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Abstract

An approach to the properties of the 1 - 1/ system developed to solve the
famous U(1) problem is used to calculate the partial widths ratios to n and
7 in the BY — J/¥ n(n/, 7°) and Bs; — J/¥ n(1) decays. We obtain the
results in agreement with the experimental data.

1 Introduction

Solution of the U(1) problem is an important achievement of QCD at low energies
[M-[7]. It provides a successful description of the properties of n’- and n-mesons.
The results obtained in solution of the U(1) problem will be used below to find the
ratios of the B® — J/¥ n, B® — J/¥ 1/ and B® — J/¥ 7° decay probabilities as
well as the ratio I'(B; — J/V n)/I'(Bs — J/V 1').
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Relative probabilities of the BY — J/W¥ nand B® — J/¥ 1 decays were measured
in [8, 9], while the relative probability of the B® — J/W¥ ¥ decay was measured in
[10]. The partial widths of the By — J/¥ n and By — J/V 1/ decays were measured
in [9, [11), 12] while the probabilities of the decays with 1(2S) in the final state were
determined in [9] 13]. In what follows we will use the averaged values of the ratios
of these probabilities presented in the Review of Particle Properties [14].

In the case of B%-meson the decays which we are studying occur due to the b —
céd quark transition. In the case of B the quark transition b — ¢é5 is responsible
for the decays to the same final states. The c¢ pair forms J/W— or 1(2S)-meson,
while the remaining light quark combines with a spectator quark forming dd state
in the case of B® decays or s5 state in the case of B, decays.

We will investigate the consequences of the hypothesis that the probability am-
plitude of the 7-meson production is proportional to the matrix element (0|dvysd|n)
in the case of B® decay and the matrix element (0|5yss|n) in the case of B, decay.
Similar matrix elements with the substitution n — 7’ describe J/W¥ 1’ production
and with substitution n — 7% they describe J/¥ 7° production. In Section 2] we
neglect the isotopic symmetry violation. We will discuss possible consequences of
the violation of isotopic symmetry in Section [3l

2 Estimates of the decay probabilities

The naive wave functions of the isospin singlet pseudoscalar mesons in the framework
of the quark model should be m = %(ng,u + cfm:,d) and m, = 57v55. The mass of m;
should not exceed that of m-meson in a stark contrast with the measured mass of
the n-meson. This is the essence of U(1) problem which in the framework of QCD
is resolved due to mixing of the massless in the chiral limit m, = mgy = 0 7-meson
with the massless ghost state made from gluons. The state w5 mixes with this ghost
as well, while the SU(3) octet superposition of m; and my effectively decouples from
the ghost in the limit of light s-quark my; = m, = mq < Agep. In this way light
no = (Uysu + dysd — 25v55)/+/6 and heavy 1), = (Uysu + dysd + 5755)/+/3 states are
formed which mix due to the heavyness of s-quark, mg > m,, my. This is the way
how physical n- and n'-mesons are formed and gluons are very important in this
process.

The matrix elements we are looking for were calculated in [0, [7]. They are
expressed through the following parameters:

fi=fr=132MeV, fio=155MeV, fo=2fx — fr = 178 MeV ,
my = my , m%z?mﬁ{—mi, ,ul/ug:\/ﬁfg/flzlgl, (1)
mf+m§+u%+u§:mg+mi,, p? =0.57GeV?, u2=0.16 GeV?,

where j1; parameterize transition amplitudes of the ghost to m;, (a,|m12) = —ig, 1.9
According to [6], [7] matrix elements of the divergence of the strange quarks axial



current P, = 2im¢57y;5S are:

2,44 2_'_ 2 _ 2
(0] P[m) = —\/fzmQ(mQ1 o) —0.056 GeV® |

f2m4(m2/ _ m2 _ /J,2)
(0| Pony) :\/ 22 — _m; Y = 0.062 GeV? . (2)
n/

n

Matrix elements of the isoscalar axial current divergence P = iV 2[my sy +
mqdrysd] are [6l [7]:

2m4(m2 + 42 — m2
<0|P1|77>:\/f1 1(m + 4t = 1) =1.9-107% GeV? |

m?, —m32
2md(m2, — m2 — 12
0|P1]n) = fmi(my = m; = ) =18-107% GeV? . (3)
m2 _ m2
n n

Let us assume exact isotopic symmetry and neglect u- and d-quark mass dif-
ferences. Then, according to PCAC, the divergence of the isotriplet neutral axial
current is proportional to 7° field and its matrix element between the n-meson and
vacuum is zero:

(O|tuysu — dysd|n) =0 . (4)

Exactly the same relationship holds for n’. All matrix elements we are looking for
in the case of B® decays can be extracted from (3.

We are considering P-wave decays and their probabilities are proportional to the
third power of the momentum of the produced particles:

w+m 2 w—m 2
pl* ~ |1 — 1—(—— ) 5
I [ (") [ — )
Here M is the mass of the decaying particle (By or B,) and p and m are the

masses of decay products. The numerical values of this factor for the decays under
consideration are given in the Table.
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Table: The numerical values of the right-hand part of equation ([l)

B — J/ym 025
B — J/ym'  0.20
B — J/yr®  0.28
By — J/yn  0.27
By, — J/yn  0.23
B, — J/yr®  0.30
B, — (2S8)n 0.12
B, — (28)n 0.08

3



For the ratios of the decay probabilities in case of  and 7’ production we obtain:

Br(B° — J/yn) (m)g l(OIPlln
Br(B° — J/¢n' py /) L(O[Pi]ny

Br(B, — J/¢n) _: <pn)3 l<0|P2I?7

2
——| =0.96 [1.15 £ 0.08 6
Br(Bs — J/yn) Py (O P2|ny ] | ! o

~

2
} — 1.39 [1.11 £ 0.47),

< ~

~

where p,, and p,y here and in the formulae below are the momenta of the final  and
1’ in each of the respective decays. In the brackets here and in the similar equations
below are the results of measurements averaged according to [14].

We use the relationship (2mg/(m,, +mg) = 27.3 £ 0.7, see [14])

Olsysslm) _ O1BZlm)/@ms) | o 03 (7)

(Oldysdlm) (01 Prln) /(v2(mu + ma))

to determine the ratios of the probabilities of By and By decays:

Br(Bs — J/ym) _ (pn)3 1 [(0\5%S|77>r _

Br(B° — J/vn) py ) sin?0. [ (0]|dysd|n)
. {(4.0 +0.7)-10~"
(10.8£2)-10-6

:3719] . (8)

The factor sin® 6, = 0.222 takes into account suppression of & charged current by
the sinus of the Cabibbo angle.
The decay B® — J/¥ 7¥ can be considered similarly. Using the PCAC relation-
ship
i(0|2mytrysu — 2madysd|m°) = V2 fm?2 9)

and taking into account that (0|uysu + dysd|7°) = 0 we obtain

frm2
V2(my, +mg)

Then the ratio of the decay probabilities is:

Br(B® — J/y7°) (m)g ( fam )2
Br(B® — J/yn) — \py/ \(0|Pi|n)

(1.7£0.1)- 1075

[(1.08 £0.23)- 105

i{0]dysd|7”) = — (10)

= 1.610.4] . (11)

Comparison of the theoretical and experimental (in square brackets) results in eq. (),
eq.(®), and eq.(TT]) shows a satisfactory agreement.

These decays were analyzed in [9] with the help of the wave functions of n- and
n’-mesons. Exploiting the observation [15], [I6] that the gluon admixture in 7 is
negligible the authors of [9] come to the conclusion that gluon admixture in 7’ is
small (see also [I7]). Let us remind that the large mass of 7 is explained by the large
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gluon admixture. In the SU(3) limit m, = myg = m, << p; decoupling of n-meson
from gluons really occurs. In this limit instead of eq.(I]) we obtain (we correct some
misprints in [6], [7] in the expressions for the 1 and 7’ masses in the SU(3) limit)

fK:fW:f1:f27 mg =Mz =M1 = My, ,U1=\/§M2,
m? = (mi +2m3)/3 =m2, ml = i + p3 = 35 (12)

We see that in the case of exact SU(3) symmetry and tiny quark masses all mass of
the n’-meson is due to coupling with the gluons.

In the real world the SU(3) flavor symmetry is violated and even n-meson does
not decouple from the gluons. The decays J/¢¥ — n(n')y were considered in [I§].
The authors calculated the ratio (0|Q|n)/(0|Q|n) ~ 0.46 (Q = «,/(87)GG). This
result is close to 0.36 obtained in [0, [7]. Using this ratio the ratio of the J/W-meson
decay probabilities was obtained:

(W —ny) _ ' 01QIm) || y
L —=ny)  [0IQ) ] [py
to be compared with the experimental result [1.10(3) - 107%]/[5.2(2) - 107%] = 0.21
[14]. This result confirms large admixture of gluons in the 7-meson.
In the same way as above we calculate the ratio of By — ¥(25)n(n') decay
probabilities

2 3

=0.16 + 0.25, (13)

Br(B, = ¢(2S)n) [y \’ (ORI ]*
Br(B, = ¢(25)7) <p) [<0|le77’>} -1
[ (3.3 + 0.9) .107%
<

1.29 4 0.35) - 104

We also calculate the ratio of the decay probabilities for the decays B; — (25)n/
and Bs; — 1(25)n. The probabilities of the charmonium states production in the
weak b — ccq decays are proportional to the c¢ wave function squared at zero. The
probabilities of charmonium decay to ete™ pair are also proportional to the wave
function squared at zero and we obtain:

Br(B, — ¢ (25)7) _ (mm)g T(1(25) — eter)
Br(B, — J/yn') Py (= efer)

=26+ 1] . (14)

1.29 +0.35
—0-17 {m —O.4::l:0.1 9
(15)

where py(25) and py/y are the momenta of the final ¢(25) and J/1, respectively.

Consider finally radiative decays of the ¢-meson with  and 7’ in the final state.
The ratio of the partial widths Ry = BR(¢ — n'v)/BR(¢ — 1y) was measured in
[20]. Again using the matrix elements from eq.(2) to describe these P-wave decays
we obtain:

b= [LWZW)} LAY (16)
(O[P2[n) | 1y ’

3
to be compared with the experimentally measured ratio (4.8 4 0.2)- 1073 [20].
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3 The deviations from isotopic symmetry

We used isotopic symmetry calculating the matrix elements and now we would like
to address corrections due to violation of the isotopic symmetry. There are two
sources of isotopic symmetry violation, QED corrections and u- and d-quark mass
differences. The QED corrections are very small numerically and we will not consider
them here. The situation with the quark mass differences is more involved. The
corrections of the order of (mg — m,)/ms or (mq — my)/Agep are also well below
the level of accuracy to which we may pretend. The question is if the corrections of
the order of (mg —my)/(mg + m,) do exist. They would be important numerically
and are interesting from the theoretical point of view.

The difference of the masses of u- and d-quarks leads to n°-7° mixing (in this
Section the upper script “0” mean the isotopically symmetric case). The SU(2)
violating potential in the QCD Hamiltonian is

My, — My
V="

We use nonrelativistic perturbation theory to obtain the first order correction to

the n-meson wave function:

0 <7TO‘V‘7IO> 0 0
) = )+ = ) ~ 1)

(au — dd). (17)

3mg — my
+ B
4 Mg

(18)

where we used the soft-pion theorem to calculate ({(tiu) = (dd) = (5s) ~ (=250 MeV)3
is the SU(3) symmetric quark condensate)

1 mg—m, ,_ - 9 9 1 8my
_ET@LU—Fdd), mno—mﬂo N_f_ﬁ 3
for more details see [0 [7, [19]

Then the correction to the matrix element under discussion is

(molVIn") =

(8s), (19)

0\6775d|7T0> =

- - \/gm — My,
(Oldnsdin) = (Oldnsd]n) + ===

S

— (0] dysd|n®) {1 +0 (%)] . (20)

S
First order correction to the m-meson wave function is
0
|V |n°)

7y = [0y — STVI) oy oy V3 ma —

Mo — Mo 4 My

%), (21)

and similarly to (20) we obtain a very small correction to the matrix element

(0] dysd|m) = (0|dysd|m®) {1 +0 (M)} . (22)

S
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Now we can also estimate the relative probability of the By — J/¥ 7 decay

Br(B, — J/Un)  (p:\> 3 [(ma—m,\’ »
— () 2 (24T ~15.10 23
Br(Bs; — J/W¥n) <p77 16 ms ’ (23)

where we used (2]]) to calculate

(015755[m)- (24)

_ V3mg —m,
(0]57s8|m) = —Tdi

Mg

4 Conclusions

We considered above the BY(By) — J/V (n,n',7°) decays and described the qual-
itative pattern of these decays using the methods developed in the late 1970s and
in early 1980s for solution of the U(1) problem. Moreover, these methods allowed
us to obtain quantitative description of the ratios of the partial widths that is in
agreement with the experimental data.

We are grateful to A.E.Bondar for bringing the KLOE measurement [20] to our
attention.
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