of 13% in the averaged rate, which brings the rate from B(B~ — K%zt) ~
25 x 1079 to ~ 22 x 107%, which is closer to the data [(23.79 £ 0.75) x 107%] as shown in
Table VITIL

2. Direct CP Violations in B and B~ Decays

Results for direct CP asymmetries (A) in B, 4 — PP decays are summarized in Table .
The Fac and Res fits give similar results in the first group of data, namely the direct CP
asymmetries in B® — K-, K°7° and K%’ decays. Both can explain the so-call K7 CP
puzzle by producing positive A(B~ — K~ 7°) and negative A(B° — K~71), but the Res
give a slightly larger A(B~ — K~nY). Fac fits better than Res in the B~ — 77/ and
B? — KYK® modes, while Res fits better than Fac in the B~ — K%—, K0/, B® — ntn~
and 7°7° modes. In particular, the x? in A of B® — 777~ is reduced significantly from
11.5 (Fac) to 2.9 (Res). Overall speaking the fit in Res in this sector (see also Table II)
is better than Fac, as the corresponding x?* are 13.9(= 1.1 + 0.6 + 7.5 + 4.7) and 29.2(=
1.8 +5.2+ 6.5+ 15.7), respectively.

It is interesting to see how rescattering solve the so-call K7 CP puzzle, where experimental
data gives AAd = A(K~nt) — A(K %) = (12.2 £ 2.2)%, in details. The B® — K~7* and

B~ — K~ 7% decay amplitudes can be expressed as

A

1
BY—»K-nt — T+ P+ g(?Pé%V - P;SJ?/V)?
2 2
V2Ap- k- = T’+C’+A’+P’+P5EW+§P5E€V+§ e (88)

It is useful to note that these two amplitudes are related by the following relation:
V2Ap- im0 = AESHK_W‘* + O+ A+ Py + P}/E?/V (89)

Using the values in Table [V| and the above equation, we have (in unit of 107® GeV and in

the corresponding order of the above equation) before and after Res
V2(Ap- L g-p0)° ~ 4.12e71730° 40,2472 40,0174 40,4014 4 0,052
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TABLE IX: Same as Table [VIII

various B, 4 — PP modes.

except for the direct CP asymmetries A (in units of percent) in

Mode Exp Fac Res ?n(iiac) ?n(ii{es)
BY— K—nt —82+0.6 —8.0+0.1 —8.2+0.3 (=9.5) 0.1 0.0 (4.8)
BY — K7 —1413° —15.240.6 —14.34+1.0 (-8.5) 1.2 1.0 (0.3)
B° — K% - —29.3%73 —27.7733 (—17.5) - -
B° - K% 544 7.840.2 6.1755 (6.3) 0.5 0.1 (0.1)
B~ — K~ -1.7+16 -3.5+0.1 24709 (-2.3) 1.2 0.2 (0.1)
B~ — K—n 4.0+2.1 4.0+0.4 49108 (-1.9) 0.0 0.2 (7.8)
B~ = K 3748 42,0123 —33.942.6 (—10.8) 0.4 0.1 (10.7)
B~ — K~ 1.34+1.7 45707 18158 (2.7) 3.6 0.1 (0.7)
B~ = an° 2.6+ 3.9 —0.114+0.00  —0.09 £ 0.01 (—0.09) 0.5 0.5 (0.5)
B~ — KK~ —8.7+ 10 —5.740.1 —4.8738 (-8.8) 0.1 0.2 (0.0)
B~ =71 —14+5 ~11.9798 ~10.3717 (0.8) 0.2 0.5 (8.7)
B- = n 6+ 15 37.8193 43.6129 (34.6) 4.5 6.3 (3.6)
BY - ntn— 31+5 14.0 £ 0.4 22.5709 (19.1) 11.5 2.9 (5.7)
B® — 7070 34 £ 22 791712 53.7723 (55.9) 4.2 0.8 (1.0)
B = - —64.57 19 —31.1772 (—73.5) — ~
B — - —35.6 +1.1 —29.8198 (—52.1) - -
B — o'/ - —20.0 + 0.4 ~7.67153 (—12.9) - -

B’ - KTK~ - 0 —5.2722(0) - -
BY - KK’ —6 -+ 36° —8.440.1 —41.8%28 (~10.0) 0.0 1.0 (0.0)
B® — 1% - —45.671% ~40.9738 (-36.3) - -

B — 70y - —-30.4152 —8.84 1.4 (—8.8) - -

?An S factor of 1.4 is included in the uncertainty.

bAn S factor of 1.4 is included in the uncertainty.

V2(Api L)’

~ i177.2°
~ 4.58¢!772°

44561608 1 ().246138° 1 (0.01e7093° 1 0.40e~1721° 1 (.05 806

4.55ei161.5°
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V2(Ap- Lk-m0)psr ~ 3.90e71704 402467129 1011713 10,4014 4 (.13¢7H05°
~ 4.436—2'171.30
V2(Apt gm0 psr ~ 41817 40,2438 40,1169 40,4017 4013718

~ 41461722 (90)

respectively. In our full numerical results, for B — K~7t decay, we have 4.91¢"7%0°

5.40e1618° 4 68¢7"1768° and 5.08e"740° for (A§2—>er+)0= (ABS%KW_)O, (Agg_m,ﬁ)pgl
and (ABS L k+n—)rsy in unit of 107® GeV, respectively, which are close to the scaled (by
fx/fr) estimations, 4.93¢"772°  5.32¢161:5°  4.66e~1713° and 4.99¢17%2° from Eq. .
For B~ — K~ 7° decays, we have 5.40e" 764" 5.50¢1627° 526e=176° and 5.01174%° for
V2(Ap-Sk-0)°, V2(Ap-Sk-0)° V2(Ap-k-r0)rss and V2(Ap-_x—x0)psr in unit of
10~% GeV, respectively, which are close to the scaled (by fx/f) estimations, 5.48¢1772°
5.44e161:5° 15 29e~1T13" and 4.94¢1722° | from Eq. (90)).

From Eq. (90) we see that the asymmetries are A(B} — K—nt) ~ —7.7%, A(B~ —
K~ 7% ~ 0.6% and AA ~ 8.3% before Res, which are not too far from the values —9.5%,
~1.9% and 7.6% shown in Table [IX| and A(BY — K~ nt) ~ —6.8%, A(B~ — K n°) ~
6.8% and AA ~ 13.6% after Res, which are close to the values —8.2%, 4.9% and 13.0%
shown in Table [Xl As noted in the discussion of the B~ — K°r~ rate in the last sub-
section, the first Gegenbauer moment of the kaon wave function is the main source of the
discrepancies between the estimations and the full numerical results.

As shown in Eq. , it is interesting that before rescattering the C” and Ppy, terms are
the sources of deviation of A(B~ — K~ %) from A(BY — K—n"), while with the presence
of Res, the sizes of A’ and Pg;, are enhanced and hence further enlarges the deviation of
A(BY — K~77) and A(B~ — K1) producing a larger AA. Note that comparing to the
discussion in B® — 7~ and 7°7° decay rates [see discussion after Eq. (80)], we see that
the correlation of the effects of Res on these two sectors is not prominent. Indeed, in the
797% mode the most affected TAs under rescattering are P, E and PA, while at here A" and
PjE are the most affected and relevant ones.

We now turn to A(BY — 777~). From previous discussion [see Eq. ], we find that
before Res A(B® — mt7r7) ~ 2.84¢ 471" x 1078 GeV and A(B® — nt7~) ~ 2.38¢"32° x 108
GeV, giving A ~ 18%, while in the presence of Res, the sizes of the dominant parts,
T + P, are reduced, but the sizes of the destructive but the sub-leading parts, £ + PA, are
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enhanced, resulting richer interferences, giving A(B° — 7777) ~ 2.70e"“%%" x 1078 GeV
and A(BY — 7t7m7) ~ 2.10e®%%° x 1078 GeV, and, consequently, producing an enhanced
A ~24.7%, which is closer to the data, (31 £ 5)%.

Note that the results of Fac and Res in A(B? — KYK?") are different, while with large
uncertainty the present data, A(B° — K°K°) = (=6 & 36)%, allows both. Note that the
uncertainty in the data is enlarged by an S factor of 1.4, as Belle and BaBar give very
different results in A(B° — K, K,), namely, Belle gives A(B" — K,K,) = —0.38 +0.38 &
0.5 [43], while BaBar gives 0.40 + 0.41 + 0.06 [44]. The result of Res, A(B° — K'K") =
—0.41815:025 prefers the Belle result. One should be reminded that Res can reproduce the
BY — K'KY CP-averaged rate much better than Fac (see Table . We need more data
to clarify the situation and to verify these predictions.

It will be useful to see the effect of Res on the B} — K°K? direct CP asymmetry. From
Eq. (25), we can approximate the B — KK amplitude as

AggéKOFO ~ P+ PA~P"+ PA"+ P°+ PA°. (91)
From Table , before Res and after FSI, we have (in unit of 107® GeV)

(Ago_goro)” == 0.35¢"1%%% 4 0.03¢ 4+ 1.01e™ 4 4 0.08¢™ =~ 0.81™ 1,
Apo_,og0)’ = 0.35¢7 M 40.03¢% 4+ 1.01e M 4 0.08¢" T ~ 0,921
BY—KOK
Ago_, goo)rss =~ 0.70e™+7° +0.60e 2% 4+ 0.95¢7 0 4 0.20e 1046 ~ 0.66¢ ",
Bl KK
(Apoy o) st = 0.70e™ 7% 40.60¢™ ™ 4 0.95¢ % +0.20e 199" ~ 1.07e 272,

(92)

respectively, where the values of P, PA", P° and PA¢ are shown in the corresponding
order. In our full numerical result, we have 1.12¢%6°, 1.24¢7%33° 0.90¢'"6° and 1.40e%7
for (Agg_ﬂ(ofo)o, (ABgﬁKO?O)O, (Agy_, gozo)rsr and (Apo_, gogo)psy in unit of 1078 GeV,
respectively, which are close to the scaled [by (fx/fr)?] estimations, 1.16e®1°, 1.31¢~%16",
0.95¢~19° and 1.53e2"2" from Eq. .

In Eq. , we see that both P* and the PA" terms are enhanced under Res (mainly
through rescattering from 7°) and produce richer inference pattern contributing to the
direct CP asymmetry. The B} — K°K? amplitude is reduced, while the amplitude of the
conjugated decay mode, BY — KYKY| is enhanced under Res, producing an enlarged direct

CP asymmetry, which is changed from —12% to —45% and hence close to the Belle result.
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As shown in Table , we see that before Res the direct CP asymmetry of B® — KTK~
is vanishing. Indeed, as one can infer from Eq. that the rates of B® - KK~ and
B° — K+ K~ are the same before Res. This can be understood in the following. In QCDF,
E, PA and P4, can be expressed in terms of the so-called A} and A} terms, and these A%
and A} terms are identical when the asymptotic distribution amplitudes are used (as in the
present case) [18]. Since we have Ago s - = E+ PA+ Py, /3 and these three topological
amplitudes all have a common strong phase resulting a vanishing direct CP asymmetry.
Note that in the presence of Res, F and PA" are enhanced mostly from 7° [see Eqs. (72))
and (78)], while PA® from P° [see Eq. (79)], consequently, the strong phases of these terms
are no longer degenerate. In fact, from Eq. one can infer that the direct CP asymmetry
is estimated to be —18%, which can be compared to the value of (—7.7789)% obtained in
the full numerical result as shown in Table [X]

For prediction, we see that except B® — K+K~, the sizes of the predicted direct CP

asymmetries from Res are smaller than those in Fac.

3. Rates and Direct CP asymmetries in BY Decays

We show the CP-averaged rates and direct CP violations of BY — PP decays in Table .
There are five measured B, decay rates, namely K*7n~, 7t7~, n/n/, KT K~ and K°K° decay
rates. Among them B, — 777~ and 7'y’ decays are newly observed by LHCb [3} 4]. From
the table we see that both Fac and Res can fit the B, — K7~ rate well, but Fac is having
difficulties in fitting all other four modes: in particular the x? of 7t7n~, 0’/ and K+K~
are as large as 20.2, 16.0 and 21.3, respectively, while Res can fit all B, decay modes very
well and brings down these x? efficiently, giving 0.0, 0.0 and 0.0, respectively. Note that the
rates of the two newly measured modes (7" 7~ and 7'n)) can be easily reproduced in the Res
fit, but not in the Fac fit. For other modes, we see from the table that Res predicts larger
rates in B? — K% K%, 7%7% decays, but gives similar predictions on K°', nn, ny', m°n
and 77’ rates.

The B? — 7~ rate in the factorization calculation is too small compared to data. As
shown in Table [X], through Res the rate can be enhanced significantly. It is useful to see the
enhancement of the 777~ rate more closely. From Eq. ,

1
Ay spin- = B+ PA" + PA* + S Py, (93)
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TABLE X: Same as Table |VIII| except for the branching ratios (upper table) in the unit of 10~°

and direct CP asymmetries (lower table) in the unit of percent for various Bs — PP modes.

Mode Exp Fac Res X?n(lﬁac) X?n(iljes)
B(B? — Ktr™) 5.5+0.5 5.5+0.1 55102 (6.3) 0.0 0.0 (2.6)
B(B? — Kx0) - 0.59 & 0.01 1.027392 (0.68) - -
B(B? — K°) - 0.1819:5% 0.48+587 (0.22) - -
B(B? — K%) - 1.76 £ 0.03 2.0213:39 (1.75) - -
B(BY — ntr) 0.6714+0.083  0.30 4 0.01 0.677009 (0.14) 20.2 0.0 (41.1)
B(BY — 7979) - 0.15 = 0.00 0.3370:2% (0.07) - -
B(B? — ) - 247103 19.670:% (20.4) - -
B(B? — ) - 67.2+9-9 75.115%4 (68.7) - -
B(BY — /1) 33.1+7.1 60.5793 34.971%0 (46.6) 16.0 0.0 (3.6)
B(B? - KTK™) 24.8 £ 1.7 32.7102 246727 (24.5) 21.3 0.0 (0.0)
BB — K°K") 19.6+9.5 34.3702 24.6707 (25.6) 2.4 0.3 (0.4)
B(B? — 7)) - 0.07 £ 0.00 0.0770:05 (0.06) - -
B(B? — %) - 0.09+9-90 0.1173:9 (0.10) - -
AB? - Ktr™) 26 + 4 17.41902 24.8T221 (28.2) 4.6 0.1 (0.3)
A(B? — Kx0) - 66.8112 74.9135% (53.7) - -
A(B? — K) - 88.1199 81.2182 (78.2) - -
A(BY — K%) - 387109 —38.6713Y (—34.4) - -
A(BY — ntr™) - 0 17492 (0) ~ ~
A(B? — 7%79) - 0 17192 (0) - -
A(BY — ) - —2.440.1 -3.7185 (—2.8) - =
A(B? — ) - —0.01+£0.01 0957939 (—0.01) - -
A(BY — n'n) — 2.040.0 —1.2719 (1.9) — —
AB? - KtK") —14+11 5.8+ 0.0 ~10.5%5% (—9.9) 0.6 0.1 (0.1)
AB? - K°K") - ~0.9+0.0 0.9722 (—0.6) - -
A(B? — %) — 46.0715 92.9722 (69.9) - -
A(BY — 7% - 64.3711 777785 (54.0) - -
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and the values in Tables |V| and before and after Res, we have (in unit of 107 GeV)

(Ago i) = 0.27€1926° 4 0.07e77™4 4 3.51e % 40.02¢"704 ~ 3.42¢54

(AEO_}ﬂ+7T7>O ~ 0'27€—Z’120.1° + 0‘076160.30 4 3.516—2'8.60 4 0.0261'172.5 ~ 3'4:26—1'11.707

12

(Ax Yrsr =~ 1.26e797 4 1.38¢ 712017 18 756747 1 (.28 3% ~ 8,887 T

BY—rtr—

(Ago_per)rsr = 1.26e7101% 4138707 4 8754 4 0.28¢"% ~ 8.76¢™%, (94)

respectively, where terms are given in the order of E', PA™ PA’ and Py, /3. In our full
numerical result, we have 4.17e7%3° 417717 9,197 and 9.04e%4%" for (A§2_>7r+7r,)0,
(AE(S)_HT+W,)O, (Agg_mﬂr,)psj and (A§2_>W+W,)FSI in unit of 10~ GeV, respectively, which
are close to the scaled (by f5,/fB ~ fx/fx) estimations, 4.15e=%4° 4.15e=118" 10.74¢1™87°
and 10.64e"%° from Eq. .

From Eq. , we see that the sizes of the amplitudes of the B? and the conjugated B?
decays are enhanced by factors of 2.58 and 2.56, respectively, where the enhancements are
mainly from the enhancement in PA’. Consequently, the CP-averaged rate is enhanced by
a factor of 6.6, while A is changed from 0 to 0.9% as E' and PA™ are also enhanced. Note
that the above estimation of rate enhancement is somewhat larger than the one in our full
numerical result (0.67/0.14 = 4.79) in Table [X] but the direct CP asymmetry is close the
value (1.9%) shown in the table. The reason of the vanishing .4 before Res is similar to
those in the B® — K™K~ decay as discussed previously. Hence, in the presence of Res, E’
and PA™ are enhanced mostly from 7™ [see Egs. and (78)], while PA” from P’ [see
Eq. ]7 which help to enhance the BY — 77~ rate and bring in non-vanishing direct CP
asymmetry.

We now compare our results to the data in direct CP asymmetries. There are two
reported measurements in direct CP asymmetries of By, modes: A(B? — K*7~) and
A(B;, — KTK~). A better measurement is reported in the K™7~ mode with a much
reduced uncertainty. From the table we see that Res gives a better fit to this data than
Fac with y2F2©) = 4.6 and x*®*) = 0.1. On the other hand both Fac and Res can fit
A(B, — KTK™) well, as the uncertainty in data is still large to accommodate both results,
but Res has a smaller 2.

For predictions on direct CP asymmetries, we note that the signs of A(B; — 71'1)
and A(B; — K°K") are opposite in Fac and Res; Res predicts non-vanishing A(B, —

ntr~, 7%7%) and larger A(B, — m%n), while predictions of Fac and Res on other modes are
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similar. These predictions can be checked in near future.

4. Time-dependent CP wviolations in B® and BY Decays

Results on time-dependent CP-asymmetries S are given in Table [XI We fit to data
on mixing induced CP asymmetries. There are reported experimental results of mixing
induced CP asymmetries in the following 5 modes: B® — K°z° B° — K%/ B° — ntn~,
BY - KgKg and B — KTK~. Since the measurements are subtle, the experimental
progress in this sector is slower than those in rates and direct CP asymmetries. Currently,
the B® — K% mode was updated up to 2010; the B® — K% mode was updated up to
2014; the B — 77~ mode was updated up to 2013, the B® — K¢K g mode was updated
up to 2007 and the B, — KK~ mode was included in these measurement in 2013 [41H44].
New data are eagerly awaited. Note that for the B — K°K° mode, the mixing induced
CP asymmetry obtained by Belle (—0.387057 + 0.09 [43]) and BaBar (—1.287033015 [44])
are different. As the central value of the latter exceeds the physical range, we only include
the former one in our fit.

From Table [XI we see that fit in Res for the B® — 7t7~ mode is much better than the
one in Fac, where the y? are 1.1 and 9.3 for the former and the latter, respectively. On the
contrary, the fit in Fac is better than Res in the By, — K+*K~ mode, where the y? are 0.6
and 1.4 for the former and the latter, respectively. Note that the uncertainty in the data of
the B, — KTK~ mode is much larger than the one in the B — 7#%7~ mode. It will be
interesting to see the updated data on the B, — K™K~ mode. Overall speaking the quality
of fit to mixing induced CP asymmetries is improved (x? reduced from 12.9 to 5.2, see also
Table II) in the presence of Res.

It is useful to look into the mixing induced asymmetry in the B — K°K° mode. Recall
in Eq. that, before and after Res, we have (in unit of 107® GeV, without SU(3) breaking

correction)
I i8.1° N0 —i31.6°
(ABgﬁKOKO) =~ 0816 ; (ABS%KOKO) _0926 y

(Ago gogo)rst = 0.66e™, (Apy oz psr = 1.07e™ 7, (95)

respectively. Using the well known formula:

QIH])\A

g— 2
L+ | Aal?
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TABLE XI: Results on the time-dependent CP asymmetry sin 25.g (for the first three modes) and

S of various By — PP modes.

Mode Exp Fac Res an(il;;ac) i(ii{es)
BY — K79 0.57 £0.17 0.798 4 0.002 0.80679:009 (0.793) 1.8 1.9 (1.7)
B° - K% - 0.67210-99 0.728100%8 (0.757)
BY - K%' 0.63 + 0.06 0.68970-00% 0.68370:0%6 (0.693) 1.0 0.8 (1.1)
B = rtn —0.66 4 0.06 0477003 —0.598 +0.040 (—0.578) 9.3 1.1 (1.9)
BY — 700 = 0.602 + 0.023 0.67510055 (0.778)
BY — 1 - —0.7411591  —0.66370:05% (—0.669)
B — - —0.84710018  _(.95370:028 (_(.795)
B — o/ - —0.92210:008  _0.753+3:957 (—0.962)
B - KtK~ - —0.835T0015  —0.99273947 (—0.895)
B -5 KsKg —0.3870%2+0.09 —0.016+0.002  —0.23175%48 (-0.037) 0.2 0.0 (0.2)
~1.287075706
B — 70 - 0.21570:005  —0.473+0:943 (—0.494)
B — 70y - —0.00279019  —0.414%3932 (—0.440)
BY = ntn = 0.152 = 0.001 0.07170055 (0.149)
BY — 7070 - 0.152 + 0.001 0.07119-055 (0.149)
BY = - —0.005+0.000  —0.03510507 (—0.027)
BY — - —0.004 £ 0.000 0.00510007 (0.006)
BY — o'y - 0.021 = 0.000 0.0461900% (0.025)
BY - KtK~ 0.30 +0.13 0.200 4 0.002 0.149%50% (0.176) 0.6 1.4 (1.0)
BY — KK’ - —0.022+0:90L  —0.019%9:99% (—0.027)
BY — % - —0.059+3:999 0.10010952 (0.308)
BY — 70y = 0.23210:013 —0.016199%5 (0.053)
B? — Kgn® - —0.73870080 —0.3117059% (—0.784)
BY — Kgn - —0.29619:931 0.2741009% (—0.273)
BY — Kgnf - —0.3951098  —0.04970:387 (—0.276)
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with

=t Ay koo _ 25 AESHKOFO’ @7)

p ABS—)KOKO ABS—)KOKO

we obtain S ~ —0.08 and —0.29 without and with Res, respectively, which are close to
the values reported in Table . As explained previously, although B — KYK? is a pure
penguin mode, its S is not necessary close to —sin 23, as the u-penguin contribution is not
negligible (|P%/P%| ~ 0.35, see Table . When Res is turned on, the u-penguin and
c-penguin receive different contributions, where it is clear that trees can only contribute to
the former giving |P*/P¢| ~ 0.74 (see Table [VII), and, consequently, the value of S can be
changed drastically.

We now compare the predictions of Fac and Res on mixing induced CP asymmetries.
We note that they have different predictions on the mixing induced CP asymmetries of
B — nm, nn, 7%, 7%, By, — 7%, 7%, K% K,n and Kgn' modes. In particular, the
signs of central values of the asymmetries of B® — 7%, 7%/, B, — 7, 7%/, and K,n are

opposite.

IV. CONCLUSION

Various new measurements in charmless B, 4, — PP modes are reported by Belle and
LHCb. These include the rates of B® — 7%7% nn® By, — n'n/, B - KT K~ and B — 77~
decays. Some of these modes are highly suppressed and are among the rarest B decays.
Direct CP asymmetries on various modes are constantly updated. It is well known that
direct CP asymmetries and rates of suppressed modes are sensitive to final state interaction.
As new measurements are reported and more data will be collected, it is interesting and
timely to studied the rescattering on B, 4 — PP decays. We perform a x? analysis with
all available data on CP-averaged rates and CP asymmetries in B, 4, — PP decays. Our
numerical results are compared to data and those from factorization approach. The quality
of the fit is improved significantly in the presence of Res, especially in the decay rates in the
BY AS = 0 sector and in rates and direct CP asymmetries in the B? decay modes. Indeed,
the x? in the B — K% ntn~, K°K°, B~ — Kz, K n, n 7°, 7 and BY — ntn,
n'n’ and KTK~ rates, and in B® — 777~ and BY — KT™n~ direct CP asymmetries are

improved significantly. Res also fit. better to the semileptonic data on |V,|EF57(0) [see
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Eq. (50))].

The relations on topological amplitudes and rescattering are explored and they help to
provide a better understanding of the effects of rescattering. As suggested by U(3) symmetry
on topological amplitudes and FSI, a vanishing exchange rescattering scenario is considered.
The exchange, annihilation, u-penguin, u-penguin annihilation and some electroweak pen-
guin amplitudes are enhanced significantly via annihilation and total annihilation rescat-
terings. In particular, the u-penguin annihilation amplitude is sizably enhanced by the
tree amplitude via total annihilation rescattering. These enhancements affect rates and CP
asymmetries. For example, the enhanced PA" changes the By — K°K? direct CP asym-
metry significantly; the enhanced P, E and PA produce (through complicate interference)
a slightly larger B® — 7%7° decay amplitude and resulting a 35% enhancement in rate; A’
and Pih, are enhanced and enlarges the deviation of A(BY — K~7") and A(B~ — K~ 7Y)
producing a larger AA; the BY — 77~ rate is sizably enhanced through the enhancement
in PA’; the |P"/P¢| ratio is enhanced from 0.35 to 0.74 and can change mixing induced CP
asymmetries drastically.

For the comparison of the predictions of Fac and Res, we observed the following points.
(i) Belle and BaBar give very different results in A(B° — K,K,) mode, namely Belle gives
A(B® - K,K,) = —0.38 4 0.38 & 0.5 [43], while BaBar gives 0.40 & 0.41 4= 0.06 [44]. The
result of Res prefers the Belle result, while Fac prefers a negative but less sizable direct CP
asymmetry. (ii) Except B® — KK~ the sizes of the predicted direct CP asymmetries of
B~,B° — PP modes from Res are smaller than those in Fac. (iii) For B, decay rates, Res
predicts larger rates in BY — K%7% K%, 7%7° decays, but gives similar predictions on K%/,

" rates. (iv) For predictions on direct CP asymmetries, we note that

nn, my, @°n and 7%
the signs of A(B, — n'n) and A(Bs — KYK?) are opposite in Fac and Res; Res predicts
non-vanishing A(Bs — 77—, 7%7°) and larger A(B, — 7°n), while predictions of Fac and
Res on other modes are similar. (v) Finally, Fac and Res have different predictions on the
mixing induced CP asymmetries of B — nn, o/, #°n, #%/, B, — 7%, »%', K° K
and Kgn' modes. In particular, the signs of central values of the asymmetries of B® — 7%,

7%, By — 7%, 7%/, and K,n modes are opposite. These predictions can be checked in the

future.
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Appendix A: FSI Formulas

The weak Hamiltonian for charmless B, decays can be written as Hy =
(Gr/V2) S Vi Vi OF, where ¢ are Wilson coefficients, O are Wilson operators and
Viprq are the relevant CKM matrix elements, see for example [45]. From the time invariant
of the Wilson operator O, we obtain ({i;out|OF|B))* = ((i;out|)* ULUp(O})*ULUs|B)*,
where Ur is the time-reversal transformation operator. Using the time-reversal invari-
ant of the operators, O] = UT(O}")*U} and the appropriate phase convention of states,
Urlout (in))* = |in (out)), we have

(i 0ut|O7|B))* = (i3in|O7|B) = > _(i;in j; out) (j; out|O;| B),
J
where we have inserted a complete set in the last step. Therefore using the time-reversal

invariant property of the operator O] in a B — PP decay, one obtains
((i; out|O] | B))* Z 2(j; out|O]| B), (A1)

where S;

iy =
states. Eq. (| is the master formula of FSI.

(i; out| j;in) is the strong interaction S-matrix element, j denotes all possible

One can easily verify that the solution of the above equation is given by
N
A(0F) = 3 SPAUO)), (A2)
k=1
where we have A;(O7) = (i;0ut|Of|B) and A°(OF) are real amplitudes. Putting back the
coefficients, we obtain the master formula Eq. , and we can now state clearly A; =
(i;out| Hw|B) = (G;/V2) %, ;A (OF) and A = (G;/V2) %, R A O)).

Without loss of generahty, we can re-express the S-matrix in Eq. (1] . as

Sit = _(81)ij(S2) k. (A3)
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where & is a non-singular n x n matrix with n the total number of charmless PP states and
S is defined through the above equation, i.e. Sy = S;*S. As mentioned previously (in the
introduction) the factorization amplitudes contain a large portion of rescattering effects as
encoded in Sy, while some residual rescattering among a small group of states is still allowed
and needs to be explored:

N
1= Ses, A" =38 AL, (A4)
k=1
with NV the total number of states entering Eq. , A?‘C the factorization amplitude and

S,es the rescattering matrix to govern rescattering among PP states.

We collect the rescattering formulas used in this work. We have

Aiac

AESﬁK—ﬂJr BY—»K-nt
fac
Apo gm0 | g2 AZo_ Fono A5
A— - - res,l fac ) ( )
By—KOns BY— KO
A fac _
By—=Km BY—Kon
for group-1 modes,
fac
AB‘—)FOﬂ— AB*—>?07T*
fac
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A res,2 Afac )
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fac
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for group-2 modes,
fac
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fac
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for group-3 modes and

Aiac
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for group-4 modes, where we define S*/?, = (14T =1+ i’];(l/ 2 before incorporating

SU(3) breaking effect, with

—TatTe —TatTe 27q+Te
r
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0 2( _ ) 4 2ratre V2 20 =
3 Ta Te To 3 T( To + TE)
27+ V2 (9= =\ = 474427,
0 el 2 (27 + 7)) To A+ e

and

71 = diag(ro, 0, 70, To, To, 70, 7o, 0, T0)
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Note that for identical particle final states, such as 77, factors of 1/4/2 are included in
the amplitudes and the corresponding S,.s matrix elements. The rescattering formulas for
PS — PP decays are similar to the PS — PP ones, since strong interaction respect charge
conjugation. For example, the rescattering formula for ES — K7~ is similar to those of
Eg — K~ 7t with trivial replacement on amplitudes.

To include the SU(3) breaking effect, we proceed as outlined in the main text. First
we remove the SU(3) breaking effect in A™¢ before recattering and put it back after the
rescattering. For the reasoning one is referred to the main text. For convenient we absorb
these two action into the rescattering matrices. We use ratios of decay constants to model the
SU(3) breaking effect. For example, in the group-3 modes, in the 7~ 7"-K°K~—r n,~7 1

basis, we have

1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 (&£ 0 0 0 ()2 0 o0
sily— | D D0 gy | O G (A1)
’ 0 Im g 0 0 I o
fW f”lq
s e
0 0 o0 L 0 0 0 &

In the numerical study we follow [46] to use f,,/fr = 1.07 and f,,/fr = 1.34. It is clear that
when FSI is turned off the above S/2, is just an identity matrix. The SU(3) breaking effects

res,3

are incorporated in other SY2 in a similar fashion. Note that T; in Eqgs. 1) and (A10

res,t

are given in the ng—n; basis and to incorporate the SU(3) effect, one needs to transform 7;
to the n,—1ns basis (see below).
The physical n, 7 mesons are defined through

costy —sind
m_ 718 7 (A12)
n sint  cosv i
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with the mixing angle ¥ ~ —15.4° [46]. For the n)n(") states, we have

nm cos® 1) —v/2 cos ¥ sin ¥ sin® 9 N8Ms
m' | =] V2cos¥sin®g cos?d —sin®? —v/2cossin ngm | 5 (A13)
n'n sin? ¥ V2 cos ¥ sin cos? ¥ mm

where the identical particle factor of 1/4/2 is properly included in the mixing matrix. Note
that the above formulas can be easily used to transform the 7,7, basis into the ng—; basis
by replacing the above ¥ by tan~' v/2.

Rescattering parameters enter S,, only through 7 independent combinations: 1+ i(rg +
re), i(re — 14), i(re + 1), (274 + 7o), 1 4 i[fo + (47, + 27)/3], i(47, + 27 + 37;) and
1+ 4[Fo + (47, + 27 + 37)/6]. The solutions to Egs. and () are given in Eq. (9).

If the full U(3) symmetry is a good symmetry, it requires:

T =T =T =Ty =Ty, (A14)
for each i = 0, a, e,t. We are constrained to have

) m) — (A15)

€ a

Consequently, there are two different solutions: (a) the annihilation type (r{™ # 0, r{™ = 0)
with

1 4v/5 1 4v/2
527 = (Sé = (51, 687 (51, T = —5 Siﬂil \9/_, vV = —5 Sil’li1 \9/_, (A16)

and (b) the exchange type (r(™ # 0, r(™ = rt(m) = 0) with

1 1 2v2
do7 = 0y = 07, 0s = 01, T:QSin_l\/f, VZQSiH_l\B/—. (A17)

It is interesting to note that in both solutions of the U(3) case, a common constraint
dz7 = g = 01, (A18)

has to be satisfied.

Appendix B: Derivation of the rescattering effects on topological amplitudes

It is straightforward to obtain the rescattering effects on topological amplitudes. In

analogy to Eq. (15): A = SY/2- A = (1 +iT"/?). AP we have Hey = (1 +4T"?) - HY =

TES
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H% +iT"? - HY, where Hog is given in Eq. (18), 7% in Eq. ( HY% is the un-scattered
effective Hamiltonian with all TA in H.g replaced by T'A° and the dot in the above equation
implies all possible pairing of the P°"P°' fields in H% to the P™P™ fields in 72, It is
useful to use H* = H* Hj¥ =0, (Hpw)yf =0, (Hpw)* = —3H*, (IIM)2 = (TI°"")2 = 0
and the fact that the paring of creation and annihilation fields gives the following flavor
structure: ((TI0U)7(IT™)8) — &70¢ — 75]5“

In bellow we work out the contribution from 7° via the rescattering among PP states for
illustration. We shall concentrate on the flavor structures after the pairings in (i7%/2 - HY%)

and compare them to the operators in Heg. ®

1. Pairing T° B, H}*(I1°"); (o)™ and (irf/2)Tr (IEPTIOM) T (T TIOM),
Pairing the T° term in HY and the ir, term from 7%/2 gives:
)
TOB sz(Hout) (Hout) [ ;0 (Hin)g(HOUt)Z(Hin)Z(HOUt)z}
ZT n 7 ou in\a ou in\c
= 5 T By HF (T ) (T ()7 (1))
()L (™) ><(H°‘“) (IT™)) ] (11 )g (1)
’i’l" n % a a m Sc 1 m gc
= 70T0 Bmij[(‘Ssz(Sk - §5i5b)(5d 5i - 552‘ 5d)]
. 1 . 1
(5305 — SOL0 (0307 — 07071 (11!
— Z;nOTOB sz[(l—[out) (Hout) 4 (Hout) (Hout> ]
= iryT" By, HIF (T1")],(TT°") . (B1)
We note that the last term has the same form of the T" operator in H.g and we denote it as

0T(T°) B H* (IT°"*)7 (TI°**)™ . From the above equation we obtain,

ST(T) = irgT". (B2)

8 There are integrations of momentum and so on, which will not shown explicitly in the following derivation

and are absorbed in the definition of r}. See Ref. [47] for the treatment on this issue.
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2. Pairing T° By, HF(II°U)] (I1°")™ and ir,Tr(IEPTIOWITTIOW) /2
Pairing the T° term in HY% and the ir’ term from 7/2 gives:

(e ey
= i T B (I (T ()7 (7))
{5 (T P (T 11

P i out\Jj /710U 1 m (TTou ou
:zr;§TBmHj’“[(H B (TI) e —75 (TT°™)7 (110§

TO B sz (Hout) (Hout>

—_

I — o7 (T )
_ . 1
_ iT/TO BmHz'k(Hout> (Hout) 3”, TO B. sz(Hout) (Hout)

— 5C(TO) B sz<Hout) (Hout);cn + 5A(TO) BiH;k(Hout)l(HOUt)k,
which leads to

SC(T°) = irlT°,  SA(T°) = —;iréTo.

3. Pairing 7°B H%’f(nout) (™ and ir!, Tr (TIPTIRIIOWTIOM),
Pairing the T° term in HY% and the i/, term from 7/2 gives:
iT;TOB sz(Hout) (Hout) [(Hm) (Hin) (Hout) (Hout) ]
= i T B (T (I3 (T 1T
(T )2 (1 () ) (T T
“,, TO B Hk(Hout) (Hout) + ”,, TO Bksz(Hout) (Hout)
—3)?:7“/ TOB sz(Hout) (Hout)
o (SP(TO)B Hk(Hout) (Hout) +5E(TO)B sz(Hout) (Hout)
—I—(SA(TO) sz<Hout) (HOUt)lw

which leads to

2
SP(T%) =i’ T°, SE(T°) = ir! T" 5A(T0):—§ir;T0.
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4. Pairing T° B, HF(TI°");, (o)™ and ) Tr (I Tr (LM /4,

Pairing the T° term in H% and the 47, term from 7'/2 gives:
i T By HYE (T (T (T (1) (T 11
= il O B HF {1 ) (T (1)
(L)L (™)) (L) (1)) (I ) (11
= ;@'r;TO B HF (11! (11",
= SOPA(T?) BB, ()] (B7)
which leads to

SPA(T®) = ir'T®. B8
t

5. Palrlng TOB sz(Hout) (HOUt)l and ’L'(fé + 27:&) TT(HinHOUtHin)ni)ut/\/g

Pairing the T° term in HY% and the (7, + 27) term from 7 /2 gives:
i(7L -+ 27 ) T° By HJF (T (T )2 [(TT)f (T2 (1 g™
= i(F, + 27 T° By HJF[((TIPM) (IT)f) (L) (IT%);)
(T (T2 (T ) (T )3 J (T )™ /v/3
= i(F, + 27,)T B, H* [5J(H°“t>k VB 4 S (T /3
—§5T(H°“t)wi’“t/f - 5m(H°“t)kni’“t/\/§)]
= i(7, +27,)T" B Hk(Hout)k 2 V3 4 i + 27 TO B HF (T o™ /v/3
=237 2 T B (I i /3
= 6(Co Py Py — 5 Py) (1) B HH (I /3
+0(Ch + By + Eo)(T°) B HF(IT")ng™t /3
+0(T + Ay + Ap)(T°) B HF (I )| 5™ /3, (B9)
which is similar to the pairing of 79 ir/, and leads to
§5(Cy+ P+ Py — ;Pgm)(TO) = i(7, 4 27)T°
§(Cy + Ey + Ey)(TY) = (7, + 27)T"
§(T + Ay + A)(T°) = —zi(r; + 27/)T°. (B10)
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6. Pairing T°B Hlk(HOUt) (TT°u)™ and (7 + 47y +2T ¢) Tr(IITICu )pinpout

7

47! 427,

Pairing the T° term in Hg; and the i(7) + ==

) term from 7/? gives vanishing result.

7. Pairing T° By, HJ (1)L (II°)" and i(7 + 2% gt (T 1T) /4

47 27
3

Pairing the T° term in HY and the (7 + ) term from T/2 gives:

- - 47::; + 2722 1 n 7 ou ou in\a in ou ou
(1 T ) L BT T

4
(T (I (1) (T g

1 A7 + 27
] (72;5"‘ a;_ Te) TOB Hk out out

.. .3 . 1- 1~ —
=0(C+E+P+ 5PA -3 (- gJ.D}f;JW)(TO) By H iyt /3, (B11)

S N 4fé+2fé 1 ) i out\J /TTin\a ou in
=z(r;+3) STOB g (1 ()

which is similar to the is similar to the pairing of 7" ir} and leads to

~ 47 + 27/
SC+E+P+ PA PEW SPJEW)(TO) - ;)z (f; + 7""3“"> 7°.  (B12)

~(m) (m) ~(m)
8. Pairing T B sz(Hout) (Hout)i and i (7:(()m) + 47, +2r% +37, > %Tlllnn?utnllnnout

(7”) +2T(m) +3 A(m)
6

Pairing the 7° term in HY% and the i (r(() ) 4 & ) term from 7/2 gives
vanishing result.
The results of rescattering effects from T° are collected in Egs. , and .

Rescattering effects from other TA are obtained and collected similarly.
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