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We describe how the angular analysis of vector-vector fiiadés inB decays provides theoretically clean techniques for detetion of
CP violating phases. The quantity 423 + y) can be cleanly obtained from the time dependent study afydesuch a8j(t) - D*=*p7,

- . L =)
D**aF etc. Similarly, one can usgl(t) —» D;*K** to extract siRy. A time independent study of the charged decay mdfes> D*K**
can also be used to extract

1 Why look at VV modes for determining  states and only one weak amplitude contributes. Hence,

CPV Phases? the amplitudes for these decay modes may be written as,
A precise determination of all CP violating angleS [ 1] is A=Amp(B° — f) = ae”é%, (1)
one of the major goals of the current and future B Physicspa’ = Amp(B® — f) = bd”d? . )

experiments. The measured values of these angles may
be consistent with the standard model (SM) predictions, ..o $a = 0 andgy = —y. Because oB°—BY mixing
H H . "WYa — - =) - y
or they may indicate the_ presence of physics beyond_theCP violation comes about due to an interference between
standard model. Early indications are that new physics,, amplitudes® — f andB® — BY — f. Note that
if present, is likely to have rather smalffects on the an- since bothB® and B® can also decay s or.1e can mea

gles of the unitarity triangle. Hence, to uncover any new X o
physics, it is extremely important that all the CP violating sure the four time dependent decay ralg&,(t) — ),

angles be determined without theoretical uncertainties. (B3 — f), T(BJ(t) — f) andF(B_S — f). Itis there-
) ) fore possible to determine the weak phase (28 + v) [
In the early days of the field, it was thought that the CP3 7], However, the decay amplitude,<< a and hence,

angles could be easily measuredB(t) — 77~ (), 0 Y
BO(t) — ¥K. (8), andBY(t) — pK, (7). However, it soon the decay rate foF(B; — D~n") is expected to be small.

became clear that things would not be so easy: the presIhe ratio,[(Bj — D~z*)/I'(Bf — D~x*), is essentially
ence of penguin amplitude§] 2] makes the extraction of |VubV§d/Vszud|2 = 4x 1_04- Obviously, it will be very dif-
from BY(t) — x*x~ quite difficult, and completely spoil the ficult to measure this tiny quantity with any precision, and
measurement of in BY(t) — pKs. In fact, determining Fherefor_e it would not be viable to carry out this method
through techniques which are theoretically clean as well agn practice. On the other hand, we will demonstrate that
experimentally feasible has been a challenge. with the corresponding VV final state®{*p*), one can

extract sif(28 + y) using an angular analysis, without the
The problem of penguin pollution can be avoided by con-knowledge of the smaller amplitud&][ 5].

sidering decay modes that involve only tree amplitudes. o ,

In this talk we first indicate the practical problems en- 1"€ second example that we examine, is that of direct CP
countered by most of the clean methods to determpine Violation, in the modesB* — D° K*, B* — D°x*. In
using pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar (PP) and pseudoscalditis method [ 8]y is obtained from an interference of the
vector (PV) final states and involving only tree amplitudes. modeB — D°K with B — DK, which occurs if and only
We next demonstrate, how the use of the correspondingf, hoth D° andD° decay to a common final staein par-
vector-vector (VV) final state modes, resolves these prob+icular, f is taken to be &£P eigenstate. This technique of
lems. The rich kinematics of the VV modes accessible viaextractingy requires a measurement of the branching ra-
anangular analysis, provides a large number of observablego for B* — D°K* which is not experimentally feasible
which allows clean extraction of CP phases. as pointed out in [17]. Moreover, theP violating asym-

As a first example, we consider the PP or PV final Statesmetries tend to be small as the interfering amplitudes are

_ _ — . not comparable. The use of nddP eigenstatesf’ has
= + =+ 0 0
f .= D7r"(D7x"). BothB"andB® can decay to these final also been considered] 8] in literature. Atwood, Dunietz

*Talk presented by Nita Sinha and Soni (ADS) [I7] extended this proposal by considering
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“f’ to be non-CP eigenstates that are also doubly Cabbiboweak amplitude contributes 8° — f andB% — f, we
suppressed modes &f. The two interfering amplitudes can write the helicity amplitudes as follows:

then are of the same magnitude resulting in large asymme- o

tries. Their proposal is to use two final stafeandf, with ~ A; = Amp(B® — f), = a,e¥id? (6)
at least one being a no@P eigenstate. The use of more A, = Amp(@ S ) = b/leiﬁgeiﬁﬁb , @)
than one final state enables not only the determinatign of _ _ e
but also of all the strong phases involved and tHaatiit Ay = AMP(B° — ), b,e%e% (8)

to measure branching ratiér(B* — D°K*). However, A, =Amp(B°— f), = ad%e 9)

an input into the determination gfis the branching ratio

of the doubly Cabbibo suppressed mod@ofHere again,  where the helicity index takes the valueg®, ||, L}. In the

the VV final states, provide an alternativé [ 9]. (Some otherabove .}, and53~b are the weak and strong phases, respec-
plausible meth(o)ds hav(e ?'50 been recently proposed [ 10]dively. Using CPT invariance, the total decay amplitudes
The VV modesD*°K**, D**, enable extraction of and  can be written as

all the unknowns involved, including the BR for Doubly

Cabibbo-suppressed modeDf A=Amp(B® - f) = Aggo + Ajgy +i A0, , (10)
A=Amp(B® — f) = AgGo + Aygy — i A0, , (11)
2 Vector-Vector final state decay amplitudes ' = Amp(B® - f) = Aygo + A\g —i AL q. | (12)

— 0 N _ N N i N
The most general covariant amplitude foBameson de- A= Amp(B— 1) = Ago + Ajgy +TALG. (13)

caying to a pair of vector mesons has the foimi[ 11] where they, are the cofficients of the helicity amplitudes,

defined using EqL{5) and depend only on the angles de-
scribing the kinematics. With the above equations, the
time-dependent decay rate foiB4 decaying into the two

A(B(p) — Vi(k e1)V2(g, &) = €&, x

b c . . .
ag, + ——pPuP, + i —— €ask® 3 vector-meson final statee. B(t) — f, can be written as
( Ou +m1m2p/1p + mln’]ZEH B qB s (3) (t)
where,e1, e andmy, m, represent the polarization vectors T(B°(t) — f) = e™ Z (AM + X COSAML)
and the masses of the vector mesd@pandV; respectively. Aso
'!'he coéﬁcie_nts_a, b, andc can be expressed in terms of the —pae SiN(A Mt)) 010 - (14)
linear polarization basid, A, andA as follows:
: 2 _ 1) By performing a time-dependent study and angular analy-
Ao = —xa-(x-1)b, sis of the deca’(t) — f, one can measure the 18 observ-
A = V2a, (4)  ablesA,,, =, andp,.. In terms of the helicity amplitudes
A = /2(x2 ~1)c, Ao, A, A, these can be expressed as:
wherex = k.q/(mymy). If both mesons subsequently decay AL = AL + 1A o Al = 1A
Al — 2 B Al — 72 B

into two J° =0~ mesonsij.e. V; — P1P] andV; — P;P,
the amplitude can be expressed s 9, 12]

AL =AmAA A AY), A = Re®A+AAY),

A” % * 7PN
A(B — V1Vs) o« (A° coss; cosds + v i =AmAA +AAY), T = Re(ByA-AAY),
. . .AJ- . . . * ’ * N/ q *® ’
siné; sind, cose — |7§ sing, sind, sing), (5) pui= —R‘%[ALAi +A A_L])’ p= —|m(—p AJ_AJ.)’
where 61(62) is the angle between th&;(P,) three- p =|n(ﬂ[ AL 4 A o= LYY 15
o=IMIAAFAA]  pi pA,A,, (15)

momentum vectorl{l(q*l) in the V1(V2) rest frame and the
direction of totalV; (V2) three-momentum vector defined
in the B rest frame.¢ is the angle between the normals to
the planes defined by1P; andP2P;, in the B rest frame.

wherei = {0,]|}. In the aboveq/p_z exp2igy), where
#v is the weak phase presentBA-B° mixing.

Similarly, the decay rate fd8%(t) — fis given by

3 Time dependent analysis irB — VV ) - f) = ™ Z (Km 45, COSAMY)

A<o

We consider a final statd, consisting of two vector 3
mesons, to which botB® and B® can decay. If only one —Par Sln(AMt)) 919 - (16)
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The expressions for these another 18 observahlgs X,
andp,, are similar to those given in Eq_{L5), with the
replacements,, — A’ andA, — A,.

Angular analysis is more powerful than previously real-
ized. Due to the interference between theadent helicity
states, there are enough independent measurement that
can obtain weak phase information as we now show. Firs
we note that

(a3 + b?)
2

_ (@-b)

A= K,u = s, Zu= I = 2 (17)

In the above two equations: (p,, and p,, are mea-
sured quantities, (i) th@3 are determined from the re-
lations in Eq. [Il7), and (iiijga, sinA; is obtained from
Eq. (I8). Thus, the above two equations involve only two
unknown quantities, tapanda;a, cosA;, which can eas-

ol be solved for (up to a sign ambiguity in each of these
tquantities). Hence, téw (or, equivalently, sifig) can be

obtained from the angular analysis.

Note that this method relies on the measurement of the in-
terference terms betweenfdirent helicities. However, we
do not actually require that all three helicity componeffits o

Thus, one can determine the magnitudes of the amplitudeghe amplitude be used. In fact, one can use observables in-

appearing in Eqs[16)H(9%> andb32. However, it must
be stressed thabe knowledge of bﬁ will not be necessary
within our method.

Next, we have
—ALi=b,bsinE. -6 +A) — a.a sin(A),
T.i=-b, b sin@. -6 +Ai) — a.a sin(),

AJ_i
EJ_i

(18)

whereA; = 62 - 62 ands, = 6° - 62. Using Eq. [IB) one
can solve fora, g; sinA;. We will see that this is the only

volving any two of largest helicity amplitudes. In the above
description, one could have chos¢®* instead of ‘L ||' or
‘10.

We now turn to specific applications of this method. Con-
sider first the final states wheré, = +f. In this case,
the parameters of Eqdl (6]}-(9) satisfy = by, 62 = 6"
(which implies thaté, 0), and¢, = —¢p (SO that

¢ = —-2¢, + 2¢p). As described aboveaﬁ can be ob-
tained from Eq.[[07). But now the measuremenijp®f

combination needed to cleanly extract weak phase infor{Ed. (I3)] directly yields sig. In fact, this is the conven-

mation.
The codficients of the sinfmt) term, which can be ob-
tained in a time-dependent study, can be written as

pu=zxa,bsin@+6,), pu==+a,b,sin(@—7,), (19)

where the sign on the right hand side is positiveffer ||, 0,
and negative fon =1. In the above, we have defined the
CP phase = —2¢,, + ¢, — ¢a. These quantities can be used
to determine

paatpa

Paa—Pa
a, sing '

a; Cosp

Similarly, the terms involving interference offtBrent he-
licities are given as

2b,1 C0SH, ==+ , 2b,1 Sin(s,l == (20)

—a, b cos@p+6;—Ai)—ab, cosp+6, +A)),
—a, b cos@p—di+Ai)—ab, cosp—6, —A).

Pi

P_J_i (21)

Putting all the above information together, we are now in
a position to extract the weak phaseUsing Eq. [ZD), the
expressions in EqQL{21) can be used to yield

Pii +§i _ Pir +p—J.J.

pLi+pii = —COtpaa, COSA; : -
q al
—-ga, SinAi[pii _Zpii + P _szL i (22)
& al
pL-pu  =tangaa, cosA| PP P TP
2 a2
g i
H i + _ 1l + _J.J.
—aa, smAi[p” 2Pn + P ZP . (23)
q a

tional way [[13] of using the angular analysis to measure
the weak phases: each helicity state separately gives clean
CP-phase information. Thus, for such states, nothing is
gained by including the interference terms.

In order to have final states with only one weak amplitude,
we consider states that do not receive penguin contribu-
tions. The only such Cabibbo-allowed quark-level decays
areb — cud, ucd. The meson level examples of these are

Bg/ Bg — D*p*, D**p~. These are the VV counterparts of
the PPPV modes described in first example of sec{ibn 1.
As we have already emphasized in the discussion following
Eq. (IT),none of the observables or combinationsrequired

for the analysis to extract sir’(28 + ) are proportional to

bﬁ. Thus, we avoid the practical problems present in Duni-
etz’s method [3].

The two decay amplitudes for the final staf@sp* have
very different sizesj.e. b, <« a;. This results in a
very small CP-violating asymmetry whose size is approx-
imately [VupV3y/ViVul = 2%. Thankfully, the situation
is alleviated by the large branching ratio for the decay
B3 — D*"p*, roughly 1%.

The Cabibbo-suppressed quark-level decays which do not
receive penguin contributions alpe— cus, ucs, at meson
level these would correspond B} — D*X*°, D*°K*° and

BY — D*0K*0, D*0K*, with K*® andK* decaying tcKn°.
However, in these modes one has the old problem of taggig
the neutraD’s[[7].

One can also consid&? andgg_decqys. corresponding to
the quark-level decayls — cud, ucd, orb — cus, ucs.
The most promising processes are the Cabibbo-suppressed
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