arXiv:2312.05619v2 [hep-ph] 20 Mar 2024

Contributions of the subprocess K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′ in the charmless three-body B meson decays

Ai-Jun Ma^{1∗} and Wen-Fei Wang^{2,3†}

1School of Mathematics and Physics, Nanjing Institute of Technology, Nanjing, Jiangsu 211167, China 2Institute of Theoretical Physics and State Key Laboratory of Quantum Optics and Quantum Optics Devices, Shanxi University, Taiyuan, Shanxi 030006, China 3Departament de Física Quàntica i Astrofísica and Institut de Ciències del Cosmos (ICCUB), Facultat de Física, Universitat de Barcelona, Martí i Franquès 1, 08028, Barcelona, Spain (Dated: March 25, 2024)

We study the contributions for Kη^′ pair originating from the scalar intermediate state K^∗_0 (1430) in the threebody decays B → Kη^′h (h = π, K) within the perturbative QCD approach. The contribution of K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′ is described by the Flatté formula with coupled channels Kπ, Kη, and Kη^′. The strong coupling constants g_K∗_{0 Kη}(′) are extracted from g_K∗_{0 Kπ} within flavor SU(3) symmetry. In spite of the strong depression by phase space near the threshold of Kη^′, the CP averaged branching fractions for the B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h decays are predicted to be on the order of 10^{−8} to 10^{−5}, which are non-negligible for the corresponding threebody B decays. Since the Kη system is almost decoupled from the even-spin strange mesons under flavor SU(3) symmetry, those quasi-two-body B decays with subprocess K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη shall have quite small branching ratios and are not taken into account in this work. We also estimate that the branching fraction for K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′ is about one fifth of that for K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ. The predictions for the relevant decays are expected to be tested by the LHCb and Belle-II experiments in the future.

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

I. INTRODUCTION

It is known that the identification of the scalar resonances is experimentally difficult and the underlying inner structure of the scalar mesons remains debated on the theoretical side. The light scalars, especially those with the mass below 1 GeV, are generally suggested as multiquark states, hadronic molecules, or glueballs, etc., besides the conventional quark-antiquark configuration [1–5]. The resonance K^∗_0 (1430), the least controversial one in the light scalar states, has been observed decaying dominantly to the Kπ pair for more than three decades [6] and can be constructed as a qq̄ state with J^{P C} = 0^{++} [7]. In recent years, the other two coupled channels Kη and Kη^′ for K^∗_0 (1430) have also been measured by different collaborations. For example, in Ref. [8] the BABAR collaboration reported the first observation of the K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη decay in the process η_c → ηK^+K^− and gave a relative branching fraction (B) R_{Kη} = B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη) B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ)

= (9.2 ± 2.5^{+1.0}_{−2.5})%. (1)

Meanwhile, the K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′ decay was firstly observed in the measurement of χ_{cJ} → η^′K^+K^− by the BESIII collaboration [9]. Very recently, the Dalitz plot analysis for η_c → η^′K^+K^− was performed and the ratio R_{Kη}′ =^{B(K∗0 (1430)→Kη′ )}_{B(K}∗_{0 (1430)→Kπ)} was measured to be quite large, with the value of (39.7 ± 6.4 ± 5.4)% by the BABAR collaboration [10].

Since the scalar states decay mainly into two pseudoscalars, three-body B meson decays provide us rich opportunities to study the scalar resonant states. The contribution of K^∗_0 (1430) in the S-wave Kπ system has been solidly established in the measurements of the charmless three-body B meson decays by the Belle [11–13], BABAR [14–19], and LHCb collaborations [20, 21], and the corresponding branching fractions and direct CP violations for the quasi-two-body channels B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kπh (h = π, K) have also been presented via amplitude analysis. The K^∗_0 (1430) contributions in most of the concerned three-body B meson decays are found to be considerably large. Particularly, the quasi-two-body components with K^∗_0 (1430) in the decays B^+ → K^+π^+π^− [11, 13], B^0 → K^0π^+π^− [12], B^0 → K^+π^−π^0 [18], and B^+ → K^0π^+π^0 [19] were shown to be larger than 50% of the corresponding total branching fractions. Theoretical researches were carried out in parallel. As

∗Electronic address: theoma@163.com †Electronic address: wfwang@sxu.edu.cn

FIG. 1: Typical Feynman diagrams for the quasi-two-body decay processes B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h. The symbol ⊗ represents the insertion of the four-fermion vertices in the effective theory and × denotes the possible attachments of hard gluons.

discussed in Refs. [22–24], the factorization methods for quasi-two-body B meson decays are still valid, and a number of related works within different approaches [25–35] based on factorization theorem have been done in order to explain the data or provide theoretical predictions. In addition, the resonant contributions including K^∗_0 (1430) in B^− → K^+K^−π^− were considered by adopting the light-cone sum rule approach [36], where the matrix element ⟨R, M |O_i| B⟩ as a whole was calculated. But, there are not many discussions on the contributions from subprocesses K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^{(′)} for the charmless three-body B meson decays on both the theoretical and experimental sides.

Within the flavor SU(3) symmetry, the Kη branching fraction for the strange states like K^∗ with even spin is expected to be strongly suppressed, but for odd-spin states it will be quite substantial [37–39]. This is supported by the data B(K^∗_2 (1430) → Kη) = (0.15^{+0.34}_{−0.10})% and B(K^∗_3 (1780) → Kη) = (30 ± 13)% presented by the Particle Data Group (PDG) [7]. Since the Kη system almost decouples from the even-spin K^∗ resonances, the relatively large R_{Kη} for K^∗_0 (1430) presented by BABAR [8] is not in complete agreement with the SU(3) expectation and needs further confirmation. In addition, there is no significant amplitude observed for the K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη decay in the study of K^−p → K^−ηp interaction by LASS collaboration [39]. The situation will be reversed for the Kη^′ channel and the even-spin K^∗ states are expected to couple preferentially to Kη^′. In the description of K^∗_0 (1430) contribution with coupled channels, the Kπ and Kη^′ systems are included while the term for Kη is usually ignored in the literature [9, 10, 40–45]. In this context, we will focus on the contributions from K^∗_0 (1430) for the Kη^′ final state in the three-body decays B → Kη^′h in this work.

The perturbative QCD (PQCD) approach [46–48] based on the k_T factorization has been widely adopted in the investigations of the quasi-two-body B meson decay processes in recent years [34, 35, 49–67]. Employing the same method, we have studied the whole sixteen quasi-two-body decays with the type of B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kπh in Ref. [34] and found that the PQCD predictions for the relevant decays agree well with the existing experimental results from the BaBar, Belle, and LHCb collaborations. Now we will extend the previous work to the calculation of the contributions from the subprocess K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′ in the charmless three-body B → Kη^′h decays. In Ref. [10], evidence for K^∗_0 (1950) in the η_c → η^′K^+K^− decay was also found and the width was measured as Γ_K∗_{0 (1950)} = (80 ± 32 ± 20) MeV, which is quite different from the commonly used value (201 ± 34 ± 79) MeV presented by LASS [6]. Due to the lack of the well-defined distribution amplitudes for K^∗_0 (1950) and the still large uncertainty of its parameters, we shall leave it to the future studies.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly describe the PQCD framework for the quasi-two-body B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h decays. In Sec. III, we provide the numerical results and give necessary discussions. The summary is presented in Sec. IV.

II. FRAMEWORK

In the PQCD approach, the decay amplitude of the hadronic B meson decay is expressed as the convolution of a hard kernel with the distribution amplitudes (or wave functions) for the initial B meson and the final state hadrons. For a quasi-two-body decay, the two-meson distribution amplitudes are introduced to describe the interaction between the meson pair which proceeds by the intermediate state. Then, the factorization formula of the decay amplitude A for the B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h decay has the form [22, 34, 50]

A = ϕ_B ⊗ H ⊗ ϕ^{S-wave}_{Kη}′ ⊗ ϕ_h, (2)

where the hard kernel H contains only one hard gluon exchange. The symbols ϕ_B , ϕ^{S-wave}_{Kη}′ , and ϕ_h represent the distribution amplitudes for the B meson, the Kη^′ pair, and the bachelor meson h (π or K) respectively, which absorb the nonperturbative dynamics in the hadronization processes. In this work, the same distribution amplitudes for the heavy B meson, and the light K and π mesons are adopted as those listed in Refs. [34, 52] and the references therein.

For the Kη^′ system, the scalar form factor F^{Kη′}_0 (s) can be written via the following matrix element [68, 69] ⟨Kη^′|q̄_2q_1|0⟩ = C_{Kη}′ Δ_{Kπ} m_{q2} − m_{q1} F^{Kη′}_0 (s) = C_{Kη}′ B_0F^{Kη′}_0 (s), (3) where the isospin factor C_{Kη}′ =^{2√}_3 , the mass-squared difference Δ_{Kπ} = m^2_K − m^2_π, the quarks q_1 = s and q_2 = (u, d) for K = (K^+, K^0), and q_1 = (u, d) and q_2 = s for K = (K^−, K̄^0). When there is only the intermediate state K^∗_0 (1430) for the Kη^′ system, one also has [70] ⟨Kη^′|q̄_2q_1|0⟩ = ⟨Kη^′|K^∗_0 ⟩ 1 D_K∗_0

⟨K^∗_0 |q̄_2q_1|0⟩ = Π_K∗_{0 Kη}′ (s)⟨K^∗_0 |q̄_2q_1|0⟩, (4)

where ⟨Kη^′|K^∗_0 ⟩ is the coupling constant for the resonance K^∗_0 (1430) with Kη^′ and^1_{DK∗0} stands for the propagator. Then, we have the vertex function related form factor

F^{Kη′}_0 (s) =

Π_K∗_{0 Kη}′ (s)⟨K^∗_0 |q̄_2q_1|0⟩ C_{Kη}′ B_0 = g_K∗_{0 Kη}′ m_K∗_0 f̄_K∗_0 C_{Kη}′ B_0D_K∗_0

, (5)

by using the definition of the scalar decay constant ⟨K^∗_0 |q̄_2q_1|0⟩ = m_K∗_0 f̄_K∗_0 . The value of f̄_K∗_0 is related to the vector decay constant f_K∗_0 through f̄_K∗_0 =^{mK∗0 fK∗0}

m_{q2} (μ)−m_{q1} (μ) and the result fK^∗0 (1430)m 2 K^∗_0 (1430) = (0.0842 ± 0.0045) GeV

3 [71] is employed in this work.

The strong coupling constant g_K∗_{0 Kπ} can be determined from the measured partial width Γ_K∗_{0 →Kπ} with the relation [27, 30]

Γ_K∗_{0 →h1h2} = q_0 8πm^2_K∗_0 g^2_K∗_{0 h1h2} . (6)

The q_0 denotes the value at s = m^2_K∗_0 for the magnitude of the momentum for the daughter h_1 or h_2 which is defined as q = 1 2 √ [s − (m_{h1} + m_{h2} )^2] [s − (m_{h1} − m_{h2} )^2] /s (7)

in the rest frame of the resonance K^∗_0 (1430). But in view of the insufficient studies on the partial width for K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′ and the fact that the pole mass of K^∗_0 (1430) is slightly smaller than the threshold for Kη^′ in the Review of Particle Physics [7], it is not suitable to calculate the strong coupling constant for Kη^′ with the above formulae directly. We treat it under the flavor SU(3) symmetry and extract g_K∗_{0 Kη}′ , together with g_K∗_{0 Kη} , from the relations g_K∗_{0 Kη} g_K∗_{0 Kπ} = √ 1 3 cos ϕ − √ 2 3 sin ϕ = −0.070, (8) g_K∗_{0 Kη}′ g_K∗_{0 Kπ} = √ 1 3 sin ϕ + √ 2 3 cos ϕ = 0.998, (9)

with g_K∗_{0 Kπ} obtained from Eq. (6). The mixing angle ϕ = 39.3^∘ [72, 73] in the quark flavor basis is employed while the physical η and η^′ are known as the mixtures from η_q =^{uū+dd̄√}_2 and η_s = ss̄ through the relation ( η η^′ ) = ( cos ϕ − sin ϕ sin ϕ cos ϕ ) ( η_q η_s ) . (10)

According to the discussions in Refs. [9, 10, 40–44], we adopt the Flatté parametrization [74] for the denominator of the propagator

D_K∗_0 = m^2_K∗_0 − s − i[g^2_{Kπ}ρ_{Kπ}(s) + g^2_{Kη}ρ_{Kη}(s) + g^2_{Kη}′ ρ_{Kη}′ (s)], (11)

where the phase space factor ρ_{ab}(s) =^{2q√}_s . It should be noted that the definition of coupling constants g_{ab} here is different by a factor of^1_4^√_π from the g_K∗_{0 ab} shown in Eqs. (8) and (9). One can find different values of g^2_{Kπ}, g^2_{Kη}, and g^2_{Kη}′ in Refs. [10, 40– 42, 75], which are listed in Table I. We employ g^2_{Kπ} = (0.412 ± 0.130) GeV^2, g^2_{Kη} = (0.00204 ± 0.00064^{+0.00113}_{−0.00089}) GeV^2, and g^2_{Kη}′ = (0.410 ± 0.129 ± 0.001) GeV^2 in this work through the relation

g^2_{Kπ(Kη(′) )} = g^2_{K∗0 Kπ(Kη(′) )} 16π , (12)

where the first error comes from the uncertainty of Γ_K∗_{0 (1430)→Kπ} with Γ_K∗_{0 (1430)} = (270 ± 80) MeV and B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) = (93 ± 10)% [7], and the second error for g^2_{Kη} and g^2_{Kη}′ arises from the mixing angle ϕ = (39.3 ± 1.0)^∘ [72, 73].

TABLE I: Comparison of parameters g^2_{Kπ} , g^2_{Kη} , and g^2_{Kη}′ fitted in different literature.

g^2_{Kπ} (GeV^2) g^2_{Kη} (GeV^2) g^2_{Kη}′ (GeV^2) Refs 0.458 ± 0.032 ± 0.044 0 (1.50 ± 0.24 ± 0.24)g^2_{Kπ} [10] 0.353 0 1.15g^2_{Kπ} [40] 0.284 ± 0.009 (0.299 ± 0.005) 0 0.039 ± 0.053 (0.053 ± 0.016) [41] 0.284 ± 0.012 0 (0.62 ± 0.06)g^2_{Kπ} [42] 0.515 0.030 0.671 [75] 0.412 ± 0.130 0.00204 ± 0.00064^{+0.00113}_{−0.00089} 0.410 ± 0.129 ± 0.001 This work

The S-wave Kη^′ distribution amplitudes along with the subprocess K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′ are defined in the same way as those for the Kπ system [34] Φ_{Kη}′ (z, s) = 1 √ 2N_c [ p/ϕ(z, s) + √ sϕ^s(z, s) + √ s(v/n/ − 1)ϕ^t(z, s) ] , (13)

with the momentum p for the Kη^′ pair, the momentum fraction z for the spectator quark, the squared invariant mass s = p^2 = m^2_{Kη}′ and the dimensionless vectors v = (0, 1, 0_T) and n = (1, 0, 0_T). The twist-2 and twist-3 light-cone distribution amplitudes are parametrized as [76–78] ϕ(z, s) = F_{Kη}′ (s) 2 √ 2N_c { 6z(1 − z) [ a_0(μ) + ∞∑ m=1 a_m(μ)C^{3/2}_m (2z − 1) ]} , (14) ϕ^s(z, s) = F_{Kη}′ (s) 2 √ 2N_c , (15) ϕ^t(z, s) = F_{Kη}′ (s) 2 √ 2N_c (1 − 2z) , (16)

where the factor F_{Kη}′ (s) is related to the scalar form factor F^{Kη′}_0 (s) by the equation F_{Kη}′ (s) =^{CKη′ B0}_{mK∗0} F^{Kη′}_0 (s). The symbols

C^{3/2}m are the Gegenbauer polynomials and the value of a_0 equals to (m_{(u,d)}(μ) − m_s(μ))/ √ s for (K^{∗+}_0 , K^{∗0}_0 ) and (m_s(μ) − m_{(u,d)}(μ))/ √ s for (K^{∗−}_0 , K̄^{∗0}_0 ). For the Gegenbauer moments a_m, the odd terms with a_1 = −0.57±0.13 and a_3 = −0.42±0.22 at the scale μ = 1 GeV are adopted and the even terms could be neglected according to [76].

The differential branching fraction for the quasi-two-body decays B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h can be written as [7] dB dζ = τ_B q_hq 64π^3m_B

|A|^2 (17)

with the variable ζ =^s_{m2B} and the B meson mean lifetime τ_B . The magnitude of the momentum for the third meson h besides the Kη^′ pair is expressed as

q_h = 1 2 √[ (m^2_B − m^2_h)^2 − 2 (m^2_B + m^2_h) s + s^2 ] /s (18)

in the center-of-mass frame of the resonance K^∗_0 (1430), where m_h is the mass of the bachelor kaon or pion. The direct CP asymmetry A_{CP} is defined as A_{CP} = B(B̄ → f̄) − B(B → f) B(B̄ → f̄) + B(B → f) . (19)

In addition, the decay amplitudes A in this work have the same expressions as the cases for quasi-two-body decays B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kπh except for the replacement F_{Kπ} to F_{Kη}′ in the two-meson distribution amplitudes. The explicit expressions of the decay amplitudes A, together with the individual amplitudes for the factorizable and nonfactorizable Feynman diagrams as shown in Fig. 1 can be found in the Appendix of Ref. [34].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the numerical calculations, the input parameters such as the QCD scale, masses, and decay constants, are summarized as follows (in units of GeV) [7, 79]:

Λ^{f =4}_{QCD} = 0.250, m_B± = 5.279, m_B0 = 5.280, m_B0_s = 5.367, m_π± = 0.140, m_π0 = 0.135, m_K± = 0.494, m_K0 = 0.498, m_η = 0.548, m_η′ = 0.958, m_K∗_{0 (1430)} = 1.425 ± 0.050, f_B = 0.190, f_{Bs} = 0.230, f_π = 0.130, f_K = 0.156. (20)

The lifetimes of B mesons are adopted as τ_B± = 1.638 × 10^{−12} s, τ_B0 = 1.519 × 10^{−12} s, and τ_{Bs} = 1.520 × 10^{−12} s [7]. For the Wolfenstein parameters of the CKM matrix elements, we use the values A = 0.826^{+0.018}_{−0.015}, λ = 0.22500 ± 0.00067, ρ̄ = 0.159 ± 0.010, and η̄ = 0.348 ± 0.010 provided by PDG [7].

TABLE II: PQCD predictions of the CP averaged branching fractions and the direct CP asymmetries for the quasi-two-body B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h decays.

Decay modes B ACP B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0 π^+ → K^0η^′π^+ 5.27^{+2.22+0.54+0.80+0.65} −1.43−0.28−0.75−0.87 × 10 −6 −0.02^{+0.00+0.00+0.00+0.00} −0.00−0.01−0.00−0.00 B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^+π^0 → K^+η^′π^0 2.01^{+0.77+0.23+0.34+0.23} −0.50−0.17−0.32−0.31 × 10 −6 0.01^{+0.00+0.01+0.00+0.00} −0.01−0.01−0.00−0.00 B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^+K̄^0 → K^+η^′K̄^0 1.03^{+0.13+0.77+0.17+0.12} −0.06−0.40−0.15−0.15 × 10 −7 −0.21^{+0.02+0.04+0.06+0.02} −0.02−0.02−0.06−0.01 B^+ → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0 K^+ → K̄^0η^′K^+ 8.41^{+2.22+2.59+1.29+1.00} −1.46−2.16−1.19−1.34 × 10 −7 0.35^{+0.06+0.07+0.03+0.01} −0.06−0.09−0.02−0.01 B^0 → K^∗_0 (1430)^+π^− → K^+η^′π^− 4.98^{+2.04+0.35+0.73+0.56} −1.31−0.44−0.69−0.79 × 10 −6 0.01^{+0.01+0.01+0.00+0.00} −0.01−0.02−0.00−0.00 B^0 → K^∗_0 (1430)^0 π^0 → K^0η^′π^0 3.18^{+1.37+0.35+0.41+0.39} −0.89−0.14−0.40−0.53 × 10 −6 −0.02^{+0.00+0.00+0.00+0.00} −0.00−0.01−0.00−0.00 B^0 → K^∗_0 (1430)^+K^− → K^+η^′K^− 1.30^{+0.12+1.06+0.11+0.07} −0.09−0.56−0.02−0.13 × 10 −8 −0.03^{+0.03+0.26+0.22+0.01} −0.00−0.21−0.29−0.01 B^0 → K^∗_0 (1430)^− K^+ → K^−η^′K^+ 1.62^{+0.24+1.07+0.06+0.11} −0.20−0.71−0.04−0.16 × 10 −7 −0.11^{+0.02+0.08+0.01+0.01} −0.00−0.05−0.00−0.00 B^0 → K^∗_0 (1430)^0K̄^0 → K^0η^′K̄^0 1.33^{+0.12+1.02+0.18+0.13} −0.06−0.62−0.14−0.16 × 10 −7 - B^0 → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0 K^0 → K̄^0η^′K^0 8.32^{+2.15+2.94+1.19+0.96} −1.49−2.42−1.11−1.27 × 10 −7 - B^0_s → K^∗_0 (1430)^− π^+ → K^−η^′π^+ 1.04^{+0.40+0.18+0.00+0.09} −0.28−0.17−0.00−0.13 × 10 −5 0.18^{+0.03+0.04+0.01+0.00} −0.03−0.05−0.01−0.00 B^0_s → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0 π^0 → K̄^0η^′π^0 1.17^{+0.41+0.58+0.10+0.10} −0.26−0.43−0.09−0.15 × 10 −7 0.78^{+0.04+0.00+0.02+0.00} −0.07−0.05−0.02−0.00 B^0_s → K^∗_0 (1430)^+K^− → K^+η^′K^− 5.62^{+1.23+3.02+0.83+0.58} −0.65−2.23−0.76−0.79 × 10 −6 0.04^{+0.01+0.01+0.01+0.00} −0.01−0.02−0.01−0.00 B^0_s → K^∗_0 (1430)^− K^+ → K^−η^′K^+ 6.17^{+1.08+4.33+0.90+0.46} −0.73−3.14−0.80−0.71 × 10 −6 −0.45^{+0.02+0.09+0.04+0.00} −0.02−0.14−0.04−0.00 B^0_s → K^∗_0 (1430)^0K̄^0 → K^0η^′K̄^0 5.52^{+1.24+2.91+0.86+0.62} −0.68−1.53−0.78−0.83 × 10 −6 - B^0_s → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0 K^0 → K̄^0η^′K^0 4.71^{+0.63+3.71+0.78+0.36} −0.43−2.56−0.69−0.55 × 10 −6 -

Within the framework of PQCD approach, we calculate the CP averaged branching fractions and the direct CP asymmetries for the concerned quasi-two-body decays B → K^∗_0 (1430)h with the subprocess K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′, and list them in Table II. For those PQCD predictions, the first error comes from the uncertainty of shape parameter ω_B = 0.40 ± 0.04 or ω_{Bs} = 0.50 ± 0.05 in the B^{+,0} or B^0_s meson distribution amplitudes; the second error is induced by the uncertainties of the Gegenbauer moments a_1 = −0.57 ± 0.13 and a_3 = −0.42 ± 0.22 in the distribution amplitudes for the Kη^′ system; the third one is due to the chiral masses m^K_0 = (1.6 ± 0.1) GeV and m^π_0 = (1.4 ± 0.1) GeV, and the Gegenbauer moment a^h_2 = 0.25 ± 0.15 of the bachelor pion or kaon; and the last one is caused by Γ_K∗_{0 (1430)} = (270 ± 80) MeV and B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) = (93 ± 10)%. The errors coming from the uncertainties of other parameters are small and have been neglected. One interesting thing is that the large uncertainties of the decay width Γ_K∗_{0 (1430)} and B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) result in an error around 10% for the branching fractions of the considered quasi-two-body decays. The reason is that the width Γ_K∗_{0 (1430)} and B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) are used to calculate the coupling constant g_K∗_{0 Kπ} which appears in both the numerator and the denominator of the form factor F^{Kη′}_0 (s); the effects of the variation of Γ_K∗_{0 (1430)} and B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) on the branching fractions are partially canceled out.

For the η − η^′ mixing angle, we follow the prediction of ϕ = (39.3 ± 1.0)^∘ from Refs. [72, 73] in this work. Actually, the value of ϕ has also been investigated in many phenomenological and experimental works [80–91], with results ranging from 38^∘ to 44^∘ approximately. Since the extraction of coupling constants g_{Kη}(′) in this work is related to the mixing angle ϕ, it is necessary to check the ϕ dependence of the PQCD-predicted branching ratios and CP -violating asymmetries for the considered quasi-two-body decays. Taking the decay B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0π^+ → K^0η^′π^+ as an example, we calculate its branching ratio and direct CP asymmetry with four fixed values of ϕ in the range of 38^∘ to 44^∘, and list them in Table III. One can find that the PQCD predictions of these two physical observables B and A_{CP} are not very sensitive on the variation of the given value of

TABLE III: The ϕ dependence of the PQCD-predicted branching ratio and direct CP asymmetry for the B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0 π^+ → K^0η^′π^+ decay.

ϕ 38^∘ 40^∘ 42^∘ 44^∘ 39.3^∘ B(10^{−6} ) 5.29 5.26 5.22 5.16 5.27 ACP -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02

ϕ, and this is because the change of input ϕ in the specified range has a weak effect on the crucial parameter g_K∗_{0 Kη}′ extracted from the relation of Eq. (9). The case of Kη channel in Eq. (8) is quite different, and a considerable error for g^2_{Kη} caused by ϕ = (39.3 ± 1.0)^∘ can be found in the last line of Table I. When we fix ϕ as 42^∘ and 44^∘, the values of g^2_{Kη} are calculated to be 0.00567 GeV^2 and 0.00951 GeV^2, respectively, which are almost three and five times the central value of 0.00204 GeV^2 obtained by employing ϕ = 39.3^∘. In this respect, more precise theoretical and experimental studies on the coupling constant for K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη are needed in the future, and it would also be helpful to the determination of mixing angle ϕ. However, the variation of g^2_{Kη} in the Flatté formula of Eq. (11) is negligible compared to the values of g^2_{Kπ} and g^2_{Kη}′ , and does not have much effect on our predictions of the branching ratios and CP -violating asymmetries for the considered quasi-two-body decays. Therefore, the small errors caused by the mixing angle ϕ used in this work are not taken into account in Table II.

In the charmless nonleptonic B meson decays, the direct CP violations arise from the interference between the decay amplitudes for the tree and penguin diagrams. As shown in Table II, there are no direct CP asymmetries for the quasi-two-body decays B^0_{(s)} → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0K^0 → K̄^0η^′K^0 and B^0_{(s)} → K^∗_0 (1430)^0K̄^0 → K^0η^′K̄^0 since these decays occur only through the penguin diagrams, while the decays via the b → dqq̄ transition at the quark level generally have sizable direct CP violations due to the effect of parameters in the CKM matrix elements. In this work, the CP averaged branching fractions of the B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h decays are predicted to be on the order of 10^{−8} to 10^{−5} which are non-negligible as expected because of the large coupling constant for K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′. Up to now, there are still not any experimental measurements or theoretical works have been presented for the relevant three-body or quasi-two-body B meson decays, and all of these predictions are expected to be tested by the future experiments from LHCb and Belle-II.

TABLE IV: The available experimental measurements for the branching fractions of the B → K^∗_0 (1430)h decays from Review of Particle Physics.

Decay modes Unit Data [7] B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0 π^+ (10^{−5}) 3.9^{+0.6}_{−0.5} B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^+π^0 (10^{−5}) 1.19^{+0.20}_{−0.23} B^+ → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0 K^+ (10^{−7}) 3.8 ± 1.3 B^0 → K^∗_0 (1430)^+π^− (10^{−5}) 3.3 ± 0.7

Within the quasi-two-body approximation, the branching ratios of the two-body decay B → K^∗_0 (1430)h and the related quasi-two-body decay with cascade decay K^∗_0 (1430) → Kh^′ satisfy the factorization relation

B(B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kh^′h) ≈ B(B → K^∗_0 (1430)h) × B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kh^′). (21)

In Table IV, we list the available experimental data for the branching fractions of the B → K^∗_0 (1430)h decays in the Review of Particle Physics [7] averaged from the measured results by Belle [12, 13], BABAR [16, 17, 19], and LHCb [20]. Considering the fact that the data of those two-body decays are extracted from the measured branching fractions for the related quasi-two-body decays and B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) = (93 ± 10)%, together with the PQCD predictions in this work, we obtain that the ratio for the central values of the branching fractions are

B(B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0π^+ → K^0η^′π^+) B(B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0π^+ → Kππ^+)

= 14.5%, (22)

B(B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^+π^0 → K^+η^′π^0) B(B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^+π^0 → Kππ^0)

= 18.2%, (23)

B(B^0 → K^∗_0 (1430)^+π^− → K^+η^′π^−) B(B^0 → K^∗_0 (1430)^+π^− → Kππ^−)

= 16.2%. (24)

For B(B^+ → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0K^+), the experimental value is approximately one order of magnitude less than the theoretical predictions in Refs. [34, 92–94] which also cannot be understood in this work. By adopting our previous result B(B^+ →

K̄∗_0 (1430)0K+ → K−π+K+) = (2.86 ± 0.85) × 10−6[34] and the relation B(K̄∗_0 (1430)0 → K−π+) =^2_3 B(K̄∗_0 (1430)0 → Kπ), the same ratio becomes

B(B^+ → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0K^+ → K̄^0η^′K^+) B(B^+ → K̄^∗_0 (1430)^0K^+ → KπK^+)

= 19.6%. (25)

Therefore, we estimate the value of R_{Kη}′ =^{B(K∗0 (1430)→Kη′ )}

B(K^∗_0 (1430)→Kπ) to be close to 20%, which is about half of BABAR’s result (39.7 ±

6.4 ± 5.4)% [10] by using the ratio of measured B(η_c → K^−K^∗_0 (1430)^+ → K^−K^+π^0) [8] and B(η_c → K^−K^∗_0 (1430)^+ → K^−K^+η^′) [10] in the corresponding three-body decays, and the relation B(K^∗_0 (1430)^+ → K^+π^0) =^1_3 B(K^∗_0 (1430)^+ → Kπ). Here, the prediction of R_{Kη}′ still has a large margin of error due to the considerable uncertainties for the branching fractions of corresponding quasi-two-body decays by PQCD and experiments. Besides, the validity of the factorization relation in Eq. (21) will also influence our results. In Refs. [31, 95], the finite-width effects in three-body B meson decays were discussed in detail and a correction parameter η_R was defined by

η_R =

B(B → Rh_3 → h_1h_2h_3)_{ΓR →0}

B(B → Rh_3 → h_1h_2h_3) = B(B → Rh_3) × B(R → h_1h_2) B(B → Rh_3 → h_1h_2h_3)

= 1 + δ (26)

where the correction δ was expected to be of order Γ_R/m_R. Since the resonance K^∗_0 (1430) has a large width, the finitewidth effects should be taken into account for the corresponding decays. Numerically, the parameter η_R for K^∗_0 (1430) within the framework of QCD factorization and the experimental parametrization for the related three-body decay amplitudes were calculated to be 0.83 ± 0.04 and 1.11 ± 0.03, respectively. It indicates that the two-body experimental results for K^∗_0 (1430) which obtained in the narrow width approximation should be corrected by including the parameter η_R. Meanwhile, the ratio R_{Kη}′ satisfies the relation R_{Kη}′ = B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′) B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) = η_K∗_{0 Kη}′ × B(B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h) η_K∗_{0 Kπ} × B(B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kπh) . (27)

If we assume that the independent corrections δ for η_K∗_{0 Kη}′ by PQCD and η_K∗_{0 Kπ} by experiments are both in the range of −0.18 to 0.18 based on the η^{QCDF(EXPP)}

K^∗_0 in Refs. [31, 95] and the value of ΓK^∗0 /mK^∗0 , a maximum error of around 40% will

be introduced to the estimation of R_{Kη}′ which can be extracted by the ratio in Eqs. (22)∼(24) and the factorization relation in Eq. (21). The similar error for R_{Kη}′ from Eq. (25) should be smaller since both the numerator and the denominator are calculated for the same resonance within the same theoretical framework. Then, we give the estimation of the ratio R_{Kη}′ as (20±8)%. Still, it tells that the proportion for Kη^′ pair in the K^∗_0 (1430) decay is non-negligible, and it is not in conflict with the presence of a dominant branching fraction for the Kπ decay mode in view of the margin of existing errors in both experimental measurements and theoretical predictions.

There is no experimental information about K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη except for the ratio R^{exp}_{Kη} = (9.2 ± 2.5^{+1.0}_{−2.5})% measured in the Dalitz plot analysis of η_c → K^+K^−η by the BABAR collaboration [8]. This observation is not in complete agreement with the SU(3) expectation as mentioned in their own article. According to the definitions in Eqs. (6)∼(8) and the relevant parameters, it is easily to get R_{Kη} = B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη) B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) = g^2_K∗_{0 Kη} q^{Kη}_0

g^2_K∗_{0 Kπ}q^{Kπ}_0 = ( √ 1 3 cos ϕ − √ 2 3 sin ϕ)^2 √ [m^2_K∗_0 − (m_K + m_η )^2][m^2_K∗_0 − (m_K − m_η)^2] √ [m^2_K∗_0 − (m_K + m_π)^2][m^2_K∗_0 − (m_K − m_π)^2]

= 0.39%. (28)

This value is much less than BABAR’s result but agrees with the parametrization for the K^∗_0 (1430) resonance in Refs. [9, 10, 40– 45] where the Kη contribution is ignored and the coupling constant g_{Kη} is set to be zero. Moreover, this result is comparable to the data B(K^∗_2 (1430) → Kη) = (0.15^{+0.34}_{−0.10})% by the PDG [7] which supports the suppression of Kη branching fraction for the even-spin strange mesons under SU(3) with η − η^′ mixing. It also indicates that the quasi-two-body B decays with subprocess K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη should have small branching ratios and are more difficult to be observed experimentally. Since the mass of K^∗_0 (1430) is slightly smaller than m_K +m_η′ , it is not proper to calculate the ratio R_{Kη}′ by a formula similar to Eq. (28) directly.

In Fig. 2, we plot the differential branching fraction for the B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0π^+ → K^0η^′π^+ decay with the invariant mass m_{Kη}′ ranging from threshold to 3.5 GeV. For a full resonant state contribution, the main portion of the branching fraction always lies in the region around the pole mass of the intermediate state. But due to the strong suppression of phase space near threshold, one can find that the peak in the curve of the differential branching fraction for the B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0π^+ → K^0η^′π^+ decay is around 1.55 GeV which cannot be considered as a new resonant contribution. Similar behavior can also be seen in the η^′K^± mass projection of the measured η_c → η^′K^+K^− Dalitz plot as shown in Fig. 12(d) of Ref. [10].

FIG. 2: Differential branching fraction for the B^+ → K^∗_0 (1430)^0 π^+ → K^0η^′π^+ decay with the invariant mass m_{Kη}′ ranging from threshold to 3.5 GeV.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we studied the contributions from the subprocess K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′ in the charmless three-body B → Kη^′h decays by employing the PQCD approach. In the description of the K^∗_0 (1430) contribution, the related form factor was parametrized by the Flatté formula with coupled channels Kπ, Kη, and Kη^′, and the strong coupling constants g_K∗_{0 Kη}(′) were extracted from g_K∗_{0 Kπ} under the flavor SU(3) symmetry. The CP averaged branching fractions for the B → K^∗_0 (1430)h → Kη^′h decays were predicted to be of the order of 10^{−8} to 10^{−5}, which showed the potential of experimental measurement. In addition, the ratio between B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη^′) and B(K^∗_0 (1430) → Kπ) was estimated to be about 20% by the comparison of the branching fractions for corresponding quasi-two-body decays. Since the coupling for K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη is strongly suppressed within SU(3) symmetry, the quasi-two-body B decays with subprocess K^∗_0 (1430) → Kη are expected to have small branching ratios and have not been considered in this work. There is no experimental measurement or theoretical analysis for the relevant three-body or quasi-two-body decays, and the PQCD predictions are expected to be tested by the future experiments.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grants No. 12205148 and No. 11947011, the Natural Science Foundation of Jiangsu Province under Grant No. BK20191010, the Qing Lan Project of Jiangsu Province, and the Fund for Shanxi “1331 Project” Key Subjects Construction.

[1] F. E. Close and N. A. Törnqvist, J. Phys. G 28, R249 (2002). [2] C. Amsler and N. A. Törnqvist, Phys. Rep. 389, 61 (2004). [3] D. V. Bugg, Phys. Rep. 397, 257 (2004). [4] E. Klempt and A. Zaitsev, Phys. Rep. 454, 1 (2007). [5] J. R. Peláez, Phys. Rep. 658, 1 (2016).

[6] D. Aston et al. (LASS Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. B296, 493 (1988). [7] R. L. Workman et al. (Particle Data Group), Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2022, 083C01 (2022). [8] J. P. Lees et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 89, 112004 (2014). [9] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 89, 074030 (2014). [10] J. P. Lees et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 104, 072002 (2021). [11] A. Garmash et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 71, 092003 (2005). [12] A. Garmash et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 75, 012006 (2007). [13] A. Garmash et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 251803 (2006). [14] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 72, 072003 (2005); 74, 099903(E) (2006). [15] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 76, 071103(R) (2007). [16] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 78, 012004 (2008). [17] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 80, 112001 (2009). [18] J. P. Lees et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 83, 112010 (2011).

[19] J. P. Lees et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 96, 072001 (2017). [20] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 231802 (2019). [21] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), J. High Energy Phys. 06 (2019) 114. [22] C. H. Chen and H. n. Li, Phys. Lett. B 561, 258 (2003). [23] S. Kränkl, T. Mannel, and J. Virto, Nucl. Phys. B899, 247 (2015). [24] R. Klein, T. Mannel, J. Virto, and K. K. Vos, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2017) 117.

[25] B. El-Bennich, A. Furman, R. Kamiński, L. Leśniak, B. Loiseau, and B. Moussallam, Phys. Rev. D 79, 094005 (2009); 83, 039903(E) (2011).

[26] O. Leitner, J. P. Dedonder, B. Loiseau, and R. Kamiński, Phys. Rev. D 81, 094033 (2010); 82, 119906(E) (2010). [27] H. Y. Cheng and C. K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 88, 114014 (2013). [28] H. Y. Cheng and C. K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 89, 074025 (2014). [29] H. Y. Cheng, C. K. Chua, and Z. Q. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 94, 094015 (2016). [30] H. Y. Cheng and C. K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 102, 053006 (2020). [31] H. Y. Cheng, C. W. Chiang, and C. K. Chua, Phys. Rev. D 103, 036017 (2021). [32] Y. Li, Phys. Rev. D 89, 094007 (2014).

[33] J. J. Qi, X. H. Guo, Z. Y. Wang, Z. H. Zhang, and C. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 99, 076010 (2019). [34] W. F. Wang, J. Chai, and A. J. Ma, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2020) 162. [35] Z. T. Zou, Y. Li, and X. Liu, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 517 (2020). [36] Y. J. Shi, U. G. Meißner, and Z. X. Zhao, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 113 (2022). [37] H. J. Lipkin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 46, 1307 (1981). [38] H. J. Lipkin, Phys. Lett. B 254, 247 (1991).

[39] D. Aston et al.(LASS Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 201, 169 (1988). [40] D. V. Bugg, Phys. Lett. B 632, 471 (2006).

[41] G. Bonvicini et al. (CLEO Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 78, 052001 (2008). [42] D. V. Bugg, Phys. Rev. D 81, 014002 (2010).

[43] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 104, 012016 (2021). [44] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), J. High Energy Phys. 08 (2022) 196. [45] J. M. Link et al. (FOCUS Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 653, 1 (2007). [46] Y. Y. Keum, H. n. Li, and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Rev. D 63, 054008 (2001). [47] Y. Y. Keum, H. n. Li, and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Lett. B 504, 6 (2001). [48] C. D. Lü, K. Ukai, and M. Z. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 63, 074009 (2001). [49] W. F. Wang, H. n. Li, W. Wang, and C. D. Lü, Phys. Rev. D 91, 094024 (2015). [50] W. F. Wang and H. n. Li, Phys. Lett. B 763, 29 (2016). [51] W. F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 101, 111901(R) (2020). [52] W. F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 103, 056021 (2021). [53] Y. Y. Fan and W. F. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 815 (2020). [54] Z. Rui, Y. Li, and W. F. Wang, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, 199 (2017). [55] Z. Rui and W. F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 97, 033006 (2018). [56] Z. Rui, Y. Li, and H. n. Li, Phys. Rev. D 98, 113003 (2018). [57] Z. Rui, Y. Li, and H. Li, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 792 (2019). [58] Z. T. Zou, Y. Li, Q. X. Li, and X. Liu, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 394 (2020). [59] Z. T. Zou, W. S. Fang, X. Liu, and Y. Li, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 1076 (2022). [60] Y. Li, A. J. Ma, W. F. Wang, and Z. J. Xiao, Phys. Rev. D 95, 056008 (2017). [61] Y. Li, W. F. Wang, A. J. Ma, and Z. J. Xiao, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 37 (2019). [62] Y. Li, D. C. Yan, Z. Rui, and Z. J. Xiao, Phys. Rev. D 101, 016015 (2020). [63] A. J. Ma, Y. Li, W. F. Wang, and Z. J. Xiao, Nucl. Phys. B923, 54 (2017). [64] A. J. Ma, W. F. Wang, Y. Li, and Z. J. Xiao, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 539 (2019). [65] A. J. Ma and W. F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 103, 016002 (2021). [66] J. Chai, S. Cheng, and A. J. Ma, Phys. Rev. D 105, 033003 (2022). [67] H. Yang and X. Q. Yu, Phys. Rev. D 107, 013001 (2023). [68] M. Jamin, J. A. Oller, and A. Pich, Nucl. Phys. B622, 279 (2002).

[69] S. Gonzàlez-Solís, A. Miranda, J. Rendón, and P. Roig, Phys. Rev. D 101, 034010 (2020). [70] D. R. Boito and R. Escribano, Phys. Rev. D 80, 054007 (2009). [71] K. Maltman, Phys. Lett. B 462, 14 (1999).

[72] T. Feldmann, P. Kroll, and B. Stech, Phys. Lett. B 449, 339 (1999). [73] T. Feldmann, P. Kroll, and B. Stech, Phys. Rev. D 58, 114006 (1998). [74] S. M. Flatté, Phys. Lett. 63B, 224 (1976).

[75] M. K. Volkov, K. Nurlan, and A. A. Pivovarov, Eur. Phys. J. A 59, 79 (2023). [76] H. Y. Cheng, C. K. Chua, and K. C. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 73, 014017 (2006). [77] U. G. Meißner and W. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 730, 336 (2014).

[78] H. Y. Cheng, C. K. Chua, K. C. Yang, and Z. Q. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 87, 114001 (2013). [79] A. Ali, G. Kramer, Y. Li, C. D. Lü, Y. L. Shen, W. Wang, and Y. M. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 76, 074018 (2007). [80] A. Bramon, R. Escribano, and M. D. Scadron, Eur. Phys. J. C 7, 271 (1999). [81] F. G. Cao and A. I. Signal, Phys. Rev. D 60, 114012 (1999).

[82] A. Bramon, R. Escribano, and M. D. Scadron, Phys. Lett. B 503, 271 (2001). [83] B. W. Xiao and B. Q. Ma, Phys. Rev. D 71, 014034 (2005). [84] R. Escribano and J. M. Frère, J. High Energy Phys. 06 (2005) 029. [85] T. Huang and X. G. Wu, Eur. Phys. J. C 50, 771 (2007). [86] R. Escribano and J. Nadal, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2007) 006. [87] F. Ambrosino et al. (KLOE Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 648, 267 (2007). [88] F. Ambrosino et al. (KLOE Collaboration), J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2009) 105. [89] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), J. High Energy Phys. 01 (2015) 024. [90] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 108, 092003 (2023). [91] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), arXiv:2307.12852. [92] X. Liu and Z. J. Xiao, Commun. Theor. Phys. 53, 540 (2010).

[93] Y. Li, H. Y. Zhang, Y. Xing, Z. H. Li, and C. D. Lü, Phys. Rev. D 91, 074022 (2015). [94] L. Chen, M. Zhao, Y. Zhang, and Q. Chang, Phys. Rev. D 105, 016002 (2022). [95] H. Y. Cheng, C. W. Chiang, and C. K. Chua, Phys. Lett. B 813, 136058 (2021).