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Annihilation effects in B — 777 from QCD light-cone sum rules
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Using the method of QCD light-cone sum rules, we calculate the B — 7r7r hadronic matrix elements
with annihilation topology. We obtain a finite result, including the related strong phase. Numerically, the
annihilation effects in B — 7r7r turn out to be small with respect to the factorizable emission mechanism.
Our predictions, together with the earlier sum rule estimates of emission and penguin contributions, are
used for the phenomenological analysis of B — 7r7r channels. We predict a Al = 1/2 transition amplitude
which significantly differs from this amplitude extracted from the current data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Charmless B decays play an increasing role as a possible
window to physics beyond standard model (for a review
see. e.g., [1]). In particular, the decays of the type B — 77
and B — K, KK are actively investigated using various
approaches [2-12].

One promising method to evaluate charmless nonlep-
tionic B decays is QCD factorization (QCDF) [2,3], which
to leading order in 1/m,, and a(m,,) yields the well-known
formulae of naive factorization. However, even when QCD
corrections and estimates for the penguin contributions are
included, QCDF is only marginally consistent with the data
for B — 7. As a more general analysis of data shows, one
indeed needs additional contributions to the decay ampli-
tudes which correspond to the Al = 1/2 piece of the
Hamiltonian. Comparing with different topologies of the
decay diagrams, this means an enhancement of either the
penguin or annihilation contributions. Especially interest-
ing is the weak annihilation (or weak exchange) of the b
quark and the light antiquark in the B meson. In QCDF,
formally suppressed as 1/m,, the annihilation contribution
is divergent. Fits of QCDF to data [4], with the annihilation
part replaced by finite parameters, yield large effects.
Importantly, the fits themselves cannot clearly distinguish
between the annihilation and penguin mechanisms. In
order to assess the relative importance of the annihilation
contribution, one needs a different approach in QCD which
allows to calculate B — 7r7r hadronic matrix elements with
various topologies.

In the present paper we will employ the technique
suggested in [13]. It is based on light-cone sum rules
(LCSR) [14], the method which adapts the general idea
of QCD sum rules [15] for the amplitudes of exclusive
hadronic processes. One well-known application of LCSR
is the calculation of the B — 7r form factor [16]. In the sum
rule approach, as opposed to QCDF or to the perturbative
hard-scattering QCD approach (PQCD) [6], one does not
directly represent the hadronic matrix element in terms of
quark-gluon diagrams. The QCD calculation takes place
for the correlation function, a more general object, where
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the separation of short and long-distance parts into hard-
scattering amplitudes and pion distribution amplitudes
(DA’s), respectively, is possible “by construction,” that
is, due to an appropriate choice of kinematical variables.
Both hard and soft-gluon effects are systematically in-
cluded in this calculation, contributing to different terms
of the light-cone operator-product expansion (OPE). The
hard-gluon exchanges enter the hard-scattering ampli-
tudes, whereas the soft-gluon effects are represented by
quark-antiquark-gluon DA’s of the pion. The hadronic
matrix element appears as a part of the hadronic dispersion
relation for the correlation function. Matching this relation
to the result of the QCD calculation, one employs quark-
hadron duality to separate the ground-state B — 77 am-
plitude from the background of excited hadrons. The ad-
vantage of this technique, as will be explained in more
details further, is a possibility to associate different decay
topologies in the hadronic matrix element with the corre-
sponding diagrams in the OPE, hence the relative contri-
butions of various operators and topologies to the decay
amplitude can be estimated. Importantly, the calculation of
B — 7rar amplitudes takes place in full QCD at finite m,,
and one uses the same input as in the sum rule for the B —
7 form factor. The latter provides also the factorizable part
of the B — 77 amplitude.

Penguin-topology contributions to B — 77 have been
estimated using LCSR already in previous papers [17,18],
while annihilation topologies are notoriously difficult to
calculate. This is due to the fact that the factorizable
contribution of the current-current operators O;, with
annihilation topology vanishes. Hence, in a sum rule cal-
culation, the leading nonfactorizable annihilation with one
hard-gluon exchange already corresponds to a set of two-
loop diagrams with several scales (b quark mass and
external momenta).

In the present paper we employ a simplified method for
the annihilation via hard gluons, that is, both final state
pions are replaced by DA’s and only the initial state B
meson is interpolated by an appropriate current.
Importantly, the propagators appearing in the resulting
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Feynman diagrams carry sufficient virtuality to be treated
perturbatively. Although this is a modification of the origi-
nal idea presented in [13], it is a useful approach, since it
yields a result free of infrared divergences. This result may
be compared to what is obtained from QCDF, where an
infrared regulator needs to be introduced, reducing basi-
cally the whole annihilation contribution to a nonperturba-
tive parameter of order 1/m;. On the other hand, the
annihilation with soft-gluon exchange which is not acces-
sible in QCDEF, is calculated here within the standard
procedure [13] leading also to a finite answer. After adding
the hard and soft-gluon contributions from LCSR, we
obtain the main result: the finite matrix element of the
operator O; with annihilation topology, including its
phase. We predict this effect to be numerically small.

Furthermore, we investigate the annihilation contribu-
tions via quark-penguin operators. While O;,4 have the
same V — A structure as O;,, so that the factorizable
annihilation vanishes, the operators Os ¢ contribute through
two different types of contractions. One of them hasa V +
A content and also vanishes in the factorizable annihilation,
whereas the other one, with a S = P structure allows for a
factorizable B — 7r7r transition with annihilation topology.
This contribution reduces to a separate nonperturbative
object, the pion scalar form factor at timelike momentum
transfer m%. In QCDF and PQCD, the factorizable annihi-
lation was taken into account only with a perturbative
gluon exchange between the final state quarks, correspond-
ing to the pion form factor in O(«;). The method of LCSR
allows to obtain the zeroth order in «, that is the “‘soft”
(end-point) part of the scalar pion form factor. We calculate
this part, with the same approach as for the e.m. (vector)
pion form factor in [19,20]. The resulting hadronic matrix
element is large, due to the chirally enhanced factor. Still
this effect alone cannot produce a large AI = 1/2 ampli-
tude in B — 77, because of the small Wilson coefficients.

Finally, we evaluate the B — 7r7r decay amplitudes us-
ing LCSR predictions and including all calculated non-
factorizable effects with the emission, penguin, and
annihilation topology. Since these effects are generally
small, the discrepancy between the B® — 7t 77—, 7970
observables calculated in the factorization limit and the
current experimental data remains. One may encounter a
situation similar to K — 777, with its long-standing prob-
lem of AI = 1/2 rule.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section II we
summarize the current status of phenomenology of B —
7 amplitudes, starting from the isospin decomposition
and naive factorization and comparing them with the data.
In Section III we discuss nonfactorizable effects, represent-
ing the B — 77 decay amplitudes in terms of hadronic
matrix elements of effective operators with different top-
ologies. In Section IV, we derive the LCSR for the hadronic
matrix element of an effective operator with a given topol-
ogy. In Sections V and VI we present our new results for
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B — 7r7r annihilation with perturbative (hard) and non-
perturbative (soft) gluons, respectively. In Section VII
we obtain the sum rule for the pion scalar form factor
which determines the specific factorizable annihilation
contribution of the operators Osg. In Section VIII, we
perform the numerical analysis and present the LCSR
prediction for the annihilation contributions to B? —
7t 7~ . Furthermore, we add all calculated contributions
and present our numerical predictions for the branching
ratios and direct CP asymmetries in all three B — 7w
channels. In Section IX we analyze our result in the limit
my, — 00 and comment on the annihilation mechanism in
QCDF and PQCD. We conclude in Section X. The appen-
dices contain some expressions used in the paper.

II. PHENOMENOLOGY OF B — s AMPLITUDES

Throughout this paper we adopt isospin symmetry. We
also neglect the effects of the electroweak penguin opera-
tors, so that the effective weak Hamiltonian for B — 77
has the following expression:

G
Her = {010 + 0209) + A1 0F + ©205)

7

6
+ ()\u + )‘c)[z CiOi + c8g08g]} + H.c. (1)
i=3

The CKM factors are defined as A, =V, V,, (p=

u, c, t), and we use the CKM unitarity replacing —A; by
A, t A.. Hereafter we suppress for brevity the scale de-
pendence in the Wilson coefficients c¢;, which is supposed
to be compensated by the scale dependence of the hadronic
matrix elements of the effective operators O;. The current-
current operators entering Eq. (1) are

_ 1 ~
O} = (dl',p)(pI'*b) = §og + 205,

2)
7 1 ~
0% = (FT,p)drh) = 107 + 20,
where p =u, ¢, I'y = y,(1 = ys), and
~ _ P 24
5t - (i, )0 20)
3)

~ A? - Al

with Tr(A,A;) = 28,,. The color Fierz transformation
allows to use, instead of the combination ¢; 07 + ¢,0%,

either (c; + ¢,/3)0% + 2¢,01 or the opposite one with
1 < 2. In leading order the operators with color-neutral
currents factorize and nonfactorizable contributions start
from two-gluon exchanges, which we will neglect. The
color-octet currents yield nonfactorizable effects starting
at a one-gluon level. These effects will be systematically
taken into account.
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To complete the definition of H g, we specify the quark-
penguin operators:

05 = ;(frﬂ ) drep) = %04 +20,,

0, = ;(arﬂ £)(FTrb) = %03 +20;, @)
05 = ;(fy“(l + ys)f)(dTb) = %06 + 204,

05 = =231 + YN = 70 = 305 + 255

where f = u,d, s, c, b and we again use the color Fierz
decompositions introducing the operators with color-octet

currents Os45¢ obtained from Oj45¢, respectively.
Finally, the chromomagnetic quark-gluon penguin opera-
tor is:
8 3 v
Os, = _8—7;2mbd0'1w(1 + v5)G*Vb. (5)
Turning to the phenomenology of B — 77 we begin
with quoting the results of the current measurements [21]:

BR(BY — 7t 7% = (5.5 = 0.6) X 107°,
BR(B’— 777 ) = (5.0 =0.4) X 107°, (6)
BR(B® — 7979 = (1.45 = 0.29) X 107,

where only the first branching ratio is compatible with the
expectations of factorization.

The problem may be analyzed in terms of the usual
isospin decomposition. The effective Hamiltonian of the
standard model consists of two parts with A/ = 1/2 and
Al = 3/2, resulting in two reduced isospin amplitudes A,
and A, in B — 7rar, which correspond to the pions in the
I = 0 and I = 2 final states, respectively. One obtains the
following decomposition for the amplitudes’

3
NG
AB — 7t ) = (mt | Hyg|B) = Ay + Ay,

A(B® — 7 7°) = (7" 7°|H| B®) = 24, — A,,

AB~ — 7 7% = (7 7°|Hyx|B™) = —=A,,

from which the well-known isospin relation [22] is ob-
tained:

ABY = 7970 = V2AB~ — 7 7°) — A(B* — 7t a).
®)
1Throughout this paper we consider, for definiteness, B~ and

B decay amplitudes, whereas all quoted branching ratios for B*
and BY are, as usual, CP averaged.

In the above we use the same convention for the ampli-
tudes, as in Refs. [2,3], including the statistical factor 1/2
in the branching ratio for B — 7%7°.

From Eq. (7) one obtains the ratio of the moduli of

Ay/A, in terms of the decay rates

2.

14,] BR(B~ — o 7°)

|Ao| \/S[BR(BO—> 7070) +BR(BO—»7T+7T—)TB ~
TBo

()]

Using Eq. (6) (neglecting CP asymmetries) and 75 /750 =
1.075 = 0.009 [21], one gets

Aol _ 1.33 = 0.31. (10)
|A,]

Employing the tree-level emission graphs and retaining
only the current-current operators (the naive factorization
limit) we may obtain a first insight into the anatomy of
these decays. In fact, this simplified way leads practically
to the same conclusions as the full calculation in the
framework of QCDF. First of all, the decay B~ — 7~ 7"
is well described in the factorization limit, where

VIAB™ — 77 = 4,5 (@) + () Ay (1)

with the usual notations for the Wilson coefficients c¢; , and
the factorizable B — 77 amplitude

G
A pw = zfgfﬂf%w(mixmé — m2). (12)

In the above, f, = 131 MeV is the pion decay constant
and 9 _(g?) is the scalar B — 7 form factor. Hereafter, we
neglect m,. in the amplitudes, retaining it only in the ratio
P = mz/(m, + my).

In the factorization approximation, it is sufficient to use
the leading-order (LO) values of the Wilson coefficients.
We vary their renormalization scale within m;/2 < u <
my; for illustrative purpose we also put u = My,. Using
the LCSR prediction [16] for the B — 7 form factor:

[oa(m3) = f3,(0) = f3,(0) = 0.26 £ 0.05,  (13)

which is explained below in Section VIII, and taking
[V,,] = (4.22 =0.11 = 0.24) X 1073 from Ref. [23] (add-
ing the errors in quadrature) we obtain from Eq. (11)
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(5.7%%¢ £ 0.7) X 1076,
BR(BT — w7 ) = (6.4737+0.8) X 1076,
(8.7130 £ 1.1) X 107,

where the errors reflect the uncertainties of the form factor
and of |V, |, respectively. The scale dependence is mild, as
expected.

Another way to check the validity of the factorization
approximation for this channel (independent of |V,,;,| and
the value of f_(0)) is provided by the ratio of the B* —
7% and B® — 7~ I* v, widths. In factorization approxi-
mation:

BR(B* — 7+ ")

BR(B* — 7 ["v))
2@Vl ei(p) + ea(p) frmy Tp+
_3IWF%*wfw%—m9”%thavC_>

Tp,
(15)

where E, = (mg + m% — ¢*)/(2mg) and Np,(q*) =
f2-(g?)/f5.(0) is the shape of the form factor. The recent
measurement [24] of the B — wlv decay distribution,
fitted to the parametrization [25], Ng,(q?) =[(1 —
¢?/m3)(1 — ap,q*/m3.)]"", yields ag, = 0.61 = 0.09.
Using this value, and the average experimental number
BR(B*— 7~ I"v)) = (1.36 = 0.11) X 10~* [21], we ob-
tain at u = my,/2[m;; My |:

BRB™ = 7t %) = (3.6 £ 0.3 £0.4) X 1076
[(4.1+0.3+0.5) X107
(5.6 +0.5*0.6) X 1079], (16)

where the first error originates from the semileptonic
branching ratio, and the second one from the slope parame-
ter ag,. The result is again in the ballpark of the experi-
mental interval (6). Hence we conclude that the amplitude
A, may be estimated correctly by naive factorization.

Furthermore, using naive factorization, we may express
the ratio Ay/A, in terms of the Wilson coefficients, since
all hadronic matrix elements will drop out. Using Eq. (11)
and the analogous relation

ABY = 7t ) = /\u<c1(ﬂ) + Qw))ﬂtw (17)

3
and comparing with the decomposition (7) we obtain
1.92, = 2
Ay _ 5 (eilw) = ex(w)/5) _ = my/
— = = 1.68, u=my
A2 4 Cl(ILL) + C2(,LL) 125, uw= MW-
(18)

In fact, this expression depends quite strongly on the scale,
showing that naive factorization for B® modes is compat-
ible with the data only for a large scale of O(my), which
seems unrealistic.
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n=m,/2 (c; =1169, c, = —0.361)
n=m, (c;=1108 c, = —0.249) (14)
M=MW (C1=1,C2=0),

[
A more distinct disagreement is revealed between the

ratios of B® and B* partial widths calculated in the naive
factorization at u = my,/2[mp; My |:

BR(B* — 7t 77)

BR(BT — w79
BR(B® — 7%7°
BR(B" — 7 0)

= 1.77[1.49;1.05],

19)

=~ 1073[0.010; 0.058],

and the same ratios obtained from the experimental results
(6). In fact, the calculated B — 797" width is too small
even at u = my. We conclude that the naive factorization
picture misses an important part of the amplitude A, which
interferes destructively (constructively) with A, in A(B® —
7t 7)) (A(B® — 7°7°)). If there were large nonfactoriz-
able gluon corrections to the emission topology, they
would have influenced both A and A,, violating the above-
mentioned agreement for the B~ — 7~ 77° channel. Hence,
the missing isospin zero amplitude should be searched for
within the contributions of nonemission topologies for the
current-current operators and/or in the contributions of the
penguin operators, an opinion shared by many recent
analyses of these decays.

III. BEYOND FACTORIZATION

In Fig. 1 we schematically represent different quark
topologies contributing to the amplitude of B® — 77+ 7™,
the channel of our interest. Under topology we understand
the way to contract the valence quarks (antiquarks) of the
initial B and final mesons with the antiquarks (quarks)

(a) emission

(d) annihilation

(e) penguin annihilation

FIG. 1. Different quark topologies in B® — 77 ~; double
lines denote the b quark, wavy lines the W boson.
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from the effective weak Hamiltonian. This concept is
meaningful for all those methods where the valence quark
structure of mesons is well defined, either via the meson
distribution amplitudes (DA’s) as, e.g. in QCDF, or via both
DA’s and interpolating currents, as in the correlation func-
tion for LCSR. Denoting the valence spectator antiquark in
B by g, and the quarks emitted in the b-quark decay by g,
g, 43 we define emission as the part of the decay ampli-
tude where all four quarks and antiquarks end up as the
valence quarks of the final mesons [Fig. 1(a)].
Correspondingly penguin is the part where ¢, and only
one of g, g, belong to the final mesons [Figs. 1(b) and
1(c)]. The remaining two possibilities are annihilation
[Fig. 1(d)] or penguin annihilation [Fig. 1(e)], where either
g5 and the one of ¢;, g, or none of the quarks are among
the valence quarks of the final mesons, respectively.”

In the isospin symmetry limit it is sufficient to inves-
tigate in detail the B — 7" 7~ amplitude. It has a single
I =2, O(A,) part with emission topology, common with
the B- — 7 70 amplitude, and in addition contains many
different / = O contributions proportional to both A, and
A.. The B® — 7979 amplitude is then obtained by simply
using the isospin relation (8).

The complete isospin decomposition of the B?—
7t 7~ amplitude following from Eq. (1) can be cast in
the following form:

AB - 7tm) = )\M(A(Z”’I’Z) + AE)“’I’Z))
+ 1AL+ (A, + 2045, (20)

where the upper indices in Agi) indicate the contributing

operators and the lower index the isospin.
Correspondingly,
V2A(B~ — 7 a°) = A, (341", 1)

Each separate amplitude Ag’) in Egs. (20) and (21) contains
a sum over hadronic matrix elements with different top-
ologies (T): emission (E), penguin (P,,P,P;), annihila-
tion (A), and penguin annihilation (P,A,P.A,P,A), where
q = u, d, s. According to Ref. [26], this subdivision can be
systematically done in a scheme- and scale-independent
way. It is clear, that the number of independent matrix
elements of the type (77 |0;|B®); is less than the
number of operators because certain penguin operators
have the same quark structure as the current-current op-
erators. For the penguin topologies we will also neglect the
differences between quark loops with g = u, d, s.

Let us first discuss the / = 2 part in Egs. (20) and (21),
which is relatively simple. Taking into account the non-

*Note that drawing generic quarkline diagrams, one can al-
ways start from the emission topology and then, merging the
quark-antiquark (spectator) lines in the final state, end up with an
annihilation mechanism; according to our classification, this
mechanism still belongs to annihilation.

factorizable emission correction, where only Of contrib-
utes in the one-gluon approximation, we introduce the
ratio:

(rm) _ <7T+ 77-7|0111|BO>E (22)
E Amta|oyBY),

Note that in the adopted approximation the matrix element
standing in the denominator is factorizable:
Gp/N2Am " 7|0%|B%); = A ... We obtain:

u 4 2 T
A(z’l’z) = |:9(01 + ) + g(cl + Cz)r% )i|‘jzl7r7r' (23)

Accordingly, the I = 0 part generated by the operators O ,
has the following decomposition:

" 1 2 T
A(()’]’z) = |:§(501 —c) — g(cl - 202)"(E )

+ 2C1(}"507:7T) + r&””))}ﬂwﬁ, (24)

where the relative contributions for penguin and annihila-
tion topologies® similar to Eq. (22) are defined as follows:

(™t~ |03|BO>P,, [ 7~ |041B%),

(7) _
= — r ===
Pu (mr a7~ |OY|B%) A (mt ™ |0%|B%)
(25)
Hereafter, we will use a more generic notation rg”), q=

u,d, s, so that r(PmT) = r;””) in accordance with our ap-
u q

proximation for the light-quark-penguin  loops.
Furthermore, the Of, operators with c-quark contribute
to Eq. (20) only in the penguin topology (‘‘charming
penguins’):

. at 7| 05| B°
Ag"l’z) = 2c1r§§”’), where rﬁ)”) = << — _ll 02u||go>>Pr'
e e a7 |0%|B®)
(26)

The remaining piece of the decomposition (20) contain-
ing the hadronic matrix elements of quark-penguin opera-
tors with various topologies, normalized to the factorizable
part, is more complicated:

*In this paper, we neglect the penguin-annihilation (PA) top-
ologies. They can be simply added to the general decomposition
by introducing the corresponding rgf) ratios, but from LCSR we
expect them to be small; this mechanism is also neglected in
QCDFE.
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> C
ABJ) = |:c4 + ?3 + 203(rgm) + rgﬂ) + rg”) + rxm))

2
+ 26,377 + AT + R+ 2T + SR
c mb

C
X <c6 + —35> + 2e5r7™0 + 2663757 + P
C
+ 7+ 2r7mY) + <c6 + —35>RE;”T'6)
(7,6) ff ()
+ 2¢51y + cgg Tsg }Aww. 27)

Some of the r(T””)—parameters entering the above equation

have already been defined: we use the fact that certain
quark-penguin and current-current operators coincide.

The parameter rg”) determines the relative contribution

of the b-quark penguin topology. It is defined as in Eq. (26)
()

P
to distinguish the penguin contractions Z)f the operators
046 (035) from those of O} 3 (O, 4). In the NDR scheme
used here, as in [2,3], the quark loop factors for the two
contractions differ by a constant. The loop factor entering
LCSR for rgfi is given in Eq. (4) of [18]. To obtain the

corresponding factor for FEJ”Z
q.c,

with ¢ — b. Furthermore, the notation 7 1s introduced

one simply has to subtract

1/6 from this expression. A few terms in Eq. (27) are
generated by the effective operator Oy with (S + P) ®
(§ — P) structure. First, the factorizable emission contri-
bution of the wu-quark part of this operator, Of =
—2(d(1 + y5)u)(@(1 — ys)b), acquires a ‘chirally en-
hanced” factor w,/m;, whereas its nonfactorizable part
is described by an additional parameter:

) - AT T 1O81B ), (28)
(mra|OY|BY)g

Second, there is a specific factorizable annihilation contri-

bution due to the d-quark part of the same operator O¢ =

—2(d(1 + y5)d)(d(1 — v5)b) which is expressed in terms

of the B meson decay constant (0|dysb|B) = —im%fy/m,
multiplied by the pion scalar form factor:

(m(p))m (py) | dd | 0) = F5((py + p»)?), (29

corresponding to the transition of the scalar and isoscalar
quark-antiquark current into a two-pion state with the
invariant mass squared (p; + p,)> = m%. The parameter
in Eq. (27) determining the annihilation via Og is factor-
ized as:

("7 |O¢IB%),y  2fypF3(m})
(mtm|0Y|B)g My frf 5 (0)
The nonfactorizable annihilation correction of the color-

octet counterpart of this operator in Eq. (27) is parame-
trized as

R = (30)
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(7m,6) _ <7T+777|0g|BO>A (31)
4 (m*w|0Y1B%):

In addition to this S = P contractions, the nonfactorizable
annihilation contribution from the V + A contraction is
defined in analogy to Eq. (31) with (6 — 5). Finally, the
parameter in Eq. (27) describing the contribution of the
gluonic penguin operator (with the penguin topology) is:

(mm) _ (mra™ |08g |BO>Pg

8g <7T+7T_|0’i{|BO>E .

(32)

In the NDR scheme it should be multiplied by gl = cg, —
cs (see [3]).

For convenience, in Appendix A we present the relations
of the parameters r(TmT) introduced above to the effective
coefficients a; and b; used in QCDF [2,3] to encode the
nonfactorizable effects in B — 7. Equation (20) can also
be converted into a typical decomposition in terms of
“tree,” ‘‘color-suppressed,” and “‘penguin” amplitudes
used in the CP analysis of charmless decays, where the
separation to A, = |A,le”"” and A, parts is made explicit:

AB > 7t ) =e T, + P,

. (33)
V2AB™ — 7 7°) = e (T, + C,p).
Comparing the above with Eq. (20) one reads off:
T = |/\u|(A(2u,l,2) i Aéu,l,Z) I A623)),
Por = AAS" + ATY), (34)

T + Comw = |A,1(3A%12),

To analyze the B — 7r7r amplitudes in terms of separate
isospin contributions, one needs the numerical values of
the hadronic parameters entering Eqgs. (23), (24), and (26),
and (27). Some of them have already been estimated using
LCSR. For the nonfactorizable emission entering through

A7 we will partly use the QCDF result. The calculation

of the unknown annihilation parameters 7™ and R'7™°
from LCSR is the main issue of this paper.

IV. DERIVATION OF LCSR

The method we apply is basically the one developed in
[13], (see also [17,18]) with some important modifications
which will be explained in this section. To demonstrate the
derivation of LCSR for a generic hadronic matrix element
(w7 |O|B®)y, let us choose for definiteness the combi-
nation of current-current operators O = ¢, O + ¢, 0} ata
fixed scale, considering it as a superposition of two local
operators.
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One starts from the correlation function

]d“xe i(p— q)x]d4yez(p k)y

X (OIT{™ (1) 0"(0)j8 ()H 7 (), (35)
() _

where j,& = iiy,ysd and ]( ) = = m,biysd are the quark
currents interpolating the pion and the B meson, respec-
tively. The momentum £ is artificial and will vanish in the
final sum rule. It is introduced in order to have two inde-
pendent kinematical variables in the B and 77 channels.

The correlator (35) can be decomposed into four differ-
ent Lorentz structures,

F(O) [7; q, k)

FE,ZO) =(p-— k)aF(O) + qaﬁ(lo) + ka[:’(zO)
(0
+ Ea,B'yqup)\kPFg );

of which we use only the first. Concerning the kinematical
variables, we put g> = m2 = 0 and choose p> = k> =0
for simplicity. The remaining invariants are (p — k)2, (p —
g)?, and P> = (p — k — ¢)*. In the domain where all three
variables are spacelike and large, all distances are close to
the light-cone, x> ~ y*> ~ (x — y)> ~ 0, and the correlation
function can be calculated by perturbatively expanding the
T product of operators. In this way, the correlation function
is expressed in a usual form of hard-scattering amplitudes
convoluted with pion DA’s of growing twist.

For a given operator O in the correlation function (35),
various contractions of the quark fields are possible, lead-
ing to diagrams with different topologies. Collecting the
lowest-order contributions to OPE, we easily recognize
diagrams with the emission (Fig. 2), penguin (Fig. 3),
annihilation (Fig. 4), and penguin-annihilation (Fig. 5)

FIG. 2. Diagrams corresponding to the emission topology in
the OPE of the correlation function (35): (a) factorizable;
(b) with nonfactorizable hard gluon (six diagrams);
(c) nonfactorizable soft gluon (two diagrams). The solid, double,
dashed, wavy lines and the square denote the light quarks, b
quark, gluon, external currents, and the weak vertex, respec-
tively. The shaded ovals denote the pion DA’s. The crosses
indicate how gluon lines are attached in the other possible
diagrams.

%

(a)

FIG. 3. Examples of diagrams corresponding to the penguin
topology: with (a) hard gluon and (b) soft gluons.

topologies. The sum of all diagrams calculated at a definite
order in OPE, will be matched to the dispersion relation
where the ground-state contribution contains the hadronic
matrix element {77+ 77~ |O| B°). If one retains only diagrams
with a topology T in the OPE, the sum rule result (within
adopted accuracy) can be interpreted as (7" 7~ |O|B%);.*
This was actually done for the emission topology in [13]
where the diagrams in Fig. 2 have been investigated. It was
shown that retaining only the diagram of Fig. 2(a), without
gluons connecting the light-quark loop and the heavy-light
part, one reproduces the result of naive factorization.
Importantly, the gluons which do not violate factorization
in this diagram can be added arbitrarily. Altogether, one
obtains the product of the LCSR for the B — 7 form factor
and the two-point sum rule for the pion decay constant. The
diagrams in Fig. 2(b) and 2(c) describe nonfactorizable
corrections in the emission topology. The diagrams with
soft gluons in Fig. 2(c) were calculated in [13].
Furthermore, penguin contractions for O 1.2 (some of dia-
grams are shown in Fig. 3) have also been studied in the
framework of LCSR [18] allowing to calculate the parame-
ters rg”) , (”’T) , and r(mT) In addition, the LCSR for the

gluonic penguln operator was derived in [17] yielding

rg”) In the next two sections, we will present the calcu-

lation of the remaining diagrams with the annihilation
topology (Fig. 4).

Having at hand the QCD calculation of a set of diagrams
with topology 7 in terms of pion DA’s and hard-scattering
amplitudes, one can then express the correlation function
in the form of a dispersion relation in the variable s =
(p — k)™

Foep(p = 02 (p = @)%, P?)

_ L[, I (QOCD) (s, (p — q)2 )
[ s—(p—k)?—

(36)

“Since we are studying only the leading-order effects here and
use a fixed scale, the scale and scheme dependence as well as the
mixing effects between separate operators in H.gy, remain be-
yond our scope. To account for these effects one has to consider
scale- and scheme-invariant combinations of matrix elements
with different topologies as explained in [26].
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(d) (e)

FIG. 4. Diagrams corresponding to the annihilation topology
in the OPE of the correlation function (35): (a) factorizable; (b),
(c) with hard gluon; (d), (e) with soft gluon.

On the other hand, one can insert a complete set of had-
ronic states in the 7= meson channel, and obtain

FOD(p = k2 (p — 9, P)
_ i1 (p — 9% P?)
—(p—k)?
©  prls,(p—q? P?)
+/%ds s—(p—k?*

(37

where the one-pion ground-state contribution contains the
pion decay constant and the matrix element

1 (p = qP. P =i [ dtxe im0
X (™ (p— IT{00)jP N7 (@))r, (38)

and p} is the spectral density of heavier hadronic states in
this channel. Replacing the integral over pj with the
standard duality approximation and equating (36) to (37),
we obtain, after the usual Borel transformation:

FIG. 5. Some of the lowest-order diagrams corresponding to
the penguin-annihilation topology.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 094012 (2005)

FIG. 6. The first step in the derivation of the sum rule for B —
mrar amplitude in the emission topology: (a) the initial correlation
function (only diagrams with emission topology are included) is
matched to (b) the hadronic dispersion relation in the pion
channel where only the ground-state pion contribution is shown.

% (p - 2 P = —- f T s e
7Tf77 0
X ImSFgOéQ(s + i€, (p — q)%, P?),
(39)

where s is the duality threshold in the pion channel. This
first step in the derivation of LCSR is schematically shown
in Fig. 6 where the diagrams with emission topology are
chosen for definiteness.

Note that the hadronic matrix element (38) diagram-
matically shown in Fig. 6(b) itself represents a correlator.
At large negative (p — g)? and P? it can be factorized into
a short-distance part (the b-quark propagator) and a long-
distance part (the combination of two pion DA’s). Adding
hard-gluon exchanges does not seemingly spoil this facto-
rization. In any case, the absence of infrared singularities
has to be checked by a direct calculation. Hence, instead of

using (39), we are free to use HSTO;,T) as a starting QCD
object. That will be done below in the case of the annihi-
lation topology with hard gluons, while employing the
standard derivation of (39) for the soft-gluon part.

To continue, following [13] we consider H(7707:1'T)((p -
g)%, P?), as an analytical function of the variable P2, the
invariant mass of the 77 pair. Starting from our calculation
for negative P2, we have to reach the physical timelike
point P?> = m% by analytical continuation (see Fig. 7). As

{3
P o) EL
k

(a) (b)

FIG. 7. The second step in the derivation of the sum rule:
(a) the two-pion matrix element calculated in the spacelike
region is analytically continued to (b) the same matrix element
in the timelike region.

094012-8



ANNIHILATION EFFECTS IN B — 7w FROM QCD LIGHT-CONE SUM RULES PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 094012 (2005)

#@ —9)
A0 a) ‘ ”\\
_ B —a) — 7N
\ — | { =@
—) | Ble —9) \
" A4 N
~

(a) (b)

FIG. 8. The third step in the derivation of the sum rule: (a) the
two-pion matrix element 1—1(707,75) after analytic continuation to
(p — q — k)* = m% is matched to (b) the hadronic dispersion
relation in the B-meson channel; the ground-state B-meson
contribution is proportional to the B — 7r7 matrix element in

emission topology.

already explained in [13], we use the fact that m% >
m%, sT, i.e., the two-pion system in the B decay is in the
timelike asymptotic region, far from the light-quark reso-
nances. Note that at fixed (p — ¢)?, the matrix element
HSTO;TT) can always be represented in a form of a hadronic
dispersion relation in the variable P?:

Ith(O T)((p
— P2

q)2 2

1
Y
T Jo
(40)
This dispersion relation is only needed for illustrative
purpose because it allows to unambiguously determine

the point of analytical continuation we need as P? = m% +
ie. Finally, it is convenient to represent the QCD calcula-

tion result I1%((p — ¢)2, m3) in the form of the disper-
sion relation in the variable (p — ¢)?,
Im, 1D (s m%)

s'=(p—q) —i€’
(4D)

1
% (p—gPmi+ie)=— | ds
T )

and equate this to the hadronic representation in the
B-meson channel (see Fig. 8),

% (p — @)% m} + i€)
_ femi(m (7" (—9)|0IB(p — 9))r
—(p—qf

B
[ ds’M (42)
s s =(p—q?*

where fp is the B-meson decay constant. In the ground-
state contribution, we have P> = (p — k — q)* = m% + ie
and (p — ¢)*> = m% simultaneously, so that the artificial
momentum k disappears and we encounter the hadronic

on-shell matrix element of our interest. After applying the

duality approximation to the integral over excited states in
Eq. (42) and performing Borel transformation, we obtain
the LCSR for the B — 77 hadronic matrix element of a
given operator and topology:

(= (p)7* (= q)|OIB(p — @))r
1

B
— - K ds’ e(mé*s')/M/2
fempm Jm2

X Imy G (s" + ie, m3 + ie).  (43)

Note that the analytical continuations of 1% in the
variables s’ and P? interchange and may be performed in
inverse order as well.

V. ANNIHILATION WITH HARD GLUONS

For the correlation function (35) with the operators Of ,,
the simplest possible diagram with the annihilation topol-
ogy is the factorizable diagram in Fig. 4(a). Its contribution
is expected to vanish due to the conservation of the V — A
current for massless u, d quarks. In fact, a calculation of the
diagram in LCSR yields a parametrically small correction
of O(sT/m%) which is neglected within the adopted accu-
racy of the method [13], so that the result is consistent with
the expectation.

We start to calculate the annihilation effect by consid-
ering the first two O(«;) dlagrams shown in Fig. 4(b); they

contain only the operator 02 These two-loop diagrams
depend on four different mass/momentum scales, m,, (p —

k)%, (p — q)?, and P2, which makes their direct calculation
technically not feasible. As mentioned in the previous
section, instead of calculating these dlagrams directly, we

start from the pion-pion correlator H(WO# A) defined in
Eq. (38), with the annihilation topology. The correspond-
ing one-loop diagrams are shown in Fig. 9 and we proceed
with their calculation.

After contracting the quark and gluon fields, the long-

~y

(05,A)

distance part of 17", at leading twist 2, reduces to a

product of two-pion twist-2 DA’s:
(7 (p = WdS(Juf (0) a2 (0) d5(2)| 7 ()
~ (7 (p = k)d3(2)uy (0)10) - (Ol (0)d5(2)l7 ()

FIG. 9. Diagrams used to calculate the pion-pion correlator in
the annihilation topology.
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(’5“” £olF = Byse [ e ip,w)
5 O 1 Lyl [ aue 00

where «, B, v, 6 and a, b, ¢, d are the spinor and color
indices, respectively. Convoluting the above with the short-
distance part, one obtains the following expression for the
pion-pion correlator :

R s

¢ ()¢, (v)
] du[ [(p— @) *u— P*v]?

X{HZ (u,v;(p — q)% P?)
+HY (wvi(p—q) PP}, (44)

where HY_ and H’_ represent the hard-scattering kernels
for the diagrams in Figs. 9(a) and 9(b), with the gluon
attached to the d and b quark, respectively. The expressions

~y, C
Im (T2 (s" + i€, P?) = if2m} (“ F) f f

+ Hy(u, v; s, P?) - @(

where # = 1 — u and

v P2 m3 — iis'|

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 094012 (2005)

for H%2 are given in Appendix B in terms of the standard
loop integrals. Evaluated at (p — ¢)?, P> < 0, the result for
Eq. (44) is real and finite, in particular, the numerators in
Eq. (44) cancel at the pole (p — g)>u = P?v. Furthermore,

HSTO# 4 contains no end-point divergences in the variables
u and v. The reason why the integrals remain finite is
simple: the gluon in the diagrams in Fig. 9 has a virtuality
uvP?, and remains perturbative unless u or v is close to 0,
but this region is suppressed by the end-point behavior of
the pion DA’s. This convergence is important for justifying
the replacement of the initial diagrams in Fig. 4(b). Note
that the latter are convergent and perturbative by construc-
tion,” because they contain one off-shell current instead of
the pion DA.

For the sum rule derivation we need the dispersion

relation (42) for %A in the variable s’ = (p — 9>
The expression (44) continued in this variable, (while
keeping P? negative), has branch cuts at s/ > 0. The cal-
culation of the imaginary part is straightforward, but in-
volved. The result reads:

@ () e (v)
wv(us' — v P?)3

"; Pzﬂ, (45)

|:H (u, vs', P?) - O(s' — m32)

H(u, v;s', P*) = uv PX(m} — s' + v P?)? 10g<

X (us'+vP?) — (um? —us') +vP)(vml P>+ us'(s —vP?)log

us'(m3 —s' +vP?

itv P2(m? — s' + v P?)

2
)— <1 ——,}’)(us’ —vP)(mj —us' + v P?)
s

s'(um? + v P?)
us?+vPmi; —us') |’

Hy(u, v;s', P?) = —uv P*(m3 — s’ + v P?)? log( ©
u(s' —

v P?)|m3 — iis'|

) +(us' — va)(l ) T’z’v P2)>

X (m3(us'+ (1 = 2u)v P?) — 2u(s’ — v P>)(us' — v P?) + (u(m} — us') + v P?)

(s'" — v P)(um? + itv P?)

X (v P’m2 + us'(s' — v P?)log

The expression (45) at negative P> contains no singu-
larities within the integration region, and is therefore finite.
The two pieces proportional to ©(s' — m3) and O(s" —
m3/ii — P*v) reflect the two cuts of the diagrams in
Fig. 9: the first one corresponds to the on-shell b and d
quarks emitted at the B-current vertex; the second cut is
less trivial and emerges when b and d quark at the weak

vertex are on shell. |

A 7Ta C
IszIms/HS?#'A)(s’, m%) = £

i(us?+vP(m} —us')

5 my my(my — s’ +UmB)2f /

{
Finally, according to the procedure explained in the

previous section, we analytically contmue Imy l'I(O2 N o
the physical timelike point P? = m3 + i€, so that this

function acquires an imaginary part IszIms/HSTO#’A). The
imaginary part in (45) naturally originates from the loga-
rithms of — P2, however the complexity of this expression
makes their extraction nontrivial. We obtain

@) ¢ (v)
(us' —vmi)?

m2
X [@(s’ - 719) - O(s' —m] — vm%):|. (46)
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The existence of nonvanishing imaginary part in P? is an
important effect we are actually looking for, because in the
quark-hadron duality approximation it determines the
strong phase of the hadronic matrix element. Importantly,
Eq. (46) receives contributions only from the diagram in
Fig. 9(a). Physically, the effect corresponds to the d quark
from the weak decay of b quark going on shell and anni-
hilating with the spectator d quark into a virtual timelike
gluon. In the diagram in Fig. 9(b) the gluon is attached to
the b quark and such mechanism is forbidden kinemati-
cally, hence this diagram has no double imaginary part. We
have verified by explicit calculation that an identical result
is obtained if one does analytical continuation in P? first
and only then obtains the dispersion relation in s'.

Our final result for the annihilation contribution with
hard gluons in twist-2 approximation is given by the sum

rule of the type (43):
1 £ 2 _ V2
[ ds' e(mB s")/M

_ ~up 5
<7T ot | 02 IBO>gard — 5 i
femzm Jm2

~y

X Img 112N (s!, m3, + ie),  (47)

where the real and imaginary part are given by the real part
of Eq. (45) (with the principal value of the integrals con-
taining complex poles) and by Eq. (46), respectively.

As already mentioned, the LCSR result (47) is finite, due
to the fact that the end-point divergence introduced by the
gluon propagator 1/uvP? is cancelled by the pion DA’s. In
the light-cone expansion of the two-pion diagrams in Fig. 9
one formally encounters a contribution proportional to the
two twist-3 pion DA’s which is divergent. However, one
has to keep in mind, that we have used these diagrams only
as an effective replacement for the part of the diagrams in
the correlation function (35). In this function one of the
pions is interpolated by the axial-vector current, which
simply does not have a twist-3 component. We conclude

that the (twist 3) ® (twist 3) contribution to 1% has no
counterpart in the correlation function (35) and hence does
not play any role in LCSR.

To complete the calculation of hard-gluon effects, we
still need to consider the four diagrams in Fig. 4(c) which
belong to the O(a;) part of the correlation function (35).
Note that similar diagrams where B — 7r7r annihilation is
accompanied by gluons exchanged within the weak vertex,
also emerge in QCDF approach. However, they were not
included in [3], where only the diagrams analogous to
Fig. 4(b) were taken into account. The reason, apart from
expected 1/m,, suppression, is that in order to describe the
two-pion state originating from a quark-antiquark pair, in
QCDF one needs an additional long-distance object, a sort
of two-pion distribution amplitude, which in the local limit
reduces to the pion form factor at timelike momentum
transfer m%. In LCSR approach the ‘form factorlike’ anni-
hilation diagrams in Fig. 4(c) emerge as a part of OPE,
hence, no new input is needed. However, the calculation of

these diagrams is not possible with current methods, be-
cause they contain two loops and many scales. In fact, in
this case one cannot use as a remedy the pion-pion corre-
lator considered above, since the corresponding diagrams
still have two loops, even if both pions are described by
their DA’s. In order to assess this effect, remaining at the
one-loop level, we employ a completely different method
which is briefly described in the rest of this section.

A new type of correlation function is introduced with an
on-shell B meson and a pion, while interpolating the
second pion with a current’:

37 (p, k, q) = i/d4yei(p—k)y

X (OIT{ (v), O4O)B(p — q)7 ().
(48)

We consider the part of this correlation function with quark
contractions having annihilation topology and pick up only
diagrams with gluon exchange in the weak vertex. They
can be obtained from the diagrams in Fig. 4(c) if the
interpolating current j(SB) is replaced by an on-shell B
meson. The correlation function (48) factorizes into a
product of vacuum-to-pion matrix element (that is, a usual
pion DA) and vacuum-to-B matrix element. The latter is
expressed via B meson DA’s [29,30]. As usual, the external
momenta are chosen to provide that the virtual quarks and
gluon remain far off shell. For the pion DA we retain only
twist 2 (twist 3 vanishes in the chiral limit) whereas the two
components ¢~ of the B meson DA are taken into account.
By writing a dispersion relation in the variable (p — k)? (in
the pion channel), one obtains a sum rule for the B — 77
matrix element. As a result, we find that all four diagrams
vanish, which means that contributions from the ‘“‘form
factor’ part of the annihilation mechanism starts either at
higher twists = 4 and/or at higher orders in a, and can be
neglected.

VI. ANNIHILATION WITH SOFT GLUONS

The gluons exchanged between the initial B-meson and
the final quark-antiquark state in the B — 7r7r annihilation
can also have small virtualities. Diagrams with soft-gluon
contributions cannot be directly calculated in QCDF or
PQCD, because in this case it is difficult to identify and
separate a hard kernel. The soft-gluon nonfactorizable
effects should either be neglected (arguing that they are
1/m,, suppressed) or modeled by separate nonperturbative
parameters. In the LCSR approach the decay amplitude is
calculated quite differently, by matching the hadronic dis-
persion relation to the correlation function. In the latter, the
soft (low virtuality) gluons emerge in OPE diagrams, being
emitted at short distances and absorbed in the quark-anti-

A similar but simpler version of this method was recently
applied to B — 7 form factor in Ref. [27] (see also Ref. [28]).
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quark-gluon DA’s of the pion. For the emission topology
the corresponding diagrams are shown in Fig. 2(c). Their
effect, although formally 1/m,, suppressed turned out [13]
to be of the same order as the O(a,) effect of nonfactor-
izable hard gluons calculated from QCDEF. On the other
hand, the soft-gluon effects for the penguin topology (one
of diagrams is shown in Fig. 3(b)] were found suppressed
in LCSR [18] with respect to the penguin diagrams with
hard gluons, indicating that the role of soft-gluon effects
strongly depends on the topology. Here we will calculate
the soft-gluon diagrams in the part of the correlation
function (35) with annihilation topology.

The two lowest-order diagrams are shown in Figs. 4(d)
and 4(e) containing an on-shell gluon emitted from the
heavy-light loop and absorbed in the three-particle pion
DA. Technically these diagrams are much easier to calcu-
late than the annihilation diagrams with hard gluons in
Fig. 4(b) and 4(c). One returns to the original method of
[13] and employs the light-cone expansion of the quark
propagators in the external gluon field [31]. For the dia-
gram with a gluon emission from the massless d quark we
use

S4(x,0) = —i{0|T{d(x)d(0)}|0)
4
C272(2)? 16722 ﬁ) G (vx)
X (fo,, — divx,y,) + ..., (49)

whereas the propagator for the massive b quark is

8§4(0,x) = —i0|T{b(0)b(x)}|0)
d4k ikx Ié‘i‘ m;, r
(277)4€k g f dvG™ (vx)
d*k ik l ]é-i— m, UX,Y, N
Qm)* 2 —m3)? k> —m3
(50)
In the above o = 1 — v, G,, = 4-G¢, and the fixed-point

gauge for the gluon field has been adopted, having in mind
that the hard and soft contributions to OPE are individually
gauge-invariant. The dots in Egs. (49) and (50) represent
terms with derivatives and higher orders of the gluon field-
strength tensor which we neglect. These terms generate
pion DA’s with twist >4 and multiplicity >3, and their
contributions to the sum rule are suppressed by additional
powers of the Borel parameter.

In the chiral limit for the light quarks, the contribution of
the twist-3 quark-antiquark-gluon pion DA vanishes and
the nonvanishing part comes from the twist 4. The four
relevant DA’s 5”, L and ¢ ; are defined via vacuum-pion
matrix elements:

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 094012 (2005)
(01(0)iy . G ap(x3)d(xp)|7(q))

= f7T fDai eiq(XIal+X3a3)|:(g;LaQB - g,u,,Bqa/)aJ_(ai)

+ qﬂw(%(m) + 5”(%‘)) , G
qz

and the one obtained from the above with iy, — y,7vs,

Gup— Gap. and @1 — @ 1. In Eq. (51), Gup =
1€appaGP*,  Da; = dajdaydas8(1 — ay — ay — a3).
The points x;, are located on the light cone, x; = u,z,
where u; are arbitrary numbers and z> = 0 is the light-
cone separation.

In our case, due to the choice of external spacelike
momenta, the regions of integration over x, y are close to
the light cone, but x?, y?, (x — y)? are not exactly lightlike.
Therefore, strictly speaking, there is an ambiguity of defin-
ing z via x and y in right-hand side (r.h.s.) of Eq. (51). From
the point of view of the light-cone OPE, this ambiguity is a
higher-twist effect. Indeed, calculating the diagrams for
different choices z = x, y, x — y in Eq. (51) one finds that
the parts proportional to z,/(gz) in Eq. (51) and its analog
for v, vs yield negligibly small contributions. Hence, only
two DA’s ¢, and @, multiplying the coordinate-
independent part of the matrix elements appear in the final
answer.

After specifying the propagators and pion DA’s, the
calculation of the diagrams in Figs. 4(d) and 4(e) is
straightforward. The following expression is obtained for
the invariant amplitude multiplying (p — k), in the corre-
lation function:

(gZ,A)zmbfﬂ' da,
soft 16772 0 _P2a,1_(p_k)2(1_al)

(1—a;) 1 1 dx
Xf da3f dvf 5 5
0 0 o my—(p—q)*(1 —azv)x

X{[P*(1+2x0) +3(p — ¢)*(1 —20x) ] 1 (a;)
—[P*(1 = 4x0) +3(p — )*1& 1 (@)} (52)

Following the procedure explained in Section I'V, we match
the above expression to the dispersion relation in the
variable (p — k)?. After applying duality and Borel trans-
formation, we obtain for the corresponding pion-pion cor-
relator:

102 Akoft — .16 2P2] ds e /M ] das
T

“Jot | = T
X ([P2(1 + 2xv) + 3(p — 9)*(1 — 2vx)]

X ¢ (0, @s, az) — [P?(1 — 4xv)
+3(p — ¢)*1¢ (0, @s, a3))
X {1+ O(s7/P?)}, (53)
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where @; = 1 — a5 and we neglected terms of O(s/P?) <
O(s7/P?).
The analytical continuation to P> = m3 is then trivial

and we can immediately apply the dispersion relation in
J

2 T B !
My e [0S
167T2f3m% 0 m? s/

m,%(u - @3)

N pO\soft — -
(m™ O, |BO)Y = i

X /
s'uos

In the adopted approximation, this part of the decay am-
plitude does not contribute to the strong phase.

Finally, adding the hard-gluon and soft-gluon contribu-
tions given by Egs. (47) and Eq. (54), respectively, we
complete our calculation of the parameter rff”) defined in
Eq. (29).

VII. FACTORIZABLE ANNIHILATION VIA O¢
OPERATOR

In this section we describe the calculation of the pion
scalar form factor defined in Eq. (29). According to
Eq. (30), this form factor is needed to estimate the factor-
izable part of the B — 77 matrix element of the operator
0¢ with annihilation topology.

In QCDF only part of this contribution was taken into
account, namely, the annihilation diagrams with the gluon
exchange in the final state [see Figs. 4a,b in Ref. [3]).
Clearly, this is not a complete answer, because the annihi-
lation into two pions via the scalar current starts at zeroth
order in «;. In addition, there are O(«a,) diagrams where a
hard gluon is exchanged in the final state at the vertex of
the scalar current. All these contributions lie beyond the
usual QCDF approximation: being formally 1/m, sup-
pressed, they also do not allow a factorization with a
hard kernel. One has to parametrize them with a separate
nonperturbative parameter.

We use a different approach, considering the scalar pion
form factor {7 (p) | gq | 7 (q)) (¢ = u, d) as a separate
object and obtaining it from LCSR, following the same
method as in [19]. The calculation is done at spacelike
momentum transfer P> <0, analytically continuing the
result to large timelike P? = m3.

One introduces the correlation function

Tp.q) = i [ dixe OITGE @O (@), 65)
where jE;? is the same axial-vector current as in Eq. (35).
Inserting the complete set of states with the pion and axial
meson quantum numbers between the currents in Eq. (55),
one obtains for the ground-state pion contribution:

the variable (p — ¢)?, and subsequently, duality and the
Borel transformation in the B channel. Our final result for
the soft-gluon annihilation contribution to the hadronic
matrix element in the leading twist-4 approximation reads

my/MP—s'/M"” ! ﬂ : % 2 4+ 3s' + 2(m3 — 35')
m2/s' U 1
b

—u Qaz

}mo, &3, ) - [m% + 39/ - 4m23””2’(””_‘3)}¢i(o, &, a3>}}{1 T OG5/ P}

s'uas
(54)
. if F5(P?)
T(p, q) = LB (56)
maz — P

At large spacelike p? and P? = (p — ¢)? the correlation
function can be expanded near the light cone and expressed
via pion DA’s. The OPE starts from the diagram in
Fig. 10(a) which corresponds to the soft or end-point
mechanism of the pion-to-pion transition. In addition, there
is a diagram with quark-antiquark gluon DA’s [Fig. 10(b)]
and O(a,) diagrams, some of them shown in Figs. 10(c)
and 10(d).

To calculate the leading-order diagram in Fig. 10(a), the
free d-quark propagator is inserted and pion quark-
antiquark DA’s are factorized out. Only the structure pro-
portional to p, is relevant. In the chiral limit (at g> =
m2. = 0) the twist-2 contribution vanishes, hence the ex-
pansion starts from the twist 3. The answer reads:

(c) (d)

FIG. 10. Diagrams of the correlation function used to derive
LCSR for the pion scalar form factor; j, = dd is the scalar quark
current.
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. 1 du
To(p q) = l,U«wfnﬁ) m(éﬁ)(u)
1 d
- 6 E@o(u))pw (57)

where ¢p, are the standard twist-3 DA’s of the pion,
normalized to w, = m%/(m, + m,). In addition, we find
that the diagram in Fig. 10(b), with a low-virtuality (soft)
gluon absorbed in the quark-antiquark-gluon DA , does not
contribute to the relevant Lorentz structure ~p, in the
chiral limit.

Furthermore, the experience with the LCSR for the pion
vector (e.m.) form factor [19] tells that even at rather large
momentum transfers of a few GeV? the O(a;) diagrams in
Fig. 10(c) and 10(d) are subdominant. Therefore, in what
follows we simplify our calculation neglecting their
contributions.

Equating the result (57) for the correlation function to
the hadronic dispersion relation in the variable p?, we
retain only the pion contribution (56) and replace the
sum over heavier states by a quark-hadron duality estimate.
For that one has to write the expression (57) as a dispersion
relation in the variable s = p?> >0 by substituting the
integration variable: u = —P?/(s — P?). After Borel trans-
formation we obtain the LCSR for the pion scalar form
factor valid at large spacelike P> < 0. Continuing it to

large timelike P> = m3%, we get

Fi(mg) = = S2M(1 = 55/
mp

< () g w0t

X (1 + O(s§/m%)) (58)

u=1

with an evident end-point dominance. Note that F3.(m%)
has no imaginary part in the adopted approximation. It will
appear at O(a;,), hence, we expect the strong phase in the
form factor to be subdominant.

Substituting Eq. (58) in Eq. (30), we obtain the estimate

for the parameter Rff”ﬁ). Containing a chiral enhanced
factor, and having no «, suppression, this effect is expected
to be important. On the other hand, the annihilation effects
via Os¢ operators multiply small Wilson coefficients cs
and cg in the amplitude (27), therefore in what follows we

only retain Rg””’ﬁ) and neglect nonfactorizable corrections

parametrized by r'7™® and r7"™.

VIII. NUMERICAL ESTIMATES

For the numerical evaluation we adopt the same input in
all sum rules derived and used in this paper, including
LCSR (47) and (54), and (58) for the matrix elements in
the annihilation topology, and the LCSR for the B — 7
form factor f3_ [16] determining the factorizable ampli-
tude A ... Finally, f5 is substituted by the corresponding

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 72, 094012 (2005)

two-point sum rule, so that the uncertainties of the input
parameters partly cancel in the ratios.

In the LCSR for B — 7 form factor [16] the one-loop
pole mass m;, of the b quark is used. For consistency, we
adopt the same mass for the other sum rules. The current
interval m(m,) = 4.25 = 0.15 GeV [32] converted into
the one-loop pole mass yields m, = 4.7 £ 0.1 GeV.
Furthermore, we take a,(m,) = 0.1187 [32], evolved to
lower scales at two-loop order, so that e.g., a,(m;/2) =
0.284. For the factorization and renormalization scale of

the scale-dependent input parameters, we use u, =

\Jm% — m3 = 2.4 GeV, numerically close to m,/2. Being

of order of the Borel parameter M’ in the B-meson channel,
this scale reflects the average virtuality in the correlation
function. For consistency, we normalize also the Wilson
coefficients in H; at the same scale u,,. For the latter, we
use the NLO results obtained in the NDR scheme adopted
in our calculation:

M ‘ Cl 2 C3 C4 Cs C6 C8g

2.4 GeV ‘ 1.124 —0.272 0.020 —0.037 0.010 —0.060 —0.166
4.8 GeV [1.073 —0.174 0.013 —0.034 0.009 —0.038 —0.149

In our uncertainty estimates, we include the variation of
the unified scale up to 2u,,.

Furthermore, for the condensate densities used in the
sum rules, we take (gGg)(1 GeV) = (—0.240 =
0.010 GeV)3, so that w,(1 GeV) = 1.61 = 0.20 GeV;
(%:G?) =0.012 = 0.006 GeV* and (gGq) = (0.8 =
0.2 GeV) X (gg)(1 GeV), the scale dependence of the
quark-gluon condensate density being negligible. The re-
maining parameters in the B channel are: the interval of the
Borel parameter M’> =10 =2 GeV? and the duality
threshold sg =35%2GeV? chosen as in [I13].
Concerning the parameters related to the pion, we use the
experimental value f, = 131 MeV [32], and take the
Borel interval M? = 1.0193 GeV? as well as the duality
threshold s7 = 0.7 GeV? determined from the two-point
sum rule for f_ [15].

Finally, the pion light-cone DA’s deserve a separate
discussion. Their definitions, asymptotic forms, and non-
asymptotic parts used in our calculation can be found, e.g.,
in Appendix B of Ref. [20].

In the twist-2 pion DA ¢ . («), we include nonasymptotic
effects encoded by the Gegenbauer moments aj and aj.
These parameters have recently been estimated in Ref. [33]
by fitting the LCSR result for B — 7 form factor to the
data on B — 7rlv decay distribution:

aZ7(1GeV)=0.1£0.1, aj(1GeV)=-0.07. (59)
We combine this range with the constraint [34] obtained
from the analysis of the 77y*y form factor

a7 (1l GeV) + aj(1 GeV) = 0.1 £0.1. (60)
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The resulting intervals

a7(1 GeV) = 0 + 0.27,

(61)
af(l GeV) = —0.07 + 0.20,
are consistent with other estimates in the literature. Note
that Eq. (61) does not exclude a purely asymptotic DA.
Both Gegenbauer moments are independently varied
around middle values of the intervals (61) to estimate the
corresponding uncertainty. Finally, for the twist-3 and 4
pion DA’s, the normalization constants and nonasymptotic
parameters are taken as: f3,(1 GeV) = 0.0035 =
0.0018 GeV?, ws,(1 GeV) = —2.88 and §,(1 GeV) =
0.17 = 0.05 GeV?, €,(1 GeV) = 0.5, respectively.
Using the input specified above, we reevaluate the result
of [35] for the B — 7 form factor:

F52(0) = 026 + 0.0207 ) * 0.03(puam)y ~ (62)

where the uncertainties induced by Gegenbauer moments
and by other sum rule parameters (the latter are added up in
quadrature) are shown separately. This estimate agrees
well with the most recent calculation of this form factor
in Ref. [36] where also a small twist-3 NLO correction is
taken into account. In Section II we added both uncertain-
ties linearly to be on the conservative side. In what follows,
all errors are added quadratically.

Using the sum rules for hard- and soft-gluon contribu-
tions presented in Sections V and VI, we first estimate the

ratio r™™. We find that both hard-gluon and soft-gluon
annihilation contributions, being comparable in magni-
tude, are numerically very small and partly cancel each

other, so that
P77 = [-0.67738 +i(3.6709)] X 107 (63)

On the other hand, the factorizable annihilation via
quark-penguin operator O¢ produces a considerably larger
hadronic matrix element:

RT™ = 0.23790%. (64)

However, the small Wilson coefficient reduces the effect in
the decay amplitudes to the same level as for the annihila-

tion via the current-current operator: (cq + ¢s/ 3)RX”T’6) ~

c rg”). As mentioned at the end of Section VII, we there-

fore neglect both factorizable and nonfactorizable O(«;)
corrections to the annihilation via the operators Os and Og.
In general, the contributions of annihilation amplitudes are
found at the same level as the other nonfactorizable effects
estimated from LCSR in Refs. [13,17,18].

Having at hand the new estimates of r'7™ and R{"™®,
we now update the phenomenological analysis of B — 77
channels, with all nonfactorizable parts of the amplitudes
calculated from LCSR, except the emission with hard
gluons which is estimated using QCDF. To this end, we

recalculated the previous LCSR predictions using the cur-
rent input, which has only slightly changed. For the non-
factorizable emission, we obtain

rT™ = [(1.8793) X 107 ]goq + [(1.3739) X 1072
+ i(—=4.775) X 1072 g, (65)

where the soft-gluon part is obtained from [13] and the
hard-gluon contribution is estimated using QCDF [2,3]
with the default value and error for the parameter describ-
ing the twist-3 hard-spectator diagrams. For the quark-
penguin operators with scalar-pseudoscalar Dirac struc-
ture, we have found that the soft-gluon emission contribu-
tion vanishes in twist = 4, and for the hard-gluon part we
again use QCDF:

rssmr,é) =[(—2.7 = 0.4) X 1072}, 1pa. (66)

The penguin-topology effects are calculated from LCSR
obtained in Refs. [17,18]. The resulting ratios to the fac-
torizable amplitude are:

7 = 0% + i1 ] > 1072

o™ = [—0.18+3% + i(~0.80*341)] X 1072, “
™ = (0.9379%) X 1072,

e = —(3.8%5) x 1072,

and the modified penguin parameters are ff{”? =~ rgﬁz -

(a,Cp)/(367); for brevity we do not show the correspond-
ing numbers.

Having specified all parameters entering the decompo-
sition of B — 7r7r amplitudes in Egs. (20) and (21), we
calculate the branching ratios and direct CP asymmetries,
using the values of B meson lifetimes from [21], and the
relevant CKM parameters from [23]. In particular, we
adopt |V,,| = (4.22 £ 0.26) - 1073 (the errors added in
quadrature) and use a representative interval y = (58.6 =
10)°. The results are:

BR(BT — 7" 7%) = (6.71]4153) X 107,
BR(B" — 7t ) = (9.7723%12) x 1079, (68)
BR(B® — 7%7%) = (0.2975337007) x 1076,
where the errors represent the variation of the LCSR
parameters and of the CKM factors, respectively. The
direct CP asymmetries are presented in Table I. For com-

pleteness, we also calculate the amplitudes 7, P, and C
defined in (34) parametrizing them as in [5]:

N : P
xed = T de'® = — T (69)
mT mT

We obtain:
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TABLE I. Direct CP asymmetries from experiment (all numbers taken from [21]; the errors
added in quadrature) compared with the LCSR predictions.
alt (Bt — wt oY) alit(B® — 7wta) adit(B® — 7070)
BABAR —0.01 =0.10 0.09 = 0.16 0.12 = 0.56
Belle 0.02 = 0.08 0.56 £ 0.14 0.44 = 0.56
Average 0.01 = 0.06 0.37 = 0.10 0.28 = 0.40
This work 0 —0.04 = 0.01 = 0.01 —0.70*3157 008
x = 0'29t8:(1)g’ A= (—21f2 ° sis in Section VIII shows, at finite m;, ~ 5 GeV the loga-

d=0 22+0.02+0.01 M= (_173 —+ 1)0 (70)
-££-0.03-0.01° =4

where the second error in d stems from the uncertainty of

|Vub|-

We find that the general picture does not qualitatively
deviate from the naive factorization considered in
Section II. Although the nonfactorizable contributions sub-
stantially enhance the small B® — 7°7° amplitude pre-
dicted in naive factorization, the disagreement between
theory and experiment for the branching ratio of this decay
remains. Our prediction (70) for the amplitudes is incon-
sistent with the fit [S] to data. As already discussed in
Section II, one possible interpretation of this disagreement
is a missing contribution to the I = 0 parts of the ampli-
tudes T, C,.,,and P .

IX. COMPARISON WITH QCD FACTORIZATION

Let us first investigate the behavior of the annihilation
amplitudes obtained from LCSR in the heavy quark limit,
by making standard substitutions in the sum rules:

Sg = ml2) + Zmba)o,
fB= fB/\/mbr

where A, wg, 7, and f » are my-independent parameters.°.
At m;, — oo, the factorizable amplitude A ., defined in

mpg = my + A,
(71)

M"? =2m,T,

Eq. (12) scales as mll,/ 2, Expanding in 1/m;, the annihila-
tion contribution with hard gluons given by Eq. (47) and
dividing it by A .., we reduce the real part of the diagram
in Fig. 9(a) (gluon emitted by the light quark) to

A 1 (u) 1 (v)
() Do D
rA,hard -~ m_b j;) dl/l uz j;) dUT + .- y (72)

where A is a generic energy scale not related to m, and
higher powers in 1/m, are denoted by ellipses. Although
formally suppressed by 1/my,, this expression recovers the
logarithmic divergence at u — 0, of the annihilation con-
tribution in QCDF. Importantly, in LCSR this divergence
occurs only at m; — o0. Moreover, as the numerical analy-

®Note that the scale 7 has to be large in comparison with
Aqcp, allowing one to use the power expansion in Agcp/7, s0
that QCD sum rules remain valid in the heavy quark limit (the
well-known example is the sum rule for fp in HQET [37]).

rithms originating from the end-point region (at m; — o
they reduce to Log(m,,/7) and Log(m,/)) do not produce
an enhancement of the annihilation contribution.
Furthermore, analyzing LCSR in the heavy quark limit,
we observe that the phase generated by the diagram in
Fig. 9(a), as well as the contribution of the gluon emission
from the heavy quark [Fig. 9(b)], remain finite at m;, — oo,
being of the same O(1/m,;). Other contributions that we

()

have calculated from LCSR, the soft-gluon part of r,"™",
and the factorizable annihilation with Og given by R/(;Wﬁ) ,
are also finite, being suppressed by an additional power of
1/my, with respect to Eq. (72).

The origin of the end-point divergence in QCDF and the
reason why it is absent in the LCSR approach can be
readily understood. The power counting in QCDF implies
that the momentum of the light quark in the B meson has to
vanish, i.e. the propagator of the light quark shrinks to a
point [2,3]. This is different in LCSR, since the B meson is
effectively replaced by the spectral density of the heavy-
light-quark loop integrated over the duality interval m3 <
s’ <8, and thus the momentum of the light quark is
nonvanishing. In other words, the end-point singularity is
regularized by the typical momentum of the light quark.

To demonstrate this, let us slightly modify QCDF by
convoluting the annihilation hard kernels with the standard
B-meson DA. We consider the annihilation diagrams in
Fig. 9, where instead of the current ng ), an on-shell B
meson is inserted, represented by its DA. The result for
the annihilation amplitude A} (see the definition in [3]) in
the twist-2 approximation reads:

Al = ma ﬁ:o dod}(w) ﬁl du ¢ (1) /(;l dv ¢ . (v)
5 [1
iv(ii — w/mg)
i+ w/mg
av(l = (u = o/mp)(® - w/mB))}

(73)

where the B-meson DA ¢ (w) is normalized as:
[§ dwdj(w) = 1. Neglecting the spectator quark mo-
mentum o, that is, replacing ¢ (w) — 8(w), one recovers
the expression for A‘i given in [2,3] (see also [38]), with an
end-point divergence in the first term in brackets (corre-
sponding to the diagram with gluon emission from the light
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quark). However, it is generally expected (see e.g., [30])
that ¢ (w) — 0 at @ — 0. The integral in Eq. (73) then
converges (taken as a principal value) yielding
Log(mpg/Ag), Ag being the size of the region in w where
the function ¢} (w) dominates. Simultaneously, this ex-
pression acquires an imaginary part,’ due to the pole in the
integration region at it = w/mp.

Employing a realistic model of ¢} (w), e.g., the one
suggested in [30]:

w
¢5(0) = A—ze*“’“’*, (74)
B

it is easy to calculate Eq. (73) numerically and to estimate

the corresponding parameter r'7™ (see Appendix A for the
relation between this parameter and A}). The result turns
out small, with both real and imaginary parts at the level of
~1%, that is, roughly of the same size as the LCSR
estimate obtained in the previous section. The model of
annihilation represented by Eq. (73) is rather crude, be-
cause the transverse momenta of the quarks in B meson are
neglected, but their account could not qualitatively change
the result. Thus, from the point of view of the LCSR
approach, the end-point divergence in the annihilation
diagrams in QCDF originates in the hard-scattering ap-
proximation and the m; — oo limit.

In the phenomenological analysis of B — 77 done in
Ref. [3], a model for the annihilation diagrams was used,
replacing all divergent integrals by a generic logarithm:

1d .
f DX, = (1 + puei®) In2, (75)
0y Ay
where A, = 0.5 GeV, p, <1 and the phase ¢, is arbi-
trary. With this model the effective annihilation coeffi-
cients (:wa/ﬂﬂ'ﬂ')hia (Where Bﬂ'ﬂ' = l(GF/\/E)fozr)
entering the decay amplitudes have been estimated [3].
Using our results and the relations given in Appendix A,

we can also obtain these coefficients:

ﬁ’; by = [—0.1501 1 §(0.82+011)] x 102,
m=%m

3 ! | _ (76)

ﬂ’:; by = [—1.3*3] +i(0.0157:002)] X 1072,
by=Lp,.

1

The above estimates, especially for b, differ from the ones
presented in [3] for the default value p, = 0in Eq. (75). In
fact, a numerical agreement is not anticipated, because the
two sets of b;’s originate from two different methods.

"The appearance of an imaginary part due to the momentum of
spectator quark was noticed already in [6] while discussing the
differences between QCDF and PQCD.

Moreover, one cannot expect that LCSR predictions for
b; allow a parametrization with a single complex parameter
X 4. Important is that both the default values of the annihi-
lation coefficients in [3] and our predictions in Eq. (76) are
very small in comparison with the factorizable amplitude.
Hence, LCSR is in a qualitative agreement with QCDEF, if
the annihilation effects in the latter are represented by
moderate logarithms.

To complete the comparison with other methods, let us
briefly discuss PQCD [6]. In this approach, all B — 77
amplitudes as well as the B — = form factor are repre-
sented by the diagrams with O(a,) hard-scattering kernels
and meson wave functions. Another distinctive feature of
PQCD concerns nonvanishing transverse momenta of par-
tons in mesons, which can only be introduced in a model-
dependent way. Hence, the annihilation amplitudes in this
approach are protected from the end-point divergences and
acquire imaginary parts. There is however a basic differ-
ence between LCSR and PQCD approaches to B — 7. In
LCSR the diagrams at O(«,) are subleading and numeri-
cally suppressed, justifying the perturbative expansion
within OPE. Moreover, the higher-twist soft-gluon dia-
grams of O(1/m,) are as important as the O(a,) effects.
Importantly, the dominant part of the B — 7 form factor in
LCSR is soft and has no relation to «. In PQCD, the whole
form factor (hence, the factorizable part of the B — 7
amplitude) is assumed to be of O(«,). Furthermore, the
main contribution to the strong phase in PQCD stems from
the annihilation mechanism with the scalar-pseudoscalar
operator Og, and the diagrams again start at O(a;,) level.
We have also found Og to be an important source of
factorizable annihilation, but in LCSR the O(«,) contribu-
tion to this mechanism is expected to be subleading in
comparison with the zeroth order in «,, soft contribution
which has been calculated in Section VII. Starting at O(«)
level and neglecting soft contributions, PQCD nevertheless
predicts annihilation effects that are larger then in LCSR.
This surprising fact means that it is difficult if not impos-
sible to reconcile these two approaches with each other.

X. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the weak annihilation contributions to B —
7 decay amplitudes have been calculated applying the
method of LCSR. This work complements previous studies
[13,17,18,39] of nonfactorizable effects in B — 7rm with
the QCD sum rule approach. In LCSR, due to sufficient
virtuality of the underlying correlation function, the OPE
diagrams with annihilation topology are free from end-
point divergences. Both contributions of hard and soft
gluons are taken into account. A finite result for the had-
ronic matrix element of the current-current Of operator
with annihilation topology is obtained including an imagi-
nary part which contributes to the strong phase. In addition,
an important factorizable contribution from the quark-
penguin operator Og has been found. For the annihilation
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with hard gluons considered in this paper, we have modi-
fied the method suggested in [13], to avoid the problem of
calculating two-loop multiscale diagrams. Instead of per-
forming the QCD calculation based on the vacuum-to-pion
correlation function, we start from the pion-pion correlator,
thereby reducing the calculation to one-loop diagrams.

We emphasize that QCD sum rules have a limited accu-
racy, at the same time one is able to estimate the uncer-
tainties of the method. Moreover, many uncertainties
cancel in the ratios of nonfactorizable and factorizable
hadronic matrix elements obtained from LCSR.
Obtaining B — 7r7r hadronic matrix elements one uses
an additional assumption of the local quark-hadron duality,
allowing the transition (analytical continuation) from a
large spacelike scale to the large timelike scale m%. This
approach has much in common with evaluating the time-
like asymptotics of the pion e.m. form factor from the QCD
calculation in the spacelike region.

Our main phenomenological result is a smallness of the
annihilation contributions in B — 7r7r. This is generally
consistent with QCDF, if the divergent annihilation dia-
grams there are modeled by moderate logarithmic factors.
Hence, we find no compelling reason to consider the
annihilation amplitude as a free parameter in QCDF. The
relatively large values of this parameter generated by the
fits to the data are probably not originating from the
annihilation mechanism.

Small annihilation effects predicted in this paper are in
the same ballpark as other nonfactorizable contributions
obtained from LCSR, including charming and gluonic
penguin topologies and nonfactorizable corrections to the
emission topology. Altogether, the smallness of the correc-
tions to the leading-order factorizable amplitude reveals a
good convergence of the OPE series for the correlation
function and justifies the use of the adopted approximation
in LCSR, that is, including only O(«a,) and twists < 4, as
well as omitting the small O(s7/m3) corrections in each
term of OPE.

Furthermore, we have performed the phenomenological
analysis of the three B — 7r7r channels using the results of
LCSR for all nonfactorizable effects, except the hard-gluon
nonfactorizable corrections to the emission topology. For
the latter the default prediction of QCDF [2,3] is used. Our
results disagree with the current data for BR(B® — 7+ 77)
and BR(B® — 7°7°) and probably also for the direct CP
asymmetry in B — 77* 777, that is, for the channels where
the Al = 1/2 weak transition (or, equivalently, the I = 0
two-pion final state) contributes. If the experimental data
do not change, we have to admit that LCSR misses an
important part of the isoscalar amplitude. Then a new
“inverse AI = 1/2” rule has to be established for these
decays, meaning that the amplitude A, introduced in
Section II has to decrease after including the missing piece.

A natural question arises: are there additional mecha-
nisms in B — 7r7r which may fill this gap. The penguin-
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annihilation topology comes first to one’s mind, a possi-
bility which was not yet explored by both QCDF and
LCSR. This effect contains multiloop diagrams and cannot
be easily evaluated. Still, the experience with LCSR for
charming penguins [18] tells us that the OPE diagrams of
the type shown in Fig. 5 could not be large. In any case, the
penguin-annihilation mechanism deserves a closer look in
future. One can for example speculate about nonperturba-
tive gluonic effects in this mechanism, which have an
anomalously large scale (> Aycp) and lie beyond
OPE. Such effects will most probably influence other
neutral final states, e.g., enhance B — p°p°. That however
seems not to be the case because the current experimental
upper bound for BR(B — p°p?) is less than the measured
value of BR(B — #°7°).

Another resource of enhancement is the hard-spectator
part in the nonfactorizable emission. The corresponding
diagrams in QCDF diverge at twist 3 and are replaced by
another generic logarithm. In our numerical estimates we
have taken the default value of this parameter from [3], but
the fits to the current data [4] with a free parameter for this
contribution produce large effects. Indications that the
hard-spectator mechanism is important, were found re-
cently in the SCET framework [40]. We plan to study the
nonfactorizable hard-gluon emission, including the hard-
spectator mechanism in LCSR (work in progress).

Finally, an important avenue of future studies is the sum
rule analysis of the B— 7K and B — KK channels in-
cluding calculable SU(3) violation effects which are ex-
pected [39] to be important. The variety of kaon channels
with a lot of accumulated data will allow to isolate various
topologies, and to put the LCSR approach under a tighter
scrutiny.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are grateful to Thorsten Feldmann for useful dis-
cussions and comments. This work is supported by DFG
and the German Ministry of Education and Research
(BMBF). The work of B. M. is partially supported by the
Ministry of Science, Education, and Sport of the Republic
of Croatia under Contract No. 0098002.

APPENDIX A: EFFECTIVE COEFFICIENTS IN
QCDF

For convenience, we present here the relations between
the nonfactorizable matrix elements parametrized in
Section III by the ratios r(TmT) and the effective coefficients
a; introduced in [2,3] for B — 7r7r. The decay amplitudes

written in terms of these coefficients are:

AB - atm ) =[A,a, + Z Ap(al +r7al)] A,

p=u,.c
+ [)\ubl + ()‘u + )lc)(b3 + 2[94)]37”7,
V2AB™ =7 7)) = A (a; + ay) A (A1)
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where r7 =2u,/m;, and electroweak penguins are ne-
glected. Companng with Egs. (20), (21), (23), (24), and
(26), and (27) we obtain:

al—C1+3+2 (7”7),

— ‘1 ()
a, =c¢, + 3 +2cyrg ", (A2)

c
ay +rpaf =cq+ ?3 + 2c3rgm) + 2¢ rﬁ,””’ + 2c3(r5;m)
+ ™) + 2eq + ) BFTT + R + FIT)
c
+ r;<c6 + §5> + 2c5rgm‘6) + cgifrg;”),
A
b = 2cir (7r7r) T
| 1r B
c A
by = 2c3r(7m) + + 2 R/(“mm) + 205’,5‘777,6) -
3 Bor
by =2[csT™ + ¢ (7”75)] fB (A3)

|

The correspondence between the annihilation diagrams

introduced in [3] and parameters rE‘W) is schematically
given by
A, 2 i A9, 2CF i
T 1 8 mmT’ mT 1 8 Ked
Cc C
R(7r7r6)ﬂ7m_ 3F AfBﬂ-ﬂ-, (7T76)ﬂﬁﬁ—1_§Al Bﬂ_m

(A4)

where the sign = indicates that in LCSR and QCDF differ-
ent approximations are used to calculate left-hand side

(Lh.s.) and rh.s., respectively. In particular, R7™ is of
the zeroth order in a;, whereas A*g is of O(ay).

APPENDIX B: KERNELS FOR HARD
ANNIHILATION

The kernels for the hard annihilation contribution to the
correlation function in Eq. (44) are given by

1
HL (u,v;s" = (p — q)> P?) = [P*?2m} — 5'(2 + u) + 3P*v)]By(P?uv, 0,0) — |:— ((s'u + P2v)m? + 2P*? — 5"u
uv

1
- st’v)}Bo(s’, 0.m2) + |:—((s’u + P2u(1 — 2u))md + Po2(1 — 3u) — s2u(1 + )
uv

+ vP?s (2 + du — 1))}30((1 —u)(s' = P2),0,m2) + 2P — 5' + P*v)’]

X Co(s', PPuv, (1 — u)(s" — P?v), m2, 0,0),

1
Hb (u,v;s' = (p — q)%, P2) = —[P22m? + s'(2 — 3u) + P?v)]Bo(P*uv, m2, m?) + [uv((s’u + P2v)ym? + s u(1 — 2u)

1
+ s’sz)}BO(s’, 0,m3) — [—((s’u + P2u(1 — 2u))m3 — P*v2(1 + u) + s”u(l — 3u)
uv

2
+ P2us'(1 + 3u2))}BO((1 —u)(s'" = P*v),0,m3) + —[(um? + vP? — us’)
uv

X (vPY(m3 — us') + us")]Co(s', P2uv, (1 — u)(s’ — P*v), 0, m3, m3).

By and C, are the standard two-point and three-point
functions, respectively:

Qmp)t
BO(P mg, my) = 71&
i

diq{(q2 — m3 + ie)

X (g + pi? —m} +ie)} !,

{
CO(P%, (p1 — Pz)z, P%’ mg, my, my)

4-D
% deq{(q —mg +ie)[g + pi P —mi

+ le)([q + p P —m} +ie)} L
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