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Abstract

We study the contributions of the resonant states K;j(1430) and K(1950) in the three-body
decays B — Krh (with h = 7, K) in the perturbative QCD approach. The crucial nonperturbative
input Fg,(s) in the distribution amplitudes of the S-wave K7 system is derived from the matrix
element of vacuum to K= pair. The C'P averaged branching fraction of the quasi-two-body decay
process B — K;(1950)h — Kmh is about one order smaller than that of the corresponding decay
B — K;(1430)h — Kmh. In view of the important contribution from the S-wave K7 system
for the B — Kwh decays, it is not appropriate to neglect the Kj(1950) in the theoretical or
experimental studies for the relevant three-body B meson decays. The predictions in this work for
the relevant decays are consistent with the existing experimental data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The charmless three-body hadronic B meson decay processes provide us a field to appraise
different dynamical models of strong interaction, to investigate hadronic final-state interac-
tions and analyze hadron spectroscopy, to determine the fundamental quark mixing parame-
ters and understand C'P asymmetries. In order to extract the significative information from
experimental results and present the effective and accurate predictions for the three-body
B decays, some methods have been adopted in abundant works, such as the U-spin, isospin
and flavor SU(3) symmetries in [1-10], the QCD factorization (QCDF) in [11-25] and the
perturbative QCD (PQCD) approach in [26-28]. The three-body decays B — Kmh, with h
is the pion or kaon, have been studied by Belle [29-35], BaBar [36-43] and LHCb [44-51]
Collaborations in recent years. These decays especially the B — K7 were found to be a
clean source for the extraction of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) [52, 53] angle
7 [54-61]. The relevant processes also provide new possibilities for the measurements of the
C'P violation in the B decays [30, 45-47].

The total decay amplitude for the B meson decays into three light mesons K, 7 and h
as the final state can be described as the coherent sum of the nonresonant and resonant
contributions in the isobar formalism [62-64]. The nonresonant contributions are spread all
over the phase space and play an important role in the corresponding decay processes [65-67].
The resonant contributions from low energy scalar, vector and tensor resonances are known
experimentally, in most cases, to be the dominated proportion of the related decays and
could be studied in the quasi-two-body framework [68-70] when the rescattering effects [71]
and three-body effects [72, 73] are neglected. For the three-body decays B — Kwh, one
has the resonant contributions from the K7, wh and Kh pairs which are originated from
different intermediate states and as well containing the two-body final state interactions.
And the J” = 0% component of the K7 spectrum, denoted as (K);, is always found very
important for the relevant physical observables.

The kaon-pion scattering has been extensively studied in Refs [74-80] in recent years.
While the primary source of the information on I = 1/2 S-wave K system comes from
the LASS experiment for the reaction K~ p — K~ 7nn [81]. The K7 S-wave amplitude has
also been studied in detail in the decays Dt — K77t by E791 [82], FOCUS [83, 84] and
CLEO [85], n. — K K by BaBar [86] and 7= — Kgn~ v, by Belle [87] with the methods of
Breit-Wigner functions [88], K-matrix formalism [89-91] or model-independent partial-wave
analysis. To describe the slowly increasing phase as a function of the K7 invariant mass,
the scalar K'r scattering amplitude was written as the relativistic Breit-Wigner term [8§]
for the resonance K{§(1430) in the LASS parametrization together with an effective range
nonresonant component in [81], and the effective range term has been applied a cutoff to
the slowly varying part close to the charm hadron mass at about 1.8 GeV for the three-
body B decays in the experimental studies [38, 40, 42, 43]. At about 1.95 GeV one will
find the presence of the resonance Kj(1950) in [81] and also in the 7. decays in [86, 92].
This state was assigned as a radial excitation of the 0T member of the L = 1 triplet in
the LASS analysis [81]. The lowest-lying broad component of the S-wave K7 system is
the K;(700) [93], also named as x or K{(800) in literature [82, 84, 85, 94-99|, which has
commonly been placed together with the resonant states o, f,(980) and a((980) into an
SU(3) flavor nonet, and they have been suspected to be exotics [100-106].

In this work, we will focus on the contributions of the resonant state KJ(1430) in the B —
Kmh decay processes in the PQCD approach based on the kr factorization theorem [107—
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FIG. 1: Typical Feynman diagrams for the decay processes B — Kjh — Kmh, h =(7,K). The
symbol ® is the weak vertex, x denotes possible attachments of hard gluons and the rectangle
represents the scalar resonances K.

110]. The contributions of the resonant state K;(1950) in the hadronic three-body B meson
decays involving S-wave K pair have been ignored in the relevant theoretical studies and
be noticed only by LHCb Collaboration very recently in the works [111, 112]. We will
systematically estimate, for the first time, the contributions from the state K;(1950) for the
B — Kwh decays in this work. As for the resonance K§(700), we shall leave to the future
studies in view of its ambiguous internal structure and the accompanying complicated results
for the three-body B decays [113], in addition, the corresponding contributions have been
covered up by the effective range part of LASS line shape for the experimental results [38-
40, 42, 43].

For the quasi-two-body decays B — K§(1430,1950)h — Kmh, the subprocesses of the
B — Kmh decays, the intermediate state K, as demonstrated in the Fig. 1, is gener-
ated in the hadronization of quark-antiquark pair including one s or s-quark. The process
K§; — Km, which can not be calculated in the PQCD approach, is always shrunken as the
decay constants in the twist-2 and twist-3 light-cone distribution amplitudes of the scalar
mesons [113-115] in the studies of the two-body B meson decays involving the scalar mesons
K;(700) and K;(1430), see Ref. [116] and the references therein for examples. While in the
quasi-two-body framework based on PQCD, one can easily introduce the nonperturbative
subprocess K — K into a time-like form factor in the distribution amplitudes of the K
pair. The quasi-two-body framework based on PQCD has been discussed in detail in [68]
and has been adopted in some studies on the quasi-two-body B meson decay processes
recently [117-126].

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we give a brief introduction for the theoretical
framework. In Sec. III, we show the numerical results and give some discussions. Conclusions
are presented in Sec. IV. The factorization formulas and functions for the related quasi-two-
body decay amplitudes are collected in the Appendix.

II. FRAMEWORK

In the rest frame of B meson, we define its momentum pg and light spectator quark
momentum kg as

mpg mpg
=—(1,1,07), kp=|—xp,0,k ) 1
PB \/5( T) B (\/§$B BT) ( )

in the light-cone coordinates, where xg is the momentum fraction and mp is the mass.
For the resonant states K and the K7 pair generated from it by the strong interaction
as revealed in the Fig. 1, we define their momentum p = m—\/g(( ,1,0). Its easy to validate

3



¢ = s/m%, where the invariant mass square s = p?> = m2._ for the K7 pair. The light

spectator quark comes from B meson and goes into intermediate state in the hadronization

of K as shown in Fig. 1 (a) has the momentum k& = (0, okl kr). For the bachelor final
state h and its spectator quark, their momenta ps and k3 have the definitions as

mp mp

=—(1-¢0,07), ky=[(—F7

b3 \/5( ¢ T) 3 < /2

Where x3 and z, which run from 0 to 1, are the corresponding momentum fractions.

The matrix element from the vacuum to the K7~ final state is given by [127]

(K (p1)7 (p2)|dyu(1 = 75)5]0) = {(pl —P2)u — Ap[;wpu] FE(s) + Api”quéfws), (3)

(1 — C)[L’g, O, k‘gT> . (2)

with the p;(p2) is the momentum for kaon(pion) in the K system, Ag, = (m2% — m?2) and

mg (my) is the mass of K (m) meson. The FI7(s) is the vector form factor which has been
discussed in detail in the Refs. [87, 128-135]. The the scalar form factor FJ™(s) is defined
as [136-138]
_ o AKﬂ' Kn o Kr
(Kml|gs|0) = Cx—————F;*"(s) = BoCx Fy'"(s) (4)

S mq
where ¢ is the light quark u or d, the isospin factor Cx = 1 for X = {K*7~, K7} and
Cx = 1/y/2 for X = {K*7° K°7°}. The constant By equals to A, /(m, — m,). The
form factor F™(s) above is suppose to be one when s goes to zero. When the K7~ pair
originated from the resonant state K;(1430)°, we have [137]

- 7 — * 1 0| 7 *0) 7
(K7~ |ds|0) ~ (K |K°0>—DK* (K°1ds|0) = gz rer (K5°|ds]0) (5)
0
and
IK:Kn By K

Mgopn = 0K o FE™(s), 6
e = T () ©)
with fKa‘ = % - fr;, the decay constants defined by (K|ds|0) = mstKs and

(K3 (p)|dr,.s]0) = frepyu [113], and the mass mg; could be replaced by the invariant mass
\/s for the off-shell K. One can find different values of fx: for Kj(1430) in [139], we employ
Fics 1430/ 140y = 0.0842 % 0.0045 GeV? [140] and fics 1050)/m%: (1950) = 0.0414 GeV? [141]
in this work. The Breit-Wigner formula for the denominator Dy = mﬁ{a — s —img:'(s),

mg

with the mass-dependent decay width I'(s) = T'o L \/56 and Iy is the full width for resonant

state K. In the rest frame of the resonance K, its daughter kaon or pion has the magnitude
of the momentum as

1
q= 5\/[5 — (mg +mx)?][s — (mx —mz)?] /s . (7)
The go in T'(s) is the value for g at s = m.. The coupling constant gx;xr = (K77 [K°),
one has [18§]
SWm%*FK*_,KW
JK;Kn = \/ Oq - ; (8)
0



where the I'xs i is the partial width for Kj — K.
The S-wave K7 system distribution amplitudes are collected into [113, 138, 142, 143]

Cxr(2,5) = 1N Fo(z,5) + V0™ (2,5) + Vs — 1) (2, 5)] (9)

with the v = (0,1,07) and n = (1,0,07) being the dimensionless vectors. The twist-2
light-cone distribution amplitude has the form [113, 138, 142]

o(z,8) = 5\7;(_]2 {62(1 — 2 [ )+ Z A (1) C2/%(2 1)] } : (10)

with C3/? the Gegenbauer polynomials, aq = (mg(p) —my(w))/+/s for (K5, K3°) and ag =
(my (1) — mg(p))//s for (K3t Ki°) according to Ref. [142]. The a,, are scale-dependent
Gegenbauer moments, with a; = —0.57 £ 0.13 and a3 = —0.42 + 0.22 at the scale p =
1 GeV for the resonance K(1430), and the contributions from the even terms could be
neglected [113]. There is no available Gegenbauer moments for the state Kj(1950), w
employ the scale-dependent a; and a3 of K$(1430) for the entire S-wave K7 system in the
numerical calculation. For the twist-3 light-cone distribution amplitudes in this work, we
take the asymptotic forms as

Fea(s) Frea(s)
22N, ’ 22N,
The factor Fi,(s) is related to scalar form factor F*™(s) by Fn(s) = BO -F37(s).

The distribution amplitudes for B meson and the bachelor final state h in this work are
the same as those widely employed in the studies of the hadronic B meson decays in the
PQCD approach, one can find their expressions and parameters in the Appendix.

P*(z,8) = ¢'(z,5) = (1-22). (11)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the numerical calculation, we adopt the decay constants fp = 0.189 GeV, fp, = 0.231
GeV [144], the mean lifetimes 750 = (1.52040.004) x 1072 s, 75+ = (1.63840.004) x 1072 s
and 70 = (1.509 & 0.004) x 107'% s [93] for the B, BT and BY mesons, respectively. The
masses and the decay constants for the relevant particles in the numerical calculation in this
work, the full widths for K§(1430) and K(1950), and the Wolfenstein parameters of the
CKM matrix are presented in Table I.

TABLE I: Masses, decay constants, full widths of Kj(1430) and K;(1950) (in units of GeV) and
Wolfenstein parameters [93].

mpo =5.280 mp+ =5279 mpo =5.367 g+ =0.140 1z = 0.135
Mg+ = 0494  mpo = 0498  fx =0.156  fr = 0.130

Mg (1430) = 1.425 £ 0.050 Tk (1430) = 0.270 = 0.080
mics950) = 1.945 £0.010 £0.020  Tx(1950) = 0.201 % 0.034 % 0.079

A = 0.22453 +0.00044 A =0.836 £0.015 p=0.12270018 7 =0.35510:012
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FIG. 2: Differential branching fractions from threshold of K7 pair to 3 GeV for the BT —
K;(1430)°7" — K*r~nt and BT — K}(1950)°7T — KTn~ 7" decays.

Utilizing the differential branching fraction Eq. (A8) and the decay amplitudes collected
in Appendix A, we obtain the C'P averaged branching fractions (B) and the direct C'P asym-
metries (Acp) in Table II and Table III for the concerned quasi-two-body decay processes
involving the resonances K(1430) and K((1950) as the intermediate states, respectively.
The results for those quasi-two-body decays with one daughter of the Kj is the neutral pion
are omitted. One will get a half value of the B and the same value of the Acp of the corre-
sponding result in Tables II, III for a decay with the subprocesses K — K7° considering
the isospin relation. For example, we have

1
B(B* — K3(1430) 7 — K¥a'n%) = B(BY — Kj(1430) 7 — K'n7a°),  (12)

while these two processes have the same direct C'P asymmetry.

For the PQCD predictions in Tables II, III, the shape parameters wg = 0.40 + 0.04 or
wp, = 0.5040.05 in Eq. (A3) for the B™Y or B? contribute the first error. The second error
for each PQCD result comes from the Gegenbauer moments a; and as in the Eq. (10). The
third one is induced by the chiral masses m} and the Gegenbauer moment a? = 0.25 +0.15
of the bachelor final state pion or kaon. The large uncertainties of the decay widths of the
states K(1430) and K(1950) in the Table I result in quite small errors, which have been
neglected, for these quasi-two-body predictions in the Tables IT and ITI. The reason is that the
variation effect of decay width I' in the denominator D of Eq. (6) will be mainly canceled
out by the uncertainty of I'gs .~ (equals to I'- B(K5 — K)) in the numerator gx; x~. For
instance, the corresponding errors for the decay process BT — K7(1430)°7T — KTn— 7"
are 0.04 x 107° and 0.2% for its branching fraction and direct C' P asymmetry, respectively,
while for BT — K(1950)°7" — K7~ 7", the two errors are 0.01 x 107% and 0.1%. There
are other errors, which come from the uncertainties of the Wolfenstein parameters of the
CKM matrix, the parameters in the distribution amplitudes for bachelor pion or kaon, the
masses and the decay constants of the initial and final states, etc. are small and have
been neglected. One can find that for those decay modes with the main contributions come
from the annihilation diagrams of Fig. 1, their branching fraction errors generated from the
variations of the a; and ag could be larger than the corresponding errors from wp or wg,,
because there is no shape parameter for B meson in the factorizable annihilation diagrams.

In this work, the branching fraction of a quasi-two-body decay process involving the
resonant state K(1950) is predicted to be roughly one order smaller than the correspond-

6



TABLE II: PQCD predictions of the C'P averaged branching fractions and the direct C'P asym-
metries for the quasi-two-body B — Kj(1430)h — Kmh decays.

Decay modes Quasi-two-body results
) 227 £0.59(wp) £ 0.17(as41) £ 0.34(m{+a)
) —1.3+0.2(wp) £ 0.4(az41) £ 0.2(m7+aF)
BT — K;(1430)" 7% — Ko7 t70  B(107%) 7.86 +2.16(wp) + 0.55(ass1) £ 1.36(m? +a3)
Acp(%) 1.5+ 0.4(wp) £0.8(azy1) £ 0.4(m{+aj)

)

)

)

BT — K3(1430)" K° — K7t K B(1077) 2.33 +£0.04(wp) + 1.29(az+1) + 0.34(mE +alf)

—18.4 £ 5.8(wp) £ 2.7(azy1) + 5.4(mf +ak)

Bt — K;(1430)° K+ — K—nt K+ B(1075) 2.86 4+ 0.54(wp) + 0.51(azy1) + 0.42(mi +alf)
) 17.9 4 0.4(wp) £ 8.0(azs1) £ 0.9(m& +alf)

BY — K§(1430) "~ — K% tr—  B(107°) 2.07 £ 0.54(wp) & 0.14(as4+1) & 0.30(m3 +aj)

—51.1 £ 1.1(wp) £ 6.7(azy1) + 5.5(mf +ak)
1.47 + 0.22(wp) £ 0.24(az11) + 0.25(mi +ak)

BY — K} (1430)°K°® — KTn~K° B(107°

BY - K;(1430)°K° - K=7T K" B(1075) 1.19 +0.06(wp) + 0.71(az+1) £ 0.17(mi +alf)

Acp(%) 0.3+0.5(wp) £0.8(asy1) £0.1(m{+aj)
B — K(1430)°7° — K+t7—7%  B(107%) 1.39 +£0.35(wp) £ 0.11(az41) £ 0.18(mf+a3)
Acp(%) —1.840.4(wp) £0.2(az1) + 0.1(mf+a3)
BY — Kr(1430)* K~ — K7t K~ B(107%) 5.77 £ 2.38(wp) £ 2.92(az+1) £ 0.62(m& +akf)
Acp(%) 4.9+ 6.4(wp) +3.7(az41) £ 3.6(m& +akl)
BY - K3(1430)" K™ — K7~ K+ B(1077) 3.84 + 1.48(wp) + 1.95(az+1) £ 0.09(mi +alf)
Acp(%) —5.042.6(wp) £ 6.7(azr1) £ 3.0(mE +ak)
BY — Kx(1430)°K° — K+t7=KY B(1077) 3.04 £ 0.15(wp) & 2.04(ag+1) £ 0.36(m& +akl)
Acp(%) -
BY — K;(1430)°K° - K—7TK" B(107%) 2.89 +0.53(wp) + 0.65(az+1) £ 0.41(mE +alf)
Acp(%) -
BY — K}(1430)~ 7" — K°7z—nt  B(107°) 3.77 £0.78(wp) + 0.51(ass1) £ 0.01(m? +aj)
Acp(%) 15.5 £1.6(wp) £ 3.2(azy1) & 1.0(m3 +ak)
BY — K(1430)°7° - K—7t7%  B(1077) 5.03 +£0.38(wp) + 1.52(as+1) £ 0.80(mf+aj)
Acp(%) 59.2 £3.2(wp) &+ 7.1(ags1) £ 2.5(m3 +aj)
BY — K;(1430)* K~ — K7+t K~ B(1075) 1.44 4+ 0.20(wp) + 0.26(az+1) + 0.25(mi +alf)
Acp(%) 0.4 +0.3(wp) £ 1.8(az41) £ 1.2(mE +akf)
BY - K(1430)" K™ — K7~ K* B(107°) 1.74 £ 0.16(wp) + 0.84(az+1) £ 0.24(m{ +alf)
)
)
)
)
)

ing decay mode with the resonance K;(1430). Or rather, the ratios between the C'P av-
eraged branching fractions for the decays in Table III and Table IT with (without) the
factorizable emission diagrams of Fig. 1 (c) are about 12%-15% (6%-9%). The difference
mainly originated from the (S — P)(S + P) amplitude the Eq. (A43), which has the in-
termediate state invariant mass factor mpy/¢ (= /s). This factor makes the propor-



tion originated from Eq. (A43) in the total branching ratio for a quasi-two-body decay
mode invloving K;5(1950) larger than that of the corresponding decay process including
K;(1430) because of the larger pole mass of the resonance K;(1950). Take the decays
BT — Kz(1430,1950)°7" — KTn~ 7" as the examples, when we neglect the contribution
from the (S — P)(S + P) amplitude of the Eq. (A43), the ratio between two branching frac-
tions of the decays BT — K;(1950)°7" — KTn~ 7" and BT — K;(1430)°7" — KTn 7"
will drop to 8% from about 15%. From the lines of the differential branching fractions
for Bt — K;(1950)°7" — KT~ 7" and BT — K;(1430)°7" — K*7 7" in Fig. 2, one
can find that the main portion of the branching fractions lies in the region around the
corresponding pole mass of the intermediate states.

We must stress that the ratios between the corresponding branching fractions in Ta-
ble IIT and Table II, and also the branching fractions in Table III for the quasi-two-body
decays involving K(1950) are squared dependent on the result fKa«(lgg,Q)m%{g (1950) = 0.0414
GeV? [141]. If the value 0.0414 becomes two times larger, the ratios and the branching
fractions in Table III will become four times larger than their current values. In Ref. [112],
there are two branching fractions measured by LHCb to be

B(B® — n.K;(1950)° = n. Kt7™) = (218 £ 1.04 £0.0479% £0.25) x 107°,  (13)
B(B® — 1.K;(1430)° — n. K 77) = (14.50 +£2.10 £ 0.2873% £ 1.67) x 107°.  (14)

The two central values above give us the ratio about 0.15 between these two branching
factions, but there is no diagrams like Fig. 1 (c) for B — n.K;° decays. Because of the
large errors for B® — 1.K;(1950)°, we can not extract the decay constant Jr;(1950) from
this measurement. While from the data of the fit fractions for 7, — K2K*7T in [86] and
ne — KTK~7" in [92] both from BaBar, one can expect a larger value than 0.0414 GeV?
for the fr; (1950)m§(§(1950).

The two-body branching fractions for B — Kjh can be extracted from the quasi-two-
body predictions of this work with the relation

I'(B — Kih — Kmh) =T(B — Kjh) x B(Kj — K). (15)

In Ref. [145], a parameter 1) was defined to measure the violation of the factorization relation
the Eq. (15) in the D meson decays. For the B — K(1430)h and B — K{(1430)h — Knh
decays, we have

B (B — K;(1430)h — Krh)

(B — K;(1430)h) x B(Ki — Kn)

 Micgaas) Dicguaz) / (o= ds N2 (mi, s, mp)AY? (s, m, m2)
(

dmmp dnqo

(16)

mg+mg)2 S (S - m%{g(1430))2 + (mK5(1430)FK§($))2’

where \(a,b,c) = a®> + V? + ¢ — 2ab — 2ac — 2bc, the ¢, is the expression of Eq. (A9) in
the rest frame of B meson and fixed at s = m%{g(mso)- With Eq. (16), we have n = 0.90
for the decays B — K;(1430)%7™, which means the violation of the factorization relation
is not large when neglecting the effect of the invariant mass s in the decay amplitudes
of the quasi-two-body decays. In order to check this conclusion, we calculate the decay
BT — K(1430)°7" in the two-body framework of the PQCD approach, and we have
B(BT — K;(1430)°7") = 35.2 x 107%, which is about 96.2% of the result in Table TV



TABLE III: PQCD predictions of the C'P averaged branching fractions and the direct C P asym-
metries for the quasi-two-body B — K (1950)h — Kmh decays.

Decay modes Quasi-two-body results

BT — K;(1950)°7T — K*r—7t  B(107%) 3.36 4+ 0.86(wp) + 0.24(az+1) + 0.51(md +aj)
Acp(%) 1.5 +£0.3(wp) £ 0.2(azy1) £ 0.3(m3+a3)

BT — K;(1950) 70 — K% t70  B(1076) 1.19 £ 0.32(wp) + 0.08(azs1) + 0.21(mf +aj)

Acp(%) 3.5 +£0.1(wp) £ 0.4(az41) £ 0.2(m3+aj)

BT — K;(1950)" KO — K7t K° B(107%) 1.86 4+ 0.04(wp) + 0.60(as+1) £ 0.38(m{ +adf)
Acp(%) —9.2 +5.3(wp) +4.0(azy1) + 2.8(mf +ak)

BT — K;(1950)° K+ — K—nt K+ B(1077) 3.59 + 0.66(wp) + 0.54(az 1) + 0.54(m{ +adf)
Acp(%) 19.2 4 0.1(wp) £ 7.4(azs1) + 1.4(mE +adf)

B — K;(1950) "7~ — K% Tn~  B(107%) 2.99 + 0.77(wp) + 0.20(az+1) + 0.45(md+aj)
Acp(%) 1.9+ 0.5(wp) £ 0.5(as+1) £ 0.1(mf+ak)

2.01 £ 0.50(wp) £ 0.15(az+1) £ 0.26(mf +a3)

)
)
)
)
)
B — K;(1950)°7 — K*n—70  B(10
Acp(%) 0.440.6(wp) £ 0.3(az41) £ 0.3(m3+aj)
5.14 + 1.90(wp) + 1.66(az41) + 0.29(m& +ak)
)
)
)
)
)
)

)
)
)
0
B — K;(1950) " K~ — K7t K~ B(1079)
Acp(%) —2.8 £10(wp) £ 10.6(ags1) £ 3.3(mf +al)
BY — K;(1950)" KT — K7~ KT B(107%) 2.36 + 0.95(wp) + 1.10(as+1) £ 0.06(m{ +adf)
Acp(%) —1.0 £ 2.4(wp) + 8.5(az+1) £ 1.3(m{ +ak)
BY — K;(1950)°K° — K+tr= K B(107%) 2.22 4 0.08(wpg) + 1.05(ag11) £ 0.35(m +ak)
Acp(%) -
BY - K;(1950)° K — K—nt K B(1077) 3.36 & 0.64(wp) + 0.58(az+1) + 0.48(m{ +alf)
Acp(%) -
BY — K;(1950) 7" — K7t B(107%) 3.35 £ 0.59(wp) + 0.37(azs1) + 0.01(ms +aj)
Acp(%) 12.9 £ 7.0(wp) £ 3.1(az41) £ 0.8(m5+a)
BY — K3(1950)°7° — K—7t70  B(1078) 3.74 +0.35(wp) + 1.01(az+1) + 0.48(md +aj)
ACP(% 57.1 £ 4.0((,03) + 8.1(a3+1) + 5.5(mg—|—a72r)
BY — K;(1950)* K~ — K7t K~ B(1075) 2.03 +0.31(wp) + 0.19(az+1) + 0.32(m{ +adf)
Acp(%) 0.6 +£0.2(wp) £ 1.0(azy1) £ 0.9(mi +ak)

BY — K;(1950)" K+ — K7~ K* B(107%) 1.26 + 0.15(wp) + 0.54(az11) £ 0.20(mf +ak)
Acp(%) —45.1 4 1.3(wp) £ 4.6(az1) £ 5.7(mE +ak)
BY — K;(1950)°K° — K7~ K% B(1075) 2.13 +0.33(wp) + 0.19(azy1) + 0.33(m{ +adf)
Acp(%) -

BY — K;(1950)°K° — K—nt K B(1077) 7.65 4+ 0.54(wp) + 4.56(az+1) £ 1.48(m{ +adf)
Acp(%)

extracted with Eq (15), and Acp(BT — K;(1430)°7T) = —1.0% is consistent with the
—1.3% in Table II.

The comparison of the PQCD branching fractions with the experimental measurements
for the two-body decays BT — K;(1430)°7", Bt — K;(1430)" 7% and B — K (1430)" 7~
are shown in the Table IV, with the first error added in quadrature from the errors in Table I1



TABLE IV: Comparison of the extracted predictions with the experimental measurements for the
relevant two-body branching fractions (in units of 107%). The first error for the theoretical results
is added in quadrature from the errors in Table II, the second error comes from the uncertainty of
B(K;(1430) — K7) = 0.93 £ 0.10 [93].

Two-body decays This work Data Ref.

Bt — K§(1430)°7F 366 +£11.3+3.9 34.6+3.34+4.2713 BaBar [43]
320+ 1.242701+52 BaBar [38]
51.6 £ 1.7+ 6.873% Belle [30]

Bt — K3(1430)T7° 127+424+14 119+ 1.7+ 1.0799 BaBar [43]

B? — K$(1430)*7~ 3344102436 299723 +16+0.6+3.2 BaBar [40]
49.7+38+6.7712 Belle [31]

and the second error comes from the uncertainty of B(K{(1430) — K7) = 0.93 +0.10 [93]
for these theoretical results. The branching fraction and direct C'P asymmetry for Bt —
K} (1430)°7" in Review of Particle Physics [93] averaged from the results in [30, 38, 43]
are 391’? x 107% and 0.061 & 0.032, respectively, which are consistent with the predictions
(36.6 & 11.3 +3.9) x 107% in Table IV and (—1.3 4 0.5)% in Table II. Because of the large
uncertainty of the Acp = 0.267915 for BY — K (1430)* 7 in [93], we can not evaluate the
significance of the prediction (1.5 + 1.0)%, but our branching fraction agrees very well with
BaBar’s result in [43] for this decay mode. For the decay B® — K;(1430)"7~, one has two
results as listed in Table IV from BaBar and Belle Collaborations, its average B is presented
to be (33+7) x 1075 in Review of Particle Physics [93], this value agrees well with the PQCD
prediction (33.4 & 10.2 4 3.6) x 1075, There is an upper limit of 2.2 x 1075 for the decay
Bt — K;(1430)° K", which is below our expectation. Our predictions in this work will be
tested by future experiments. In the very recent work, LHCb Collaboration presented the
branching fractions for the combined decays B — K ‘7= K¥ as [51]

B(B® = K;(1430)*K¥ — K 7" K¥)=(19.44+ 1.4+ 04+ 15.6 £2.0 £ 0.3) x 1075, (17)
B(B? — K't(1430)°K° — K¥7+* K %) =(205+1.6+0.6 £5.7+22+0.3) x 107%, (18)

which are in agreement with the PQCD predictions in Table V.
On the experimental side, the LASS parametrization [36, 81]

Vs 2i6 mol'oy
R(s) = —Y2 4 s i 19
() gcotdp — iq te m3 — s — imolyL 2o’ (19)

m qo
are employed in most cases to describe the S-wave K7 system, where mg and I'y are now
the pole mass and full width for K{(1430), and cotdp = aiq + %rq with the parameters

a=2.0740.10 GeV~! and r = 3.32 £ 0.34 GeV~! [36]. The relativistic Breit-Wigner term
of Eq. (19) is different from Eq. (6). Before the Fi,(s) in Eqgs. (10)-(11) be replaced by the
LASS expression, a coefficient is needed for R(s). We have the replacement

Frea(s) = R(s) = 9K5(1430)K7er§(1430)R(3) (20)

m%l"o

on the theoretical side. With R(s) in the concerned quasi-two-body decay amplitudes, one
could in principle have the predictions for the decays B — (Km)jh, including the results
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TABLE V: PQCD predictions of the C'P averaged branching fractions and the direct C'P asym-
metries for the combined decays B? — KK, with the resonances K;(1430) and K} (1950) as the
intermediate states.

Decay modes Quasi-two-body results

BY - Ki(1430)* K — KOt KT B(10°5
Acp(

BY — K 514300 K0 —» KFa+ K ° B(10~
Aop (%

— K$(1950)5KF — K Ort KT B(10°0
Acp(%

BY — K 5(1950° K0 - KFat K ° B(10
Aop (%

1.97 £ 0.45(wp) + 0.10(az+1) £ 0.43(mE +adf)
—7.7+£1.5(wp) + 1.3(ag1) £ 4.3(mE +alf)
1.50 £ 0.36(wp) & 0.09(az4 1) & 0.40(m{ +alf)
3.20 £ 0.69(wp) £ 0.21(ag11) £ 0.62(mf +ak)
3.1£0.2(wp) £2.9(azs1) + 1.6(mf +ak)
2.67 + 0.59(wp) £ 0.25(azy1) £ 0.61(mE +adl)

A

T — I — I — I —

ot

as same as the values in the Table II for the resonance Kj(1430) and the contributions
from the nonresonant effective range term. But we argue that, considering the nonresonant
term of a three-body decay amplitude should not be included in the resonance distribution
amplitudes the Eq. (9), it’s improper for the effective range term of the Eq. (19) to be
studied in the quasi-two-body framework with the same expressions of the decay amplitudes
in Appendix A.

The two-body decays BT — K (1430)°x", Bt — K(1430)™ 7%, B® — K(1430)" 7~ and
B — K((1430)°7% have been studied in Ref. [113] and updated in [142] in the QCDF with
K (1430) being the first excited states of K(700) (scenario 1) or the lowest lying scalar state
(scenario 2), and in the scenario 2 K(700) is treated as a four-quark state. In view of the
discussions for K;(700) in [100-106], we will consider only the results for the /£(1430) in the
scenario 2 in this work. The branching fractions in [113, 142] for the four decays invloving
the K;5(1430) are all smaller when comparing with the measurements and our results but
with quite large errors as shown in Table VI. The difference between our predictions and
the concerned results in [113, 142] may be partly due to the dynamical enhancement of
penguin contributions in PQCD approach as discussed in detail in [107, 108, 146], and
also due to the small values for the decay constant fK3(1430) and the B — K{(1430) and

B — 7 transition form factors FflKa and F7 in [113, 142]. The value frr(a30) = 34
MeV [113] will make our branching ratios involving K(1430) 1.5 times smaller than the

results in Table VI. With the parameters in this work, the form factors F’r(0) = 0.26

and F(]]’BlKg(MSO)(O) = 0.42 could be induced in the PQCD approach. The value 0.26 is

close to 0.25 for F7(0) in [113, 142], but the 0.42 for F(flKg(O) is two times larger than
the value 0.21 in Refs. [113, 142]. In the PQCD approach, the two-body decays B —
K;(1430)7 were studied in [147], with the branching fractions larger than the corresponding
results of this work except the decay B° — K(1430)°7° which is 18.4753t13159 x 1076
in [147] as listed in Table VI. The result 28.87531-9732 » 1076 in [147] is about double
of our prediction and BaBar’s measurement [43] for the decay BT — K} (1430)T7°. The
difference between the results in [147] and our predictions could be be explained as the
different input parameters. The decays B — K(1430)K have been studied in the QCDF
in [148]. One can find the comparison of relevant branching fractions in Table VII. The

11



Acp = —22.517720F5-83119-8L% for the decay BY — K (1430)* K in [148] is consistent with
the result (—18.4 4 5.8 +2.74 5.4)% in Table II, while the Acp = —2.607 1503932207 for
Bt — K;(1430)°K* in [148] is smaller than the PQCD prediction (17.94+0.448.040.9)%
in this work and with an opposite sign.

TABLE VI: Comparison of the extracted predictions with the results in literature for the relevant
two-body branching fractions (in units of 107%). The sources of the errors of our results are the
same as in Table IV.

Two-body decays This work Theory Ref.

BT — K;(1430)°7F  36.6+£11.3+£3.9  11.07.03L754100

19, 9+46+4.1438.5
a6
47'6J—r10:1—3f6—5:1

Bt - K;(1430)*x0 127442414  53ATHI6H223
7 4+2.4+2.1+20.1

o 2168119952

28-8J—r6f1—119—3f5

[113]
[142]
[147]
[113]
[142]
[147]
B — K;(1430)*7n~  334+10243.6  11.370430H%8  [113]
[142]
[147]
[113]
[142]
[147]

+4.54+411+38.3
13.873% 35 95

+10.2+3.147.0
43.059 1759515

BY — K;(1430)°7°  22446.6+24 647531221201
5 6+2.6+2.4+18.8
v—1.3-1.2-3.9

+4.4+1.5+4.0
18'4—3.9—1.4—2.9

TABLE VII: Comparison of the extracted predictions with the QCDF results in [148] for the
relevant two-body branching fractions (in units of 107). The sources of the errors of our results
are the same as in Table IV.

Two-body decays This work QCDF [148]

Bt — K§(1430)*K°  3.76 £2.16 £0.40  1.1470 535200047

Bt — K;(1430)°K+  39.9+13.8+4.3  33.701103345,524337

BY — K5(1430)* K~ 0.93+0.61+£0.10  1.077072 0031227
BY - K3(1430)" K+ 6.19+£3.95+0.67  0.587050 002002

£(1430)°K0 490 +3.34+£0.53  2.39%)20+1.9042.67
(1430)

13.36+46.094-6.06
1430)°K° 46.1+15.0£5.0 40.47F oot ot e

With mg, in the region (0.64 ~1.76) GeV, the branching ratios of the decay processes
B~ — [K;(1430)° — K—nt|r~ and B — [K(1430)" — K°r~|n* were calculated in
QCDF in Ref. [13] with the predictions (11.640.6)x 107% and (11.140.5) x 107°, respectively.
These two decays have also been studied in Ref. [14] in the mg, region (1.0 ~ 1.76) GeV
and the branching ratios are (12.11 £ 0.32) x 107% and (11.05 £ 0.25) x 1075, respectively.
In the PQCD approach we have (16.6 + 5.3) x 1075 and (15.2 4+ 4.7) x 107% in the region
My € (0.64 ~ 1.76) GeV, (16.4 £5.1) x 1075 and (15.0 + 4.6) x 107% in the region my, €
(1.0 ~ 1.76) GeV for the branching ratios of the decays Bt — K;(1430)°7T — Ktr 7"

12



and B® — K}(1430)*7~ — K%, respectively, which are consistent with the results
in Refs. [13, 14] within errors. The three-body decays B — Kwh have been discussed in
detail in Refs. [18, 21] in QCDF. The comparison of PQCD predictions in this work with
the related results in [18, 21] are listed in Table VIII. From Table IV and Table VIII, one
can find that the PQCD predictions are totally larger than the QCDF results [18, 21] but
closer to the available data.

TABLE VIII: Comparison of the PQCD predictions with the theoretical results for the relevant
quasi-two-body branching fractions (in units of 107%). The errors of this work have been added in

quadrature.

Decay modes This work Theory Ref.
Bt — K;(1430)°7" — Kto—at 227470 113700833401 g
1152005 00 [21]

Bt = K;(1430) 70 — KOrtx® 786 +2.61  5.410+16+01 gy
5.6 00 400 [21]

Bt — K;(1430)°K+ — K—7t K+  286+0.85 10700102400 [1g]
L0I0*o5 0 [21]

BY — K5(1430)tn~ — Kontn~ 207463 103700429400 [1g]
10.6500 56 0.0 [21]

B® - K(1430)°70 — K+ 0 13.9 4.1 4179014400 [1g)
4.2500515%00  [21]

05 T T T T
— B~ K;(1430) K — K'nK'

0.0 - .

1.0 1 1 1 1
1.0 15 2.0 25 3.0
m,. (GeV)

Ace

FIG. 3: Differential direct C'P asymmetry for the decay BY — K{(1430)" K+ — K7~ K.

There is no direct C'P asymmetries for B, — Ki"K° and By, — K°K" in Tables II,
ITI, because these decays have contributions only from the penguin operators in their decay
amplitudes. For the decays B® — K;(1430)"7~ — K% "7~ and B — K3(1430)°7° —
K*tn= 7% via the b — sqq transition at quark level, the very small proportion of the total
branching ratio from the current-current operators led to the small direct C'P asymmetries
for these two decays as shown in Table II. The same pattern will appear again for the decays
BT — K(1430)°7" — Ktr nt and BT — K;(1430)"7° — K *7% and also for the
corresponding decays with the K (1430) be replaced by the KjJ(1950) as the intermediate,
but not for the decays BY — K(1430) 7" — K%~ 7t and B? — K;(1430)°7° — K7 t7"
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via the b — dqq transition. The interference between the weak and the strong phases of the
decay amplitudes from current-current and penguin operators results in the large direct C'P
asymmetries for the BY — K3 (1430) 7" — K% 7" and B? — K;(1430)°7° — K7t r°
decays. As an example, we display the differential distribution curve of the Acp in my, for
the decay process B — K3 (1430)" K+ — K°7~K* in Fig. 3.

For the decays Bt — K;(1430)°7" and B® — K (1430)" 7, with the isospin limit, one
has the ratio [147]

R T8 B(B* — K;(1430)°7) o1, (21)
T+ B(BY — K§(1430)*7)

With the predictions in Table VI, we have the ratio R = 1.017 4= 0.003 in this work. The
small error for R is because the cancellation between the errors of two branching ratios,
which means the increase or the decrease of the parameters that caused the errors will result
in nearly identical change of the weight for the numerator and denominator of R. For the
decays BT — K;(1430)*n" and B® — K;(1430)°7%, the diagrams of Fig. 1 (a), (c), (d) will
contribute to the branching fractions, the decay amplitudes from Fig. 1 (a) are same for
both BT — K}(1430)*7° and BY — K}(1430)°7°, but the decay amplitudes from Fig. 1
(c), (d) have the opposite sign considering the difference for %u and dd to form a neutral
pion. It is not strange for the ratio between the branching fractions of B™ — K (1430)" 7"
and B? — K}(1430)°7% away from unity.

A relation for the direct C'P asymmetries of the two-body decays Bt — K+x° Bt —
K", BY - K*r~ and B® — K" was suggested in Ref. [149] as

2B(B*T — K*7%) 0
B(BY — K+7n~) 15+

2B(B° — K°7%)
B(BY — K+77)
B(B*T — K1) 1o
B(B" — K+n~) 1+

Acp(Bt — K% + Acp(B® — K°77)

= Acp(B° = KT17) + Acp(BT — K1) (22)
Considering the same transitions at quark level, one could extend the Eq. (22) to the B —
K} (1430)m decays with the replacement K — K(1430). This relation is satisfied within
errors with the Acp(B® — K (1430)T77) = (0.3 £ 0.9)%, Acp(Bt — K;(1430)°7x") =
(—1.3 £ 0.5)%, Acp(BT — K:(1430)77%) = (1.5 £ 1.0)% and Acp(B® — K (1430)°7%) =
(—1.8 £ 0.5)%, and relevant branching fractions in Table II. One can find that the relation
Eq. (22) will also hold for B — K{(1950)7 decays with the values in Table III.

IVv. CONCLUSION

In this work, we studied the contributions from the resonant state K;j(1430) and, for the
first time, from the resonance K;(1950) in the three-body decays B — Kwh in the PQCD
approach. The crucial nonperturbative input factor Fi.(s) in the distribution amplitudes
of the S-wave K7 system was derived from the matrix element of the vacuum to K final
state and was related to the scalar time-like form factor Ff™(s) by the relation F,(s) =
Bo/mu; F*™(s). This relation also means that the LASS parametrization for the (Km)j
system which frequently appeared in the experimental works cannot be adopted directly for
the K7 system distribution amplitudes in the PQCD approach.

With fK6(1430)m§(6(1430) = 0.0842 £+ 0.0045 GeV3 and fK§(1950)m§(6(1950) = 0.0414 GeV?,’
the branching fractions and the direct C'P asymmetries for the concerned quasi-two-body

14



decays B — K{(1430,1950)h — Kmh were calculated. An important conclusion is that
the C'P averaged branching fraction of a quasi-two-body process with Kj(1950) as the
intermediate state is about one order smaller than the corresponding decay mode involving
the resonance Kj(1430). In view of the important contribution from the S-wave K7 system
for the B — Kmh decays, it is not appropriate to neglect the KJ(1950) in the theoretical
or experimental studies for the relevant three-body B meson decays. We compared our
predictions with the related results in literature and found the predictions in this work for
the relevant decays agree well with the existing experimental results from BaBar, Belle and

LHCDb Collaborations.
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Appendix A: Decay amplitudes

The Lorentz invariant decay amplitude A for the quasi-two-body decay B — Kjh — Kmh
in the PQCD approach, according to Fig. 1, is given by [26, 68]

A= HR P, @ Pgr . (A1)

The symbol ® here means convolutions in parton momenta, the hard kernel H contains one
hard gluon exchange at the leading order in strong coupling « as in the two-body formalism.
The distribution amplitudes ®5, ®;, and g, absorb the nonperturbative dynamics in the
relevant decay processes.

The B meson light-cone matrix element can be decomposed as [150-152]

Op = \/?NC(?B + mgp)ys08(kp), (A2)

where the distribution amplitude ¢ is of the form

(meB)2 1

¢p(zp,bp) = Npag(l — zp5)%exp oz ~(wpbp)?| , (A3)
Wp 2

with Np the normalization factor. The shape parameters wp = 0.40 £ 0.04 GeV for BY and
B*, wp, = 0.50 & 0.05 for BY, respectively.
The light-cone wave functions for pion and kaon are written as [153-156]

l

Py = Nl 307 (25) + mgo” (ws) + mo (y — 1)¢" (w3)] . (A4)
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The distribution amplitudes of ¢*(z3), ¢¥'(z3) and ¢ (x3) are

A ~ 3/2 3/2 3/2
6 (s) = 51— ) [1+aCL(0) + b3 (0) + el CY (1) (45)
07 (r) = 5 [ (30m = SRICY(0) = 3l + b1+ 6] CL0)] (20
T I 1 T 5, 3
o (x3) = 2\/2_]\[6(—15) [1 +6 (5773 — §n3w3 — 2_0ph 5pha2) (1 —10x3 + 1Ox3)} , (A7)

with ¢t = 23 — 1, C’;/f(t) and Ci’éﬂ(t) are Gegenbauer polynomials. The chiral masses m/

for pion and kaon are mJ = (1.4+0.1) GeV and m& = (1.6 +0.1) GeV as they in Ref. [157].
The Gegenbauer moments af = 0,af = 0.06,a} = 0.25,a" = —0.015 and the parameters
pn = mpu/mb,ns = 0.015,ws = —3 are adopted in the numerical calculation.

For the the differential branching fraction, we have [93]

B Wi i

= A
T = T TAT. (A8
The magnitude momentum for the bachelor A is
1
[ = m3)? =2 (i, + i) s + 2] /s (A9)

in the center-of-mass frame of the K, where m,, is the mass of the bachelor state. The
direct C'P asymmetry Acp is defined as

B(B— f) - BB~ [)
B(B— f)+B(B— f)

For errors of the B and A¢p induced by the parameter P £ AP in this work, we employ the
formulas

Acp =

(A10)

OAcp
oP

2(BAB — BAB)
(B + B)?
With the subprocesses K3+ — {K°rt 2K*7%}, K° — {K*n~ 2K}, K;= —

{K°7= V2K~ 7%} and K;° — {K—7%,v2K7%}, and the K is K;(1430) or K;(1950), the
concerned quasi-two-body decay amplitudes are given as follows:

AP =

AB = ‘— AP, AACP—‘ (A11)

. Gr . . a
A(BT — K’nt) = TZ{Vuqus[alFﬁ + OV M) — Vi Visl(aa — %)FEL + (a6 — ;)Fgf
C Co MLL C C7 MLR FLL FSP
+ (O — 2) i+ (Cs5 — 2) Th (g + aw) Fy + (as + ag) Fi3j

+ (Cs+ Co) My + (Cs + Cr) M}, (A12)

G
O (ViVaulaaPik; + ol + an(FH + P

A (B+ — K§+7T0)
. 3
+ Ci(Mgyy + Miy)] - wVesl(5 (a9 — ar) Fryg; +——
3C
= My + (as+ ) (Bl + Fiy) + (as + as) (B, + F3)
(03 + Co) (M} + MED) + (Cs + Cp) (Mg + MA] T, (A13)
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- a
A (B+ — KSJ’KO) = Vi Vud alFAK + Cy AK*] VisVial(as — g)F%IL(o

o

C C

+ (1 — FIFFR; + (Co = S MEE; +(Cs 27>M%}?*

+ (a4 + alO)FAK* + (CLG + a8)FAK* + (03 + 09) AK*

+ (Cs5 + C’7)M£1}§5]}, (A14)

_ G a
A(BY = KPKY) = ZE{ViValar P + COME) = ViVal(as = <0 By
a C C

+ G SEL (€~ Dpnatt 0o - Donay

+ (a4 + alo)ijf + (CLG + ag)Ff,f + (Cg + Cg)Mj;f

+ (Cs+ Cr)M}, (A15)

G
A (BO — KS+7T_) = TZ{VJqus[alF%}% + CleLw}ﬂ — V;ZV;S[(CM + alo)FIIﬁf

+ (ag + ag) Pl + (Cs + Co) ML + (Cs + Cr) MAS

F (= M) (g — BVEE + (0~ DMk
(G5 = My, (A16)
A(B° = K'x%) = %{ijvus[agF%}(* +CMEE ] - ms[<3<a9 — an)FHE,

200k YRR (0 ) (B + FR)

~ (oo~ BYEF + F5D) — (O~ D)+ M)

-G O+ MY, (A17)
A(B* = K;*K™) = {v;;, walasFiies + CoM ] — Vi Vial(as + ag — a5 — a7) Fig

+ (04 + Cro) Mig: + (Cs + Cg) Mizes + (az — % — a5 + 5 &) pLL

+ (- DO + 05 - DM (A18)

G
.A (BO — Kg_K+) = TZ{VJqud[CLQijf + CQMI{{;[;] - V;Z‘/;gd[(ag + ag — a5 — CL7)Fj}€

4 (Cy + Cho)MEE 1 (Cg + C)MEE + (a3 — % a5+ 5 97\ pLL
C Cs

+ <c4 - %)M Ak + <C6 - MG} (A19)

_ a
A (B — K'K°) = { pVidl(a 5 )FTK + (ag — ;)(Fﬁﬁg + Fie)

C C’? LR

+ (G5 — T)MTK +(Cs — 5 — ) (M7, + MAK*) (g(cﬁ% +Ci

Co+C Co+C

—%)— 5+2)FK*+(CS+C4_%) AK
C a

+ (06_78>(M3II;5 WML + (az — 59—G5+ 2)F

+ oy~ Gy (A20)



A(B® = KOK) =

A (B = K5t

A (B = Kx0)

A (B = K;TK™)

A(BY = K;"K™)

GF (1 a1 as
_E{Vibmd[(% - T)Fz% + (ag — 5)(@9}{) +F3)

(s~ )M + (O SHOMEE + M + (5(C+

Gt )y TYEE 4 (O - %)Mﬁ

(Co— YOG+ MEE) + (03— 2 a5+ T P4

<o4 S0 k), (A21)

{ wVaalar Frigs + CiMzg:] — ViVial(as + aio) Fris

(ab‘ + a8)FTK* +(Cs + C9) K* + (G5 + 07)M%1}§g

a C
(a3 — U0V P + (0 — S)FE + (O — )Mk
C
(Cs MG (A22)
LL * 3az
{ V| a2FTK* + C2MTK | = VigVial(—as — b3
5C’ 3a
Tg + CIO)FTK (CLG 2 )F K* + ( C3 _'_ QIO)MT[[:[I%S
C 3C a
(Cs — %)Mﬁ?a + 28Mfrg§ (as — 210)F,§1L<0 (ag
a C C
f)FSP* = (Cs = PIMig; — (Cs = SMEL ]} (A23)

{ wVaslarEry + CiMgyy + aa Fig, + CoMgi.]

V;bV;s[(azl + alO)FTh + (Cl@ + CLg)Frﬁf + (03 + CQ)M:,{’#
Cg + 010

(C5+C7)MTL,?+(§(03+C’4— 5 )~ Tt 2)Fj;f

(a5 — SVESH + (Ca+Ca— %)Mﬁﬁ +(Cs — %Wﬁff

(Cs — C;S)Mﬁ,’f + (a3 + ag — a5 — ar) Figs + (Ca+ Cro) Mg,
(Co+ CMER)}, (A24

GF (o
TZ{Vubvus[aleéjL{g + CIMJI“/[IéS + CLQFj;f -+ CQMj}Ll/]

Vt’g%s[(a4 -+ alo)F%ég + (a6 + CLg)Fj?[I;g + (C3 -+ Cg)MjLw[L{*

(Cs + Cr) Mgz + (%(Cg + Cy — %) — a5+ 5 )FAK*

(ag — %)Fsﬁa +(Cs+ Cy — %)M,ﬁ{g +(Cs - %)Mﬁﬁa‘
(Cs — %)MAK + (as + ag — a5 — a7)FEE 4+ (O + Cro) MEE

(Co + Cs) M3 1}, (A25)
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*0 1 G * a a,
A(B = KiPR®) = = £ {ViVillas = SRR + (a0 — DFFL + F3)

+ (s~ DOMHE 4 (s~ VM + ME) + ((C+ O,

- OOy TR+ (0 o - D

¥ (0o~ DYMEE + M) + (a5~ 2 — o + )i,

(€= i), (A26)
A(B) = KPR?) = ~SE(Vithl(an— BREE + (oo = D)FHE + FIE)

b (0~ LM + (5~ SMEE + MER) + G+ G

- D) s DyEk + (G0 - S

b (Co— ) MEE + M) + (0 — 2 g+ )4

T (A27)

in which G is the Fermi coupling constant, V’s are the CKM matrix elements. The com-
binations a; of the Wilson coefficients are defined as
a1 =Co+ G aa=C1+ %, a3=Cs+ S, ar=Cy+ S, a5 =C5+%,  (A29)
GGZCG—F%, CL7:C7+%, CLgZCg‘l’%, GQZCQ—F%, a102010+%. (A29)

It should be understood that the Wilson coefficients C' and the amplitudes F' and M for
the factorizable and nonfactorizable contributions, respectively, appear in convolutions in
momentum fractions and impact parameters b.

The general amplitudes for the decays B — Kjh — Kmh in the decay amplitudes
Eq. (A12)-Eq. (A27) are given according to the Fig. 1, the typical Feynman diagrams in the
PQCD approach. In the following expressions, we will employ LL and LR to denote the
contributions from (V' — A)(V — A) and (V — A)(V + A) operators, respectively. For the
contribution from (S — P)(S+ P) operators which come from the Fierz transformation of the
(V —A)(V + A) operators, we will use SP to denote it. The emission diagrams are depicted
in Fig. 1 (a) and (c) with B — K and B — h transitions, and described as the subscripts
T'Kj and T'h in their amplitudes, respectively. The factorizable and nonfactorizable diagrams
have been merged in Fig. 1, which could be distinguished easily from the attachments of
the hard gluons. Those diagrams with two attachments of the hard gluon passed the weak
vertex are nonfactorizable diagrams, we name their expressions with M, while the others
are factorizable, and we name their expressions with F'. There are two similar merged
annihilation diagrams, the Fig. 1 (b) and (d), with the subscripts AK§ and Ah in their
amplitudes, respectively, which demonstrate the W annihilation and W-exchange, space-
like penguin and time-like penguin annihilation-type diagrams.
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With the ratio ro = m{/mp, the amplitudes from Fig. 1 (a) are written as
Ffigs = 81Cpmip fre(x (¢ = 1) / drpdz / bpdbpbdbdp(rp, by)
X {[\/Z<2z = 1)(¢" + ') = (2 + 1)¢] Eara(ta)har (¢5, 2, b5, b)

+ <C¢—2f¢> a12( az(IB,Z,bB,b)}, (A30)
Fjéf?g = _FTK6‘7 (A31)

FiR. = 167Crmiro fi(m) / dapdz / bpdbpbdbp (s, bp)

X {[¢[<(2z — 1) = 1]+ C[26" — (2 +2)¢°]] Eara(ta1)har (x5, 2, bg, D)

[0 = a5) 2/C0(C ~ om + D] B, 20,1 (A32)
Mz, = 32nCrm’ /\/2N(C = 1) [ depdzdas / bpdbpbsdbsdp(xrg, bp)d?

{160 = 20 =2+ o 00 = 06+ VB — )] Eunata (o, 2,22 b

+ [lws(1 = Q) — wlo + 2[¢ — VC(8° + 8")]] Buzalta )ha4(l’B,Z,CL’3,bB,b3)}, (A33)
Mig, = 32rCpmpro/ /2N, / drpdzdzs / bpdbpbsdbsdp (s, bs)

x {[[C(l —x3) +ap + 3 — 1o+ /(6" = (0" +67) + V2V + ¢° + &)
(9" — ¢Pﬂ Eas3a(taz)has(xp, 2, 23,05, b3) + [[(1 —()ws —xpll + \/E(Cbs
X ((bP (bT +fZ f¢+¢s+¢)(¢P+¢ ):|Ea34( )ha4($l?B,Z,$3,b3,b3)}CA34)

X

Mjsv’[]za = 327TCFm%/\/ QNC(C— 1)/dl’BdZdl’g/debBbgdb3¢B(l’B,bB)¢A
X {[[@3 —1)(—wp+2z—x3+1]p — \[Z (¢°+ ¢ } Ea34(tas)has(2B, 2, 23, bp, b3)

+ [[IL"B+953 —Zf \[Cb ° + ¢") } Eusa(ta )a4($B,Z,I3,bB,b3)},(A35)
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with the color factor Cr = 4/3. The amplitudes from Fig. 1 (b) are written as

FjIL{()‘ = 87TCF77’L43fB/dZdl’3/bdbb3db3

LR
Fyk;

SP
FAK*

LL

LR

SP
MR,

X

+

X

X

+

X

+
+

_l_

{ [(1 — C)(Z — 1)¢¢A + 2\/ZT0[(2 — Z)¢8 + ZQSt]gbp} Eblg(tbl)hbl(z, Zs3, b, bg)

[(1= Qa1 = Q) + Jog™ +20/Crod?[(Clws — 1) — a3) (67 + ¢7) — (¢ — ¢7)]]
Epio(tya) hea (2, 23, b, b3) }, (A36)
Rl (A3

167TCpmj§fB/dzdx3/bdbb3db3

{[@ —1)/C(z = 1)(¢" + ¢")d™ + 200" [C(z — 1) — 1] Epa(tor ) i (2, 23, b, b3)
[20/C(1 = Q)¢°¢™ + w3rod(¢ — 1) (¢ — ¢7) — 2Cropd” | Epia(tr)
hb2(27 €3, 57 53) }7 (A38)

327TCF77’L43/\/QNC/d!L’BdZdl’g/debBbdb¢B($B,bB)

{[[<2<1 e m) 4 Clen 4 2t 2 — 1) — (2 + 23)] 60

Vrol(zs + (1= Qs — 1))(0° — ¢) (6" + ¢") + 2(6" + ¢") (6" — 6") + 4¢°¢"]]
Eb34(tbg)hb3(l’3, 2,73, bB, b) + [(<2 — 1)(2 — 1)¢¢A + \/E’l“o[(((l’g — 1) — T3+ ZL’B)

(68 + 66" = 67) (= (& = 0" + 7)) Bt 2., )| (439)
32rCrm’ /2N, / dzpdzdas / bpdbgbdbds (s, bs)

Llic = 16+ DV = 616° + roblatt =€)+ = (6" +67) 4 G267 - )
20")] Evsa(tus)hus (2, 2, w3, b, b) + [(1 = 2)3/C(¢ = 1)(¢° = ¢)9" + rog[(Cas

(52 = ) (6" +67) + Co6” = o) = 266 ]| Bt 2,00 b, D) . (A0)
32nCrm’ /2N, / dzpdzdas / bpdbpbdbds (s, by)

{[(ZC +2-1)(¢ = oo™ + \/ZTO[(C(l —a3) + a5 + 13 — 1)(¢° + ¢') (9" — ")

2(¢° — ¢") (9" + ¢") — 40°0"]| Euga(ts) oz (w5, 2, 3, b, b)
(1= Q[¢(z = 2) + 23(¢ — 1) + 2p]9d™ + 1o/ C[(1 — 2)(¢° + ¢') (¢ — ¢7)

(1= Qas+ ¢ —ap)(¢° — 0") (0" + ¢")]] Essa(toa) hoa (25, 2, 3, bp, b)}, (A41)
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The amplitudes from Fig. 1 (c) are
Fry = SWCFm%FKW(S>/NS/dedx3/debBb3db3¢B(xBabB)

X {[(1 — (¢ = Dy — 1) — [ (223(¢ — 1) + ¢+ 1) 6" + (¢ — 1) (225 — 1)¢"]]
X Eea(te)he(zp, x3,bp,b3) + [C(C — 1)$B¢A + 2ro(Crp + ¢ — 1)¢P} Eoia(te2)

X th(xBax?anabi’))}a (A42)

E2P = 167Cpm/CFrex(s) / dzpdzs / bpdbgbsdbsdp(rp, bp)

< {16 =16+ i€ = 16 = 6) = 267 Easlter o, 2,0 b

+ [(¢ = Dapg® + 2ro(¢ + 25 — 1)¢”] Bus(te)he(vp, x5, bp, bg)}, (A43)
MEE = 327Cpmi /2N, / dxpdzdzs / bpdbpbdbp(xp,bp)d

< {[<<2 (s 42— D+ rolClos + 26+ 67) + aa(C — 1)(6F — ¢7)
— 2¢¢ H 634( )h63(x37 z, 23, bp, b) + [(1 - g)x3[(g - 1)¢A + T0(¢P + (bT)]
(e = D = Do + Cro(d” — 67 B, >hc4<x3,z,x3,bB,b>}, (Ad4)

MEE = 327Crmi+/C/ /2N, / drpdzdxs / bpdbpbdbp(rp,bp)

< { (€= e+ 2 — 1) + )6 + rol(C(1 = 5) + 23)(6° — 66" + 67)

(xB +2z - 1)(¢ + ¢t)(¢ ¢P)H 034( cg)hcg(l’B, z,x3,bp, b)
+ [(z = 25)(¢° — )¢ — D)o + ro(¢" — ") + (¢ = 1)rozs(¢® + ¢')
x (¢

+¢T>H 634<tc4>hc4<x3,z,xg,bB,m}, (Ad5)
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The amplitudes from Fig. 1 (d) are
Filb = 8nCpmiy fi / dzdxs / bdbbsdbs

< {16 = DI = D+ 1160% = 23/Ema(C — Dina(0” = o) +267]] Eavaltn)

X hai(2,73,b,bs) + [2[20/Cro(¢° + 68" + (1 = Q)d¢”"] — 2(¢C — 1)/Cro(¢° — &)

x ¢ Eqia(tan)hao(z, 3, b, bg)}, (A46)
Fi = —Fif, (A47)
FSP = 167Crmiy fp / dzdrs / bbby dbs

{200 V00 4 rugl((¢ = D+ 1067+ 67)+ 66" = 7)) Bl

X har(z,8,b, ) + [(1 = OV/C2(6" = )6 + 2r0(C(2 = 1) + 1)66" | Eunaltr)

X h'dZ(Za x3, ba b3) }a (A48)

Mf{;[; = BQWCFW%/\/ QNC/dZL'BdZdl’g/debBbdb¢B($B,bB)

X {[[(xB +2 = 1)+ ¢ = (25 + 2)]00™" + v/Crol(ws — ((23 — 1))(¢° — ') (6"

+ ")+ (w5 + 2 —1)(¢° + ¢")(0" — ¢") — 40°0" ] Easa(tas) has(x 5, 2, 23, b, b)
+ [(1=Q(rs — w5 +2 = 1) = 23 + 1" = \/Crol(xp — 2)(¢° — ') (0" + ¢")

(1= a)(C = D + 66" — O] Baltabas(om, 2o b)) (A1)
M = 327Crm3y/\/2N, / dxpdzdzs / bpdbpbdbp(rp,bp)

< {[<< V(s 2 - 26" + )6+ radlC(en + 2 — (67 + 67)

+ (Crg — w3 — 1)(¢ ¢T) 2C¢P]}Ed34(td3)hd3(xBa z,23,bp,b)
+ [VC(C =D (ap = 2)(@° + 6" +rodl¢(ap — 2)(6" +o7)
+ (

1 —1'3)( 1)(¢ Qb )HEd34(td4)hd4(ZL’B,Z,l’g,bg,b)}, (A50)
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SP
M3,

327TCF77’L4B/\/ QNC/de’BdZdZL'g/debBbdb¢B($B,bB)

{ [(1 - QlC(zp+ 2+ 23 —2) — 3+ 1]¢¢A + \/ZTO[@B +z—=1)(¢" - ¢t)(¢P
¢") + (23¢ — ¢ — 23)(¢° + ¢") (0" — ") + 40°0"]| Egsa(tas) has(x, 2, w3, b, b)

[
(

(1= ) (ap — 2)0¢™ + roV/C[(1 — 23)(¢ — 1)(¢° — ¢')(¢" + ¢")
xp — 2)(¢° + ¢0")(0" — ¢")]] Eusa(taa) has(zp, 2, 23, b, b)}, (A51)

Appendix B: PQCD functions

In this section, we group the functions which appear in the factorization formulas of this

work.

With ¢ =

1751

ly3

tpa

ta1

tas

taa

(1—-¢), 3= (1 —x3) and Z = (1 — 2), the involved hard scales are chosen as

max {mpy/z, 1/bg, 1/b}, tagzmax{mB\/\xB—d, 1/bp, 1/6}, (B1)
max{mB\/sz, mp\/ 2|CZs — 25|, 1/bp, 1/63}, (B2)

wa (o /5, oo — 220, 1o 1700 (B3
max {msvT =2, 1/b, 1/bs}, t :max{mgm, /b, 1/53}, (B4)
s {26+ 20), 1= o0 — ). U, 170} (B5)
{ima o+ aad), mayfolen = ¢ = axdl. 1w, 10}, (B6)
{imafasd, 1o 1}t = o {omfond. 10m, 1/ ()
{mafomand, momflt = = 2lls + ). 1/, 10} (B3)
s fnfomand, man o = 2ieaG, 1o 18}, (BY)
{
{
{

mp Lf’gzg, mB\/l— ($3§+C)(1—SL’B —Z), 1/[)3, 1/b}, (Bll)

mpg jng, mB\/‘SL’B—Zﬁ’gE, 1/()3, 1/[)} (B12)
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The hard functions are written as

hal(l’B,Z,bB,b) = Ko(mB@bB) [‘9(()3 — b)Ko(mB\/EbB)IO(mB\/Eb)
(b b)) Si2), (B13)
hag(Z’B,Z,bB,b) = KO mB\/@b St(SL’B)

b — bB HO mB\/C — bi)JO(mB\/C — SL’BbB)

b 4 bB rp < C (B14)
b — bB KO vaxB — b)[o(mB\/ZL'B — bB)
b AN bB rp 2 Ca

hag(l'B,Z,fL’g,bB,bg) = [9 bB — bg KO mB\/szbB)Io(mB\/szbg) (bB <> bg):|

o Z7rH0 (mpy/2z ng — x5]bs), (T3 > zp, (B15)

Ko(mpy/z[xp — (Z3)bs), (Z3 < xp,
ha4(xB7 Z,T3, bB, bg) [9 B — b3 K(] mB\/szbB)[o(mB\/szbg) (bB < bg)}
Z7rI{ mB\/ZlL'gg—[L’B bg [L’gg_> rRB, (B16)
o(mpy/ z[xp — x3(]bs), 3¢ < g,
1T
hyi(z, z3,b,b3) = (—) o (mpy/z C+$3C)bs)5t( )

2
x [0(b— bs) H (mB\/l — 2b) Jo(mpV/1 — zb3) + (b > b3)],(B17)

%) 01 (mpy/ 2 C+$3C)b)5t(x3) [9(6_ bs)

x HY (mpy/ ¢ + 23Cb) Jo(mpr/ ¢ + 23Cbs) + (b 5 bs)],  (B18)

T (253, 2, 5, by, b) = —KO (miy/1 — 2(@5¢ — 25)bs) [6(b5 — b)

% H (i [2(C + 50)0bs) Jo(ms\ /2 + 250)b) + (bs > b)), (B19)
hua(, 7, b5, 8) = (0065 ~ D HS (misy[2(C + 50)bi)

X Jo(mis\JZ(C + 2s0) + (b > D)

X %Hél) (mB_\/E(C + x3§ — xB)bB)u rp < C + x3§: (BQO)
Ko(mp\/Z(zp — ¢ — 23()bp), rp > ¢+ a3,

hei(zp,3,bp,b3) = Ko(mpy/xpwsCbp)[0(bs — bs) Ko(mpy/x3¢bp)

X Io(mB ngbg) + (bg <~ bB)} St(l’g), (le)

h’bZ(Z> X3, ba b3)
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th(xBux37bB7b3> = hcl $3,$B,b3,b3) (B22>
bB — b K() mB I’Bl’ggbB)lo(mB ZL’Bl'ng) (bB < b)}

[0
{ %H(l (mpy/ (1 —ap — 2)[x3¢ + (), xp+2<1, (B23)
Ko(mp/(zp + 2 — 1)z + (]b), xp+ 2z > 1,

hc3(xBa Z,T3, bBa b) =

hc4(£li'B, Z,T3, bB, b) = [9 bB — b K() mB I’Bl’ggbB)lo(mB ZL’Bl'ng) (bB <> b):|

i (1
% {7}[0 mB\/SL’g Z—LL’B b rp < Z, (B24)
(mpy/x3(xp — 2)Cb), rp 2 z,
™
hdl (Z, xrs3, b, bg) = 5) mB IgZCb)St(I3) [H(b — b3)

X Hél B/ 1— l’ng)Jg(mB\/ 1— l’gébg) + (b <~ bg)}, (B25)

hd2(2,l’3,b,b3) = ( ) mB LL’3ZCb3)St( )

x [9(b—b3)H( (s 2Cb) Jo(mis [ 2Cbs) + (b > b)) (B26)

hdg(l'B,Z,l’g,bB,b) = ? 0 mB\/l—l’g 1—$B—Z)C+($B+Z—1)<b3)

X [H(bB — b)H (mB\/ i’gZEbB)Jo(mB\/ i’gZ&b) + (bB < b)}, (B27)
hd4(ZL’B, Z,T3, bB, b) = 2 [H(bB — b) (mB\/ l’gZCbB)Jo(mB\/ l’gZCb) (bB < b)]

%Ho(l)(mgv ZZ’g(Z — I’B)Ebg), rp < Zz, (B28)
Ko(mp/Z3(zp — 2)Cbp), rB > z,

where H ( ) = Jo(x) + 1Yo(x). The factor Si(x) with the expression [158]

X

21+2Cl"(3/2 + C)
Vrl(1+¢)

resums the threshold logarithms In?y appearing in the hard kernels to all orders, and the
parameter ¢ has its expression as ¢ = 0.04Q* — 0.51Q + 1.87 with @Q? the invariant mass
square of the final state f in the B — f transition [143, 159].

The evolution factors in the factorization expressions are given by

Si(x) =

[x(1 =) (B29)

Baa(t) = ay(t) exp[—Sp(t) — Sz (1), (B30)
Eusa(t) = ay(t) exp[—Sp(t) — Sk (t) — Shllombs. (B31)
Bya(t) = o(t) exp[—Sks — Su(t)], (B32)
Eyaa(t) = o(t) exp[—Sa(t) — ks (t) — Sullbgs, (B33)
Eaa(t) = as(t) exp[=Sp(t) — Sk; (1)), (B34)
Eua(t) = o(t) exp[—Sa(t) — Skz (t) — Sullby=bs (B35)
Eaa(t) = Eyal(t), (B36)
Eupsa(t) = Eya(t), (B37)
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in which the Sudakov exponents are defined as

mpg 5 t dﬂ _
S :s<x —,b)+—/ —,(as(f2)), B38
s =5 (wp0n) v [ Sonlen) (B33)
t —
mpg mpg dM _
S*:s<z—,b)+s<1—z—,b)+2/ —q(as(ft)), B39
K NG ( )\/i o T q(as()) (B39)
t _
mpg mpg dM _
Sy, = s|laxzs—,b3| +s|(1—x23)—,b +2/ — (g , B40
= (w2n) s (0w ) w2 [ o). @
with the quark anomalous dimension v, = —a, /7. The explicit form for the function s(Q, b)
is [152]
A <q> A R A®@) (q ) {A@) AWM <62“/E_1>:|
s5(Q,0)) = —qn|=z)——(¢—b)+—|=—1] — — In
@b = ggam(3) - 55 (1-0) + 37 (3 w1 "\
g\  ADB, |In(2¢)+1 W@2b)+1| AV, .
In( = — - In*(2g¢) — In“(2b) | ,(B41
with the variables are
¢=MW[Q/(V2A)], b=1n[1/(bA)], (B42)
and the coefficients A® and f; are
Bl - 192 ) B2 - 24 ) A - 37
67 w2 10 8 1
A = — — — ~Biln(ze™® B4

where n; is the number of the quark flavors and vz is the Euler constant.
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