arXiv:2303.08567v2 [hep-ph] 19 Jun 2023

Contributions of K^∗_0 (1430) and K^∗_0 (1950) in the charmed three-body B meson decays

Bo-Yan Cui^1 and Ya-Hui Chen^{2∗}

1School of Physics, Nankai University, Weijin Road 94, 300071 Tianjin, P.R. China and

2Department of Physics, College of Basic Medical Sciences, Army Medical University, Chongqing 400038, P.R. China (Dated: December 10, 2023)

In this work, we investigate the resonant contributions of K^∗_0 (1430) and K^∗_0 (1950) in the threebody B_{(s)} → D_{(s)}Kπ within the perturbative QCD approach. The form factor F_{kπ} (s) are adopted to describe the nonperturbative dynamics of the S-wave Kπ system. The branching ratios of all concerned decays are calculated and predicted to be in the order of 10^{−10} to 10^{−5}. The ratio R of branching fractions between B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^+π^− and B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^−π^+ are predicted to be 0.0552, which implies the discrepancy for the LHCb measurements. We expect that the predictions in this work can be tested by the future experiments, especially, to resolve R ratio discrepancy.

PACS numbers: 13.20.He, 13.25.Hw, 13.30.Eg

I. INTRODUCTION

Decays of the type B → Dhh^′, where a B meson decays to a charmed meson and two light pseudoscalar mesons, have attracted people’s attention in recent years. On the one hand, the studies of these three-body processes have shown the potential to constrain the parameters of the unitarity triangle. For instance, the decay B^0 → D̄^0π^+π^− is sensitive to measure the CKM angle β [1–3], while Dalitz plot analysis of the decays B^0 → D̄^0K^+π^− and B^0_s → D̄^0K^+K^−can further improve the determination of the CKM angle γ [4–7]. On the other hand, the B → Dhh^′ decays provide opportunities for probing the rich resonant structure in the final states, including the spectroscopy of charmed mesons and the components in two light mesons system. A series of results in this area have been acquired from the measurements performed by the Belle [8–10], BaBar [11–14] and LHCb [3, 5, 7, 15–20] Collaborations.

In theory, a direct analysis of the three-body B decays is particularly difficult on account of the entangled resonant and nonresonant contributions, the complex interplay between the weak processes and the low-energy strong interactions [21], and other possible final state interactions [22, 23]. Fortunately, most of three-body hadronic B meson decay processes are considered to be dominated by the low-energy S-, P - and D-wave resonant states, which could be treated in the quasi-two-body framework. By neglecting the interactions between the meson pair originated from the resonant states and the bachelor particle in the final states, the factorization theorem is still valid as in the two-body case [24, 25], and substantial theoretical efforts for different quasi-two-body B meson decays has been made within different theoretical approaches [26–47]. As well, the contributions from various intermediate resonant state for the three-body decays B → Dhh^′ have been investigated in Ref. [48–53].

The understanding of the scalar mesons is a difficult and long-standing issue [54]. The scalar resonances usually have large decay widths which make them overlap strongly with the background. In the specific regions, such as the KK̄ and ηη thresholds, cusps in the line shapes of the near-by resonances will appear due to the contraction of the phase space. Moreover, the inner natures of scalars are still not completely clear. Part of them, especially the ones below 1 GeV, have also been interpreted as glueballs, meson-meson bound states or multi-quark states, besides the traditional quark-antiquark configurations [55–66]. The K^∗_0 (1430) is perhaps the least controversial of the light scalar mesons and generally believed to be a qq̄ state [67]. It predominantly couples to the Kπ channel and has been studied experimentally in many charmless three-body B meson decays [68–75]. Recently, measurements of the charmed three-body decays B^0 → D̄^0K^+π^− and B^0_s → D̄^0K^+π^− involving the resonant state K^∗_0 (1430) were also presented by LHCb [5, 16]. In addition, the subprocess K^∗_0 (1950) → Kπ which often ignored in literatures has also been considered in Ref. [16].

In the framework of the PQCD approach [76–78], the investigation of S-wave Kπ contributions to the B^0_{(s)} → ψKπ decays was carried out in Ref. [79]. In a more recent work [80], contributions of the resonant states K^∗_0 (1430) and

∗Electronic address: yahuierdongchen@163.com

FIG. 1: Typical diagrams for the quasi-two-body decays B_{(s)} → D_{(s)}K^∗_0 (1430, 1950) → D_{(s)}Kπ including the emission diagram (a) with the B → K^∗_0 (1430, 1950) transition, the emission diagram (c) with the B → D transition, and the annihilation diagrams (b) and (d). The symbol ⊗ stands for the weak vertex and × denotes possible attachments of hard gluons.

K^∗_0 (1950) in the three-body decays B → Kπh (h = K, π) were studied systematically within the same method. The K^∗_0 (1430) is treated as the lowest lying qq̄ state in view of the controversy for K^∗_0 (700), and the scalar Kπ timelike form factor F_{Kπ}(s) was also discussed in detail. Motivated by the related results measured by LHCb[5, 16], we shall extent the previous work [80] to the study of the charmed three-body B decays and analyse the contributions of the resonances K^∗_0 (1430) and K^∗_0 (1950) in the B → DKπ decays in this work.

The rest of this article is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we give a brief review of the framework of the PQCD approach. The numerical results and phenomenological discussions are presented in Sec. III and a short summary is given in Sec. IV, respectively. Finally, the relevant factorization formulae for the decay amplitudes are collected in the Appendix.

II. FRAMEWORK

In the light-cone coordinate system, the B meson momentum p_B , the total momentum of the Kπ pair and the D meson momentum p_3 under the rest frame of B meson can be written as

p_B = m_B √ 2 (1, 1, 0_T), p = m_B √ 2 (1 − r^2, η, 0_T), p_3 = m_B √ 2 (r^2, 1 − η, 0_T), (1)

with m_B being the B meson mass and the mass ratio r = m_D/m_B . The variable η equals to s/(m^2_B − m^2_D) where s is the invariant mass squared of Kπ pair in the range from (m_K + m_π)^2 to (m_B − m_D)^2. We also set the momenta of the light quarks in the B meson, the Kπ pair and the D meson as K_B , K and K_3, and have the definitions as follow

k_B = ( 0, m_B √ 2 x_B , k_{BT} ) , k = ( m_B √ 2 (1 − r^2)z, 0, k_T ) , k_3 = ( 0, m_B √ 2 (1 − η)x_3, k_{3T} ) , (2)

where x_B , z and x_3 are the momentum fractions and run from zero to unity.

In the PQCD approach, the decay amplitude for the quasi-two-body decay B_{(s)} → D_{(s)}K^∗_0 (1430, 1950) → D_{(s)}Kπ can be expressed as the convolution [81] A = ϕ_B ⊗ H ⊗ ϕ_D ⊗ ϕ_{Kπ} , (3) where the symbol H represents the hard kernel with single hard gluon exchange. ϕ_B and ϕ_D are the distribution amplitudes for the B and D mesons, respectively. ϕ_{Kπ} denotes the distribution amplitude for the Kπ pair with certain spin in the resonant region. In this work, we use the same distribution amplitudes for the B_{(s)} and D_{(s)} mesons as in Ref [50] where one can easily find their expressions and the relevant parameters. Inspired by generalized distribution amplitude [82–85], the generalized LCDA for two-meson system are introduced [81, 86] for three-body B-meson decay in the framework of PQCD approach and the heavy-to-light transition form factor in light-cone sum rules, respectively. The nonlocal matrix elements of vacuum to Kπ with various spin projector can be written as ⟨Kπ|s̄(x) γ_μ q(0)|0⟩ = p_μ ∫_1 0 dz e^{i z p·x} ϕ^0(z, s) , (4) ⟨Kπ|s̄(x) q(0)|0⟩ = √ s ∫_1 0 dz e^{i z p·x} ϕ^s(z, s) , (5) ⟨Kπ|s̄(x) σ_{μν} q(0)|0⟩ = − √ s 6 (p_μx_ν − p_ν x_μ)

∫_1 0 dz e^{i z p·x} ϕ^t(z, s) , (6) the Kπ S-wave distribution amplitude is chosen as [80] Φ_{Kπ}(z, s) = 1 √ 2N_c [ p/ϕ^0(z, s) + √ sϕ^s(z, s) + √ s(n/v/ − 1)ϕ^t(z, s) ] , (7)

where n = (1, 0, 0_T ) and v = (0, 1, 0_T ) are the dimensionless lightlike unit vectors. The twist-2 and twist-3 light-cone

distribution amplitudes have the form

ϕ^0(z, s) = F_{Kπ}(s) 2 √ 2N_c 6z(1 − z) [ a_0(μ) + ∞∑ m=1 a_m(μ)C^{3/2}_m (2z − 1) ] , ϕ^s(z, s) = F_{Kπ}(s) 2 √ 2N_c , ϕ^t(z, s) = F_{Kπ}(s) 2 √ 2N_c (1 − 2z). (8)

Here, C^{3/2}_m are the Gegenbauer polynomials, a_m(μ) are the Gegenbauer moments and F_{Kπ}(s) is the scalar form factor

for the Kπ pair. In this work, we adopt the same formulae and parameters for the Kπ S-wave distribution amplitude

as them in Ref. [80].

According to the typical Feynman diagrams as shown in Fig. 1 and the quark currents for each decays, the decay

amplitudes for the considered quasi-two-body decays B → DK^∗_0 (1430, 1950) → DKπ are given as A ( B^+ → D^0[K^{∗+}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{ub}V_{cs} { a_2F_{T K} + C_2M_{T K} + a_1F_{AD} + C_1M_{AD} } , (9) A ( B^+ → D̄^0[K^{∗+}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{cb}V_{us} { a_2F_{T K} + C_2M^′_{T K} + a_1F_{T D} + C_1M_{T D} } , (10) A ( B^+ → D^+[K^{∗0}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{ub}V_{cs} { a_1F_{AD} + C_1M_{AD} } , (11) A ( B^+ → D^+_s [K̄^{∗0}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{ub}V_{cd} { a_1F_{AD} + C_1M_{AD} } , (12) A ( B^0 → D^0[K^{∗0}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{ub}V_{cs} { a_2F_{T K} + C_2M_{T K} } , (13) A ( B^0 → D̄^0[K^{∗0}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{cb}V_{us} { a_2F_{T K} + C_2M^′_{T K} } , (14) A ( B^0 → D^−[K^{∗+}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{cb}V_{us} { a_1F_{T D} + C_1M_{T D} } , (15) A ( B^0 → D^−_s [K^{∗+}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{cb}V_{ud} { a_2F_{AK} + C_2M_{AK} } , (16) A ( B^0 → D^+_s [K^{∗−}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{ub}V_{cd} { a_2F_{AD} + C_2M_{AD} } , (17) A ( B_s → D^0[K̄^{∗0}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{ub}V_{cd} { a_2F_{T K} + C_2M_{T K} } , (18) A ( B_s → D̄^0[K̄^{∗0}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{cb}V_{ud} { a_2F_{T K} + C_2M^′_{T K} } , (19) A ( B_s → D^+[K^{∗−}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{ub}V_{cd} { a_1F_{T K} + C_1M_{T K} } , (20) A ( B_s → D^−_s [K^{∗+}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{cb}V_{us} { a_1F_{T D} + C_1M_{T D} + a_2F_{AK} + C_2M_{AK} } , (21) A ( B_s → D^+_s [K^{∗−}_0 →]Kπ ) = G_F √ 2 V^∗_{ub}V_{cs} { a_1F_{T K} + C_1M_{T K} + a_2F_{AD} + C_2M_{AD} } , (22)

where G_F is the Fermi constant, V_{ij} is the CKM matrix element, and the combinations of the Wilson coefficients a_{1,2}

are defined as a_1 = C_1/3 + C_2 and a_2 = C_2/3 + C_1. The expressions of individual amplitudes F_{T K} , F_{T D} , F_{AK} , F_{AD},

M^{(′)}_{T K} , M_{T D}, M_{AK} and M_{AD} from different subdiagrams in Fig. 1 are collected in the Appendix.

At last, we give the definition of the differential branching ratio for the considered quasi-two-body decays dB ds = τ_B |⃗p_1||⃗p_3| 64π^3m^3_B

|A|^2. (23)

In the center-of-mass frame of Kπ system, the magnitudes of the momenta |⃗p_1| and |⃗p_3| can be expressed as |⃗p_1| = 1 2 √ [(m^2_K − m^2_π)^2 − 2(m^2_K + m^2_π)s + s^2]/s, |⃗p_3| = 1 2 √ [(m^2_B − m^2_D )^2 − 2(m^2_B + m^2_D)s + s^2]/s. (24)

III. RESULTS

In the numerical calculations, the masses of the involved mesons (GeV), the lifetime of the B mesons (ps), the resonance decay widths (GeV) and the Wolfenstein parameters are taken from the Review of P article P hysics [54]

m_B± = 5.279, m_B0 = 5.280, m_B0_s = 5.367, m_D0_/¯_D0 = 1.865, m_D± = 1.870, m_D±_s = 1.968, m_K± = 0.494, m_K0_/¯_K0 = 0.498, m_π0 = 0.135, m_π± = 0.140, m_K∗_{0 (1430)} = 1.425, m_K∗_{0 (1950)} = 1.945, τ_B0 = 1.519, τ_B± = 1.638, τ_B0_s = 1.515, Γ_K∗_{0 (1430)} = 0.270 ± 0.080, Γ_K∗_{0 (1950)} = 0.201 ± 0.090, A = 0.790^{+0.017}_{−0.012}, λ = 0.22650 ± 0.00048, ρ̄ = 0.141^{+0.016}_{−0.017} η̄ = 0.357 ± 0.011. (25)

The decay constants of the B_{(s)} and D_{(s)} mesons are set to the values f_{B(s)} = 0.190 (0.230) GeV and f_{D(s)} = 0.212 (0.250) GeV [87].

By integrating the differential branching ratio in Eq. (23), we obtain the branching ratios for the considered quasitwo-body processes with the intermediate resonances K^∗_0 (1430) and K^∗_0 (1950) in Tables I and II, respectively. The first error is induced by the shape parameters ω_{B(s)} = 0.40±0.04 (0.50±0.05) GeV in the distribution amplitude for the B_{(s)} meson. The second and third errors come from the Gegenbauer moments a_3 = −0.42 ± 0.22 and a_1 = −0.57 ± 0.13 in the Kπ S-wave distribution amplitude, respectively. The decay widths Γ_K∗_{0 (1430)} = 0.270±0.080 GeV and Γ_K∗_{0 (1950)} = 0.201 ± 0.090 GeV contribute the fourth error. The last one is due to the parameter C_{D(s)} = 0.5 ± 0.1 (0.4 ± 0.1) in the distribution amplitude for D_{(s)} meson. The uncertainties from other parameters are comparatively small and have been neglected.

TABLE I: PQCD predictions for the branching fractions of the quasi-two-body decays B → D_{(s)}K0(1430)^∗ → D_{(s)}Kπ together with the available experimental data.

Mode Unit B Data B^+ → D^0K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D^0 K^0π^+ (10^{−6} ) 4.15 ± 0.30(ωB ) ± 0.16(B3 ) ± 0.15(B1 ) ± 0.25(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.02(CD ) - B^+ → D̄^0K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D̄^0 K^0π^+ (10^{−5} ) 2.50 ± 0.17(ωB ) ± 0.28(B3 ) ± 0.04(B1 ) ± 0.20(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.03(CD ) - B^+ → D^+K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^+K^+π^− (10^{−8} ) 2.14 ± 0.87(ωB ) ± 0.55(B3 ) ± 0.30(B1 ) ± 0.07(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.05(CD ) - B^+ → D^+_s K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^+_s K^−π^+ (10^{−9} ) 2.75 ± 0.70(ωB ) ± 1.18(B3 ) ± 0.68(B1 ) ± 0.06(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.22(CD ) - B^0 → D^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^0K^+π^− (10^{−6} ) 3.90 ± 0.28(ωB ) ± 0.01(B3 ) ± 0.13(B1 ) ± 0.23(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.01(CD ) - B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^+π^− (10^{−5} ) 2.23 ± 0.18(ωB ) ± 0.24(B3 ) ± 0.06(B1 ) ± 0.15(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.05(CD ) 0.71 [5] B^0 → D^−K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D^−K^0π^+ (10^{−7} ) 1.08 ± 0.17(ωB ) ± 0.34(B3 ) ± 0.12(B1 ) ± 0.06(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.02(CD ) - B^0 → D^−_s K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D^−_s K^0π^+ (10^{−6} ) 2.17 ± 1.08(ωB ) ± 1.20(B3 ) ± 0.75(B1 ) ± 0.10(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.10(CD ) - B^0 → D^+_s K^{∗−}_0 (1430) → D^+_s K̄^0π^− (10^{−9} ) 4.24 ± 1.99(ωB ) ± 1.97(B3 ) ± 0.61(B1 ) ± 0.14(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.09(CD ) - B^0_s → D^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^0K^−π^+ (10^{−7} ) 2.07 ± 0.17(ωB ) ± 0.20(B3 ) ± 0.11(B1 ) ± 0.13(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.01(CD ) - B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^−π^+ (10^{−4} ) 3.76 ± 0.16(ωB ) ± 0.43(B3 ) ± 0.08(B1 ) ± 0.23(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.03(CD ) 3.00 [16] B^0_s → D^+K^{∗−}_0 (1430) → D^+K̄^0π^− (10^{−6} ) 7.67 ± 1.71(ωB ) ± 0.43(B3 ) ± 0.32(B1 ) ± 0.48(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.01(CD ) - B^0_s → D^−_s K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D^−_s K^0π^+ (10^{−7} ) 1.65 ± 0.28(ωB ) ± 0.25(B3 ) ± 0.16(B1 ) ± 0.26(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.26(CD ) - B^0_s → D^+_s K^{∗−}_0 (1430) → D^+_s K̄^0π^− (10^{−4} ) 1.96 ± 0.44(ωB ) ± 0.16(B3 ) ± 0.08(B1 ) ± 0.12(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.01(CD ) -

From the numerical results as listed in Tables I and II, we have the following comments:

TABLE II: PQCD predictions for the branching fractions of the quasi-two-body decays B → D_{(s)}K0(1950)^∗ → DKπ together with the available experimental data.

Mode Unit B Data B^+ → D^0K^{∗+}_0 (1950) → D^0K^0π^+ (10^{−7}) 1.39 ± 0.60(ωB ) ± 0.13(B3 ) ± 0.12(B1 ) ± 0.04(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.04(CD ) - B^+ → D̄^0K^{∗+}_0 (1950) → D̄^0K^0π^+ (10^{−7}) 5.52 ± 2.70(ωB ) ± 0.57(B3 ) ± 0.08(B1 ) ± 0.34(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.12(CD ) - B^+ → D^+K^{∗0}_0 (1950) → D^+K^+π^− (10^{−9}) 1.31 ± 0.37(ωB ) ± 0.17(B3 ) ± 0.10(B1 ) ± 0.10(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.12(CD ) - B^+ → D^+_s K̄^{∗0}_0 (1950) → D^+_s K^−π^+ (10^{−10}) 1.94 ± 0.44(ωB ) ± 0.82(B3 ) ± 0.44(B1 ) ± 0.02(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.21(CD ) - B^0 → D^0K^{∗0}_0 (1950) → D^0K^+π^− (10^{−7}) 1.30 ± 0.57(ωB ) ± 0.16(B3 ) ± 0.12(B1 ) ± 0.07(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.01(CD ) - B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1950) → D̄^0K^+π^− (10^{−7}) 5.23 ± 2.14(ωB ) ± 0.23(B3 ) ± 0.06(B1 ) ± 0.24(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.14(CD ) - B^0 → D^−K^{∗+}_0 (1950) → D^−K^0π^+ (10^{−9}) 4.32 ± 0.38(ωB ) ± 1.21(B3 ) ± 0.42(B1 ) ± 0.24(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.43(CD ) - B^0 → D^−_s K^{∗+}_0 (1950) → D^−_s K^0π^+ (10^{−7}) 1.04 ± 0.57(ωB ) ± 0.70(B3 ) ± 0.29(B1 ) ± 0.03(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.05(CD ) - B^0 → D^+_s K^{∗−}_0 (1950) → D^+_s K̄^0π^− (10^{−10}) 2.59 ± 1.18(ωB ) ± 1.05(B3 ) ± 0.49(B1 ) ± 0.10(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.07(CD ) - B^0_s → D^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1950) → D^0K^−π^+ (10^{−9}) 9.77 ± 2.68(ωB ) ± 0.69(B3 ) ± 0.42(B1 ) ± 0.38(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.08(CD ) - B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1950) → D̄^0K^−π^+ (10^{−5}) 1.72 ± 0.44(ωB ) ± 0.18(B3 ) ± 0.04(B1 ) ± 0.05(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.01(CD ) < 11 [16] B^0_s → D^+K^{∗−}_0 (1950) → D^+K̄^0π^− (10^{−7}) 3.48 ± 1.50(ωB ) ± 0.10(B3 ) ± 0.07(B1 ) ± 0.16(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.01(CD ) - B^0_s → D^−_s K^{∗+}_0 (1950) → D^−_s K^0π^+ (10^{−9}) 1.12 ± 0.28(ωB ) ± 0.11(B3 ) ± 0.07(B1 ) ± 0.8(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.03(CD ) - B^0_s → D^+_s K^{∗−}_0 (1950) → D^+_s K̄^0π^− (10^{−6}) 8.37 ± 3.71(ωB ) ± 0.22(B3 ) ± 0.12(B1 ) ± 0.39(Γ_K∗_0 ) ± 0.02(CD ) -

(1) In the B → DR → DKπ decays, we can extract the two-body branching fractions B(B → DR) by using the relation under the quasi-two-body approximation B(B → DR → DKπ) = B(B → DR) · B(R → Kπ) . (26) For the branching fractions of two-body decays with K^∗_0 (1430) and K^∗_0 (1950), we shall apply

B(K^{∗0}_0 → K^+π^−) = B(K̄^{∗0}_0 → K^−π^+) = B(K^{∗+}_0 → K^0π^+) = B(K^{∗−}_0 → K̄^0π^−) = 2 3 B(K^∗_0 → Kπ). (27)

and the values

B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) = (93 ± 10)%, B(K̄^∗_0 (1950) → K^−π^+) = (52 ± 14)%. (28)

Combined with results listed in Tables I and II, one can obtain the related two-body branching fractions, for examples, B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) = 6.06 ± 0.65 × 10^{−4} and B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1950) = 3.31 ± 0.89 × 10^{−5}, where the errors are propagated from eq. (28).

(2) The PQCD prediction for the branching fraction B(B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^−π^+) agrees with LHCb’s data (3.00 ± 0.24 ± 0.11 ± 0.50 ± 0.44) × 10^{−4} [16] within errors, while the PQCD predicted B(B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄0K+π−) is much larger than the value (0.71 ± 0.27 ± 0.33 ± 0.47 ± 0.08) × 10−5 measured by LHCb [5] with significant uncertainties. By comparison, one can find that the decay modes B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^−π^+ and B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^+π^− contain the same decay topology when neglecting the differences of hadronic parameters between B^0 and B^0_s . Then, we evaluate the ratio R = B(B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^+π^−) B(B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^−π^+) ≈ | | | | V_{us} V_{ud} | | | | 2 · τ_B0 τ_B0_s

= 0.0534 , (29)

which is close to the PQCD prediction 0.0593 by using the results listed in Table I, but different from the value 0.0237 acquired from the central values of the measured branching ratio by LHCb [5, 16]. One can find that in the Ref [16], the K^∗_0 (1430) component receive 20% fit fraction of total B(B^0_s → D̄^0K^−π^+), but in Ref [5, 16], K^∗_0 (1430) component receive only 5.1% of total B(B^0 → D̄^0K^+π^−). The K^∗_0 (1430) component playing a such different role in two different process, however, on the theoretical side, the decay amplitudes are exactly same for B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^+π^− and B^0_s → D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^−π^+ if we neglect the SU(3) symmetry breaking effect, R ratio will independent of theoretical framework. More precise measurements and more proper partial wave analysis are needed to resolve the discrepancy.

(3) For the CKM suppressed decay modes B^0_s → D^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^0K^−π^+, their branching ratios are much smaller than the corresponding results of B^0_s → D^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^0K^−π^+ decays as predicted by PQCD in this work. The major reason comes from the strong CKM suppression factor R_{CKM} = | | | | V^∗_{ub}V_{cd} V^∗_{cb}V_{ud} | | | | 2 ≈ λ^4(ρ̄^2 + η̄^2) ≈ 3 × 10^{−4} , (30)

as discussed in Ref [89]. The non-vanishing charm quark mass in the fermion propagator generates the main differences between the^{B0s →D0K̄∗00 (1430)→D0 K−π+}

B^0_s →D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430)→D̄^0 K^−π^+ and RCKM . Similarly, for the B

+ → D^0K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D^0K^0π^+

decay and B^+ → D̄^0K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^0π^+ decay, there still exist the CKM suppression but much moderate than the previous cases: R^s_{CKM} = | | | | V^∗_{ub}V_{cs} V^∗_{cb}V_{us} | | | | 2 ≈ (ρ̄^2 + η̄^2) ≈ 0.147 (31)

from Table I we have R^{s1}_{CKM} = B(B^+ → D^0K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D^0K^0π^+) B(B^+ → D̄^0K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^0π^+)

≈ 0.166 , (32) R^{s2}_{CKM} = B(B^0 → D^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^0K^+π^−) B(B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^+π^−)

≈ 0.175 . (33)

The main differences between the R^s_{CKM} and R^{s1,s2}_{CKM} comes from the nonvanishing charm quark mass contributions in the non-factorizable B → K^∗_0 (1430) emission diagram. We also suggest more study on the decay mode B^0_s → D^+_s K^{∗−}_0 (1430) → D^+_s K̄^0π^− because it has a large branching ratio and can be found in future experiments.

(4) K^∗_0 (1430) was often parameterized by LASS lineshape [90] in partial wave analysis, which incorporate both cusps resonance and slowly varying nonresonance contribution, and it was applied in LHCb measurements [5, 16]. However, rigorous theoretical calculation for nonresonance contribution in the context of PQCD framework is still absent [80], the comparison between theoretical calculations and experiment measurements focus only on the S-wave K^∗_0 (1430) contribution. More attempts can be make in future study to parameterize the nonresonance contribution for sake of giving a more reliable result.

(5) The CP -averaged branching fraction of the charmless quasi-two-body decay involving the intermediate state K^∗_0 (1950) is predicted to be about one magnitude smaller than the corresponding process containing K^∗_0 (1430) in [80]. In quasi-two-body charmed decays, the ratio of branching fractions between Table II and I are about few percentage, which are smaller than that of charmless cases mainly due to the absence of (S − P )(S + P ) amplitude, which receive resonance pole mass enhancement as discussed in [80]. And the more compact phase space can also reduce the branching fractions for the decay mode involving K^∗_0 (1950). From the partial wave analysis in [16], the K^∗_0 (1950) mode is measured to be about 1.5% than that of K^∗_0 (1430) mode , which is about one third of our prediction, ie. 4.6%, more precise measurements and more reliable theoretical predictions are needed in the future study.

(6) In Fig. 2, we show the Kπ invariant mass-dependent differential branching fraction for the quasi-two-body decays B^0_s → D̄^{∗0}_0 K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^{∗0}_0 K^−π^+ (solid line) and B^0_s → D̄^{∗0}_0 K̄^{∗0}_0 (1950) → D̄^{∗0}_0 K^−π^+ (dashed line). One can easily find that the main portion of the branching fraction comes from the region around the pole mass of the corresponding resonant states, the contributions from the m_{Kπ} mass region greater than 3 GeV is evaluated about 0.4% compared with the whole kinematic region (i.e. [m_K + m_π, m_B − m_D]) in this work and can be safely neglected.

IV. CONCLUSION

Motivated by the phenomenological importance of the charmed three-body hadronic B-meson decays, in the present work we have studied the quasi-two-body decays B_{(s)} → D_{(s)}K^∗_0 (1430, 1950) → D_{(s)}Kπ in the PQCD factorization approach with the help of the scalar form factor F_{kπ} (s) as a nonperturbative input. The branching ratios of all concerned decays are calculated, and are of the order 10^{−10} to 10^{−5}, the corresponding two-body branching fractions

FIG. 2: The Kπ invariant mass-dependent differential branching fraction for B^0_s → D̄^{∗0}_0 K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^{∗0}_0 K^−π^+ (solid line) and B^0_s → D̄^{∗0}_0 K̄^{∗0}_0 (1950) → D̄^{∗0}_0 K^−π^+ (dashed line).

can be obtained by using the quasi-two-body approximation relation in Eq (26). Under SU(3) flavor symmetry,

we found the theoretical framework independent ratio R =^{B(B0 →D̄0K∗00 (1430)→D̄0 K+π−)}

B(B^0_s →D̄^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430)→D̄^0 K^−π^+) ≈ | | |^{Vus}_{Vud} | | |^2 ·^{τB0}_{τB0s} ≈ 0.0534

by neglecting the differences of hadronic parameters between B^0 and B^0_s , this result is consistent with our PQCD prediction, but inconsistent with LHCb measurements. For the decays B^0_s → D^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^0K^−π^+ and B^0_s → D^0K̄^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^0K^−π^+, the great difference in their corresponding branching fractions can be understood by a strong CKM suppression factor R_{CKM} ≈ λ^4(ρ̄^2 + η̄^2) ≈ 3 × 10^{−4}, while the moderate difference between B^+ → D^0K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D^0K^0π^+ and B^+ → D̄^0K^{∗+}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^0π^+ as well as B^0 → D^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D^0K^+π^− and B^0 → D̄^0K^{∗0}_0 (1430) → D̄^0K^+π^− are mainly due to the R^s_{CKM} ≈ (ρ̄^2 + η̄^2) ≈ 0.147. More reliable theoretical predictions are needed in the future study for the nonresonance contribution and S-wave K^∗_0 (1950) contribution. We hope the predictions in this work can be tested by the future experiments, especially, to resolve R ratio discrepancy.

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to Ai-jun Ma for helpful comments. This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No. 11947040.

Appendix: Decay Amplitudes

The factorization formulae for the individual amplitudes from different subdiagrams in Fig. 1 are

F_{T K} = 8πC_F m^4_B f_D ∫ dx_B dz ∫ b_Bdb_B bdbϕ_B (x_B , b_B ) {[√ η(1 − r^2)[ϕ^s(r^2(−2zη + 2z + 1)

+ (η − 1)(2z − 1)) − ϕ^t ( 1 + η + r^2(2(η − 1)z + 1) + 2z(1 − η) ) ] − ϕ^0((η − 1)r^4z

+ r^2(−2η(z + 1) + 2z + 1) + (η − 1)(z + 1)) ] E_{1ab}(t_{1a})h_{1a}(x_B , z, b_B, b)S_t(z) + [ r^4ϕ^0(η − x_B ) + (η − 1)(ηϕ^0 − 2ϕ^s √ η(1 − r^2)) + r^2[2ϕ^s √ η(1 − r^2)(2η − 1 − x_B )

+ (x_B − η^2)ϕ^0] ] E_{1ab}(t_{1b})h_{1b}(x_B , z, b_B, b)S_t(|x_B − η|) } , (A.1)

M_{T K} = 32/ √ 6πC_F m^4_B ∫ dx_B dzdx_3 ∫ b_B db_B b_3db_3ϕ_B (x_B , b_B)ϕ_D {[ − ϕ^0(1 + r^2 − η) × ( η + r^2(η(2x_3 + z − 2) − x_3 − x_B + 1) − η(x_3 + z) + x_3 + x_B − 1 ) + √ η(1 − r^2)[r^2 ( ϕ^s(2x_3 + x_B + z − 2 − (2x_3 + z − 2)η) + ϕ^t(x_B + zη − z) ) + (η − 1)z(ϕ^s − ϕ^t)] ] E_{1cd}(t_{1c})h_{1c}(x_B , z, x_3, b_B, b_3) + [ z(2η − 1)r^4ϕ^0

− r^3r_cϕ^0 + rr_c(ϕ^0(1 + η) − 4ϕ^s √ η(1 − r^2)) + (η − 1)(z √ η(1 − r^2)(ϕ^s + ϕ^t)

8 + ϕ^0(ηx_3 − x_3 + x_B − z)) + r^2[2(η − 1)x_3(ηϕ^0 − √ η(1 − r^2)ϕ^s) + x_B ( (2η − 1)ϕ^0 + √ η(1 − r^2)(ϕ^t − ϕ^s) ) + z ( (2 − 3η)ϕ^0 + (η − 1) √ η(1 − r^2)

× (ϕ^t + ϕ^s) ) ] ] E_{1cd}(t_{1d})h_{1d}(x_B , z, x_3, b_B, b_3) } , (A.2)

M^′_{T K} = 32/ √ 6πC_F m^4_B ∫ dx_B dzdx_3 ∫ b_B db_B b_3db_3ϕ_B (x_B , b_B)ϕ_D {[√ η(1 − r^2)

× [r^2ϕ^s(x_3 + z − 2)(1 − η) + r^2x_B ϕ^s + r^2ϕ^t(x_B + zη − z) + 4rr_cϕ^s + (η − 1)z(ϕ^s − ϕ^t)] − ϕ^0 ( r^4(η(2x_3 + z − 2) + 1 − x_3 − x_B ) − r^3rc + ηr^2(η(2 − z − x_3) + x_3 + x_B − 2)

+ (η + 1)rr_c + (η − 1)(η(x_3 + z − 1) − x_3 − x_B + 1) )] E_{1cd}(t^′_{1c})h^′_{1c}(x_B , z, x_3, b_B , b_3) + [ ϕ^0(1 + r^2(2η − 1) − η) ( x_B − x_3(1 + r^2 − η) + z(r^2 − 1) ) + √ η(1 − r^2) × [ϕ^s ( 2x_3r^2(1 − η) − r^2x_B + (η − 1)(r^2 − 1)z ) + ϕ^t(r^2x_B + (η − 1)(r^2 − 1)z)] ] × E_{1cd}(t^′_{1d})h^′_{1d}(x_B , z, x_3, b_B , b_3) } , (A.3)

F_{AK} = 8πC_F m^4_B f_B ∫ dx_3dz ∫ b_3db_3bdbϕ_D {[√ η(1 − r^2)[2r^3z(ϕ^s − ϕ^t) + r^2r_c(ϕ^t − ϕ^s)

+ 2zr(ϕ^t − ϕ^s) + 4rϕ^s + (η − 1)(ϕ^t + ϕ^s)r_c] + ϕ^0[(r^2 − 1)((r^2 − 1)z − rr_c + 1)

− η((r^2 − 1)^2z + 2r^2 − 2rr_c − 1)]E_{1ef} (t_{1e})h_{1e}(x_3, z, b_3, b)S_t(z) + ϕ^0[η^2(r^2 − 1)

+ η(1 − r^4) + x_3((η − 1)^2(1 − r^2)) + η(1 − r^4)]

+ +ϕ^s[2r(r^2 − 1 − η − x_3(η − 1))] √ η(1 − r^2) ] E_{1ef} (t_{1f} )h_{1f} (x_3, z, b_3, b)S_t(x_3) } , (A.4)

M_{AK} = 32/ √ 6πC_F m^4_B ∫ dx_B dzdx_3 ∫ b_B db_B b_3db_3ϕ_B (x_B , b_B)ϕ_D {[ r^4ϕ^0(x_3 + x_B − 1

− η(x_3 + z − 2)) + r^2ϕ^0(η^2(x_3 + z − 2) − η(x_3 + x_B ) + 1) + r √ η(1 − r^2)

× [ϕ^s(η − ηx_3 + x_3 + x_B − z + 3) − ϕ^t(η − ηx_3 + x_3 + xB + z)] + r^3 √ η(1 − r^2)

× (ϕ^s + ϕ^t) − (η − 1)ϕ^0(η(x_3 + z − 1) − x_3 − x_B ) ] E_{1gh}(t_{1g} )h_{1g} (x_B , z, x_3, b_B , b_3) + [ ϕ^0(r^2 − η − 1) ( η + r^2(η(2x_3 + z − 2) − 2x_3 + x_B − z + 1) − ηz + z − 1 ) + r √ η(1 − r^2) ( ϕ^s(r^2(1 − z) + η(x_3 − 1) − x_3 + x_B + z − 1)

+ ϕ^t(r^2(z − 1) + η(x_3 − 1) − x_3 + x_B − z + 1) )] E_{1gh}(t_{1h})h_{1h}(x_B , z, x_3, b_B, b_3) } , (A.5) F_{T D} = 8πC_F m^4_B F_{Kπ}(s)/μ_s ∫ dx_B dx_3 ∫ b_B db_B b_3db_3ϕ_B (x_B , b_B )ϕ_D { (1 + r) [ η^2(r − 1)x_3

+ η(2(r − 1)^2x_3 − 2r + 1) + r(x_3(3 − 2r) + r) − x3 − 1 ] E_{2ab}(t_{2a})h_{2a}(x_B , x_3, b_B, b_3)S_t(x_3) + [ (η − 1)r^4 + 2r^3(1 − 2η + r_c) − r^2(η^2 − 2ηr_c + r_c − 1) + (η − 1)(ηx_3 − r_c)

− 2r(η(r_c − x_B − 1) + r_c + 1) ] E_{2ab}(t_{2b})h_{2b}(x_B , x_3, b_B, b_3)S_t(x_B ) } , (A.6)

M_{T D} = 32/ √ 6πC_F m^4_B ∫ dx_B dzdx_3 ∫ b_B db_B bdbϕ_B (x_B , b_B )ϕ_D ϕ^0 {[ η^2(r^2(2 − z − x_3)

+ x_B + z − 1)(r^2 − 1)(r^2(x_3 + z − 1) − rx_3 − x_B − z + 1)

+ ηr(r(r(η − 1)(x_3 + z − 2) − x_B − z + 2) + x_3 + x_B + z − 2) ] × E_{2cd}(t_{2c})h_{2c}(x_B , z, x_3, b_B , b) + [ (r − 1)(η + (2η − 1)r − 1)(z(r^2 − 1) + x_B )

− x_3(1 − η)(1 − η + r(r(2η + r − 1) − 1)) ] E_{2cd}(t_{2d})h_{2d}(x_B , z, x_3, b_B , b) } , (A.7)

F_{AD} = 8πC_F m^4_B f_B ∫ dzdx_3 ∫ bdbb_3db_3ϕ_D {[ 2rϕ^s √ η(1 − r^2)(x_3(η − 1) − 2)

+ ϕ^0(η + −r^2(2η + (η − 1)^2x_3 − 1) + (η − 2)ηx_3 + x_3 − 1) ] E_{2ef} (t_{2e})h_{2e}(z, x_3, b_3, b)S_t(x_3) + [ r^4ϕ^0(η − ηz + z − 1) + r^2ϕ^0(η − 1)(2z − 1 − η) + 2r √ η(1 − r^2)(ϕ^s(1 + z − η)

+ ϕ^t(η + z − 1)) − 2r^3(z − 1) √ η(1 − r^2)(ϕ^s + ϕ^t) − (η − 1)zϕ^0 − r^2r_c √ η(1 − r^2)(ϕ^s + ϕ^t)

− 2r(1 + η)r_cϕ^0 + (1 − η)r_c √ η(1 − r^2)(ϕ^t − ϕ^s) ] E_{2ef} (t_{2f} )h_{2f} (z, x_3, b_3, b)S_t(z) } , (A.8)

M_{AD} = 32/ √ 6πC_F m^4_B ∫ dx_B dzdx_3 ∫ b_B db_B b_3db_3ϕ_B (x_B , b_B)ϕ_D {[ r^4ϕ^0(2(η − 1)x_3

+ η(z − 2) − z + 1) − r^2ϕ^0(η^2(x_3 + z − 2) − x_3 + η(x_B + z) − x_B − 2z + 1) − r √ η(1 − r^2)(ϕ^s(η(x_3 − 1) − x_3 + x_B + z + 3) + ϕ^t(η(1 − x_3) + x_3 + x_B + z − 1))

+ r^3 √ η(1 − r^2)(z − 1)(ϕ^s + ϕ^t) + (η − 1)ϕ^0(η(x_B + z − 1) + x_B + z) ] × E_{2gh}(t_{2g} )h_{2g} (x_B , z, x_3, b_B , b) + [ ϕ^0(η − r^2 − 1)(η + x_3 − 1 − η(x_3 − x_B + z)

+ r^2(η(2x_3 + z − 2) − x_3 + 1)) + r √ η(1 − r^2) ( ϕ^t(r^2(z − 1) + η(x_3 − 1) − x_3

+ x_B − z + 1) − ϕ^s(η + r^2(z − 1) − ηx_3 + x_3 + x_B − z − 1) )] × E_{2gh}(t_{2h})h_{2h}(x_B , z, x_3, b_B , b) } , (A.9)

where the hard functions are written as

h_i(x_1, x_2, (x_3, )b_1, b_2) = h_1(β, b_2) × h_2(α, b_1, b_2)

h_1(β, b_2) = { K_0( √ βb_2), β ≥ 0, iπ 2 H^{(1)}_0 ( √ −βb_2), β < 0, h_2(α, b1, b_2) = { θ(b_2 − b_1)K_0( √ αb_2)I_0( √ αb_1), α ≥ 0, θ(b_2 − b_1)^{iπ}_2 H^{(1)}_0 ( √ −αb_2)J_0( √ −αb_1), α < 0, (A.10)

where E_{1mn}, E_{2mn}(m = a, c, e, g and n = b, d, f, h) are the evolution factors, which given by E_{1ab}(t) = α(t)exp[−S_B (t) − S_K (t)], E_{1cd}(t) = α(t)exp[−S_B (t) − S_K (t) − S_D(t)]_{b=bB} , E_{1ef} (t) = α(t)exp[−S_D(t) − S_K (t)], E_{1gh}(t) = α(t)exp[−S_B (t) − S_K (t) − S_D(t)]_{b=b3} , E_{2ab}(t) = α(t)exp[−S_B (t) − S_D(t)], E_{2cd}(t) = α(t)exp[−S_B (t) − S_K (t) − S_D(t)]_{b3 =bB} , E_{2ef} (t) = E_{1ef} (t),

E_{2gh}(t) = E_{1gh}(t), (A.11)

in which the Sudakov exponents S_{(B,K,D)}(t) are defined as

S_B (t) = s ( x_B m_B √ 2 , b_B ) + 5 3 ∫_t 1/b_B dμ̄ μ̄ γ_q (α_s(μ̄)),

S_K (t) = s

( z(1 − r^2)m_B √ 2 , b ) + s ( (1 − z)(1 − r^2)m_B √ 2 , b ) + 2 ∫_t 1/b dμ̄ μ̄ γ_q(α_s(μ̄)),

S_D(t) = s ( x_3m_B √ 2 , b_3 ) + 2 ∫_t 1/b_3 dμ̄ μ̄ γ_q (α_s(μ̄)), (A.12)

where the quark anomalous dimension γ_q = −α_s/π. The explicit form for s(Q, b) at one loop can be found in [88]. t_{1x} and t_{2x}(x = a, b · · · h) are hard scales which are chosen to be the maximum of the virtuality of the internal momentum transition in the hard amplitudes as t_{1a} = Max {√ |α_{1a}|, √ |β_{1a}|, 1/b_B, 1/b } , t_{1b} = Max {√ |α_{1b}|, √ |β_{1b}|, 1/b_B, 1/b } , t_{1c} = Max {√ |α_{1c}|, √ |β_{1c}|, 1/b_B, 1/b_3 } , t^′_{1c} = Max {√ |α_{1c}|, √ |β^′_{1c}|, 1/b_B, 1/b_3 } , t_{1d} = Max {√ |α_{1d}|, √ |β_{1d}|, 1/b_B, 1/b_3 } , t^′_{1d} = Max {√ |α_{1d}|, √ |β^′_{1d}|, 1/b_B, 1/b_3 } , t_{2a} = Max {√ |α_{2a}|, √ |β_{2a}|, 1/b_B, 1/b_3 } , t_{2b} = Max {√ |α_{2b}|, √ |β_{2b}|, 1/b_B, 1/b_3 } ,

10 t_{2c} = Max {√ |α_{2c}|, √ |β_{2c}|, 1/b_B, 1/b } , t_{2d} = Max {√ |α_{2d}|, √ |β_{2d}|, 1/b_B, 1/b } , t_{2e} = Max {√ |α_{2e}|, √ |β_{2e}|, 1/b_3, 1/b } , t_{2f} = Max {√ |α_{2f} |, √ |β_{2f} |, 1/b_3, 1/b } , t_{2g} = Max {√ |α_{2g} |, √ |β_{2g} |, 1/b_B, 1/b_3 } , t_{2h} = Max {√ |α_{2h}|, √ |β_{2h}|, 1/b_B, 1/b_3 } , (A.13)

where we have

α_{1a} = z(1 − r^2)m^2_B , β_{1a} = x_B z(1 − r^2)m^2_B = β_{1b} = α_{1c} = α_{1d} = α^′_{1c} = α^′_{1d}, α_{1b} = (1 − r^2)(x_B − η)m^2_B , β_{1c} = −[z(1 − r^2) + r^2][(1 − η)(1 − x_3) − x_B ]m^2_B , β_{1d} = {r^2_c − [z(1 − r^2)][(1 − η)x_3 − x_B ]}m^2_B, β^′_{1c} = {r^2_c − [z(1 − r^2) + r^2][(1 − η)(1 − x_3) − x_B ]}m^2_B, β^′_{1d} = −[z(1 − r^2)][(1 − η)x_3 − x_B ]m^2_B , α_{1e} = −[1 − z(1 − r^2) − r^2_c ]m^2_B , β_{1e} = −[(1 − r^2)(1 − z)][η + (1 − η)x_3]m^2_B = β_{1f} = α_{1g} = α_{1h}, α_{1f} = −(1 − r^2)(η + (1 − η)x_3)m^2_B , β_{1g} = {1 − [z(1 − r^2) + r^2][(1 − η)(1 − x_3) − x_B ]}m^2_B , β_{1h} = −[(1 − z)(1 − r^2)][(1 − η)x_3 + η − x_B ]m^2_B , α_{2a} = x_3(1 − η)m^2_B , β_{2a} = x_3x_B (1 − η)m^2_B = β_{2b} = α_{2c} = α_{2d}, α_{2b} = x_B (1 − η)m^2_B , β_{2c} = −[(1 − r^2)(1 − z) − x_B ][η + (1 − η)x_3]m^2_B , β_{2d} = −(1 − η)x_3[(1 − r^2)z − x_B ]m^2_B , α_{2e} = −[1 − x_3(1 − η)]m^2_B , β_{2e} = −[r^2 + z(1 − r^2)](1 − η)(1 − x_3)m^2_B = β_{2f} = α_{2g} = α_{2h}, α_{2f} = {r^2_c − [r^2 + z(1 − r^2)](1 − η)}m^2_B , β_{2g} = {1 − [(1 − r^2)(1 − z) − x_B ][η + (1 − η)x_3]}m^2_B , β_{2h} = −[r^2 + z(1 − r^2) − x_B ](1 − η)(1 − x_3)m^2_B . (A.14)

[1] J. Charles, A. Le Yaouanc, L. Oliver, O. Pène and J.-C. Raynal, Phys. Lett. B 425, 375 (1998); 433, 441 (1998)(E). [2] T. Latham and T. Gershon, J. Phys. G 36, 025006 (2009). [3] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 92, 032002 (2015). [4] T. Gershon and M. Williams, Phys. Rev. D 80, 092002 (2009). [5] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 92, 012012 (2015). [6] S. Nandi and D. London, Phys. Rev. D 85, 114015 (2012). [7] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 98, 072006 (2018). [8] A. Satpathy et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 553, 159 (2003). [9] A. Kuzmin et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 76, 012006 (2007). [10] J. Wiechczynski et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 91, 032008 (2015). [11] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 171802 (2005). [12] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 77, 071102 (2008). [13] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 171803 (2008). [14] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 79, 112004 (2009). [15] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 131801 (2012).

[16] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 90, 072003 (2014). [17] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 91, 092002 (2015); 93, 119901 (2016)(E). [18] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 93, 051101 (2016); 93, 119902 (2016)(E). [19] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 94, 072001 (2016). [20] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), JHEP 01, 131 (2018).

[21] J. Charles, S. Descotes-Genon, J. Ocariz and A. Pérez, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, 561 (2017). [22] I. Bediaga and P. C. Magalhães, arXiv:1512.09284 [hep-ph]. [23] I. Bediaga, T. Frederico and P. C. Magalhães, Phys. Lett. B 780, 357 (2018). [24] J. H. Alvarenga Nogueira et al., arXiv:1605.03889 [hep-ex]. [25] D. Boito et al., Phys. Rev. D 96, 113003 (2017). [26] M. Gronau and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Lett. B 564, 90 (2003). [27] G. Engelhard, Y. Nir and G. Raz, Phys. Rev. D 72, 075013 (2005). [28] M. Gronau and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 72, 094031 (2005). [29] M. Imbeault and D. London, Phys. Rev. D 84, 056002 (2011). [30] M. Gronau, Phys. Lett. B 727, 136 (2013).

[31] B. Bhattacharya, M. Gronau and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Lett. B 726, 337 (2013).

[32] B. Bhattacharya, M. Gronau, M. Imbeault, D. London and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 89, 074043 (2014). [33] D. Xu, G. N. Li and X. G. He, Phys. Lett. B 728, 579 (2014). [34] D. Xu, G. N. Li and X. G. He, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 29, 1450011 (2014). [35] X. G. He, G. N. Li and D. Xu, Phys. Rev. D 91, 014029 (2015). [36] A. Furman, R. Kamiński, L. Leśniak and B. Loiseau, Phys. Lett. B 622, 207 (2005). [37] B. El-Bennichet al., Phys. Rev. D 74, 114009 (2006).

[38] B. El-Bennich et al., Phys. Rev. D 79, 094005 (2009); Phys. Rev. D 83, 039903 (2011)(E). [39] O. Leitner et al., Phys. Rev. D 81, 094033 (2010); Phys. Rev. D 82, 119906 (2010)(E). [40] J. P. Dedonder et al., Acta Phys. Polon. B 42, 2013 (2011). [41] H. Y. Cheng, C. K. Chua and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. D 72, 094003 (2005). [42] H. Y. Cheng, C. K. Chua and A. Soni, Phys. Rev. D 76, 094006 (2007). [43] H. Y. Cheng and C. K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 88, 114014 (2013). [44] H. Y. Cheng and C. K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 89, 074025 (2014). [45] Y. Li, Phys. Rev. D 89, 094007 (2014).

[46] H. Y. Cheng, C. K. Chua and Z. Q. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 94, 094015 (2016). [47] S. Kränkl, T. Mannel and J. Virto, Nucl. Phys. B 899, 247 (2015). [48] A. J. Ma, Y. Li, W. F. Wang and Z. J. Xiao, Nucl. Phys. B 923, 54 (2017). [49] A. J. Ma, Y. Li, W. F. Wang and Z. J. Xiao, Phys. Rev. D 96, 093011 (2017). [50] A. J. Ma, W. F. Wang, Y. Li and Z. J. Xiao, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 539 (2019). [51] A. J. Ma, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 35, 2050164 (2020). [52] A. J. Ma and W. F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 103, 016002 (2021). [53] A. J. Ma and W. F. Wang, Chin. Phys. C 46, 053104 (2022). [54] P. A. Zyla et al. [Particle Data Group], PTEP 2020, 083C01 (2020). [55] R. L. Jaffe, Phys. Rev. D 15, 281 (1977).

[56] J. D. Weinstein and N. Isgur, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 659 (1982). [57] J. D. Weinstein and N. Isgur, Phys. Rev. D 27, 588 (1983). [58] J. D. Weinstein and N. Isgur, Phys. Rev. D 41, 2236 (1990). [59] M. G. Alford and R. L. Jaffe, Nucl. Phys. B 578, 367 (2000). [60] F. E. Close and N. A. Törnqvist, J. Phys. G 28, R249 (2002).

[61] L. Maiani, F. Piccinini, A. D. Polosa and V. Riquer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 212002 (2004). [62] C. Amsler and N. A. Törnqvist, Phys. Rept. 389, 61 (2004). [63] D. V. Bugg, Phys. Rept. 397, 257 (2004).

[64] N. N. Achasov and A. V. Kiselev, Phys. Rev. D 73, 054029 (2006); 74, 059902 (2006)(E). [65] E. Klempt and A. Zaitsev, Phys. Rept. 454, 1 (2007). [66] J. R. Peláez, Phys. Rept. 658, 1 (2016).

[67] A. V. Anisovich and A. V. Sarantsev, Phys. Lett. B 413, 137 (1997). [68] A. Garmash et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 251803 (2006). [69] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 76, 071103 (2007). [70] A. Garmash et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 75, 012006 (2007). [71] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 78, 012004 (2008). [72] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 80, 112001 (2009). [73] J. P. Lees et al. (BaBar Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 96, 072001 (2017). [74] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 231802 (2019). [75] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), JHEP 06, 114 (2019).

[76] Y. Y. Keum, H. n. Li and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Lett. B 504, 6 (2001), [hep-ph/0004004]. [77] Y. Y. Keum, H. N. Li and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Rev. D 63, 054008 (2001). [78] C. D. Lü, K. Ukai and M. Z. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 63, 074009 (2001). [79] Z. Rui and W. F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 97, 033006 (2018).

[80] W. F. Wang, J. Chai and A. J. Ma, JHEP 03, 162 (2020). [81] C. H. Chen and H. n. Li, Phys. Lett. B 561, 258 (2003).

[82] D. Müller, D. Robaschik, B. Geyer, F. M. Dittes and J. Hořejši, Fortsch. Phys. 42 (1994), 101-141. [83] M. Diehl, T. Gousset, B. Pire and O. Teryaev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998), 1782-1785 [84] M. V. Polyakov, Nucl. Phys. B 555 (1999), 231 [85] P. Hägler, B. Pire, L. Szymanowski and O. V. Teryaev, Phys. Lett. B 535 (2002), 117-126 [erratum: Phys. Lett. B 540 (2002), 324-325] [86] U. G. Meißner and W. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 730 (2014), 336-341. [87] Y. Aoki et al. (Flavour Lattice Averaging Group), arXiv:2111.09849 [hep-lat]. [88] A. Ali et al., Phys. Rev. D 76, 074018 (2007).

[89] B. Y. Cui, Y. Y. Fan, F. H. Liu and W. F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) no.1, 014017 [90] D. Aston, et al. Nucl. Phys. B 296 (1988), 493-526