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We study factorizable contributions to two-body nonleptonic decays of B mesons using

the light-cone sum rule method. By constructing three-point correlation functions and incor-

porating light-cone distribution amplitudes, we compute the hadronic matrix elements and

branching ratios for decay channels B0→ π+π−, B+→ π+π0, B0→ K+π−, and B0→ K+K−.

The results are in agreement with experimental data within uncertainties. We also estimate

the branching ratio of B0
s → π+π− to be approximately 0.781×10−6.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy flavor physics is a significant branch of particle physics that focuses on the study of

hadrons containing heavy quarks [1–8]. The decay of B mesons involves large mixing angles in

the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix and CP violation, providing an ideal platform

for testing the Standard Model (SM) and searching for potential signals of new physics (NP).

Since the operation of the B factories, experimental studies of B physics have rapidly advanced.

In 2003, the Belle and BaBar collaboration observed direct CP violation in the B meson system [9,

10]. In 2019, the LHCb collaboration reported the first observation of CP violation in the D

meson system [11], offering both theoretical insight into the origin of CP violation in the SM

and experimental support for possible NP effects. In recent years, the upgrades and operation of

LHCb and Belle II have not only yielded high-precision experimental data, but also opened up

new opportunities and challenges for theoretical research.

The decay processes of B mesons are particularly important at the scale µb ≈ mb, which is

located in the transition region between the perturbative and nonperturbative regimes. Within

the SM framework, the two-body nonleptonic decay amplitudes of B mesons can be expressed

in terms of the hadronic matrix elements 〈M1M2|Oi(µ)|B〉, where Oi are the effective operators

in the weak Hamiltonian. However, due to the color confinement nature of Quantum Chromo-

dynamics (QCD) and the inherently nonperturbative nature of the hadronization process, a fully

self-consistent method to calculate the hadronic matrix elements 〈M1M2|Oi(µ)|B〉 from first prin-

ciples of QCD is still lacking. As a result, developing theoretical approaches for computing these

matrix elements has become a central task. Various theoretical methods have been developed to

address this challenge, including naive factorization [12–15], QCD factorization [16, 17], pertur-

bative QCD (pQCD) [18–20], soft-collinear effective theory (SCET) [21–23], light-cone sum rule

(LCSR) [24–26] and so on.

In the LCSR approach, light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs) were applied to handle non-

perturbative effects. In Ref. [24], this method was first applied to the decay channel B̄0
d
→ π+π−,

and subsequent studies have extended its application to contributions from gluonic penguin opera-

tors [27], charm penguin topologies [28], and annihilation diagrams [29]. Furthermore, the LCSR

approach has been successfully employed in processes such as B̄0
s→ D+s π

−, B̄0→ D+K− [26], and

Λ+c → Ξ0K+ [30]. The results show good agreement with experimental data, demonstrating the

effectiveness of the LCSR method in treating non-leptonic decay processes.

For this reason, we employ the LCSR to calculate the factorizable contributions in nonleptonic

B meson decays. This work will provide a baseline for subsequent inclusion of penguin diagrams

and nonfactorized corrections and the exciting experiment errors require the theory to compute the

tree-level contributions to a higher precision.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the weak effective Hamiltonian for

B meson nonleptonic decays. In Sec. III we derive the hadronic matrix elements using the LCSR

method. In Sec. IV we present the numerical results and discussions. A brief summary is given in

Sec. V.
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II. WEAK EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

In the Standard Model, the amplitude for the exclusive nonleptonic decay B → P1P2 (B =

B0, B+ and P1,2 = π
±, π0, K±) is governed by the weak effective Hamiltonian [31],

Heff =
GF√

2
{VubV∗uq[C1(µ)O1(µ)+C2(µ)O2(µ)]−VtbV∗tq

10
∑

i=3

Ci(µ)Oi(µ)+h.c.}, (1)

where GF = 1.166× 10−5 GeV−2 is the Fermi constant, Vi j denote CKM matrix elements, and

Oi (i = 1,2,3, . . . ,10) are the corresponding four-quark operators. Specifically, O1 and O2 are the

current-current operators arising from tree-level diagrams in Fig. 1 (a),

O1 = (q̄αuβ)V−A(ūβbα)V−A,O2 = (q̄u)V−A(ūb)V−A, (2)

where q = d, s, α and β are color indices. O3-O6 correspond to the QCD penguin operators gener-

ated by penguin diagrams in Fig. 1 (b),

O3 = (q̄b)V−A

∑

q′
(q̄′q′)V−A,O4 = (q̄αbβ)V−A

∑

q′
(q̄′βq

′
α)V−A, (3)

O5 = (q̄b)V−A

∑

q′
(q̄′q′)V+A,O6 = (q̄αbβ)V−A

∑

q′
(q̄′βq

′
α)V+A, (4)

and q′ = u,d, s,c,b. Here V ±A refers to the Lorentz structure γµ(1±γ5). In general, the contribu-

tions from the QCD penguin operators, particularly O3 and O5, are significantly smaller than those

from the current–current operators O1 and O2. The contributions of the QED penguin operators

O7 and O8 are relatively small and can be completely neglected. The operators O9 and O10 only

play a role in some decay processes due to certain dynamical reasons, and their contributions can

also be disregarded [32]. Therefore, the contributions from the QCD and QED penguin operators

are not considered. We only take in account the contribution from the factorizable matrix elements

of the operator O1 in this work.

Within the framework of Standard Model, the decay amplitude for B→ P1P2 can be expressed

as A(B→ P1P2) = 〈P1P2|Heff|B〉. By substituting the effective Hamiltonian, the amplitude can be

further expressed as

A (B→ P1P2) =
GF√

2
VubV∗uq(C1+

C2

3
)〈P1P2|O1|B〉, (5)

where the coefficient (C1 +C2/3) originates from the Fierz identity O2 = 1/3O1 + 2Õ1, with the

nonfactorizable contribution from the operator Õ1 being negligible [25].

And the decay branching ratio and decay width are expressed as:

B (B→ P1P2) = τB
|pc|

8πm2
B

|A(B→ P1P2)|2, (6)

Γ (B→ P1P2) =
|pc|

8πm2
B

|A(B→ P1P2)|2, (7)
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FIG. 1. The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the operators Oi.

where τB is lifetime of B meson, |pc| represents the momentum of the final-state pseudoscalar

meson in the rest frame of the B meson :

|pc| =
1

2mB

√

[m2
B
− (mP1

+mP2
)2][m2

B
− (mP1

−mP2
)2]. (8)

III. HADRONIC MATRIX ELEMENTS WITH LCSRS

The hadronic matrix element 〈P1P2|O1|B〉 is a key object for the decay amplitudes of process

B→ P1P2. To obtain this matrix element, we construct a three-point correlation function [24]

F
(O1)
α (p,q,k) = i

∫

d4x e−i(p−q)·x i

∫

d4y ei(p−k)·y〈0|T { j(P2)

α5
(y)O1(0) j

(B)

5
(x)}|P1(q)〉, (9)

where j
(P2)

α5
= ūγαγ5q (q = u,d, s) and j

(B)

5
= b̄iγ5q′ (q′ = u,d) denote the interpolating currents

for the pseudoscalar meson P2 and the B meson, respectively. In dealing with the correlation

function, in order to unambiguously extract a matrix element 〈0| j(P2)

α5
|P2〉, we temporarily shift a

pseudoscalar meson P1 from the final state to the initial state in the matrix element, obeying on-

shell condition q2 =m2
P1

. We take the chiral limit mP2
= 0, except in cases where chirally enhanced

terms such as m2
P2
/(mu+mq) appear.

The decomposition of the correlation function Eq. (9) in terms of independent momenta is

straightforward and involves four invariant amplitudes:

F
(O1)
α (p,q,k) = (p− k)αF(O1)+qαF̃

(O1)

1
+ kαF̃

(O1)

2
+ ǫαβλρq

βpλkρF̃
(O1)

3
, (10)

with only F(O1) being relevant to the present work. Due to the absence of external momentum

flowing out of the weak operator vertex, the four-momentum of the b quark remains unchanged

before and after the decay. To address this, an auxiliary momentum k is artificially introduced,

such that the momentum of the B meson after decay becomes P = p− k − q. When k , 0, the
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invariant amplitude F(O1)((p− k)2, (p−q)2,P2) includes contributions from excited states and the

continuum spectrum of the B meson. Since the auxiliary momentum k does not correspond to any

physical external state, it vanishes in the evaluation of the ground-state contribution to the decay

process B→ P1P2 [24].

At the quark-gluon level, we expand the correlation function Eq. (9) using Wick’s theorem. We

take the decay channel B0→ π+π− as an example and choose q= d , q′ = d. The time-ordered prod-

uct of the two current operators and the four-quark operator in the correlator is expanded near the

light-cone region, where x2 ∼ y2 ∼ (x− y)2 ∼ 0. To ensure the validity of this expansion, one must

choose an appropriate kinematic region such that the external momentum squares (p−q)2, (p−k)2,

and the kinematic invariant P2 are all spacelike and sufficiently large. To simplify calculations,

we set external momentum squared and the kinematical invariant k2 = p2 = 0, respectively. In

summary, the chosen kinematic region is:

q2 = p2 = k2 = 0, |(p− k)2| ∼ |(p−q)2| ∼ |P2| ≫ Λ2
QCD. (11)

The correlation function Eq. (9) becomes:

F
(O1)
α (p,q,k) =i3

∫

d4x e−i(p−q)·x
∫

d4y ei(p−k)·y〈0|T {ū(y)γαγ5q(y)q̄(0)γµγ5u(0)ū(0)γµb(0)b̄(x)γ5q′(x)}|P1(q)〉

=− i3
∫

d4x e−i(p−q)·x
∫

d4y ei(p−k)·y〈0| : ū(0)γµ b(0)b̄(x)d(y)d̄(0)γµγ5 u(0)ū(y)γαγ5γ5d(x) : |P1(q)〉

+ · · · ,
(12)

where all possible contractions of quark fields are expressed in terms of free quark propagators,

such as b(0)b̄(x), u(0)ū(y), and so on. The free quark propagator is given by

iS 0
F(x,0) = i

∫

d4p

(2π)4
e−ip·x m+ /p

m2− p2
. (13)

The remaining uncontracted part, such as 〈0|ū(0)Γiq(x)|P1〉, are expressed in terms of the LCDAs

of the pseudoscalar meson [33],

〈0|ū (0)γαγ5d (x) |P (q)〉 = iqα fP

∫ 1

0

du e−iuq·xϕ2 (u,µ) , (14)

〈0|ū (0) iγ5q (x) |P (q)〉 =
m2

P
fP

mu+mq

∫ 1

0

du e−iuq·xϕP
3 (u,µ) , (15)

where ϕ2(u,µ) and ϕP
3

(u,µ) denote the twist-2 and twist-3 distribution amplitudes of the pseu-

doscalar meson, respectively, and their Gegenbauer expansions are listed in the Appendix.

The invariant amplitude F
(O1)

QCD
can be expressed using dispersion relations:

F
(O1)

QCD
((p− k)2, (p−q)2,P2) =

1

π

∫ ∞

0

ds
ImF

(O1)

QCD
(s, (p−q)2,P2)

s− (p− k)2
. (16)
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By inserting a complete set of intermediate states with the same quantum numbers of the final-state

pseudoscalar meson into Eq. (9), we obtain hadronic representation of the correlation function:

F(O1)((p− k)2, (p−q)2,P2) =
i fP2
Π

(O1)

PP
((p−q)2,P2)

−(p− k)2
+

∫ ∞

s0

ds
ρh(s, (p−q)2,P2)

s− (p− k)2
, (17)

where decay constant of pseudoscalar meson is defined as 〈0 |ūγαγ5q|P2(p− k)〉 = i(p− k)α fP2
, s0

is the threshold, the spectral function ρh represents the contributions of excited states and contin-

uum in the pseudoscalar meson channel. Furthermore, the integral over ρh can be approximated

using quark-hadron duality,

∫ ∞

s0

ds
ρh(s, (p−q2),P2)

s− (p− k)2
=

1

π

∫ ∞

s0

ds
ImF

(O1)

QCD
(s, (p−q)2,P2)

s− (p− k)2
. (18)

And the hadronic matrix element in Eq. (17) is

Π
(O1)

PP
((p−q)2,P2) = i

∫

d4x e−i(p−q)·x〈P2(p− k)|T {O1(0) j
(B)

5
(x)}|P1(q)〉. (19)

By combining Eqs. (16) − (18), and performing Borel transform with respect to the variable (p−
k)2, we transform the Eq. (19) into

Π
(O1)

PP
((p−q)2,P2) = − i

π fP2

∫ s0

0

ds e
− s

M2
1 ImF

(O1)

QCD
(s, (p−q)2,P2). (20)

To obtain the hadronic matrix element for the nonleptonic decay of the B meson, we continue

the two-point correlation function Eq. (19) to large spacelike region,

Π
(O1)
PP

((p−q)2,P2) = i

∫

d4x e−i(p−q)·x〈P2(p− k)P1(−q)|T {O1(0) j
(B)

5
(x)}|0〉, (21)

with P2 = m2
B
. Inserting a complete set of states with the same quantum numbers as the B meson

between the operators O1 and j
(B)

5
, we obtain hadronic representation of Eq. (21)

Π
(O1)
PP

((p−q)2,m2
B) =

(m2
B
/mb) fB

m2
B
− (p−q)2

〈P2(p− k)P1(−q) |O1|B(p−q)〉+
∫ ∞

sB
0

ds′
ρ′(s′,m2

B
)

s′− (p−q)2
, (22)

where 〈B| j(B)

5
|0〉 = m2

B
fB/mb denotes the decay constant of the B meson, and the spectral function

ρ′ is the contributions of excited states and continuum in the B meson channel. Similarly to the

derivation of Eq. (20), based on quark-hadron duality, the two-point correlation Eq. (21) function

can be processed accordingly. Note that in the ground-state contribution the auxiliary momentum k

vanishes, due to simultaneous conditions (p−q−k)2 =m2
B

and (p−q)2 =m2
B
, so that matrix element

〈P2(p)P1(−q) |O1|B(p−q)〉 is recovered [24]. Substituting the Eq. (20) into the left hand of the

Eq. (22) and Borel transforming (p−q)2→ M2
2
, we obtain the decay amplitude for B→ P1P2,

〈P2(p)P1(−q) |O1|B(p−q)〉 = −imb

π2m2
B

fP2
fB

∫ s0

0

ds e
− s

M2
1

∫ sB
0

m2
b

ds′ e

m2
B
−s′

M2
2 ImsIms′F

(O1)

QCD
(s, s′,m2

B),

(23)
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where sB
0

is threshold of B meson channel. Here, taking B0→ π+π− as an example, we present the

explicit form of ImsIms′F
(O1)

QCD
(s, s′,m2

B
),

ImsIms′F
(O1)

QCD
=−

mb fπ−(m
2
B
−2m2

π−)

96π

∫ 1

0

du
1

(1−u)M2
2

e
−

m2
b
−u2m2

π−
(1−u)M2

2 ϕ2(u)

−
fπ−m

2
B
m2
π−

48π(mu+md)

∫ 1

0

du
1

(1−u)M2
2

e
−

m2
b
−u2m2

π−
(1−u)M2

2 ϕP
3 (u).

(24)

Matching the results from the OPE side and the hadronic spectral representation, we obtain the

hadronic matrix element for B→ ππ, B→ Kπ, and B→ KK as follows:

〈π−π+|O1|B0〉 = imb

48π3 fB0

∫ sπ
0

0

ds e
− s

M2
1

∫ sB
0

m2
b

ds′e

m2
B
−s′

M2
2

∫ 1

0

du
1

(1−u)M2
2

e
−

m2
b
−u2m2

π

(1−u)M2
2

×
[m2

b
(m2

B
−2m2

π)

2m2
B

ϕ2;π(u)+
m2
πmb

mu+md















1+
u(m2

B
−2m2

π)

m2
B















ϕP
3;π(u)

]

,

(25)

〈π0π+|O1|B+〉 =
i
√

2mb

192π3 fB+m
2
B

∫ sπ
0

0

ds e
− s

M2
1

∫ sB
0

m2
b

ds′e

m2
B
−s′

M2
2

∫ 1

0

du
1

(1−u)M2
2

e
−

m2
b
−u2m2

π+
−um2

π0
+um2
π+

(1−u)M2
2

×
[

mb

(

m2
B−m2

π+ −m2
π0

)

ϕ2;π(u)−
m2
π+

mu+md

((

m2
B+m2

π0 −m2
π+

)

−u
(

m2
B−m2

π+ −m2
π0

))

ϕP
3;π(u)

]

,

(26)

〈π−K+|O1|B0〉 =
i(m2

B
−m2
π− −m2

K+
)

48π3 fB0m2
B

∫ sK
0

0

ds e
− s

M2
1

∫ sB
0

m2
b

ds′ e

m2
B
−s′

M2
2

∫ 1

0

du
1

(1−u)M2
2

e
−

m2
b
−u2m2

π−−um2
K+
+um2
π−

(1−u)M2
2

×














m2
b

2
ϕ2;π(u)+

mb(um2
π− −m2

K+
)

mu+ms
ϕP

3;K(u)















,

(27)

〈K−K+|O1|B0〉 = i

48π3 fB0m2
B

∫ sK
0

0

ds e
− s

M2
1

∫ sB
0

m2
b

ds′ e

m2
B
−s′

M2
2

∫ 1

0

du
1

(1−u)M2
2

e
−

m2
b
−u2m2

K

(1−u)M2
2

×














m2
b
(m2

B
−2m2

K
)

2m2
B

ϕ2;K(u)+
m2

K
mb

mu+ms

(1+u
m2

B
−2m2

K

m2
B

)ϕP
3;K(u)















.

(28)

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Input Parameters

The input parameters employed in our analysis, including quark masses, meson masses, life-

times, and related quantities (all evaluated at the energy scale of 2.4 GeV), are summarized in
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Table I.

TABLE I. The input parameters for theoretical calculations, including quark masses, meson masses, life-

times [34], decay constants [35], CKM matrix elements [34], Wilson coefficients [31], and Gegenbauer

coefficients of the LCDAs for the pion and kaon (µb = 2.4 GeV) [30, 33, 36].

Quark masses mb = 4.183 GeV ms = 0.093 GeV md = 4.70 MeV mu = 2.16 MeV

Meson masses mπ± = 139.57 MeV mπ0 = 134.98 MeV mK± = 493.68 MeV mB+/0 = 5.28 GeV

Meson lifetimes τB+ = 1.638 fs τB0 = 1.517 fs

Meson decay constants fB+ = 188 MeV fB0 = 190 MeV

Wilson coefficients C1 = 1.185 C2 = −0.387

CKM matrix elements Vub = 0.00382 Vud = 0.97367 Vus = 0.22431

Gegenbauer coefficients aπ
2
(µb) = 0.35 aπ

4
(µb) = 0.18 Bπ

2
(µb) = 0.29 Bπ

4
(µb) = 0.58

aK
1

(µb) = 0.156 aK
2

(µb) = 0.181 aK
3

(µb) = 0.056 aK
4

(µb) = 0.061

ηK
3

(µb) = 0.009 ωK
3

(µb) = −2.771 ρK
3

(µb) = 0.309

In our LCSR methods, the results depend on the chosen threshold parameters sπ
0

and sK
0

, as

well as on the Borel parameters M2
1

and M2
2
, which are introduced to suppress contributions from

higher resonances and the continuum. The threshold parameters sπ
0

and sK
0

are set equal to the

squared masses of the first excited states of pion and kaon, respectively. For the B meson, the

threshold parameter is taken as sB
0
= 35 GeV2 from Ref. [24]. These parameters, together with the

Borel parameters M2
1

and M2
2
, are presented in Table II.

TABLE II. The threshold and Borel parameters for the B→ P1P2 decay channels.

Decay channels Threshold parameters Borel parameters

B0→ π+π−
sπ

0
= 1.69 GeV2,sB

0
= 35 GeV2

M2
1
= 0.5±0.1 GeV2,M2

2
= 8±1 GeV2

B+→ π+π0 M2
1
= 0.5±0.1 GeV2,M2

2
= 7±1 GeV2

B0→ K+π−
sK

0
= 2.13 GeV2,sB

0
= 35 GeV2

M2
1
= 2±1 GeV2,M2

2
= 7±1 GeV2

B0→ K+K− M2
1
= 5±1 GeV2,M2

2
= 8±1 GeV2

We then discuss the dependence of the numerical results on the Borel parameters. Figs. 2−5

illustrate the dependence of the decay amplitudes on Borel parameters M2
1

and M2
2

for the four

decay channels: B0→ π+π−, B+→ π+π0, B0→ K+π−, and B0→ K+K−, respectively.
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FIG. 5. Dependence of the decay amplitudes on the Borel parameters M2
1

and M2
2

for B0→ K+K−.

As shown in the figures, the decay amplitudes A for the processes B→ P1P2 are of the order

of 10−8 or 10−9, and exhibit mild dependence on the Borel parameters.

B. Numerical Results and Discussions

Based on the relation between the hadronic matrix element and the decay amplitude given in

Eq. (5), we obtain the decay amplitudes and widths for the processes B→ P1P2, with the results

summarized in Table III.

TABLE III. The decay amplitudes and widths for B→ P1P2.

Decay channels Decay Amplitudes(GeV−1) Decay Widths(GeV)

B0→ π+π− 2.41×10−8 2.18×10−18

B+→ π+π0 1.87×10−8 1.88×10−18

B0→ K+π− 4.10×10−8 8.85×10−18

B0→ K+K− 3.07×10−9 3.42×10−20

Furthermore, we obtain the branching ratios for these decay channels and compare them with

those obtained from other approaches, such as pQCD [37], QCDF [38], and LCSR [29], as summa-

rized in Table IV. The first error reflects the variation of the Borel parameter M2
1
, and the second

is due to that of M2
2
. Our results exhibit reasonable agreement with the experimental measure-

ments [39, 40]. While minor discrepancies are found in some decay modes when compared with

predictions from other theoretical approaches, the overall consistency supports the reliability of

estimating factorizable contributions to hadronic B-meson decays within the LCSR framework.
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TABLE IV. The branching ratios for B→ P1P2 in our LCSR approach (in units of 10−6) and comparisons

with other theoretical and experimental results.

Decay channels This work pQCD[37] QCDF[38] LCSR[29] Expt.[39, 40]

B0→ π+π− 5.01+1.82+2.80
−1.67−2.14

7.31+2.35+0.38
−1.68−0.36

7.0+0.8
−1.0

6.7+1.8+0.9
−1.5−0.8

5.83±0.22±0.17

B+→ π+π0 4.67+1.70+3.49
−1.55−2.39

4.18+1.30+0.22
−0.94−0.22

5.9+2.6
−1.6

9.7+2.3+1.2
−1.9−1.2

5.10±0.29±0.27

B0→ K+π− 20.39+7.22+3.39
−11.17−4.67

17.1+5.2+0.1
−3.7−0.1

19.3+11.4
−7.8

− 20.67±0.37±0.62

B0→ K+K− 0.079+0.007+0.078
−0.005−0.056

0.046+0.058+0.009
−0.039−0.008

0.1±0.04 − 0.078±0.012±0.008±0.002

Table IV shows that for the first two decay channels, B0→ π+π− and B+→ π+π0, our calculated

branching ratios are slightly smaller than the experimental results. This is because our calculations

include only the tree-level contributions to these decay channels, and neglect the corrections from

both soft and hard gluon exchanges.

Based on the experimentally measured branching ratios for B0 → π+π− and B0 → K+π−, we

extract the numerical values of the CKM matrix element combinations |VubV∗
ud
| and |VubV∗us|, and

evaluate their ratio to be approximately 0.18. Since our calculation does not include the penguin

contributions to the B0→ K+π− decay, the extracted ratio is slightly smaller than the PDG average

value |Vus/Vud | ≈ 0.23 [34]. According to SU(3) flavor symmetry, the amplitude for B0→ K+π−

decay receives significant contributions from both tree-level and penguin topologies [41], in con-

trast to the B0→ π+π− decay, which is predominantly governed by tree-level dynamics.

Using the above branching ratios, we can further estimate the branching ratio for B0
s → π+π−

decay. Ref. [40] reported the following numerical result:

fs

fd

B(B0
s → π+π−)

B(B0→ K+π−)
= (9.15±0.71±0.83)×10−3, (29)

where fs and fd denote the probabilities for the hadronization of b-quark into B0
s and B0 meson,

respectively. By substitutingB(B0→ K+π−) obtained from our calculation into the above Eq. (29),

and using the value fs/ fd = 0.256±0.020 from Ref. [42], we estimate:

B(B0
s → π+π−) ≈ (0.781±0.233)×10−6, (30)

with the error originates from the assumption of SU(3) flavor symmetry and which is in good

agreement with the PDG average value of (0.72±0.10)×10−6 [34].

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we have calculated the factorizable contributions to the nonleptonic decays of B

mesons using light-cone sum rules. The results of the branching ratios for B0→ π+π−, B+→ π+π0,

B0 → K+π−, and B0 → K+K− are consistent with experimental measurements within the uncer-

tainties, demonstrating the effectiveness of the LCSR method. Additionally, using the branching
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ratios for B0→ K+π−, we estimate the branching ratio for the decay channel B0
s → π+π−, which is

close to the average result given by the PDG.

Based on the experimentally measured branching ratios, we have derived the ratio of the CKM

matrix element combinations |VubV∗us|/|VubV∗
ud
| ≈ 0.18, which is smaller than the Wolfenstein pa-

rameter λ ≈ 0.23. This discrepancy is primarily attributed to the different decay dynamics between

the tree-level dominated B0 → π+π− and the penguin-dominated B0 → K+π− decays, while we

include only the tree-level contributions for both decay channels. To improve the precision for

B0→ K+π− decay, the penguin diagram is needed to be included.

However, the branching ratios for B→ ππ were slightly smaller than the experimental values,

which may be attributed to the neglect of higher order QCD corrections and non-factorizable con-

tributions. To improve the results, it is essential to incorporateO(αs) loop corrections, take account

of contributions from higher twist distribution amplitudes and three-particle light-cone distribution

amplitudes of pseudoscalar mesons as additional non-perturbative inputs. With these improve-

ments, the LCSR method is expected to play a more significant role in heavy flavor physics.

In the future, combining more experimental data and theoretical progress will allow for a deeper

understanding of the decay mechanisms of B meson, hereby providing a stronger support for the

Standard Model or exploring possible new physics.

Appendix : Distribution amplitudes of pion and kaon

In this appendix, we present the Gegenbauer expansions of distribution amplitudes for π and

K mesons. Eq. (1) gives the twist-2 distribution amplitudes of pion and kaon, while Eq. (2) and

Eq. (3) correspond to the twist-3, respectively.

ϕ2;π(K)(u,µ) = 6u(1−u)[1+

4
∑

n=1

a
π(K)
n (µ)C

3/2
n (2u−1)], (1)

ϕP
3;π

(u,µ) = 1+B2(µ)
1

2
[3(u− ū)2−1]+B4(µ)

1

8
[35(u− ū)4−30(u− ū)2+3], (2)

ϕP
3;K

(u,µ) =1+ [30ηK
3 (µ)− 5

2
]C

1/2
2

(2u−1)

+ [−3ηK
3 (µ)ωK

3 (µ)− 27

20
ρK

3 (µ)2− 81

10
ρK

3 (µ)2aK
2 (µ)]C

1/2
4

(2u−1),

(3)

where ū = 1−u.
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