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7.1 Rare Decays: Theory

7.1.1 Preliminaries

The Flavor-changing-neutral-current (FCNC) transitions, such as b — s and b — d, arise
only at the loop level in the Standard Model (SM). These decays provide tests of the detailed
structure of the theory at the level of radiative corrections where Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani
(GIM) cancellations are important, and are sensitive to CKM matrix elements: the flavor
structure of a generic b — s amplitude 7" is T' = > ; \;T;, where \; = V;3V.: and the sum
runs over all up-quark flavors ¢ = u, ¢, t. Using CKM unitarity >, A\; = 0 and A\, < \; we
obtain T = >‘t(Tt — Tc)

Furthermore, in many extensions of the Standard Model, loop graphs with new particles
(such as charged Higgses or supersymmetric partners) contribute at the same order as
the SM contribution. Precision measurements of these rare processes therefore provides a
complementary probe of new physics to that of direct collider searches. Finally, these rare
decays are subject to both perturbative and non-perturbative QCD effects, which can be
studied here.

The most interesting FCNC B decays at the Tevatron are B — Xy, B — X /1™,
Bs g4 — ¢4, and the corresponding exclusive modes for the first two. (A fourth decay,
B — X, q4vv, is theoretically cleaner, but because of the neutrinos in the final state is
not likely to be accessible at a hadron collider.) Of these decays, the exclusive modes
B — K®y¢ty= are likely to be the most important at the Tevatron in the near future:
inclusive B — X is difficult to measure at a hadron collider, while the SM branching
fraction for B, — ptp~ is at the 1079 level. Furthermore, as we shall discuss, the theoretical
prediction for inclusive B — X /1¢~ is poorly behaved in the large ¢* region, where it is
easiest to measure. In this section, we focus on tests of the SM via these decays.
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242 CHAPTER 7. RARE AND SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS

Ci | Cy | C3 | Cy | C5 | Cs | CET | Cy | Cup
—0.25|4+1.11{+0.01{—0.03|+0.01|—0.03|—0.31|+4.34| —4.67

Table 7.1: SM values of the Wilson coefficients at NLO (C$T = C7 — C5/3 — Cj).

7.1.1.1 The effective Hamiltonian

Radiative corrections to the FCNC decay amplitudes contain terms of order a In m%/V / mg,
which are enhanced by the large logarithm of myy /m; and make perturbation theory poorly
behaved. To make precision calculations, these terms must be summed to all orders. This is
most conveniently performed using an effective field theory and the renormalization group,
as discussed in Chapter 1.

The effective field theory for b — s transitions is thoroughly summarized in a review
article by Buchalla et al., [1]. Here we briefly outline the general features which are uni-
versal for the channels discussed in this chapter. The effective Hamiltonian is obtained by
integrating out heavy degrees of freedom (the top quark and W¥ bosons in the SM) from
the full theory [2]:

G
Her = FVtsVinC Oi(p) (7.1)

\/_ =1

where p is the renormalization scale, and the operators O; are
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(note that these operators are not the same as the O;’s for the |[AB| = 1 Hamiltonian

discussed in Chapter 1). The subscripts L and R denote left and right-handed components,
and we have neglected the strange quark mass ms < my. The coefficient C;(myy) are
systematically calculable in perturbation theory, and the renormalization group equations
are used to lower to renormalization scale to 4 = my. The renormalization group scaling is a
significant effect, enhancing (for example) the B — X rate by a factor of ~ 2. Details on
the renormalization scale dependence, the renormalization group equations and analytical
formulae can be found in [2]. The SM values at u = 4.8 GeV of the C; at NLO are given in
Table 7.1.

While C¢T measures the bsy coupling strength, an analogous correspondence can be
made for Cg: comparing the charge assignments of lepton-Z-couplings |(¢4Z|y)/(CLZ] 4)| =
|1 — 4sin? Oyy| =~ 0.08 shows that the Z-penguin contribution to Cy (V) is suppressed with
respect to C1p (A) and can be neglected as a first approximation: C1( probes the effective
51,Zby, vertex modulo the box contribution [3].
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7.1. RARE DECAYS: THEORY 243

Different FCNC decays are sensitive to different linear combinations of the C;’s, and so
each of the decays of interest provides independent information. The quark-level transition
b — sv is largely governed by Oz, while b — s¢™¢~ receives dominant contributions from
O7, Og and Oy, and B, — T/~ is primarily due to O1g. As discussed in the next section,
the current measurement of B — X7 is in excellent agreement with theory, but this is only
sensitive to the magnitude of the photon penguin C?ff. In contrast, b — s/~ is sensitive
to the sign of this coefficient, as well as to Og and Oyy.

7.1.1.2 Inclusive vs. Exclusive Decays

The Wilson coefficients in Eq. (7.1) can be measured in either exclusive or inclusive decays
of b flavored hadrons. The theoretical tools used to study exclusive and inclusive decays are
very different. Experimental measurements of exclusive and inclusive decays are also faced
with different challenges. Hence, it is convenient to consider them separately.

In inclusive decays one can avoid the theoretical difficulties associated with the physics of
hadronization by using quark-hadron duality together with the operator product expansion
(OPE) [4]. Quark-hadron duality allows us to relate inclusive decays of B hadrons into
hadronic final states to decays into partons (see Section 5.3 of Chapter 1). Using an OPE
it can be shown that the B decay is given by the corresponding parton-level decay. There
are perturbative and nonperturbative corrections which must be taken into account. The
leading nonperturbative corrections to this expression scale like (Aqcp/my)?, which is of
order a few percent. There are some caveats, both in the application of the OPE and in
the assumption of quark-hadron duality.

The size of the corrections in the OPE typically grow as the final state phase space
is restricted. If the phase space is restricted to too small a region the OPE breaks down
entirely. This is an important consideration when experimental cuts are taken into account.
A familiar example is the endpoint region above the b — ¢ kinematic limit of the charged
lepton spectrum in semileptonic b — u decay, which is important for measuring |V,3|. In
this region the standard OPE breaks down, and a class of leading twist operators in the
OPE must be resummed to all orders. As we will discuss in Section (7.1.2.2), the OPE
also breaks down in the high lepton ¢? region of B — X /7/¢~, but in this region the twist
expansion also break down.

The range of validity of quark-hadron duality and the size of the corrections which violate
it are unknown, at present. There are theoretical reasons to believe that these corrections
are small (and it has been suggested that duality violation is reflected in the asymptotic
nature of the OPE) [5]. However, it has also been argued [6] that duality violations are
much larger than commonly expected. As the data improve and more inclusive quantities
are measured, the comparison between theory and experiment will provide an indication of
the size of duality violations.

While theoretically appealing, inclusive rare decays are very difficult to measure, par-
ticularly in a hadronic environment. It is likely that they will be constructed by measuring
a series of exclusive decays. Hence, it will be much easier to measure exclusive rare decays
at the Tevatron.
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244 CHAPTER 7. RARE AND SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS

In theoretical studies of exclusive decays, we must deal with nonperturbative QCD cor-
rections to the quark-level process, as manifest in hadronization effects, for example. Lat-
tice QCD is the only first principles tool for calculations of nonperturbative QCD effects.
Unfortunately, results from lattice QCD calculations are incomplete, at present. Further-
more, numerical simulations based on lattice QCD are time consuming and expensive. The
prospects for lattice QCD calculations of rare exclusive decays with small and controlled
errors are excellent, as discussed in detail in Section 7.1.3.2. At present, however, we have
to deal with hadronic uncertainties which result in a loss of sensitivity to the interesting
short distance physics. It is therefore important to use a variety of theoretical strategies
for calculations of these decays. We include model-independent approaches based on ap-
proximate symmetries as well as calculations which use a variety of different models in our
discussion of exclusive decays in Section 7.1.3.

7.1.2 Inclusive Decays
7.1.2.1 B — Xgy

As discussed in Chapter 1, the theoretical description of the inclusive decay B — X, is
particularly clean as it is essentially given by the partonic weak decay b — sy with small
corrections of order 1/mj [4] in the HQET expansion (although as the photon energy cut is
raised above ~ 2 GeV the nonperturbative Fermi motion of the b quark becomes a significant
effect [8]). Although it is a difficult task for hadron colliders to measure the photon energy
spectrum governing the inclusive channel, it is discussed here for completeness.

The radiative decay is a magnetic dipole transition and is thus mediated by the operator
O7. The corresponding Wilson coefficient C7(u) is evolved to the b-quark scale via the
effective Hamiltonian of Eq. (7.1), with the basis for this decay consisting of the first eight
operators in the expansion. The perturbative QCD corrections to the coefficients introduce
large logarithms of the form of (u)log™ (/M ), which are resummed order by order via
the RGE. The next-to-leading order logarithmic QCD corrections have been computed and
result in a much reduced dependence on the renormalization scale in the branching fraction
compared to the leading-order result. The inclusion of the QCD corrections enhance the
rate by a factor of ~ 2, yielding agreement with the present experimental observation.

The higher-order QCD calculation to NLO precision involves several steps, requiring
corrections to both the Wilson coefficients and the matrix element of O7 in order to ensure
a scheme independent result. For C7, the NLO computation entails the calculation of the
O(as) terms in the matching conditions [10], and the renormalization group evolution of
C7(p) must be computed using the O(a?) anomalous dimension matrix [9]. For the matrix
element, this includes the QCD bremsstrahlung corrections [11] b — sy + g, and the NLO
virtual corrections [12]. Summing these contributions to the matrix element and expanding
them around p = my, one arrives at the decay amplitude

_AGRVaV

M — sy) = 7

<5’Y|O7(mb)|b>tree ) (73)
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with
D = Cy(p) + %:”’) (Cfo)ef ()7 Tog % + O n) - (7.4)

Here, the quantities 'yi(o) are the entries of the effective leading order anomalous dimension
matrix, the r; are computed in [12], and the index i sums over the operator basis. The first
term in Eq. (7.4), C7(u), must be computed at NLO precision, whereas it is consistent to
use the leading order values of the other coefficients. The NLO expression for C7(u) is too

complicated to present here, however, for completeness, we give the leading order result,

e 8 - i
O = o Cr (M) + 5 (0% — ') Co(Miw) + Co(Muw) 3 b, (7.5)
i=1

where n = as(Mw)/as(1) and h; , a; are known numerical coefficients [1]. The form of this
result will be relevant for our discussion of new physics contributions to B — Xy, and
clearly demonstrates the mixing between O7; and the chromomagnetic dipole operator as
well as the four quark operator.

There are also long-distance effects arising from emission of a gluon from a charm loop
which are only suppressed by powers Agcpmy/ m?2. The effects of these operators has been
estimated to be small, contributing to the rate at the few percent level [13].

After employing an explicit lower cut on the photon energy in the gluon bremsstrahlung
correction, the partial width is given by

['(B = X¢y) =T(b— s7) + (b — sy + g)Fr> 0B (7.6)

where EJ'*" = m, /2, and § is a parameter defined by the condition that £, be above the
experimental threshold. In addition, the 2-loop electroweak corrections have been computed
[14] and are found to reduce the rate by ~ 3.6%. The resulting branching fraction is then
obtained by scaling the partial width for B — X,y to that for B semileptonic decay as the
uncertainties due to the values of the CKM matrix elements and the m;:’ dependence of the
widths cancel in the ratio. The Standard Model prediction for the branching faction is then
found to be !

B(B — X,v) = (3.28 £0.30) x 10 *. (7.7)

This is in good agreement with the observations by CLEO and ALEPH [16] which yield
B = (3.15 £0.35 £ 0.41) x 10~* and B = (3.38 4 0.74 £ 0.85) x 10~%, respectively, with
the 95% C.L. bound of 2 x 10~* < B(B — X4v) < 4.5 x 10~%. The inclusive decays are
measured by analyzing the high energy region of the photon energy spectrum. A good
theoretical description of the spectral shape is thus essential in order to perform a fit to the
spectrum and extrapolate to the total decay rate. Higher order analyses of the spectrum
within HQET have been performed in Ref. [17,18], where it is found that the shape of the
spectrum is dominated by QCD dynamics and is insensitive to the presence of new physics.
Measurement of the spectral moments of the photon energy distribution can also be used
to determine the HQET parameters A and A; with small theoretical uncertainty [19].

'Ref. [15] argues that the running charm quark mass rather than the pole mass should be used in the
two loop matrix element; this results in a slightly higher central value (3.73 £ 0.30) x 10™%.
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The CKM suppressed mode, B — X7, is computed in similar fashion with the sub-
stitution s — d in the above formulae and in the complete set of operators. There is
also a slight modification of the 4-quark operators O; and O, to include the contribu-
tions from b — w [20] transitions. The NLO predicted branching fraction spans the range
6.0 x 107% < B(B — Xzv) < 2.6 x 10~ with the main uncertainty arising from the impre-
cisely determined values of the CKM elements. This CKM suppressed channel populates
the high energy region of the photon energy spectrum and hence B — X,y constitutes
the main background source. Observation thus requires a veto of strange hadrons in the
hadronic X  system.

7.1.2.2 B — X0~

The decay B — X,/T¢~ is suppressed relative to B — X,y by an additional factor of the
electromagnetic coupling constant o ~ 1/137, and has not yet been observed. The SM
prediction for the branching fraction is

B(B — Xsete™) = (8.442.3)-107°, B(B = Xgutp )= (5.7+£1.2)-107% (7.8)

which may be compared with the current experimental 90% C.L. upper bounds of 5.7-107°
and 5.8-107° [64] respectively. Unlike B — X7, which is only sensitive to the magnitude of
C<®, this decay has the appeal of being sensitive to the signs and magnitudes of the Wilson
coefficients C’f’,ff, Cy and C1g, which can all be affected by physics beyond the standard model.
To extract the magnitudes and phases of all three Wilson coefficients, several different
measurements must be performed. It has been shown in [21,22] that information from
the dilepton invariant mass spectrum and the differential forward-backward asymmetry is
sufficient to extract these parameters.

The decay amplitude

Since over most of phase space the differential rate is well approximated by the parton
model, we first consider the parton level results. From the effective Hamiltonian (7.1) one
easily obtains the parton level decay amplitude

Ab — stTe7) = %V}ZV:&() { (CSH - 010) (57 Lb) (4" LO)
+ (5™ + Cao ) (59 Lb) (B Re)
— 20T (siawjg—Z(msL + mbR)b> (w%)] : (7.9)

where C¢% is defined in Eq. (7.5). The additional operators Og and O1q receive contribu-
tions only from penguin and box diagrams in the matching and are therefore of order a. The
coefficient Cy contains a term proportional to alog(u/myy) at one loop, and so logarithms
of the form a”*!1og"(my/myu) must be summed to obtain leading logarithmic accuracy.
Thus, the one loop matrix element of Og is required as well as the two loop running of Cy.

This amount to the identification C§T = C§™ (), where
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CST(3) = Con(3) + Y (5). (7.10)

The one-loop matrix elements of the four-Fermi operators are represented by the function
Y (5), which in the NDR scheme is given by [2,23]
Y(8) =g(m.,8) B3C1 +Co+3C3+Cy+3C5+ Cp)

1 1
—59(1,8) (4C5 +4Cu+ 305 + Cs) = 59(0,8) (C3 +3C)

2
+§(303+o4+3o5+o6) , (7.11)
where
o(2.8) = =g (") = Sz + o+ gy = 2+ =]
X l@(l —y) <lni\/7\/g — i7r> + O(y — 1) 2arctan \/lel] , (7.12)
9(0,8) = % - gln (%) - §In§ + gm, (7.13)

with y = 422/3. The one loop matrix element of Oy as a function of the dilepton invariant
mass is written as

n(3) =1+ O‘Sfr“)w(g) , (7.14)
where
w(8) = —%H - gLig(é) - %lnéln(l -8 - % In(1 — 3)
. N(1 _ 94 5 _ (a2

and we have neglected the strange quark mass.

It is convenient to normalize the rate of b — s¢T/~ to that for semileptonic b — cfi

decay
dU'(B — X 0707)

dB(B = X 107) = 1
B(B — ) =Ba5 B S X.0y) (7.16)
This introduces the normalization constant
3a? |VEV|? 1
By = By >0 ViVl (7.17)

L1672 [Veol?  f () + [as(mp) /7] Ag (rine)

In this expression f(7.) is the well known phase space factor for the parton decay rate
b — clv
f(ie) =1 — 8m? + 8mS — mb — 24w’ log ., (7.18)

and Ag(m,.) is the O(a;) QCD correction to the semileptonic b — ¢ decay rate [24].
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Parton model differential decay rate and forward-backward asymmetry

The forward-backward asymmetry in inclusive b — s/T£~ has been studied in detail [21].
From the amplitude of the decay b — s¢*¢~ (7.9) the dilepton invariant mass distribution
in the parton model can easily be calculated

B 4 N201 1 2 (12 4 2
= =3 B0|(1=8)°(1+3) (IC5"P + O

[als

+2(1 - 8)%(2 + ) +6(1 - 5)? Re (C5™) 2] (7.19)

A plot of this distribution is shown by the solid line in Figure 7.1. The divergence at § = 0
is due to the intermediate photon going on shell an is a well known feature of this decay. In
this limit the differential decay rate reduces to the B — sy rate with an on-shell photon in
the final state, convoluted with the fragmentation function which describes the probability
for the photon to fragment into a lepton pair.

Sl
3%

-20¢

401 T O
02 04 06 08 1
S
Figure 7.1: The differential decay spectrum BLO‘;—Z; for the decay B — X ¢T¢~. The

solid line shows the free quark prediction, the long-dashed line includes the O(A/m3)
corrections and the short-dashed line contains all corrections up to O(A/m3).

The differential forward-backward asymmetry is defined by

dA 1 aB 0 dB
_ N 2
d3 /0 b o ds /_ldx d d3 (7.20)
where .
T = cosf = + (7.21)
(8, 1ms)

parameterizes the angle between the b quark and the /% in the dilepton CM frame. An
experimentally more useful quantity is the normalized FB asymmetry defined by

dA _dA /dB

— =—/ . .22
ds ds/ ds (7.22)
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In the parton model the differential forward-backward asymmetry is given by
dA
ds

which is shown by the solid line in Figure 7.2.

= —4By(1 - §)? [§Re (C§(5)) Cro +2C10C5"] | (7.23)

BIS
o

0.2 04 0.6 08
S

Figure 7.2: The normalized forward backward asymmetry. The three curves show
the mean value and the 1o uncertainty of the forward backward asymmetry.

Charmonium resonances

Both the dilepton invariant mass spectrum and the differential forward-backward asymme-
try contain a cusp at the threshold of c¢ pair production. For such values of § long distance
contributions from tree level processes B — B®y()| followed by 4() — ¢+¢~, are impor-
tant, which can not be calculated perturbatively. The location of the first two c¢ resonances
are indicated in Figs. 7.1 and 7.2 by the two vertical lines.

Since the c¢ resonance contributions cannot be calculated model independently, suitable
cuts on the dilepton invariant mass are conventionally applied to eliminate these resonance
contributions. Such cuts naturally divide the available phase space into two separate regions:
a low § region for s < Mi — ¢ and a high § region for s > Mi, + &', where 6() depends
on the exact values of the experimental cuts. The region of phase space below the
resonance is contaminated by background from sequential B decays. This background can
only be suppressed if the inclusive process is measured by summing over a large number of
individually reconstructed final states. In the region above the 1)’ resonance, there is almost
no background from other B decays, making the measurement much easier. It is the latter
region of phase space that is accessible to experiments at the Tevatron.

Power corrections to the dilepton invariant mass spectrum and the forward-
backward asymmetry

Nonperturbative physics can be parameterized by matrix elements of higher dimensional
operators. This is done by performing an OPE as described in Chapter 1. The leading
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corrections arise at order O(Agcp/mp)? and can be parameterized by the matrix elements
of two dimension five operators. Both matrix elements, A; and A9 have been measured,
albeit with large uncertainties for ;. At order O(Agcp/myp)?® there are seven operators
contributing, with none of the matrix elements known. Calculating the contributions from
these dimension six operators therefore do not improve the theoretical accuracy, but can be
used to investigate the convergence of the OPE and estimate theoretical uncertainties. The
contributions of the dimension five operators to the differential decay rate and the forward
backward asymmetry were calculated in Ref. [25] and the calculation including all power
corrections up to order A%CD /mj is presented in Ref. [26].

The effects of these corrections on the differential decay rate are shown in Figure 7.1 by
the long and short dashed lines, respectively. It is obvious from Figure 7.1 that the effect
of higher dimensional operators is negligible below the 1 resonance, whereas it is large in
the large § region. This can also be seen by calculating the branching ratio with an upper
cut on the dilepton invariant mass 100 MeV below m,, 5§ = 0.35. Including a cut § > 0.01
to eliminate the fragmentation divergence at low ¢> the expansion in 1/my yields

0.35 dB >\ by
/ 522 — 22001405 2+12<—2—p—23>—37p1] (7.24)
0

01 ds my  m my

where the p;’s and f; are unknown matrix elements of order AQCD, and we have neglected
contributions of a comparable size coming from T-products, which may be absorbed into
a redefinition of A\; and Ao. All numerical coefficients are of order unity and the OPE
is therefore converging well. In the region above the resonances the situation looks quite
different. Imposing a lower cut 100 MeV above the ¢’ resonance, § = 0.59, the partially
integrated branching ratio is

1 4B A A
:2° _ 338 1+05—1—354( 2 _ P
mb mb

059 d§ mb

) +161.82% 4+ 147.4L f1 (7.25)

mp m
From this expression it is clear that the convergence of the OPE is very poor and the
branching ratio above the 1)’ resonance can not be calculated well.

Higher dimensional operators can also be included for the forward-backward asymmetry.
This leads to

dA _ eff o 434254382 N 4(7+108 — 952) Ay
1— —
d3 07 C10|: 8( S) 3mg + mg
4(5+2§+§2)p1_4(7+10§—9§2)p2]
3mg mg’
25 25 +35%) Ay 25 145 — 1552)
+ceff(§)cw[—4§(1_§)2_ SEH2H3T) A 2504 145 — 1557) Ay
3mb mb
25 (1 4+ 25 + 552 25 (1 5 _ 1552
S 23(1+ 3—553),01_ 5( +633 53),02] (7.26)
3mb mb

It is clear from this expression that the third order terms do not have abnormally large co-
efficients, and therefore introduce only small variations relative to the second order expres-
sions. The normalized forward-backward asymmetry, however, inherits the poor behavior
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of the differential branching ratio in the endpoint region § — 1. The normalized asymme-
try is shown in Figure 7.2, with the shaded region representing the uncertainties due to
(Agep/myp)? terms. From this Figure it is clear that the nonperturbative uncertainties on
the differential asymmetry are small below the 1) resonance, whereas they are large above
the 1’

7.1.3 Exclusive Decays

The Wilson coefficients defined in Section 7.1.1.1 contain the short distance information
that allows us to test the one loop structure of the standard model. The exclusive decays
we will consider in this section can be used to determine these coefficients. However, these
decays also depend on the hadronic matrix elements of the operators in Egs. (7.2), which
describe the transition from the initial state b flavored hadron to the final state hadron.
These hadronic matrix elements are dominated by nonperturbative QCD effects. They
are calculable in principle from lattice QCD, the only ab initio framework available for
quantitative calculations of nonperturbative QCD.

At present, lattice QCD calculations of these processes are incomplete. This results
in important uncertainties in theoretical predictions of exclusive rare decays, with a cor-
responding loss of sensitivity to the interesting short distance physics. We therefore need
a variety of other theoretical tools at our disposal. These include model independent ap-
proaches based on approximate symmetries, such as heavy quark and chiral symmetry, and
model-dependent approaches based on phenomenologically motivated models. While not
rigorous, model calculations can serve to guide lattice calculations and provide a simple
framework for studying these processes.

The rest of this section is organized as follows. After introducing the matrix elements
and form factor parameterizations in Section 7.1.3.1, we discuss results and prospects from
lattice QCD in Section 7.1.3.2. Rare semileptonic decays are discussed in Section 7.1.3.3
which describes results and constraints from model independent approaches first, followed
by a summary of model-dependent results. Section 7.1.3.4 gives a discussion of the status
of theoretical predictions for exclusive radiative decays. Finally, Section 7.1.3.5 discusses
results for B, 4 — (71~ decays.

7.1.3.1 Hadronic Matrix Elements and Form Factors

The hadronic matrix elements can be parametrized in terms of form factors which are
functions of the momentum transfer between the initial and final state hadrons.

For the B — K/{™¢~ decay the hadronic matrix elements of the operators O7, Oy and
019 (which were defined in Eqs. (7.2)) are parametrized as

(KR sowa 8BE) =i — L {(p+ Kya® — gy~ mie)} (7.27)
mp mg
(K(k)|57:bB(p)) = f+(p + k) + [ qu, (7.28)
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with fr(¢%) and f+(¢?) unknown functions of ¢*> = (p — k)* = mZ,,_. In the SU(3) limit
f+ in (7.28) are the same as the form factors entering in the semileptonic decay B — mfv.

For the vector meson mode, B — K*/T/~, we have the “semileptonic” matrix element

(K*(k,€)[57ubL| B(p)) = %{ig cuvas€” (0 + k) (p — k)7~ f e,

—aq (e p)(p+k)y—a_(ep)(p— k)u} : (7.29)

where ¢, is the K* polarization four-vector. The form factors defined in (7.29) can be
identified, in the SU(3) limit, with those appearing in the semileptonic transition B — pfu.
The matrix element of the penguin operator takes the form

(K*(ka 6) |§LUquVbR|B(p)> = ieuuaﬂe*ypakﬁ 2T,

+ T {en(my —mie.) = (- p) (p+ K)u }
2

+T3(6'p){qu— m(ﬁﬂ‘mu}a (7.30)

Radiative decays receive a contribution from the local operator O7; — also called the
magnetic dipole operator — and its associated Wilson coefficient. This is also sometimes
called the short distance contribution, since another contribution comes from non-local op-
erators. These non-local operators are due to (i) the process B — VV* with the subsequent
conversion of the neutral vector meson V* to a real photon, and (ii) weak annihilation and
W exchange diagrams with subsequent v radiation. Contributions from non-local operators
are sometimes also called long distance contributions.

The hadronic matrix element of the magnetic dipole operator for the B — V' decay,
were V represents a vector meson, is generally written in terms of three form factors, with

(V(p,€)|30,,q" (1 +75)b|B(pB)) = 2ieupre™” ppp° Ti(q%) (7.31)

+ [en(mb —m}) = (¢ - 0)(pp + )| Te(a?)
2

+(€" - q) [qu - m (pB +p)u] T5(q°)

where €* represents the polarization vector of the vector meson, and g corresponds to the
momentum of the outgoing photon. This simplifies for the case of an on-shell photon, where
the coefficient of T3 vanishes and T5(0) = —iT(0). Hence in the physical cases of interest
here, the decay width can be expressed in terms of a single form factor,

3

aG? . m? 0

(B =V +7) = o 5 Vi *(m] + m2)mi (1 - m—V) O (ma) P 1T (¢ = 0)P
B

(7.32)
and the branching fraction is computed by scaling to the semileptonic rate as usual.
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7.1.3.2 Lattice QCD

Lattice QCD methods are well suited for theoretical calculations of the hadronic matrix
elements (and form factors) which describe rare decays. However, because of the lack of
experimental information on rare semileptonic decays (such as B — K/7¢7), they have
not been studied on the lattice to date. Results from lattice calculations of rare radiative
decays do exist, and are discussed in more detail in Section 7.1.3.4.

The hadronic matrix elements which describe rare semileptonic decays (as shown in
Egs. (7.28-7.30)) are similar to the matrix elements for semileptonic decays, such as B —
mlv. These have been studied extensively using lattice methods. We can use the existing
results from lattice calculations of B — 7/v to discuss the prospects for lattice calculations
of rare decays, like B — K®)¢t¢—.

Current lattice calculations of the B — n/i form factors are accurate to about 15 —20%
[27]. It would be relatively straightforward to perform a lattice QCD calculation of the form
factors for B — K/{T¢~ with a similar accuracy using current technology. The quoted uncer-
tainty includes all systematic errors except for the quenched approximation — unquenched
results do not yet exist for these decays. From unquenched calculations of other quantities,
we can estimate the expected size of the effect to be in the range of 10 — 15%. Apart from
the quenched approximation, the most important errors in lattice QCD calculations are
due to statistics (from the Monte-Carlo integration), the chiral extrapolation, the lattice
spacing, and perturbation theory (see Section 5.3 of Chapter 1 for a detailed discussion of
how these errors arise).

Lattice QCD calculations are in principle improvable to arbitrary precision. In prac-
tice, the accuracy of lattice calculations depends on the computational effort and available
technology. Numerical simulations based on lattice QCD are time consuming and compu-
tationally expensive. In the following, we shall discuss the prospects for reducing the total
uncertainty in lattice QCD calculations to a few percent. We assume that there will be rea-
sonable growth in the computational resources available for these lattice QCD calculations.

Improving the statistical and chiral extrapolation errors is straightforward; it just re-
quires more computer time. This is within reach of the computational resources which
should become available to lattice QCD calculations within the next few years.

Lattice spacing errors can be reduced by explicitly reducing the lattice spacing (a — 0)
used in the calculations. However, the computational cost of a lattice calculation scales
like 1/a% 1%, In general, lattice spacing errors are proportional to terms which grow like
(aA)™ where A is the typical momentum scale of the process in question. Typical lattice
spacings used in numerical simulations are in the range 0.05fm < o < 0.2fm, so that
aA < 1 for momenta of order Aqcp. The power n (and hence the size of lattice spacing
errors) depends on the discretization used in the calculation. With the (improved) lattice
actions currently in use, n = 2. With highly improved lattice actions we can increase the
power to n = 4. The situation is a bit more complicated in the presence of heavy quarks.
However, as discussed in detail in Section 1.5.3, the lattice spacing errors associated with
heavy quarks can be as easily controlled as the errors associated with the light degrees of
freedom. In summary, we can keep lattice spacing errors under control at the few percent
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(or less) level, by using highly improved actions in simulations at relatively coarse lattice
spacings. The big advantage of this strategy is its low computational cost. It is therefore
also the best strategy for realistic unquenched calculations.

There is a further restriction for semileptonic decays which arises from the need to con-
trol lattice spacing errors. The hadronic matrix elements (and form factors) for semileptonic
decays are functions of the daughter recoil momentum. Since lattice spacing errors increase
with increasing recoil momentum, the momentum range accessible to lattice QCD calcula-
tions is limited. At present, in order to keep lattice errors under control, most calculations
impose an upper momentum cut of

Precoil <1 GeV . (733)

For decays like B — D{v this is not a problem, as the allowed recoil range is also small.
However, for decays of B mesons into light hadrons we can obtain the matrix elements
and form factors only over part of the allowed range. In particular, the high recoil region,
Precoil X Mp/2, which corresponds to ¢ small or near zero, is not directly accessible to
lattice QCD calculations.

A remedy used in early calculations is to extrapolate the form factors from the high
q? region to low ¢ assuming a functional form for the shape of the form factors. This
procedure introduces a model dependent systematic error into the calculation which can’t
be quantified. This was an acceptable compromise for early lattice calculations intended to
establish the method. However, it is certainly undesirable for first principles calculations
designed to test the standard model.

If there is significant overlap between the recoil momentum ranges accessible in lattice
QCD calculations and experimental measurements, then we can avoid model dependent
extrapolations and limit the comparison between theory and experiment to the common
recoil momentum range. Indeed, this appears to be the case for B — 7fr, and will most
likely also be true for rare semileptonic decays such as B — K/™¢~. However, as discussed
in the following section, the high recoil region is of particular phenomenological interest in
B — K®gtg= decays.

It is possible to increase the recoil momentum range accessible to lattice calculations
by using highly improved actions, especially in combination with asymmetric lattices [28].
However, lattice calculations of radiative decays such as B — K™y remain problematic.
With a real photon, the two body decay takes place at maximum recoil or ¢> = 0. If we
want to avoid model-dependent extrapolations, we will need to develop better techniques
for dealing with this high recoil physics.

7.1.3.3 B — K*"/" and B — K{T/(~

In the following, we review results for calculations of the form factors in Egs. (7.28-7.30)
from different theoretical approaches. The prospects for lattice QCD results were already
discussed in the previous section. We first present the constraints derived from heavy quark
symmetry (HQS), followed by results from SU(3) symmetry and finally from the large energy
limit (LEL).
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We then review results obtained from calculations using phenomenological models. A
vast variety of models are available for these calculations. Here, we present the relevant fea-
tures of current models. Although predictions from different models still disagree with each
other, the situation has greatly improved since the experimental observation of exclusive B
decays to light hadrons.

Predictions from HQET

As discussed in Chapter 1, the Dirac structure of b quarks simplifies in the Heavy Quark
Limit, m, > Aqcp, allowing relations between different form factors to be derived. For
example, in the rest frame of the heavy quark, v# = (1,6), the heavy quark field obeys
Yoho = ho, and so

hyiooihe = hyYihe, hyicoivshy = —hyYivshe. (7.34)

By making use of (7.34) we can now obtain relations among the form factors in (7.27) and
(7.28). They are [29]

Frig?) = =2 () - 1o (6P)) (7.35)
mp
Ty(¢?) = (@) —227(;1]%17)9(9/2) , (7.36)
Tg(qQ) — Tl(q2) o f(q2) B 2(7';%1_; k 'p)g(q2) (mQB sz%(*> , (737)
m% — m2.
T3(¢") = =2 {ar(¢’) — a-(¢") +29(4") } - (7.38)
mp

In terms of the symmetries of the HQET, Eqgs. (7.35-7.38) are a result of the Heavy Quark
Spin Symmetry (HQSS) that arises in the heavy quark limit due to the decoupling of the
spin of the heavy quark [30]. This is a very good symmetry when considering B decays, a
measure of which is for instance the quantity

2
:(1om9~,(9f§> (7.39)

mp< —1Mmp

4.8

which is in agreement with the HQET prediction of O(A(ZQCD /m?). Thus the relations (7.35-
7.38), which are valid over the entire physical region [31], will receive only small corrections.
They allow us to express all the hadronic matrix elements entering in B — K®/¢t¢—
processes, in terms of the “semileptonic” form factors f, g and a.

mp

Furthermore, there is an additional SU(2)r flavor symmetry in the heavy quark limit,
leading to relations among form factors occurring in the decays of charm and bottom
hadrons [29,30]. For instance in H — /v one obtains

(fr = P77 = Cop [ 2 (1= )77, (7.40)
(fr+ 1777 = Cp\ [ 2 (F 4 £)P77, (7.41)
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where Cpp = (as(mp)/as(mp)) %/ is a leading logarithmic QCD correction to the heavy
quark currents [32]. Similar scaling relations are obtained for H — plv,

87" =Cgp \/ B §b=p (7.42)
mp

gP7? = Cgp \/ D gPr, (7.43)
mp

)B=¢ = Cpp | —= (ay —a_ )PP, (7.44)
B

(ay —a—

In the above relations the form factors must be evaluated at the same value of the hadronic
energy recoil v - k, not the same value of ¢%. The semileptonic D decays have a maximum
recoil energy of about 1 GeV, whereas B decays go up to ~ mp/2. Thus the use of data
from D decays requires an extrapolation from the low to the high recoil regions of phase
space, for which the v - £ dependence of the form factors must be assumed. In addition, the
relations (7.40-7.44) are valid in the leading order in the HQET and will receive corrections
of the order of A/2m, ~ 0.15, with A the effective mass of the light degrees of freedom.
Then, the corrections to the flavor symmetry are likely to be larger than those to the
spin symmetry. For instance, in the H — 7wlv, corrections as large as 20% — 30% are
possible [33]. On the other hand, it was shown in Ref. [34] that the B — K*y rate can
be well reproduced by using both the spin and the flavor symmetries in HQET to relate
the D — K*{v form factors to T7(0) determining the radiative branching fraction, with the
additional assumption of a monopole ¢ dependence for the form factors f and ¢ all the
way from ¢% = 16.5 GeV? to ¢* = 0.

Other Theoretical Approaches

SU(3):

A necessary ingredient in the application of the HQSS relations (7.35-7.38) to predictions
for B — K®)¢+t¢~ making use of the semileptonic form factors in B — (mp)lv is the
assumption of well-behaved SU(3) symmetry relations. Intuitively, and since the form
factors are determined by the strong interactions, we expect that at very high recoil energies
SU(3) is a very good approximation. For rare B decays, where most of the events occur
in this region of phase space, we should be confident that SU(3) corrections are small.
However, it is difficult to make a quantitative statement about the size of the SU(3) breaking
in a completely model independent way. For instance, in the constituent quark model
picture, a relevant quantity parameterizing SU(3) breaking could be

Mg — Mg
b3 = ——2 7.45
3 Eh ) ( )
where m, are constituent quark masses and E}, is the recoil energy of the hadron. Thus,
for standard values of the strange and down constituents masses this suggests and SU (3)
breaking below 10% in most of phase space. On the other hand, the deviations from 1 of

the double ratio F(B—=r) /p(B=K") jp(D=p) /p(D=K") with F some arbitrary form factor,
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were estimated in Ref. [35] by calculating the effects of chiral loops. The effect was found
to be smaller than 3% and, although there could be contributions from higher orders, adds
credibility to the use of SU(3) relations.

The short distance structure of the B, meson decays B, — (n(),¢)¢1 ¢~ is the same
as that of B — K®¢*t¢~. In the SU(3) limit the branching ratios should be the same.
Thus, although departures from the SU(3) predictions could be as large as 20 — 30%, our
understanding of the B modes gives us a very good starting point for the B, decays.

Large Energy Limit (LEL):

In addition the symmetries of the heavy quark limit, additional simplifications occur
for exclusive decays in which the recoil energy of the light meson is large, the so-called
Large Energy Limit (LEL) [18,36-45]. In this limit, interactions of the light quark with
soft or hard collinear gluons do not change its helicity, giving rise to additional symmetries,
and corresponding additional relations between form factors. These were first noted in
[37], based on symmetries of the ”large energy effective theory” (LEET) [36]. (Although
LEET is not a well-defined effective theory, these relations remain true in the LEL [18,39,
41].) In addition to the heavy quark symmetry relations in Egs. (7.35-7.38), the additional
symmetries of the LEL gives new relations among the form factors defined in Egs. (7.27-
7.29).

The main result of the LEL which is important for our discussion here, is the fact that
all of the form factors in H — (P,V){*¢~ can be expressed by a total of three functions of
the heavy mass M and the recoil energy E. For example, the H — P/T/¢~ form factors can
be written as [37]

Fi() =€, B),
F () = €M, B),
frie?) = (1457 ) €0, B), (7.46)

where £(M, E) is an unknown function of M and E. Simple inspection shows that the
previously derived HQSS relation Eq.(7.35) is satisfied. For the vector meson final state,
the form factors obey

o) = 1
fl¢*) = —2E¢,,
ay(q®) = % {& - %fn} :
a_(q°) = % {—& + %Q} ; (7.47)

where £ (M, E) and {|(M, E) refer to the transverse and longitudinal polarizations, respec-
tively.

Additionally, there will be expressions for the “penguin” form factors T;(q?), i = 1,2, 3,
in terms of §| and ¢, which satisfy the HQSS relations in Eqs. (7.36-7.38). The power of
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the predictions in Egs. (7.46-7.47) will become apparent later when computing observables
in B — K®¢t¢~ decays. Let us now only note in passing one example: the ratio of the
vector form factor g(g?) to the axial-vector form factor f(g?)

Ry=9@) 1
f(@?) 2Eg-mp’

only depends on kinematical variables and is unaffected by hadronic uncertainties. This
ratio determines, for instance the ratio of the two transverse polarizations in B — (K*, p)
decays.

(7.48)

Corrections to the LEL relations arise from (i) radiative corrections to the heavy light
vertex, (ii) hard gluon exchange with the spectator quark and (iii) nonperturbative cor-
rections which scale like Aqen/Ep. Ep ~ O(my) is the recoil energy of the light hadronic
state. The leading contribution to (i) was calculated in Refs. [40,41], while (ii) was calcu-
lated in Ref. [40]. An effective field theory formulation of the LEL appears to be much more
complicated than HQET, but there has been much recent work in this direction [18,39,41].
Such a formulation should allow the nonperturbative corrections (iii) to be parametrized,
but thus far this has not been done. The theory of exclusive decays in the LEL is currently
a very active field, and much additional theoretical work on this subject is to be expected
in the future, in particular clarifying the size of the corrections to the limit.

The various LEL relations may be experimentally tested: for example, an experimental
measurement of the ratio of the transverse polarizations I'y /T'_ in the semileptonic decay
B — plv will provide a test of the relation (7.48). In addition, the relation (7.48), together
with the experimental data on b — sy decays, has been used to put constraints on the form-
factors entering the B — K* matrix element at ¢*> = 0. This can be seen in Figure 7.3,
from which we can fit the vector and axial-vector form-factors giving V' (0) = 0.39 £ 0.06
and A;(0) = 0.29 £0.02. Here,

f

mp+ mg- ’

V = —(mB—i—mK*)g, Ay (749)

Model Calculations

The model independent statements described above are not enough to specify all the
hadronic matrix elements needed in the decays of interest. Furthermore, lattice QCD cal-
culations of the rare decay form factors are incomplete, at present.

Model calculations are much easier. On the one hand, they tend to be based on uncon-
trolled approximations. This leads to uncertainties which are difficult (if not impossible)
to estimate. On the other hand, models can provide very useful parameterizations of the
physics and may help us understand the region of validity of some of those assumptions.

In heavy-to-light transitions, such as B — K®*)¢+¢~ and B — (mp) fv, the rate receives
most of its contributions from the large recoil region where Ej, > 1 GeV. We therefore
expect those models that incorporate — in one way or another — our understanding of the
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Figure 7.3: Constraints on the semileptonic form-factors V' (0) and A4;(0) from
B — K*v data plus HQSS (thicker band) together with the relation from the
LEL (cone). The ellipses correspond to 68% and 90% confidence level intervals.
Central values of model predictions are also shown and correspond to BSW [46]
(vertical cross), ISGW2 [50] (diamond), MS [51] (star), LCSR [42] (diagonal cross)
and LW [34] (square), respectively.
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hadronization of a light quark with relatively large energies to be best suited for these
processes. For example, calculations in the light-cone, performed at ¢ < 0, and matched
at ¢> = 0 with the physical region [46,47], as well as light-cone sum rule (LCSR) calcu-
lations [48] will give the correct asymptotic behavior of the form factors in QCD as one
takes ¢> — —oo. Relativistic quark models such as Refs. [49,52,53], include all relativistic
effects from the start, instead of treating them as corrections. An important aspect of the
transition form factors in these decays, is that their ¢>-dependence may not be trivial. The
widely used assumption of monopole behavior

£(0)

2y _
F(Q)_W’

(7.50)
where F(q?) is a given form factor and M, is the mass of a nearby resonance, may receive
large corrections in heavy-to-light transitions. This is not the case in D and B — D¢y
decays, where the energy release is small compared to the mass gap to heavier resonances,
and the nearest (or single) pole approximation is good. In B — light transitions the form
factors are sensitive to the influence of additional resonances at high recoil. In fact, a sum
rule for the resonance contributions can be derived [54] once the asymptotic behavior in the
¢> — —oo limit, which is known in QCD, is imposed. This leads to a suppression of the
monopole behavior in favor of a mixed ¢? dependence in agreement with QCD predictions
in the appropriate limit. This also agrees with results from LCSR calculations.

In summary, the phenomenological models we consider, capture at least some of the

REPORT OF THE B PHYSICS AT THE TEVATRON WORKSHOP %&



260 CHAPTER 7. RARE AND SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS

important physics (especially at high recoil). Until reliable lattice QCD results come on
line, we can combine the model results with model independent results from HQET and
LEL, as well as bounds on form factors from dispersion relations [55]. All of this taken
together results in rather constrained form factors. Another strategy for reducing theoretical
uncertainties, is the identification of observables which are insensitive to differences in the
model predictions.

The issue with c¢ resonances, cuts

Rare decays receive a contribution from diagrams which contain ¢g loops. The ¢g loops
can hadronize into vector mesons before decaying electromagnetically. The contribution of
ct loops at ¢* values near the resonance masses, ¢ ~ m?,, where V.= J/t, ', 4" ... is an
important background to rare decays. It contributes via B — K, K*V — K,K*/t¢~. Of
the six charmonium resonances [56], the dominant ones, J/1(3097) and v'(3686), divide the
spectra naturally into three regions: a low g?-region below the J/4, a mid ¢?-region between
the J/4 and the 9’, and a high ¢*-region above the ¢'., This is shown in Figure 7.4. The
resonance regions can be included into the calculation by the parameterization given in [57]
which is based on dispersion relations and experimental data on ete~ — hadrons. For a
discussion of other approaches [35,58] see Refs. [3,59]. All methods result in a modification
of the function Y in C§T and rely on factorization.

Kinematic cuts in ¢? are required to allow a reliable extraction of the short distance co-
efficients from experimental measurements. Figures 7.4 and 7.5 show the difference between
the differential decay rate for B — K, K*u™p~ with and without inclusion of the resonant
cc states. The lower curves only include non-resonant (or pure short distance) contributions,
while the upper curves also include the contribution from resonant c¢ states (according to
Ref. [57]). It is clear from these figures that the low g*-region is the preferred region for
comparing theory and experiment, because this region i) receives the largest contribution
to the rate and ii) is not affected by higher c¢ resonances.

Branching ratios and invariant dilepton mass distributions

Table 7.2 lists the non-resonant branching ratios for the various B — K, K*¢/*¢~ channels
in the standard model®. The kinematic range of the dilepton mass is 4m§ < q¢® < (mp —
m(K,K*))Q. The B — K*¢*¢~ decays receive a contribution from the photon pole, |CST|?/42.
The rate for B — K*ete™ is enhanced compared to the rate for the corresponding decay
into muons, because of the greater sensitivity to the photon pole in the decay into electrons.
(The photon pole is absent for decays into pseudoscalar K mesons, see Figure 7.4).

The dilepton invariant mass distributions for the B — K, K*u™p~ decays are shown
in Figures 7.4 and 7.5, respectively. Imposing the cuts 0.25GeV? < ¢® < 8.0GeV? (low
q? region), and including the charmonium resonances according to Ref. [57] we obtain
the following partially integrated standard model branching ratios: ABy for B — Hutp™:

“More stringent experimental bounds have recently been published by CLEO [63].
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Figure 7.4: The dilepton invariant mass distribution in B — Ku™p~ decays,
using the form factors from LCSR. Resonant c¢ states are parametrized as in
Ref. [57]. The solid line represents the SM and the shaded area depicts the form-
factor related uncertainties. The dotted line corresponds to the SUGRA model
with Ry = —1.2, Ry = 1.03 and Rj9 = 1. The long-short dashed lines correspond
to an allowed point in the parameter space of the MIA-SUSY model, given by
R; = —0.83, Ry = 0.92 and R;p = 1.61. The corresponding pure short-distance
spectra are shown in the lower part of the plot. Figure taken from Ref. [42].
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dB(B —> K" u* u)/ds * 107 [GeV-2]

oL Ll L Ll ‘
0 5 10 15 20

s [GeVv?]

Figure 7.5: The dilepton invariant mass distribution in B — K*ptu~ decays.
Legends are the same as in Figure 7.4. Figure taken from Ref. [42].
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mode SM branching ratio data Exp. reference
b— sete” 84423 x107° <10.1 x 107 BELLE [60
b— sutp~ 5.7+£1.2x 1076 <19.1x10°% BELLE [60

]
[60]
B — Kete™ | 5.7£2.0x1077 | (0.4870:5%10-07) x 107¢ BELLE [61]
B— Kptyu~ | 57+20x1077 | (0.9979:49+0-13) 5 106 | BELLE [61]
B — Kote— 5742.0x 1077 [(0.757032% £ 0.09) x 107%| BELLE [61]
[62]
[60]
[60]

B — Kt~ 574+2.0x 1077 <0.6x10°° BABAR [62
B — K*ete | 234+08x10°6 <51x10°° BELLE [60
B = K*utp~| 1.940.7 x 1076 <3.0x10° BELLE [60

Table 7.2: Current status of rare semileptonic B decays. SM branching ratios are
taken from [25,42], and upper bounds are given at 90% C.L.

ABr = 2.90x10"7 and ABg+ = 7.67x1077. The theoretical uncertainty in these branching
fractions has been estimated to be £30% [42].

For comparison, in a generic non-standard model scenario, choosing C’?ff = —C$H|SM
and Cy,Cig equal to their standard model values, we obtain ABx = 3.63 x 107 and
ABje- = 13.09 x 10~7. The enhancement results from constructive interference of C¢% with
Cy.

The Forward-Backward Asymmetry Apg(q?)

As discussed in Sec. 7.1.2.2, the forward-backward asymmetry of the leptons in inclusive
b — s¢T¢~ provides a means of measuring the Wilson coefficients C7, Cy and C1g. The latter
two may be sensitive to different aspects of the physics at short distances and disentangling
their contributions, as well as the sign of C7, will result in additional constraints on New
Physics.

In this section we discuss the forward-backward asymmetry for exclusive decays. In ad-
dition to the branching ratios and the decay distributions, exclusive decays to vector mesons
carry angular information sensitive to the short distance physics. Here we are concerned
with the potential for cleanly extracting short distance physics from the asymmetry in ex-
clusive modes, such as B — K*/*¢~, By — ¢¢*¢~, etc. In principle, one might expect that
theoretical predictions for exclusive modes are much more uncertain than predictions for
inclusive decays due to the presence of hadronic form factors. However, as we will discuss,
the LEL relations (7.46-7.47) allow for a clean determination of the Wilson coefficient C§t
in terms of CET, through a measurement of the position of the zero of App(q?).

The angular distribution in B — K*¢™/¢~ is given by

d?T G2a? |ViVis|®
= kq2{(1 +cos0)? ||HE)? + |HE?
dq?d cos 768mm% [ + ]
+ (1= cos§)? [|[HE + |HEP] + 2sin® 0 |H0|2} : (7.51)
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where k is the K* spatial momentum, and 6 is the angle between the /™ and the B meson
in the dilepton center-of-mass frame. The transverse helicity amplitudes in terms of the
form factors take the form [65]

— Ex~ k Co—C
— Ex~ + 14k Cy+C
R~ [OYmb (mp q2K Nak) L G s 10} (F + na2mpk) . (7.52b)

where a = +,—, 7o = (1,—1), and Ek~ is the K* energy in the B rest frame. The index
a in Egs. (7.52) refers to the +, — polarizations of the K*, and the L, R subscripts refer to
left and right-handed leptons. The longitudinal helicity amplitude is described by

= {en {1t = Fic) = K1+ 2g muiom — 2 )
mi-vV/@? U ¢*mp
+ 6= Cn) {2k2a+ _ Bx- f}} , (7.53)
2 mp

and H{' is given by replacing (Cg — C19)/2 with (Cy + C10)/2 in Eq. (7.53).
The forward-backward asymmetry for leptons as a function of the dilepton mass squared
m%l = ¢? is now defined as
L g1 /0 d’T

—= axr — —d$
dzdg? _1 dzdg?
AFB(QQ) — £0 or%d dr L CT% s (754)

dg?

where z = cos . We can write App in terms of the helicity amplitudes defined in Egs. (7.52)
and (7.53):3

3 HEZ_i_HRZ_HLZ_HEZ
AFB(QQ)_ | | | +| | +| | |

_3 . (7.55)
4 [HIP + [HEP + [HE? + [HEP + [Hg|* + [HE|?

As it can be seen from Eqs. (7.52) and (7.55), the asymmetry is proportional to the Wilson
coefficient Cp and vanishes with it. Furthermore, it is proportional to a combination of
O™ and C¢% such that it has a zero in the physical region if the following condition is
satisfied [38]

Re[C5") =~ G5 {2 + (m — mb) 22} (7.56)

dp 9 f

where ¢3 is the position of the zero of App and all g>-dependent quantities are evaluated at
q3. This relation depends on the form factors T} and Ty; however, it was noted in Ref. [38]
that the location of the zero of the asymmetry was approximately constant in a variety of
form-factor models, as shown in Figure 7.6. This is a consequence of helicity conservation
of the K* in the large energy limit in these models, arising from the relativistic treatment
of quark spin.

3The sign of Arp(q?) defined in this way will change when considering B® or B~ decays.
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Figure 7.6: The non-resonant forward-backward asymmetry of leptons App de-
fined in (7.54), for B — K*eTe™ as a function of the dilepton mass s, from Ref. [38].
The asymmetry is computed by making use of the semileptonic form factors from
the BSW* model of Ref. [46] (solid line), the light-cone QCD sum rule calculation
of Ref. [48] (dashed line) and the relativistic quark model of Ref. [49] (dot-dashed
line).

The model independence of the location of the zero in the asymmetry was shown to be
a consequence of the large energy limit of QCD in Ref. [42]. After we apply the HQSS and
LEL relations (7.47) to (7.56) we find

2
Re[CT) = —%055 _ (7.57)
0

where we have neglected the mass of the K*, which is formally subleading.

Radiative corrections to the location of the asymmetry zero (7.57) were calculated in
[40,41,44] and are at the few percent level. Ref. [44] finds the location of the zero in the SM
to be

g2 =4.240.6 GeV? 7.58
0

where the largest uncertainty comes from the scale dependence of the Wilson coefficients
and the estimate of formally subleading O(m?%./m%) terms.

We conclude that the measurement of the zero of the forward-backward asymmetry for
leptons in B — K*/*/~ constitutes a test of the short distance structure of the Wilson
coefficients Cy and C7 through Eq. (7.57). It should be stressed that there are unknown
nonperturbative corrections to the relation (7.57) which formally scale as Aqcp/Em, but
whose size is unknown. Thus, experimental tests of LEL relations will be important in
establishing the reliability and accuracy of this approach.
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The Forward-Backward CP Asymmetry

The forward-backward CP asymmetry (A%E) has been proposed in Ref. [3] as an observable
to probe non-standard CP violation in FCNC Z-penguins. It is defined from the forward-
backward asymmetry of the previous subsection as

A (s) + AP (s)

AGE(s) = L1 :
AP (s) — AP (s)

(7.59)

This definition isolates the phase of Cy and the effect scales in units of the phase of Cgff,
which has a CP conserving phase encoded in the function Y from the 4-Fermi operators
ASE(s) ~ (ImCio/Re Cro)(Im C§T/Re C§T), see Ref. [3] for details. Using the high ¢?
integration region above the 1’ (only here Im C§T is sizeable) 14.5GeV? < ¢ < (mp—mg~)?
yields AA%; = (0.03£0.01) x Im C1p/Re Cyg. Despite the substantial uncertainties related
with higher 1" resonances, the forward-backward CP asymmetry is a unique probe of the
flavor sector, since the SM background due to CKM phases is very small < 1073 and AA¢E
can be sizeable in case of large CP violating phases of Cg.

CP asymmetries in the rate

We_deﬁng a direct CP violating asymmetry distribution between the dilepton mass spectra
in B — H¢*¢~ decays and the CP conjugate process B — H/1/~ as [69]*

drfy _drj
ACP(g) = _ds__ ds_ 7.60
o (s) i +ng (7.60)
ds ds

Here H can be a pseudoscalar or vector final state meson, for example, K or K*. For a
Nnon-zero A%P in the SM we have to reintroduce the CKM suppressed piece A\, (T, — T¢)
(see Section 7.1.1) into the amplitude, e.g. [66]. In addition to the charmonium background
discussed in Section 7.1.3.3 now intermediate uu resonances p,w have to be taken into
account [67]. To reduce the related uncertainties one uses kinematical cuts ¢> 2 m?2, m?

P my,
analogous to the cc sector.

Unlike the radiative modes induced by b — sy where Ag P ~ ay [68], the CP asymmetry
in b — s¢T¢~ transitions starts at the lowest order: the SM contribution to AG" stems
from interference between the weak phase and the CP conserving imaginary part of C§f.
Both lead to very small values of A%P in the SM: as in any b — s transition CKM structure
dictates AT ~ Im (A /\¢) = A%n < 2%, where ), 1) are Wolfenstein parameters. The second
suppression comes from the strong phase ImY (¢?) < Cy, which holds everywhere except
at ¢> ~ m2.. Integrating AT (s) over the low g*region 1.4GeV? < ¢ < 8.4GeV? yields
A%{DK* ~ 0.1% in the SM [69], comparable with the findings for the inclusive B — X /¢~

B B
ar'y _ ary

"An alternative definition is AG(s) = (%32 — % ) /(T +T) [66,70]
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decays (acp)s = —0.1970:17% [66], which uses different cuts (1GeV? < ¢% < 6GeV?) and a
slightly different CP asymmetry (sign and normalization), see footnote 4 and Ref. [66] for
details.

Supersymmetric effects in the CP asymmetry in exclusive B — K, K*¢T/~ decays have
been studied in Refs. [69,70]. The presence of non-SM CP phases can change the sign
and magnitude of A%P: In the low ¢?-region, 1.4GeV? < ¢®> < 8.4GeV?, the integrated
< 1% [69], but can exceed the SM asymmetry.

asymmetry is still not large |A%D e

7.1.3.4 B — K*vy and Related Decays

Exclusive radiative decays are experimentally relatively easily accessible, since their final
states can be completely reconstructed. The study of these decays is well motivated as
they can provide information on the ratio of CKM elements V;;/Vis, and assist in the
reduction of the theoretical error on the determination of V,, from B — pfv. In addition
they are sensitive to loop effects of new interactions which may result in CP violating
effects in the charge asymmetry of B — K*y. Unfortunately, these transitions are also
sensitive to theoretical uncertainties of two different origins. First, there is the uncertainty
due to the poorly known hadronic matrix elements of the short distance operators which
contribute to the rate. The second uncertainty is due to long distance contributions (see
the discussion in Section 7.1.3.1). More theoretical effort is needed in this area. At present,
CLEO has observed two channels [71], with the branching fractions, B(B? — K*'y) =
(4.55 T0T2 +0.34) x 1075, B(Bt — K*ty) = (3.76 7089 +0.28) x 10°°, and B(B —
K3(1430)y) = (1.66 7023 £0.13) x 1075,

As shown in Section 7.1.3.1, the short distance contribution to radiative decays depends
on only one form factor, Ti(¢> = 0). This form factor has been calculated from a wide
variety of theoretical approaches. A sampling of some more recent results [72] is given in
Table 7.3 for the case of B — K*v. The LCSR results listed there are in good agreement
with the CLEO data. However, Table 7.3 also shows that there are significant differences
among the theoretical predictions of the form factor TP~ (¢ = 0), and the related ratio
of rates for exclusive to inclusive decays, Ry~.

We note that the lattice results shown in Table 7.3 do not contain a complete analysis of
all systematic errors. The calculations date back to 1994 and 1995, a time when improved
actions and heavy quark methods were just being established. The results were obtained
in the quenched approximation. Both calculations use pole dominance to extrapolate the
form factors from the high ¢? region (where it was calculated) to the physical ¢> = 0 point.
Both calculations are performed at heavy quark masses below the b quark mass, and they
both rely on heavy quark extrapolations to obtain results for the B meson decay.

Estimates for the rates of decays into higher K™ resonances are cataloged in Ref. [73].
In the case of the K3(1430) mode, the CLEO data appears to favor the model of Veseli
and Olsson, which predicts B(B — Kj(1430)y) = (1.73 + 0.80) x 107°. We note that
theoretical predictions do not yet exist for the decay B; — ¢y, which is not accessible to
the B factories.
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T~ EK"(0)

Ref. TE=K(0) ) B(B — K*y)(x107°) Ry
LCSR| 0.32+0.05 |1.3240.1 48+ 1.5 0.16 = 0.05
LCSR| 0.31£0.04 [1.14£0.02 4.45 +1.13 0.16 % 0.05
LCSR| 0.38+£0.06 |1.33+0.13 —— 0.20 % 0.06
LQCD|0.10 +0.01 £0.3] —— —— 0.060 + 0.012 =+ 0.034
LQCD|  0.161002 — — 0.1670:03

Table 7.3: Form-factor predictions from Ref. [72]. LCSR denotes calculations
based on light-cone sum rules, and LQCD denotes calculations based on lattice

QCD.

We can determine the ratio of CKM elements, V;;/V;s from the ratio of exclusive decay
rates,
B
LB =) _ 5N PO Vil
I'(B — K*y) TP (0)2 [Vis
® is a phase space factor. The ratio of form factors in Eq. (7.61), TIBH”(O)/TlB*K* (0), is

mostly sensitive to SU(3) breaking effects. Since other theoretical uncertainties are likely
to cancel, the ratio may be more accurately calculated than the form factors themselves.

(7.61)

Eq. (7.61) assumes that the decay rates are dominated by contributions from the short
distance operator. This is the case for B — K"y, where long distance effects have been
estimated to be no more than ~ 5% [74,75], and where the theoretical estimates of Rx~ are
tend to be consistent with experiment. However, the long distance contributions to B — py
can be large [75,76] and can potentially destroy the validity of Eq. (7.61), since they have a
different CKM dependence. These contributions arise from (i) the decay B — pV* (which is
due to the contributions of internal ¢- and u-quark loops) with the subsequent conversion of
the neutral vector meson V* to a photon, (ii) weak annihilation and W exchange diagrams
with subsequent 7 radiation, and (iii) final state interactions. If these these effects are
included, the resulting theoretical error in determinations of V;4 from Eq. (7.61) has been
estimated to be ~ 35% [75].

Finally, we consider the radiative baryon decay, Ay — A~y. This decay is well suited for
the hadron collider environment, and has an estimated Standard Model branching ratio of
B(Ay — Ay) ~ 5x107° [77,78]. Like the corresponding decays of B mesons, the underlying
quark transition is b — sy and described by the short distance effective Hamiltonian in
Eq. (7.1). However, the spin 1/2 baryons makes more degrees of freedom accessible to
experiments. In particular, one can probe the V' — A structure of the Standard Model and
search for contributions of non-standard helicity in the FCNC dipole operator.

Measurement of final state polarization in A, — (A — 7p)7y decays has been recently
discussed in [78] along with asymmetries related to initial A; polarization. This work
corrected the expression for the A polarization asymmetry of the original work [77]. (The
older calculation was not in agreement with existing calculations of general spin correlations
for baryon — baryon-vector decays). Note that the A asymmetry observable is theoretically
simple, since the amplitude into an on-shell photon involves only one form factor, which
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drops out in the asymmetry [78]. The relevant single form factor can be extracted from
A. — Alvy decays using heavy quark spin and flavor symmetry [77] and can be used for
an estimate of the new physics reach [78]. In addition, the long distance effects due to
vector-meson dominance and weak annihilation diagrams are estimated to be small [77].
Hence, Ay, — A~y decays is dominated by short distance physics and is particularly clean,
theoretically. It offers unique opportunities to test the helicity structure of the underlying
theory, but also to study CP violation [78] by comparing decays of the Aj and its conjugate
Ay.

7.1.8.5 Byg— (1

The decay By — ¢7¢~, where ¢ = d or s and £ = e, ju or 7, proceeds through loop diagrams
and is of fourth order in the weak coupling. In the SM, the dominant contributions to this
decay come from the W box and Z penguin diagrams shown in Figure 7.7. Because the

d 4 b

dl

[4 [4

Figure 7.7: Dominant SM diagrams for Bs 4 — (4~.

contributions with a top quark in the loop are dominant, at low energies of order my the
decay can be described by a local bgl? coupling via the effective Hamiltonian,

G
Heop = _4721/;;14,, [C10010 + C5Os + CpOp] (7.62)

where Oqg is given in Eq. 7.2 and the other two operators are
2 - o2 -
QLabRagga OP = _]_G?QLabRag'ﬁga (763)

e
1672
where we have neglected contributions proportional to the ¢ mass. The vector leptonic
operator £y*¢ does not contribute for on-shell leptons because it gives zero when contracted
with the B, momentum.

Os = —
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The diagrams in Figure 7.7 were calculated in [79] and contribute only to the Wilson
coefficient C1g. There is no contribution from a photonic penguin because of the photon’s
purely vector coupling to leptons. There are also contributions to the Wilson coefficient C'g
from a SM Higgs penguin [80] and to the Wilson coefficient Cp from the would-be neutral
Goldstone boson penguin [81], but these contributions to the amplitude are suppressed by
a factor of m? /M2, relative to the dominant contributions and can be ignored. We keep
Cs and Cp here for completeness because they can be significant in some extensions of the
SM. A recent review may be found in [82].

The Wilson coefficients are evaluated at the high scale ~ O(Myy) and then run down to
the low scale ~ O(mp), where the hadronic matrix elements of the operators are evaluated.
This running in general leads to QCD corrections enhanced by large logarithms of the
ratio of scales, which must be resummed. The operator Oy has zero anomalous dimension
because it is a (V' — A) quark current, which is conserved in the limit of vanishing quark
masses. Thus the renormalization group evolution of Cjy is trivial. The operators Og and
Op have the same form as a quark mass term and thus have the anomalous dimension of a
quark mass. In the SM and many extensions, C's and C'p are proportional to my. Thus the
running of these Wilson coefficients is properly taken into account by replacing my(My)
with my(mp) in Cg and Cp.

Evaluating the hadronic matrix elements, the resulting branching ratio is

G%a’m%, 15, f3 Am2
B(B, = ¢(t¢7) = ¢ 072 \yrEy, 12 |1 — L
( q ) 6473 | th tq| szq

2my mp
—Cip——F—Cp
m my +myg

2

+ : (7.64)

By

where 7g_ is the By lifetime, fp, is the B, decay constant normalized according to fr = 132
MeV, and we retain the Wilson coefficients C's and Cp for completeness.

The SM decay amplitude is given by the Wilson coefficient [79]
010 = —Y(:Jct)/sin2 ew, (7.65)

where z; = m?(m¢) /M3, = 4.27 £ 0.26 with m; evaluated in the MS scheme at p = my
(giving my(m;) = 166 GeV). The function Y (z;) is given by Y (z;) = Yo(z¢) + 72Y1(z¢) at
NLO. At LO [79],

It | Tt — 4 3(1),5

Y; —
o(ee) =35 ri—1 =12

(7.66)

1.55
log 2, my(my) ] ’

166 GeV

=0.972 [

where we have taken the central value of z; and parameterized the remaining m; dependence.

As explained above, the operator O4 has zero anomalous dimension and so the QCD
running of the Wilson coefficient from the electroweak scale to the B, mass scale is triv-
ial. Nontrivial QCD corrections first arise at NLO and require the calculation of two-loop
diagrams [83,84]. The result of the two-loop calculation in the MS scheme is [84]
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By B
34727 x 1078 9.2 x 1077
ptpm (16158 x 10710 43709 x 107°
ete” [3.8759 x 1071 1.0 £0.2 x 10713

Table 7.4: SM branching ratios for By and B, into 717, uTp~ and eTe™. The
difference in the relative size of the errors in the By and B branching ratios is due
primarily to the difference in the relative size of the errors in V4 and V.

3+ 2% 2t — 3+ 1422 — 22
Yi(z) = — = Lis(1 — log?
1(z) e (1 —x)+ 2z 1) og”x
—zt — 23 — 1022 + 4 423 + 1622 + 4
+(II T 0w+xlog$+x+6w+m
(x—1)3 3(z —1)2
202 —4x  —a3 + T2? —622 ©?
| I — . 7.67
o0t e e (o) (767

Here p is the renormalization scale at which the top quark mass is renormalized. Nu-
merically, Y7 (z;) = 2.65, and the NLO contributions give (taking the central value of z)
Y (x¢) = 1.026 x Yp(z¢) = 0.997.

The SM predictions for the branching fractions are given in Table 7.4, where parameter
and hadronic uncertainties have been taken into account.’

The uncertainties in the branching ratios are due primarily to the uncertainties in |Viq4|,
|Vis|, and fp,. An additional uncertainty in the branching ratios due to scheme dependence
in the definition of sin? fyy is not taken into account; we estimate it to be about 8%.

7.1.4 Expectations for Physics Beyond the Standard Model
Supersymmetry

It is customary to define ratios of Wilson coefficients renormalized at a scale y = my,

Ci
Cism

parameterizing possible enhancement/decrease w.r.t. the SM Wilson coefficients. Analyti-
cal expressions of the MSSM C; are given in [89], [90].

®We use the following parameters: o = 1/128 (at Mz), sfy = 1 — My, /M3 = 0.2222, mi(m;) = 166 + 5
GeV, mp, = 5279.4 MeV, mp, = 5369.6 MeV, 75, = 1.548+£0.032 ps, 73, = 1.493+0.062 ps, |Vis| = 0.999,
[Via| = 0.009 + 0.003, |Vis| = 0.039 4+ 0.002, fz, = 208 +£10 &+ 11 MeV, and fz, = 250 + 10 + 1375 MeV.
All numbers are taken from the PDG [86] except for fp, and fg, which are taken from Ref. [87]. For fg,
and fp, the statistical and systematic errors are listed separately, and the third error for fp, comes from
the uncertainty in the strange quark mass.
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Figure 7.8: The forward-backward asymmetry in By — K*°uu decay as a function
of s = M, predicted with the Standard Model (solid line), the SUGRA (dotted),
and MIA-SUSY (long-short dashed line) [42].

Supersymmetric effects on Ry, Ry, Ryp are studied in three scenarios [42], respecting
bounds on b — sy and direct searches: an effective SUSY model based on minimal flavor
violation (MFV) [91], [93], where there are no extra sources of flavor violation besides
the ones present already in the Yukawa couplings of the SM, a (minimal and/or relaxed)
supergravity (SUGRA) scenario with universal initial conditions at the GUT scale [92] which
is effectively MFV like, and a model with generic squark off-diagonal entries parametrized
by the mass insertion approximation (MIA) [94].

To summarize: In MFV and SUGRA only very small deviations from the SM in Cy 19 are
possible: Ry, R1g ~ 1, while C?ff can vary a lot. However, imposing the b — s constraint
on the modulus we get 0.8 < |R7| < 1.2 allowing roughly for two solutions: R; ~ 1 (SM
like sign) and R; ~ —1. Note that the opposite-of-the-SM-sign for C?ff is only possible
for large tan 8 [42], [92]. Effects of non SM valued R; in SUGRA and MIA-SUSY on the
invariant mass spectra in B — K, K*u "~ decays are shown in Figure 7.4 and Figure 7.5,
respectively. Figure 7.8 shows a comparison of the forward-backward asymmetry in the
standard model with SUGRA and MIA-SUSY models.

The MIA-SUSY scenario is one example of a model with non-standard FCNC Z-cou-
plings [3]. Here drastic effects are possible in Cio [94], which at present is best constraint
by |Cio] < 10 [3,42] or equivalently |R1g| < 2-3, namely

e An enhanced |Cip|, which results in enhanced branching ratios B(b — s*£)

o s5ign(Clg) = —sign(Ci)!) causing a sign flip in the forward-backward asymmetry (see
Section 7.1.3.3). This is not measurable in the rate, which is proportional to D |Cyo|%.
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e A non zero forward-backward-CP asymmetry [3], if Cjp has a O(1) phase (see Sec-
tion 7.1.3.3).

All of these effects are currently not excluded, but none of them can be saturated in a MFV
scenario with family universal initial conditions.

Let us put this quite strong statement into a broader context. SUSY as a realistic
extension of the SM has to be broken, which is supposed to happen at energies much higher
than the weak scale. Experiments in b-physics now have the power to probe the flavor
structure of SUSY breaking, i.e. to discriminate between scenarios which are MFV like,
and those who are not. The popular models of SUGRA, gauge mediation GMSB, anomaly
mediation AMSB and the non-supersymmetric 2HDM are all MFV, but in a general MSSM
this does not have to be the case. One example which is non-MFV is given in e.g. [96]. We
compile some powerful observables and experimental signatures, which could decide this.
MFYV is ruled out, if

e sin2f is small [97]

aPi¥(B — Xs0t47) > O(1)% for low dilepton mass

App(B — K*¢*¢7) flips sign

AYE(B — K*¢*¢7) is significant

there a large 'wrong’ (opposite to the SM ones) helicity contributions found e.g. in
b— sy

Finally, at large tan 8 there can be large supersymmetric contributions to the scalar oper-
ators Cg and Cp (see Sec. 7.1.3.5) leading to large enhancements of B(Bsq — £7£7) by
orders of magnitude [98].

Anomalous Triple Gauge Boson Couplings

The Triple Gauge Boson Couplings (TGC) are an important feature of the gauge sector of
the SM. In principle, they may be affected by new physics coming from a scale A where
this may be, for instance, the scale at which the dynamics responsible for electroweak
symmetry breaking becomes apparent. Imposing C'P conservation, the most general form
of the WW N (N =+, Z) couplings can be written as [99]

Lwwy = gWWN{mNWJW,,NW +igl (W, WHNY — W, Wi N)

A
+g¥ T (WD, W, — W,0,W N, + i MZ W;[,,WV)\N”A} : (7.69)
w
with the conventional choices being gww, = —e and gwwz = —gcosf. Deviations from

the SM values for the TGC are constrained directly from LEPII [100] and Tevatron [101]
measurements of gauge boson production. On the other hand, FCNC decay processes at
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low energies, such as loop-induced B and K decays, probe these vertices indirectly. The
effects of anomalous TGC in rare B decays have been extensively studied in the literature.
For instance, the effects of the dimension four anomalous WW+ coupling Ak, in b — sy
transitions were first considered in [102], whereas this plus the dimension six coupling
Ay where studied in [103,104]. These plus the corresponding CP violating couplings and
their effects in the b — sy branching fractions were also considered in [105]. Finally, the
anomalous WW Z couplings and their effects in b — sutp~ were studied in Ref. [107]. In
Ref. [108] the effects in b — s£T¢~ are correlated with those in K — 7wz decays. There
it is shown that 50% deviations in these branching fractions are possible. This remains
the case even after we consider the latest results from LEPII [100]. For instance, from
the two-parameter fits in Ref. [100] with Ak, and Ag{, the 95% C.L. bound for Ag{ is
[—0.08,0.025]. The largest contributions come from Agf. This sensitivity stems from the
fact that the effects induced by Ag? in rare B and K decays are logarithmically sensitive
to the high energy scale A [108]. In addition, this kind of values for Ag{ would induce an
enhancement of €/e [109].

Since Ag? affects almost exclusively the Wilson coefficient Cy, it will not change the
position of the zero of the forward-backward asymmetry in B — K*/T/~. However, the
overall value of Arp will be affected.

Finally, we comment on the CP violating anomalous TGC. The main effect there comes
from the dimension-four YW W~ coefficient %. This is bound from b — sy to be in the
interval (—0.60,0.60). For instance, this bound translates into [108] Acp(B* — K*¢T47) <
1%.

Anomalous Couplings of Fermions to SM Gauge Bosons

The new physics above the energy scale A may also modify the effective interactions of the
SM fermions to the electroweak gauge bosons. In principle, this also has a parallel in low
energy QCD, as it is pointed out in Ref. [110], where symmetry alone is not enough to
determine the axial coupling of nucleons to pions. In fact, the departure of this coupling
from unity is a non-universal effect, only determined by the full theory of QCD. Thus,
in Ref. [110] it is suggested that in addition to the effects in the EWSB sector of the
theory, it is possible that the interactions of fermions with the NGBs are affected by the
new dynamics above A, resulting in anomalous interactions with the electroweak gauge
bosons. This is particularly interesting if fermion masses are dynamically generated, as is
the case with the nucleon mass. Interestingly, the proximity of the top quark mass to the
electroweak scale v = 246 GeV, hints the possibility the top mass might be a dynamically
generated “constituent” mass. Thus, it is of particular interest to study the couplings of
third generation quarks to electroweak gauge bosons.

The anomalous couplings of third generation quarks to the W and the Z can come
from dimension-four and dimension-five operators. The indirect effects of the dimension-
four operators have been considered in relation to electroweak observables in Ref. [110,111],
as well as the b — s transitions [112]. The constraints on dimension-five operators from
electroweak physics have been studied in Ref. [113]. In Ref. [114] the effects of all dimension-
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four and dimension-five operators in B FCNC transitions such as b — sy and b — s/~
were considered.

Dimension-four Operators:
In a very general parameterization, the dimension-four anomalous couplings of third gener-
ation quarks can be written in terms of the usual physical fields as,

- _9 7 t e
Ly = NG [CL (tLyubr) + Cr (tR'Y#bR)] w

9
QCW

[NE (Fvute) + Nk (Erate)| 2% + e, (7.70)

where sy (cw) is the sine (cosine) of the weak mixing angle, #y. The dimension-four
operators defined in Eq. (7.70) induce new contributions to the b — sy and b — sZ loops
as well as the box diagram. They appear in the effective Hamiltonian formulation as shifts
of the Wilson coefficients C7(Myy), Co(My ) and Cro(Mw ).

The measured b — sy branching ratio imposes a stringent bound on Cr as its contribu-
tion to C7 is enhanced by the factor m;/my. This has been discussed in the literature [112],
where the obtained bounds on Cr : —0.05 < Cr < 0.01. In principle, this appears to make
Cgr unnaturally small if it were to be generated by some strong dynamics at the scale A.
However, it is possible to generate such value for Cr in a large variety of generic strongly
coupled theories. For instance, the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone Bosons (pNGBs) of Extended
Technicolor (ETC) that result from the breaking of the various fermion chiral symmetries,
generate at one loop a small C'r proportional to my [114]:

N 1 mpmy m72r
Cr ~ e 72 log (m—%> . (7.71)
This is well within experimental bounds in all ETC incarnations, and it is even smaller
in modern ETC theories such as Topcolor-assisted Technicolor [115], where the top quark
mass entering in (7.71) is only a few GeV. Thus, here the fact that Cr is small reflects its
origin in the explicit ETC-breaking of chiral symmetry responsible for my. Another hint of
this, is the fact that in general C'r contributes to the renormalization of the b-quark line
with a term which does not vanish with my:

g2 A2
Thus if we take into account the potential role of chiral symmetry in suppressing Cr and
we rescale this coefficient by defining Cr as
mp

V2v

(where v = 246 GeV), the rescaled bounds on Cg are O(1), leaving the possibility that
natural values of this coefficient may still lead to deviations in these decay modes.

Cr = Crs (7.73)

On the other hand, the effect in b — s¢T¢~ is dominated by the coefficients Cr,, N} and
N&. In principle, these coefficients are constrained by electroweak precision measurements,
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most notably e; = Ap = oT and Ry [111]. Once these constraints are taken into account,
the effects in FCNC B decays [114] are below 15%.

Dimension-five Operators:
Although in principle dimension-five operators -which involve two gauge bosons or one gauge
boson and one derivative- are suppressed by the new physics scale A, it is possible that they
may have important effects in b — s¢£*¢~ decays. In Ref. [114] all 17 independent operators
are considered. Even after the constraints from electroweak precision measurements and
b — sv are included 50% to 75% deviations in the branching ratios are possible.

New Physics in the Higgs Sector

The sector responsible for Electroweak Symmetry Breaking (EWSB) is the least understood
aspect of the SM. The simplest picture, where one Higgs doublet gives rise to My and Mz,
and its Yukawa couplings to fermions give them their masses, is likely to be an effective
picture only valid at low energies. Besides the extension of the Higgs sector necessary in
supersymmetric theories, it is possible to imagine various more exotic scalar sectors. The
simplest extension to a two-Higgs doublet sector results in three possible realizations. In the
first one only one doublet gives masses to the fermions (Model T). Another possibility is that
each doublet is responsible for giving masses for either the up or the down type fermions
(Model IT). Both these models avoid tree-level FCNCs in the scalar sector [116]. Model IT is
also the Higgs sector of the MSSM. Finally, the more general possibility (Model III) allows
for such FCNC interactions to take place [117]. The presence of the additional scalar states
will in general contribute to FCNC processes. In the case of Models I and II, this happens
through the one-loop contributions of charged scalars. These have been studied extensively
in the literature [118]. For instance, b — sy constraints the mass of the charged Higgs in
Model II to be roughly mg+ > 300 GeV, almost independently of the values tan 5 [91]. For
my+ > 300 GeV and large tan 3, B(Bs q — £7£~) can vary by a factor of two from its SM
value in Model II [120]. The phenomenology of Model III has been studied in Ref. [119].
Experimental measurements in b — s¢¢~ modes such as B — K®¢+¢~ and By — £T¢~
are going to have an important impact on the parameter space of these models.

Strong Dynamics

If strong dynamics were responsible for the breaking of the electroweak symmetry at the
TeV scale, there could be remnant effects at the weak scale. These could manifest as
small deviations in the SM model couplings. In this case, the EWSB sector of the SM
can be described by an effective Lagrangian [121] where the leading order corresponds
to the SM and higher order corrections come in through higher dimensional operators,
and are therefore suppressed by the scale A ~ O(oco) TeV. Among the possible effects
relevant for FCNC B decays are the anomalous triple gauge boson couplings discussed in
Section 7.1.4 and the anomalous couplings of fermions to SM gauge bosons of Section 7.1.4.
Additionally, corrections to the Nambu-Goldstone boson (NGB) propagators lead, at next to
leading order in Leg, to non-standard four fermion operators [122]. These are constrained
by measurements of Z — bb and B® — BO mixing. They also contribute at one-loop to
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b — s as well as s — d transitions which were studied in Ref. [123]. Their contribution to
b — sv is negligible since it only starts at two loops. However, the b — s¢T/~ processes

receive potentially large deviations, which are correlated with similar deviations in K(+:0) —
(+.0),,5
T V.

Finally, many specific scenarios of strong dynamics in the EWSB sector have relatively
light scalar states some of which may contribute to FCNC through loops, or even in some
cases at tree level. To a large extent, the phenomenology relevant to b — s¢™¢~ decay modes
is similar to that of multi-Higgs models. Model-dependent specifics can be see in Ref. [124]
for extended technicolor and in Ref. [125] the topcolor flavor signals were extensively studied.
In most cases the power of b — s7v to constrain the masses and couplings of these scalar
states is limited due to the possibility of cancellations. Modes such as B — K*{T/~ will be
much more constraining.

7.2 Rare Decays: Experiment

7.2.1 Rare Decays at DO

We have investigated D0 options to study several rare B-decay processes in Run II:

e BY — K*Outu~ decay followed by K*° — K *7F, with the expected combined branch-
ing ratio of 0.67 x1.5x1075.

e inclusive b — suTp~ decay with the expected SM branching ratio of 6x1076.

e exclusive BY — puTu~ decay, with the expected SM branching ratio of 4x107°.

With its extended muon coverage and excellent muon identification, D0 can easily trigger
on the semileptonic decay of B mesons into muons. In particular, we expect that the dimuon
trigger, with an effective transverse momentum (pr) threshold for individual muons of 1.5-
2 GeV/c in the pseudorapidity range |n#| < 1.6, will run unprescaled even at the highest
luminosities. Thanks to the installation of the central and forward preshowers in Run II, DO
will also be able to trigger on low pr dielectrons. However, because of the limited bandwidth
available at the level one (10 kHz) and level two (1 kHz) of the current trigger system,
the rate of low threshold lepton triggers could become unacceptable. We are protecting
ourselves against this possibility by adding a level 2 trigger preprocessor using the data
from the Silicon Vertex Detector (SMT). The processor will allow to trigger on events
containing tracks with large impact parameters in the transversal plane, coming from the
decay of B/D mesons.

Various trigger combinations and kinematic cuts have been considered to optimize se-
lection of the rare decay processes. The expected numbers of events are quoted for an
integrated luminosity of 2 fb~' and the B meson production cross section normalized to
o(BY) = 3.2ub for p2 > 6 GeV, |y(B)| < 1. The combined trigger efficiency for the pro-
posed dimuon and the single muon trigger is 55% for events with two muons with p4. > 1.5
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GeV/c, [n")| < 1.6, and p4* > 5 GeV/c. We have verified that, with these kinematic cuts,
trigger efficiency is independent of the dimuon mass.

We found in our Run I analysis [129] that for the inclusive B — X utp~ decay it
would be necessary to restrict the search to a limited dimuon mass range of (3.9-4.4) GeV,
representing ~ 7% of the decays [130], in order to avoid the sequential decays B — D + 1+
X1;D — p+ Xy and J /1) and 1(2s) resonances. However, even in this limited dimuon mass
window, we expect only 1000 signal events compared to 100,000 QQ — p~ ™ + X physics
background events, with muons originating from two different b quarks. Some additional
kinematic cuts on the event topology and multivertex searches could improve the signal to
background ratio, however, it does not seem worth the effort. There is only a limited interest
in measuring the small and least theoretically known part of the dimuon mass spectrum.

The process B? — ptp~ is also rather hopeless to measure, unless the branching ratio
is boosted by some additional, non SM contributions, like Higgs doublet exchanges. We
expected fewer than 5 recorded B? — putpu~events in 2 fb~! of data.

On the other hand, DO has a fair chance to make a competitive measurement of the
Bg — K*0u = decay, including the rate, and the decay asymmetry dependence on the
dimuon mass. We have generated relevant Monte Carlo events combining the ISAJET
production information with the predicted decay distributions, taken from Ref. [141]. A
simple analysis of the Monte Carlo events was based on the CDF experiences from their
attempt to isolate this channel in the Run I data [132,140]. Details of the investigations are
described in the next sections.

7.2.1.1 Monte-Carlo Samples

This study is based on various Monte-Carlo samples generated with the ISAJET program
at /s = 2 TeV, with events selected by the presence of two muons in the final state.
Only a small sample of events has been processed through the current D0 event simulator,
DORECO and the current Level 1 trigger simulator. For the remaining events, the detector
response was simulated using an older version of the muon trigger simulator.

The physics background is primarily due to QQ — uuX events, where @ stands for a
c or b quark. A large sample of such events was generated with the NLO-QCD ISAJET
version 7.22 in FOUR bins of p4: (2-3) GeV/c, (3-5) GeV/c, (5-10) GeV/c, and (5-80)
GeV/c. Only 80K events with 2 muons satisfying the acceptance cuts pf. > 1.5 GeV/c and
| n* |< 2 were kept for Geanting. We compared the pr differential spectrum for all events,
do®/dp%, to the MNR [131] prediction and renormalized the ISAJET weigths to match
the MNR pr and p% spectra In addition, the absolute normalization of this sample was
done using the CDF measurement of b — J/v production cross section at 1.8 TeV [133],
extrapolated to the c.m. energy of 2 TeV (cross section increased by 25%). A smaller
sample of QQ — ppX, again in the p4 ranges from 2 GeV/c to 80 GeV/c, was generated
with ISAJET 7.37 to confirm previous results.

The expected dimuon mass distribution due to Q@ production is shown in Fig. 7.9 for
events with both muons satisfying the conditions p4 > 1.5 GeV/c and and | n* |< 1.6.
The dimuon mass spectrum for muons originating from different b quarks is relatively flat
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Figure 7.9: Expected number of dimuon events in 2 fb~! of data, due to QQ
production, as a function of the dimuon mass for muons with p4 > 2.0 GeV/c,
plp > 1.5 GeV/c and | n* |< 1.6: (a) muons from different b quarks, (b)sequential b
quark decays, and (c) total. Trigger and reconstruction efficiencies are not included.
Events were generated with ISAJET V7.22 and normalized to the MNR, differential
pCT) distributions with the absolute normalization based on the measured b — J/1 +
X cross section.

between 2 GeV and 7 GeV, where the dominant process is the gluon splitting into bb pairs
(Fig. 7.9 (a)). The mass spectrum resulting from sequential b — ¢ — s quark decays has a
maximum around my, = 2 GeV and does not extend beyond the m,, = 4 GeV (Fig. 7.9

(b))-

The signal samples of events were generated with ISAJET 7.37, using the leading order
only and a single pﬁ} bin between 2 and 80 GeV/c. ISAJET decays BY) mesons into K*ptp~
system according to the three-body phase space. Therefore ISAJET events had to be
weighted to match expected decay spectra, as calculated in Ref. [141]. The event weight
depends on two observables: the dimuon mass and the energy of the negative muon in the
BY rest frame. We have verified that the distributions of weighted Monte Carlo events
are consistent with predictions of Ref. [141]. The expected non-resonant dimuon mass
distributions for the Bg — K*9u% i~ process from phase space and those predicted by the
theory are shown in Fig. 7.10 (a). The predicted asymmetry plot is shown in Fig. 7.10 (b).

The primary vertex position was generated at (0,0,zp), with zy following a Gaussian
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Figure 7.10: Comparison of the expected non-resonant dimuon mass distributions
for the BY — K*uTp~ process from phase space and predicted by theory (a).
Predicted asymmetry as a function of dimuon mass (b).

distribution with a width of 25 cm.

The combined single muon/dimuon trigger rates at the instantaneous luminosity of 2
1032¢m=2s~! due to dimuons from the genuine QQ signal are ~ 13 Hz (~ 4 Hz for Pt >
5 GeV/c). The 13 Hz combines contributions from: ¢z pair production (2.5 Hz), bb pair
production (9.5 Hz) and b — J/1 + X decays (1.0 Hz). A requirement of p5* > 2 GeV/c
reduces the rate to 9 Hz (see Chapter 4.5.2).

It turns out that there is little trigger efficiency dependence on the dimuon mass for
events selected with kinematic cuts used in this analysis. This is illustrated in Fig. 7.11,
where we plot results of our investigations from early 1998. Therefore, muon/dimuon trigger
efficiencies for the inclusive b — J/4 production, discussed in Chapter 4.5.3 apply to the
entire Bg — K%~ sample and the trigger does not significantly distort the dimuon
spectrum once the kinematic cuts are introduced.

7.2.1.2 The Exclusive Channel B} — K*"

In this section we summarize results for the process B} — K*0u*p~with K* — ntKT.
Expected numbers of events were obtained under the following assumptions:
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Figure 7.11: Trigger rate dependence on the dimuon mass for events preselected
with kinematic cuts | n* |< 1.6, i > 1.5 GeV/c and pi* > 5 GeV/c. These results
were obtained with the Sep. 97 version of the muon trigger simulator.

e integrated luminosity of 2 fb~!

e production cross section normalized to o(BY) = 3.2ub for p > 6 GeV, ly(B)] < 1.
This assumption results in the predicted number of produced Bg or Bg equal to
1.4x 10!, the same number as obtained assuming o, = 100ub and B(b — B°) = 0.35
(see also Tables 6.4 and 7.8).

e By decay branching ratio B(BY — K*u*p~) = 1.5 x107% and B(K*® — n*KT) =
0.67.

e two muons with pf. > 1.5 GeV/c and | n* |< 1.6
e dimuon pair transverse momentum p4* > 5.0 GeV/c.

e Level 1 trigger efficiencies for a combined trigger LIMU(2,2,A,M) and L1IMU(1,4,A,T)
as discussed in Chapter 4.5.3 (Table 4.1). Level 2 and Level 3 trigger efficiencies are
unknown at the time of this writing and are set to 1.0.

e track reconstruction efficiency of 95% per track (81% per event).
Analysis cuts included:

e primary - secondary vertex separation in the transverse plane of 400 pym
e charged particles from the K*° — 7% KT decay with transverse momenta: p;;(K) > 0.5
GeV/c and | %) |< 1.6
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it > 5.0 GeV/c|5.0 GeV/c
Pl > 1.5 GeV/c|3.0 GeV/c
Muon (dimuon) kinematic acceptance,e,, 0.052 0.014
Level 1 trigger efficiency, €r.ey1 0.55 0.67
Level 2 & 3 trigger efficiency,er,cy23 1.00 1.00
Number of recorded events 4000 1350
€analysis 0.17 0.22
€reco 0.81 0.81
Number of reco. events prior to the IP cuts 550 250
IP signif. > 2 for at least 3 tracks 490 220
IP signif. > 2 for all 4 tracks 310 130

Table 7.5: Expected numbers of events for the B — K*°u* ™ process with dif-
ferent analysis cuts.

e K*° transverse momentum > 2 GeV/c

e dimuon invariant mass outside the J/¢ ((3.05 — 3.15) GeV) or ¥(2s) ((3.62 — 3.76)
GeV) mass windows.

e isolation I > 0.6, where I is the transverse momentum of the B candidate divided
by the scalar sum of transverse momenta of the B and all other tracks. CDF has
established efficiency for this cut as 0.92 £ 0.06 [140].

e the transverse plane impact parameter significance > 2 requirement for either three
out of four tracks or all four tracks from the BY — K*9u*u~ decay.

Table 7.5 lists expected event rates for various kinematic cuts. The inclusion of the
Bg — ete” K* decay mode could result in a 50% increase in the number of observed events.

As an illustration, the dimuon mass distribution for the reconstructed sample of 630
events is shown in Fig. 7.12(a). The minima in the distribution are due to the removal of
the J/1 and 1(2s) mass bands. A corresponding plot, assuming a 1:1 signal to background
ratio, is shown in Fig. 7.12 (c). The background was distributed according to the three
body phase space and its rate estimate is based on the CDF extrapolations from their run
I experience. An independent MCFAST Monte Carlo background evaluation has not yet
been completed.

We conclude that the number of expected events, combined with relatively modest
background level, will enable DO to establish the signal and to measure its ¢° = miﬂ
dependence. However, the numbers quoted in Table 7.5 represent an optimistic scenario,
based on the D0 nominal trigger and track reconstruction efficiencies. A reduction in the
per track reconstruction efficiency from 95% to 88% (a value used by CDF) and an inclusion
of a Level 2&3 trigger efficiency of 50% (the STT preprocessor - see Chapter 4.5.4) would

drop the number of expected events listed in Table 7.5 by a factor of three. The clue to a
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Figure 7.12: (a) Dimuon mass distribution in decay B — K*%u*u~, and (c)
assuming 1:1 signal to background ratio. (b) Predicted asymmetry signal as function
of dimuon mass, and (d) assuming the background level as in (c).

successful measurement of the Bg — K*%ut = process with the DO detector is our claimed
ability to trigger on low mass dimuons over large rapidity range.

The Bg — K*OuF 1~ process is expected to exhibit an asymmetry in the cosf distribu-
tion, where @ is the ;+ decay angle between the direction of the By and the direction of
in the rest frame of the ™y~ rest frame. This asymmetry manifests itself as a difference
in the energy distributions of 4™ and p~ in the B, rest frame, at a given dimuon mass.
The asymmetry is expected to vary with the dimuon mass from approximately 0.2 at small
masses to -0.4 around 3.5 GeV. The sign reversal of the asymmetry occurs at the dimuon
mass of & 2 GeV and turns out to be relatively model independent.

The predicted asymmetry signal as a function of the dimuon mass for the same sample
of events is shown in Fig. 7.12(b). A related plot, assuming a 1:1 signal to background
ratio, is shown in Fig. 7.12 (d). The observed asymmetries, corrected for the assumed
background contribution are 0.13+0.13 and -0.31+0.06 for m,, < 2 GeV and m,, > 2
GeV, respectively.

7.2.1.3 The Inclusive Decay B — X /1T/~
This process, although theoretically the most interesting to measure, is very difficult to

separate experimentally in hadronic collisions. The expected p*p~ spectrum due to the
heavy quark production is shown in Fig. 7.13 (onia states are removed). The muons are
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Figure 7.13: Expected dimuon mass distributions due to the non-resonant QQ
production. Both muons are required to have pf > 1.5 GeV/e (3.0 GeV/c in
(c)) and | n* |< 1.6 and the dimuon py must be greater than: (a) 2 GeV/c,
(b,c) 5 GeV/c. Trigger and reconstruction efficiencies are not included. Events

were generated with ISAJET V7.22 and normalized to the MNR differential p?
distributions with an absolute normalization based on the measured b — J/¢ + X
cross section.

selected with transverse momenta greater than 1.5 GeV/c and | n* |< 1.6. The mass region
below 3.9 GeV is dominated by the sequential b-quark decays, for which one of the muon
tracks originates from the B hadron vertex, whereas the other from the charm decay vertex.
At larger masses muon pairs are produced predominantly by semi leptonic decays of b and
b quarks with the bb pair resulting from a gluon splitting. Therefore the muon tracks are
expected to point to two different vertices.

The expected dimuon mass spectrum for the B — X,u"u~ process smeared by the
expected experimental resolution is shown in Fig. 7.14. The dimuon mass range (3.9 - 4.4)
GeV represents only 7% of the spectrum (expected number of events is 30 % larger for (3.8
< mqpp) < 4.4) GeV). The dominant QQ physics background could be slightly reduced
by increasing the required transverse momentum of the muon pair, as shown in Fig. 7.13.
Imposing kinematic cuts similar to those described for the Bg — K*%uF i~ analysis leads
to the expected number of events listed in the Table 7.6. The numbers are quoted for the
assumed branching ratio for the B — X utp~ decay of 6x1076.

The signal is overwhelmed by the physics background, with a 1:1000 ratio. The back-
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Figure 7.14: The calculated differential branching fraction for the decay

B — X utp, as a function of my,,.

window used in this analysis.

(b) the same differential branching frac-
tion modified by the response of the DO detector. The arrows indicate the search

P > 2.0 GeV/c|> 5.0 GeV/c|> 5.0 GeV/c
Pl > 1.5 GeV/c|> 1.5 GeV/c|> 3.0 GeV/c
Trigg. effic. (%) 32 55 67
Recorded 2300 1750 1000
Vtx separation cut of 400 pm 1200 1050 650

|bb Bkgd (no analysis cuts) | 1,900,000 || 400,000 100,000

Table 7.6: Expected number of recorded B — X,ut ™ events in the mass window
3.9< my, < 4.4 GeV with different analysis cuts.
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i > 2.0 GeV/c|> 5.0 GeV/c|> 5.0 GeV/c
Pl > 1.5 GeV/c|> 1.5 GeV/c|> 3.0 GeV/c
Signal events after cuts 6 3 1.5

Table 7.7: Expected number of BY — u*pu~ events.

ground estimates are based on the ISAJET 7.37 version. The earlier ISAJET versions, like
V7.22, predict the background level twice as large. Additional cuts on the event topology
and a requirement of a common muon vertex will reduce the background by factors 3-10,
not sufficient to establish the B — X u™u~ signal.

7.2.1.4 The Exclusive Channel B? — ptpu~

The expected number of events for the B? — u*u~ mode is summarized in Table 7.7. We
assume that By mesons are produced with a rate equal to 40% of that for By mesons [138].
The quoted numbers are for the BY — p*u~ branching ratio of 4x107%. The analysis cuts
include: (i) the By isolation cut, I> 0.6, (ii) the requirement that the transverse decay
length in the B; rest frame exceeds 100 pm, and an impact parameter significance for each
muon track greater than 2. A 95% reconstruction efficiency per track is also assumed.

With the expected number of events there are limited chances to measure this branching
ratio, unless its actual value is significantly boosted up by some non-SM processes. The
background rates have not yet been estimated.

7.2.2 Rare Decays at CDF

In Run 1T CDF expects to collect a large enough b sample to observe rare b decays with
branching ratios of order 1076, including b — s (radiative) decays and b — suu decays.
In this section, we describe the prospects for CDF in Run 1I for measurements in several
channels: By — K*%y, Ay = Ay, By — K*uu, and By s — pp. We will discuss trigger
selections for these channels and estimates signal yields. We also study the potential to
measure the forward-backward asymmetry Appg in the By — K*°uu decays and show some
ideas to extract the zero position of Arp as a function of M,,,.

7.2.2.1 Radiative B Meson Decays

BaBar and Belle are expected to observe approximately 20 B — K*vy decays per 1 fb~! of
T (4S5) data. Each experiment plans to obtain or order 100 fb~! within 3 years (1000 B —
K*v). However, these projections are recently getting much better, and each experiment
may obtain several 100 fb~! of data by 2004. Our goal is to implement a trigger to collect
of order 1000 B — K™« events during Run 11. Our studies of radiative decays of B; and Ay
are unique to the Tevatron.
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In Run 1, CDF included a dedicated trigger for radiative b decays, searching for a
photon associated with a nearby pair of tracks [135]. In this trigger, we required two
energetic oppositely-charged tracks, each with pr > 2 GeV/c, in the vicinity of the photon.
We collected 22.3 pb~! of data in Run 1B with Er(y) > 10GeV, and 6.6 pb~! in Run 1C
with E7(y) > 6GeV and obtained upper limits on the branching fractions for B; and
B, radiative decays to be 1.6 x 107* and 2.5 x 10~*, respectively. Another search for
radiative b decays used photon conversions. One of the conversion electrons was triggered
with an 8 GeV threshold [136,137]. The two methods had similar acceptance after all cuts,
but because it relied on tracking information to reconstruct the photon, the conversion
method had superior B-mass resolution and a more straightforward analysis procedure.
Also, the conversion method has a ready normalization in the kinematically similar B —
J/p K*, J/p — eTe” mode.

In order to trigger on radiative B meson decays, we can take advantage of the long
lifetime of b hadrons and use the SVT track processor to find charged-particle tracks signif-
icantly displaced from the beamline. We will use the same trigger selection as for semilep-
tonic decays discussed in Section 7.5.1, requiring a 4 GeV electron associated with a track
of pr > 2 GeV/c found by the SVT to have an impact parameter dy greater than 120 pym.
Furthermore, we require the angle between the electron and track to be less than 90° and
the transverse mass to be less than 5 GeV/c?. Because of the lower electron threshold, after
kinematic cuts made in the Run I analysis to purify the sample, this trigger selection has
about a factor of 3 greater acceptance for radiative decays than the inclusive 8 GeV electron
requirement that was used in Run I but with a substantially lower trigger rate. The rate for
the same-side electron plus displaced track selection is expected to be 9 Hz at a luminosity
of 1032 cm 2571,

An estimate of the signal yield for B; — K*°y is obtained by scaling the Run 1 analysis
results with the ratio of the acceptances between Run 1 and Run 1I. The Run 1 analysis
yield can be described as [137],

Br(Bg — K*%)

N®u D) = e 13y <105

(7.74)

The expected signal yield of the Run 1 analysis was 1.03 4+ 0.17 events with Br(B; —
K*99) = 4.5x107°. To calculate the acceptance ratio between Run 1 and Run 11, we require
all the tracks (et, e, K*, and ) to have pr > 400 MeV/c and to pass through the full
tracking volume to ensure high resolution and reconstruction efficiency. We also require
the same offline selection cuts as the Run 1 analysis (ct(B) > 100 pym and |do(K, )| >
4.50 = 100 pm). We correct for the improved SVX acceptance in Run IT and the relative
efficiencies of the Run I and Run II track processors, and we assume the SVT tracking
efficiency to be 0.88 per track. We also assume the photon conversion probability before
the central drift-chamber tracking volume to be 6% in Run 1 and 8% in Run 1I. Other
efficiencies are assumed to cancel in the ratio. For the By — K*'v channel, we expect the
branching fraction to be scaled by |Vi4|?/|Vis|*> ~ 0.16 relative to Br(By — K*%v), and the
ratio of the production rates for By and By mesons is fs/fs = 0.426 &+ 0.07 [138]. Thus the
expected yield is
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_ fs Vil

N(B, —» K*°
( S ’Y) fd |Ws|2

N(Bg — K*%) ~ 0.07 x N(By — K*%). (7.75)

For the same-side 4 GeV electron plus displaced track selection, we expect the following
signal yields after all cuts:

L (b . Br(Ba— K*0r)
2 ! 4.5 x 10-5

[L (™YY  Br(By — K*0y)

2 th~! 4.5 % 10°°

N(By — K*%) = (170 + 40) x (7.76)

N(Bs, = K*%) = (12 +4) x (7.77)

Note that lowering the electron threshold to 3 GeV would increase the acceptance by about
50% but would lead to significantly higher trigger rates.

7.2.2.2 Radiative b Baryon Decays

Since the A baryon has a long lifetime (c7 = 8cm), most of the A decays from A, —
Ay — pree events are expected to be outside of the SVX fiducial volume, so there would
be a low probability for the proton from the A to be reconstructed by the SVT. A way
to trigger on this channel is to find an electron from the conversion and find a displaced
track that originates from the opposite b quark. This electron plus opposite-side displaced
track selection is also described in detail in Section 7.5.1. We would require an electron
with a 4 GeV threshold and a displaced track found by the SVT with pr > 2 GeV/c and
dp > 120 um with a large opening angle between the two (A¢ > 90°) and transverse mass
M7 > 5GeV/c? such that the electron and track not come from the decay of a single b
hadron.

The expected yield for the Run 1 A, — Ay search can be summarized in terms of the
acceptance as [139],

Br(Ay — A7)
(2.80 £ 0.95) x 10~*"

Thus the expected signal events of the Run 1 analysis is 0.16 £ 0.06 events with Br(A, —
A7) = 4.5 x 1075, To calculate the acceptance ratio between Run 1 and Run 11, we require
all the tracks (et, e, p, and 7 ) to have pr > 400 MeV/c and pass through the full
tracking volume.

N(RunI) = (7.78)

In the Run 1 analysis, we required pr(A) > 4 GeV/c for the A decays reconstructed
without SVX tracks and pr(A) > 2 GeV/c with |dg(A)| > 70 pum for those reconstructed
with SVX tracks. For the Run 11 estimate, the A is required to decay before the ISL (Radius
< 20 cm) to improve signal purity. This allows us to lower the pr(A) threshold to 2 GeV/ec.
The opposite-side SVT track required to be in the tracking fiducial with pr > 2 GeV/c
and 120 pm < |dp| < 2 mm. The signal yield with the opposite-side 4 GeV electron plus
displaced-track trigger is found to be

[£7Y) | Br(dy— Ay)

— (5.0 +2.
NRun II) = (5.0 £2.1) X 7= X — = %

(7.79)
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7.2.2.3 By — K*uu Decays

Because the trigger rate for dimuon events peaks at low pp mass, to trigger on J/¢ —
pTp~ decays at high luminosity, CDF expects to impose a cut on transverse mass 2 <
My < 4GeV/c? for J/9 selections. However, the low-mass region is needed in the study
of By — K*®uu decays. Since the looser dimuon transverse mass window cut (Mr < 5
GeV/c?) for rare decays increases the Level 2 trigger rate by about factor of 4, we need
further background reductions. We plan two complementary trigger options:

e [mproving muon purity by requiring one of the trigger muons to be found in the outer
(CMP) muon chambers

e Requiring there to be a track of 2.0 GeV/c found to be displaced by the SVT with
|do| > 120 pm.

In the second case, the SVT-selected track can be one of the two muons or a hadron track.
We expect the combined trigger rate for the two selections to be about 10 Hz at a luminosity
of 1032 cm 2571,

The signal yield is obtained by using the same procedure as the radiative decays. The
expected yield of the Run 1 analysis can be described as [140)]

Br(By — K*up)
(1.65 4 0.33) x 10—6’

N(Runl) = (7.80)
and the expected signal events of the Run 1 analysis is 0.91 £ 0.18 events with Br(B; —
K*%up) = 1.5 x 106, To calculate the acceptance ratio between Run 1 and Run 11, we
make the kinematic and geometric fiducial cuts as with the radiative decays. We also require
the same offline selection cut as Run 1 analysis (Lxy (B) > 400 pm and |do(u, K, )| >
20 ~ 50 pm). We correct for the increased acceptance of the muon triggers in Run II. For
the dimuon + SVT trigger, we assume the SVT tracking efficiency to be 0.88 per track. Any
other efficiencies are assumed to be canceled in the ratio. Thus for an assumed branching
ratio of 1.5 x 1079, in 2fb~! CDF expects to observe 44 + 9 events with the tight muon
selection and 36 £ 7 events with the dimuon plus SVT selection for a combined yield of
61 £ 12 events.

Forward-Backward Asymmetry

The Forward-Backward asymmetry in the By — puuK*0 decay is defined as

N(cos® >0) — N(cos® <0) Np— Np
N(cos® >0) 4+ N(cos® <0) Np+ Np

App = (7.81)

where O is the angle between the direction of the By and the direction of the u* in the
rest frame of the ™y~ system. Note that the definition for the By meson is the same as
that for the By meson so flavor tagging is not necessary to measure App. In general App
depends on the decay kinematics. Standard Model calculations predict the distribution of
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App as a function of the dimuon mass to cross the zero around /s = M, =2 GeV/c. As
discussed in Section 7.1.3.3, the App distribution strongly depends on the B — K* form
factor; however, the zero position (Mj) is stable under various form-factor parameteriza-
tions. Figure 7.8 compares the App distributions predicted by the Standard Model with
several SUSY models. Some new physics models predict there to be no zero in the App
distribution.

Figure 7.15 shows the expected App distributions with 50 and 400 By — K*Opupu events
after all the trigger and offline requirements. The solid line in the figure corresponds to the
Monte Carlo generated distribution.

O 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
M, (GeV/c?)

Figure 7.15: App with 50 and 400 events of the B; — K*uu signal and S/B = 1.
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Asymmetry in Background Events

Figure 7.16 shows the App distribution as a function of M,,, for the background, estimated
from the same dataset as the Run 1 By — K*up search [140]. We define four background
regions,

e non-b SR : (non-b-like B mass signal region event),
e non-b SB : (non-b-like B mass side-band event),
e B mass b SR : (b-like B mass signal region event),

e B mass b SB : (b-like B mass side-band event),
where the cuts are defined as,

e non-b-like : prompt; specifically Lxy, do(p), do(K), and dy(7) < 1o,

e b-like : displaced; specifically Lxy > 20, and do(u), do(K), and dy(7) > 1o,
e signal region : |Mp, — M,k < 100 MeV/c?,

e side-band : 100 MeV/c? < |Mp, — My, x| < 600 MeV /2.

In the above o indicates the r.m.s. uncertainty of each quantity. There is no significant
forward-backward asymmetry in any of the background samples.

Extraction of Arg Zero Point

To extract the zero-point of the asymmetry with respect to M, we define the significance
of AF B as

Nr — N
= L — (7.82)
VNr + N + Npg
We define a likelihood function to extract the zero position:
L=8M,, <M)—-SM,,>M) =8 -8t (7.83)

The likelihood is expected to be maximal at a mass My where Apg(My) = 0. Figure 7.17
shows the Arpp and likelihood distributions in a Monte Carlo sample of 10000 signal events
and no background events. We repeated the same analysis for the case of 50 (400) signal
events and a 1:1 signal-to-background ratio under the assumption there is no background
asymmetry. The results are shown in Figure 7.18. The histograms show the distribution
of My values for 1000 trials with signal sizes of 50 and 400 events. The points are results
for a generated samples with no forward-backward asymmetry. Therefore, it appears that
it will be difficult to extract the asymmetry zero point after only 2fb~! in Run IIa, but the
prospects are much more promising for 15fb~! in Run IIb. However, more work needs to
be done on defining an asymmetry significance.
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Figure 7.16: The forward-backward asymmetry for the background events ob-
tained from the Run 1 data.
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Figure 7.17: The forward-backward asymmetry in Ref [141], and a likelihood
function for extracting the asymmetry zero-point Mj.
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Figure 7.18: App and M, with 1000 By — K*puu events and S/B = 1.
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7.2.24 B—putu

The dimuon triggers are also useful to study the two-body decay By — pwT . Since the
Standard Model predicts the branching fraction of By — p*p™ to be much lower than the
reach of CDF in Run II, we give an expected “single-event sensitivity” instead of the signal
yield. Single-event sensitivity is defined as branching ratio for which we would expect to
observe one event in 2fb~!.

The sensitivity is obtained by using the same procedure as the By — pupuK*? decays.
The result of the Run 1 analysis is [140], b

S(By — pp) = (2.0 £0.5) x 1077 (7.84)
S(By, — pp) = (6.0 £1.6) x 1077, (7.85)

The Run 1I expectation is obtained by scaling the Run 1 sensitivity for the same trigger
selections as CDF plans to use for B® — ptp~K*°. Combining the results for the two
trigger paths, we find the sensitivities to be

L 2 th~!
2 !

Given the Standard module prediction By and B branching fractions of 1.5 x 1071° and
3.5 x 107 respectively, we would expect a few B, — up signal in 15 fb~! of Run IIb.

7.2.2.5 Summary

We have examined the sensitivity of Run 11 CDF for the four rare-decay modes By(s) —
K*%, Ay — Ay, By — K*%up, and By(s) — pu. The expected signal yields are obtained
by scaling the results of the Run 1 analyses:

f£ BT(Bd — K*O")/)

*0 _
N(Bg — K*%v) = (170 £ 50) x Ty sy (7.88)
L  Br(Bg— K*v)
N(B; —» K*%) = (12 £ 4 / :
(Bs — 7) = ( ) X 2 -1 X 45 % 10-5 (7.89)
_ JL£ _ Br(A, = Ay)
N(Ay — Ay) = (4.0 £ 1.7) x ST X 45X 105 (7.90)
L Br(Bg — K*upu)
N(B; — K*up) = (59 £ 12 / 91
(Bg = K™ pp) = (59 )><2fb_1>< 5106 (7.91)
o 21fb7!
S(Bg — pp) = 3.5 x 1077 x L (7.92)
2 fb~!
S(By — pp) = 1.0 x 107® x (7.93)

e
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We also studied the forward-backward asymmetry in the B; — K**uu decay and showed
some ideas to extract the zero position of the App distribution.

7.2.3 Rare Decays at BTeV

Because the Tevatron produces more than 10'' b hadrons per year, we should be able to
observe some of these decays and to set stringent limits on others. The precise vertexing
of the BTeV silicon pixel detector will allow us to easily differentiate b decays from non-
b backgrounds in the Tevatron environment. We present the expected sensitivities from
studies of some of these decay channels.

7.2.3.1 The Exclusive Channel B* — K*0yt )~

Since we expect large backgrounds under the signal, an understanding of these backgrounds
is critical to understanding our sensitivity. The various sources of background are:

e b-events where portions of the two b hadrons in the event appear to form a vertex
downstream of the production point. In approximately 1% of all bb events both B
hadrons decay semileptonically producing two real muons. In addition, there is a
charged kaon in at least one of the b’s over 90% of the time.

e Minimum bias events where three particles conspire to fake a secondary vertex and
two of the particles either decay downstream of the magnet or make hadronic showers
which leave a signal in the muon detector (hadron punch-through).

e Charm events with one or more real muons and kaons.

e More generally, any admixture of b, charm, minimum bias events, primary interactions
and secondary decays, combined with hadronic punch-through.

e Decays from single B mesons where two charged pions fake muons.
The basic weapons to combat these backgrounds are:

e Excellent discrimination between the primary and secondary vertex, which eliminates
backgrounds from minimum bias events and from the underlying event within a true b
event. Tracks which are not part of the b vertex are easily rejected by requiring a non-
zero vertex fit probability, as shown in Fig. 7.19(a). Also, the normalized decay length
(L/or), shown in Fig. 7.19(c), provides additional discrimination against background.

e Excellent mass resolution (of order 17 MeV) on the final state, as shown in Fig. 7.20.

e Excellent “point-back” resolution of the reconstructed b candidate with respect to
the primary vertex. This will help to reject vertices that have been artificially pieced
together from particles from the two separate b’s in the event. The normalized B
impact parameter (bp/op,) with respect to the primary vertex is quite different for
signal and background events, as shown in Fig. 7.19(b).
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Figure 7.19: Distributions of cut variables for signal (points) and bb background
(hatched) MCFAST events.

e The ability to reject combinations which include tracks that are from the primary
vertex or other vertices in the event, by cutting on the impact parameter of the track
with respect to that vertex. Figures 7.19(e) and (f) show the normalized impact
parameter of the kaon and pion with respect to the primary vertex (bg/op, and

br/op.).

In addition, the signal-to-background depends on the quality of both the muon detector
and the particle identification.

B® — K*%u% i~ events were selected using the following criteria:

e Two muons of opposite charge, each with momentum greater than 5 GeV/c. Both
muon tracks were required to have at least one hit in the muon chambers.
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e K track momentum greater than 3 GeV/c. The kaon track was also required to
have at least one hit in the forward drift chamber between the RICH and calorimeter.
Perfect /K separation and 100% efficiency for reconstructing the Cherenkov photons
of tracks which traverse the RICH is assumed.

e Good primary vertex with probability greater than 0.01.

e Good b vertex with probability greater than 0.01.

e Decay length greater than 7o.

e B impact parameter with respect to the primary vertex less than 2.50.

e K impact parameter with respect to the primary vertex greater than 2.5¢.
e 7 impact parameter with respect to the primary vertex greater than 2.50.
e B momentum greater than 20 GeV/c.

o |m(Kn)— myg-o| <50 MeV/c?.

e Cut 100 MeV/c? about the J/4 and ¢’ nominal masses to remove regions dominated
by B — ¢K* and B — ¢/ K*, which interfere with the signal.

Of 4.4 pb=! of MCFAST bb background events generated (about one million events),
nine pass the selection criteria. For 2 fb~! of data (one year of running at a luminosity
of 2 x 1032 cm™2 s71), this would correspond to 4090 events in the range 4.7 GeV/c? <
m(Krup) < 5.7 GeV/c?, shown in Fig. 7.20. The width of the B® mass peak obtained
from the MCFAST signal Monte Carlo sample is 17 MeV /c2. Thus, we can expect about
280 background events from semileptonic bb decays under the B° mass peak, as shown in
Table 7.8. Considering that we expect about 2240 signal events, this corresponds to a signal
to background ratio of about 8.

We did not include the decay B~ — K as a background. That decay is large
compared to the rare decay being considered here and will interfere with the rare decay
and distort the dimuon mass distribution in the vicinity of 3 GeV/c?. This, however, is a
physics contribution and will certainly be observed and studied based on a mass cut on the
dimuon. In fact, this state can be used to calibrate the efficiency of the analysis and can
be used as a normalization for a measurement of the relative branching fraction.

A sample of 2 fb~! of signal MCFAST Monte Carlo events were generated according to
the Standard Model prediction for Ap, and Q2 [141]. Figure 7.21 shows the distributions
of Ay, and number of events as a function of m(u* ™) for this sample, after all cuts have
been applied. With our estimated signal to background, we should be able to easily observe
and measure the position of a zero in the asymmetry if it exists, or make a strong case for
non-Standard Model physics, if it does not.
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Figure 7.20: Distributions of tagged B® — K*°u*pu~ signal (left) and 4.4 pb~*
of bb background (right) MCFAST events.

Integrated Luminosity 2 fb!
bb Cross Section 100ub
Number of bb Pairs Produced 2 x 10"
Npo + Ngo Produced 1.4 x 101
Est. B(BY — K*%u*pu™) (1.5 £0.6) x 10°°
B(K" — K*tn™) 0.67
Number of Signal Events Produced 1.4 x 10°
Etrig 80%
€cuts 2.0%
Number of Signal Events 2240
Number of Background in Signal Box 280
Signal /Background 8

Table 7.8: Estimate of sensitivity to B® — K*0u* i~ for an integrated luminosity
of 2fb~1. Only backgrounds from bb semileptonic decays were included in this study.
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Figure 7.21: Expected forward-backward asymmetry (left) and number of events
(right) as a function of m(utu~) for signal events after one year of running. No

background is included in these plots.

7.2.3.2 The Exclusive Channel B™ — Kt u~

While the channel Bt — KTt~ is not as rich as B® — K*0u*;~, in that the asymmetry
Ayyp is expected to be small within the Standard Model and beyond the Standard Model,
a measurement of the decay rate is still a sensitive probe of new physics. In particular,
measurement of the differential decay rate will provide input to determine the magnitude
and sign of the Wilson coefficients C7, Cy, C1p.

Most of the backgrounds to this channel are the same as those listed for the B® —
K*0u% i~ analysis in Section 7.2.3.1. Events for this study were selected using nearly the
same criteria as the B® — K*0;% ;= analysis:

e K track momentum greater than 4 GeV/c. The kaon track was also required to
have at least one hit in the forward drift chamber between the RICH and calorimeter.
Perfect /K separation and 100% efficiency for reconstructing the Cherenkov photons

is assumed.

Two muons with momentum greater than 5 GeV/c. Both muon tracks were required

to have at least one hit in the muon chambers.

Good primary vertex with probability greater than 0.01.

Good b vertex with probability greater than 0.01.

Decay length greater than 7o.

B impact parameter with respect to the primary vertex less than 2.5¢.

K impact parameter with respect to the primary vertex greater than 2.50.
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e B momentum greater than 20 GeV/c.

e Cut 100 MeV/c? about the J/1 and 1’ nominal masses to remove regions dominated
by B — ¢K* and B — ¢ K*, which interfere with the signal.

We have not simulated all sources of background. Our estimates indicate that the most
serious background is from events with pairs of b’s, each of which undergoes semileptonic
decay. The background contribution was estimated by applying the selection criteria to
a sample of 2.5 million MCFAST semileptonic bb events, corresponding to a luminosity of
10 pb~!. Of these events, 41 passed the selection cuts and fall within a 1 GeV/c? window
centered on the BT nominal mass. Extrapolating to an integrated luminosity of 2 fb—!, we
expect about 8200 events in this window. Assuming a uniform distribution across the B
mass window (this is conservative, since it is actually falling, as shown in Fig. 7.22), one
can expect about 560 events within the 20 of the BT mass.

The overall efficiency for this state, with cuts designed to achieve good background
rejection, is about 3.0%. Table 7.9 gives a calculation of the yield obtained for an integrated
luminosity of 2 fb~!. We include in this calculation a triggering efficiency of 80% for those
events which satisfy all the analysis cuts. This is consistent with what we expect to get
from the dimuon trigger (70%) ‘or-ed’ with the vertex trigger which recovers almost half of
what the muon trigger failed to accept. The number of signal events passing the trigger and
all selection criteria is approximately 1680. This gives an impressive signal-to-background
ratio of 3.

The reason that BTeV can achieve excellent signal-to-background is due in a large part
to a powerful particle identification system. For example, the version of the CDF detector
described in the CDF II Technical Design Report [126], lacks particle identification for
tracks above 1 GeV/c. So although CDF expects a signal of 100-300 B* — KTutu~
events in Run II for that version of the detector, they would be exposed to background
from all pions in the event conspiring with the muons to create background. It is unlikely
that CDEF’s signal-to-background in Run IT (0.1 in Run I) will approach that expected at
BTeV. In BTeV, because of the RICH, only the kaons can contribute to the background
and there are fewer of them.

7.2.3.3 The Inclusive Decay b — s{T/~

Studies are underway to determine if the BTeV detector will provide enough background
rejection to make a competitive measurement of inclusive b — s¢/7/~. The method under
study is similar to that used by CLEO [127] [128], in which a kaon and 0-4 pions are
combined with the dilepton pair. For the purposes of this study, no neutral pion candidates
are allowed in the combination.

The ability to precisely reconstruct b vertices in BTeV will be instrumental in removing
combinations involving non-b daughters.

Unlike the exclusive modes, an inclusive measurement would provide a model inde-
pendent determination of the Wilson coefficients. It is important to avoid restricting this
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Figure 7.22: Distributions of BT — Ktutu~ signal (left) and 10 pb=' of bb
background (right) events.

measurement to only the high m(£7£") region above the ¢, as this introduces model de-
pendence.

7.3 Summary of Rare Decays

Rare b decays provide detailed tests of the flavor structure of the SM at the loop level, and
as such provide a complementary probe of new physics to that of direct collider searches.
While radiative b — sy decays are sensitive only to the magnitude of the Wilson coefficient
C7, the semileptonic rare decays b — s¢7¢~ and the purely leptonic decays Bys — £14~
are sensitive to additional operators, and so further constrain new physics.

Inclusive decays are in general cleaner theoretically than exclusive, while experimentally
the difficulty is in the opposite order. Because of the difficulty of inclusive measurements,
theoretical techniques to handle exclusive modes in a model-independent fashion are ex-
tremely important. There has been much recent theoretical interest in the large energy
limit (LEL) of QCD, which simplifies exclusive heavy-light decays in the limit that the de-
cay products are produced at large recoil. This has particular application to B — K*/*T/~
decays. In particular, the position of the zero in the forward-backward asymmetry in this
decay has been shown to be model-independent. We look forward to additional advances
in the theoretical understanding of the LEL.

In Run IIa, the radiative b decays By — K**vy, B, — K*%y and A, — A~y are expected
to be measured, while the purely leptonic decays By — ppu~ and By — pp~ are not
expected to be visible at the SM level. Probably the most important decay studied in this
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Integrated Luminosity 2 fb!
bb Cross Section 100ub
Number of bb Pairs Produced 2 x 10!
Number of Bt /B~ Produced 1.4 x 101
Est. B(BT — Ktutyu™) (4.0 £1.5) x 1077
Number of Signal Events Produced 5.6 x 104
Trigger Efficiency 80%
Selection Cut Efficiency 3.0%
Number of Background Events in Signal Box 560
Number of Signal Events 1680
Signal /Background 3

Table 7.9: Estimate of sensitivity to Bt — KT utpu~ for an integrated luminosity
of 2fb1.

section for Run II is B — K*¢/*¢~. While this decay should be seen at 2fb~!, precision
study (particularly of the zero in the forward-backward asymmetry) will require larger
integrated luminosity. The inclusive measurement b — X £*¢~ is most easily seen for large
dimuon mass (above the 1(2S)), but in this region the theory breaks down, and so the
measurement is of limited interest. BTeV is currently studying the feasibility of building
up an inclusive measurement for lower dimuon invariant mass from exclusive measurements
involving a kaon and 0-4 pions.

7.4 Semileptonic Decays: Theory

7.4.1 Introduction

Semileptonic decays have long been used to determine elements of the CKM matrix. Ex-
amples are the determination of |V,4| from nuclear f—decay, |V,s| from K;3 decays, and
|V from B — D)0 [86]. In every one of these three cases a flavor symmetry (isospin,
SU(3) flavor, and HQS, respectively) greatly simplifies the theoretical understanding of the
hadronic matrix element in question. In the symmetry limit, and at zero recoil, current con-
servation ensures that the matrix element is exactly normalized. While the deviations from
the symmetry limit may be difficult to calculate, they tend to be small. Hence, the overall
theoretical uncertainty on the decay process is under control. Given good experimental
measurements, the associated CKM element can be reliably determined.

For semileptonic decays of b flavored hadrons to light mesons flavor symmetries are
not sufficient to constrain the hadronic matrix elements. Ultimately, theoretical predictions
based on lattice QCD will allow for an accurate determination of |V,;| from measurements of
exclusive decays. Currently, the best determination of |V,;| comes from measurements of the
inclusive decay spectrum of b — ufv [86]. However, the kinematic cuts which are necessary
to eliminate the huge charm background introduce additional theoretical difficulties, similar
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to those discussed in Section 7.1.2.2. As a result, theoretical uncertainties, which are not
well known, currently dominate the determination of |V,;| [86].

It is important that the Tevatron experiments fully explore their accessible range of
exclusive semileptonic B (and Bj) decays to light hadrons. While semileptonic B decays
will also be measured at the B factories, the hadronic environment has the advantage
that not only B meson decays but also By and Aj, decays may be studied. In particular,
measurements of semileptonic Bs and A, decays can provide additional information on the
parameters of the heavy quark and chiral expansions. For example, a measurement of the
decay Ay — A0, can test HQET predictions at O(1/my,). Measurements of B, decays
provide tests of SU(3) symmetry violations.

Since inclusive semileptonic decays are notoriously difficult to study at hadron colliders,
we focus our discussion in this section on exclusive decays. In Section 7.4.2 we first review
the determination of |V, from B — D™ decays, and then discuss the decay Ay — A 4D.
Section 7.4.3 contains our discussion of semileptonic B decays to light hadrons.

7.4.2 Decays to Charm Flavored Final States
7.4.2.1 B — D"p

As discussed in Chapter 1, heavy quark symmetry allows all the form factors, which appear
in semileptonic B — D) decay, to be related, at leading order in 1/my., to a single
universal function, the Isgur-Wise function {w). Corrections to these relations have been
calculated to O(l/mg,c) and O(a?). See, for example, Ref. [142].

We can write the differential decay rate as

dl'(B — D*{p G2V |?
( dw 28 Zigwab' (mp —mp-)’ mphVw? - 1(w+1)*

4 2 -2 . 2
x (14 =2 B = SMBTD —;mD F(w)? (7.94)
w+1 (mp —mp-)

where the corrections to the symmetry limit are included in the form factor F(w). At
zero recoil F(1) coincides with the Isgur-Wise function up to perturbative and O(1/ mac)
corrections, which can be parametrized as follows [144]:

F(1) =na (14 01/m2) - (7.95)

na contains the perturbative QCD (and QED) corrections which have been calculated to
O(a?) [143]. 0y/y2 contains the power corrections, which start at O(1 /m%yc) for this case.
The power corrections must be calculated from nonperturbative methods. They have have
been estimated from a number of different approaches, which include non-relativistic quark
models and QCD sum rules. Once the perturbative and nonperturbative corrections are
included, Ref. [144] gives the value

F(1) =0.91+0.04 (7.96)
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where the error is dominated by the uncertainty in the nonperturbative corrections. The
uncertainty in Eq. (7.96) leads to a theoretical error on Vi, which is similar in size to the
current experimental error. Hence, a significant reduction of the uncertainty on V., will
require a more accurate theoretical calculation of F(1).

The B — D™)¢p transition has also been studied in lattice QCD calculations. The first
calculations concentrated on the slope of the Isgur Wise function [145]. At that point, the
errors on the form factors were too large to be competitive with the results shown above.
Since the experimental results have to be extrapolated to zero recoil, theoretical predictions
of the slope can help reduce the error associated with the extrapolation.

Ref. [146] introduces a new method based on ratios of matrix elements, which exploits
heavy quark flavor symmetry to calculate the form factors at zero recoil with high precision.
The ratios from which the form factors are obtained become exactly equal to unity in the
flavor symmetry limit, where all errors cancel. Away from the symmetry limit, the errors
are proportional to F(1) — 1 (instead of F(1)). As a result, as shown in Ref. [146], the
statistical and systematic errors on F(1) are small, 2 — 3%. The results are obtained in
the quenched approximation. Given a sufficient computational effort, the prospects for
improved theoretical predictions of F(1) are excellent.

The form factors in semileptonic By decay are related to those in B decay via SU(3).
The leading SU(3)-breaking chiral corrections to the Isgur-Wise function were calculated in
Ref. [85].

7.4.2.2 Ay — At

Semileptonic Ay — A, decays, which cannot be studied at the Y(4S), not only provide an
alternate means to obtain |V,;|, but more importantly provide a test of the heavy quark
expansion at subleading order.

The most general expressions for the matrix element of the vector and axial vector
currents between A, and A, states are

(Ac(V', 8") ey b Ap(v, 5) = a(v', s") [g17" + gavt + g3v™] u(v, s) (7.97)
(Ae(v',s") e ysb| Ay (v, ) = a(v', s') [g17" + gov* + g3v™] u(v, s)

where the states have been labelled with their four-velocities instead of their momenta, and
the form factors F; and G; are functions of w = v -v’. At leading order in 1/m, and «y all
six form factors are related to a universal form factor,

1(w) = —fa(w) = —g2(w) = & (w)
s(w) =0 (7.98)

where &y (1) = 1 4 O(as(me)).

Because the light degrees of freedom in a Ag baryon are in a spin 0 state, the subleading
corrections to the heavy quark limit take a simpler form than for mesons [148]. In contrast
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with B — D) decay, in which three new form functions and one constant (in addition to
the Isgur-Wise function) are required to specify the form factors at O(1/my.), the form
factors for Ay, — A, transitions are determined at O(1/my,) in terms of the Isgur-Wise
function and one additional parameter,

Ar = mp, —my +O(1/m3) = ma, — me + O(1/m?2) = 700 MeV. (7.99)

Since my may be determined in a number of ways (such as Upsilon sum rules [150], moments
of spectra in inclusive B decays [151] and lattice calculations of the bb spectrum [152]),
precision measurements of the A, — A.¢v form factors provide a stringent test of HQET at
subleading order.

Including corrections up to O(1/my ) in the heavy quark expansion, the form factors
(7.97) satisfy the relations [148]

En(w). (7.100)

Thus, measuring the form factors in A, — A, decay provides a stringent test of the sub-
leading corrections to HQET. Complete differential distributions for these decays are given
in Ref. [149], including the effects of A; polarization.

An important background to Ay, — A, semileptonic decay comes from A, decays to
excited charmed hadrons, which then decay via emission of a soft photon or pion to a A..
At leading order in the heavy quark expansion this branching fraction would be predicted to
be small, since the light degrees of freedom in an excited baryon are orthogonal to those in
a Ay in the heavy quark limit, but, as discussed in Ref. [153], there are large O(Aqcp/m.)
corrections to this statement (note that because A for baryons is roughly twice that in
mesons, 1/m. effects are expected to be correspondingly larger in baryons). These authors
considered the HQET expansion for semileptonic Ay decays to the spin 1/2 A(2593) and its
spin symmetry partner the spin 3/2 A.(2625). Using large N, arguments to determine the
corresponding matrix elements, they estimated the branching fraction to these two states
to be I'(Aj — (A%(2593) + A%(2625))05)

F(Ab — X 5175)
Decays from excited baryons are therefore expected to provide a significant background to
semileptonic Ay — A. decay.

~ 25 — 33%. (7.101)

To date, most of the lattice QCD calculations of beauty systems have concentrated on
the meson sector. Lattice QCD calculations of A, — A.lv do not yet exist. However, it
should be straightforward to extend the lattice analysis of B — D®)[v decays described in
the previous section to the baryon decay Ay — Aclv.
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7.4.3 B — w(p)lv

The best determination of |V,;| comes at present from the measurements of the inclusive
decay spectrum of b — ufv [86]. However, in order to reduce the huge charm background,
one has to impose kinematic cuts on the charged lepton energy, for example. Because such
cuts restrict the available final state phase space, they can introduce large nonperturbative
corrections in the OPE, or cause the OPE to break down entirely. Kinematic cuts in
different variables, such as the hadronic invariant mass [154] or the ¢ spectrum [155], have
been proposed in order to reduce the theoretical uncertainties, which currently dominate
the errors on |V,p|. This work together with improved experimental measurements of the
inclusive b — ufv decay at the B factories will lead to a better determination of |Vy;].

Here, we explore the potential of accurate determinations of |V,;| via exclusive decays. In
contrast to the cases discussed in the previous section, in the case of exclusive heavy hadron
decays to light hadrons flavor symmetries alone do not provide sufficient constraints on the
hadronic matrix elements (and form factors). Heavy quark spin and flavor symmetries and
SU(3) symmetry yield relations among the form factors for B — 7(p)fv, D — w(p)lv,
D — K®¢pw, B — K®Wete— B — K(*)'y, and related B; and Dy decays. The expected
corrections to these relations vary from a few to 20 %. This is discussed in more detail in
Section 7.1.3.3. If we want to get absolute predictions for the form factors, we must rely on
nonperturbative methods such as lattice QCD.

A number of improved lattice QCD calculations of the exclusive semileptonic decay
B — wlv have recently become available [27]. At present, the uncertainties in the lattice
QCD calculations are still large; the errors on the form factors are roughly 15 — 20% (see
Section 7.1.3.2). Reducing these theoretical errors will require a significant effort and the
commitment of sufficient computational resources to such calculations. Ultimately, lattice
QCD calculations will provide accurate predictions of the hadronic form factors in the high
recoil momentum region. In order to use these predictions for determinations of |Vy|, we
need experimental measurements of partial differential decay rates, with matching precision.

7.5 Semileptonic Decays: Experiment

7.5.1 Semileptonic Decays at CDF
7.5.1.1 Introduction

In this report, we describe CDF’s prospects for study of semileptonic decays. Specifically,
we focus on the decay of the Ay baryon which is not produced at the eTe™ B factories. The
primary interest is total and differential decay rates. These measurements are limited by
statistical uncertainties. Therefore, our studies have largely focussed on trigger strategies
to optimize event yields versus trigger bandwidth. We have considered the possibility of
measuring the differential decay rate (1/T)dI'/dQ?. Semileptonic B decay events are also
useful as a control sample for study of tagging methods or as a backup sample for measuring
B,-B, flavor oscillations. However, except for a discussion of possible trigger selections, we

%% REPORT OF THE B PHYSICS AT THE TEVATRON WORKSHOP



7.5. SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS: EXPERIMENT 307

leave discussion of these topics to other sections of the Workshop report.

The strategy for extracting semileptonic decay events is to take advantage of the high
purity of lepton triggers as well as the significant impact parameters of B decay daughters.
CDEF’s three-level trigger system in Run II will provide the tools necessary to maintain the
trigger rate at a manageable level while maintaining a high efficiency for B-decay events.
Specifically, the eXtremely Fast Tracker (XFT) will offer a significant improvement for
the Run II trigger over the Run I trigger by providing tracking information in Level 1.
This capability enables a track to be matched to an electromagnetic calorimeter cluster for
improved electron identification or to be matched to a track segment in the muon system
for better muon identification as well as a track-only trigger. In Level 2 the Silicon Vertex
Tracker (SVT) will add SVX information to the XFT tracks and provide impact parameter
information and thus provide the possibility of a displaced-track trigger.

7.5.1.2 Physics Goals

The semileptonic decay of heavy baryons can be described by five form factors. However,
in Heavy Quark Effective Theory (HQET) these reduce to a single universal form factor in
next-to-leading order. This is to be contrasted to meson decays in which the form factors
reduce to a single form factor only at leading order. Measuring the differential decay rate
as a function of the momentum transfer Q? in A, decays can provide stringent tests of
HQET. Because Q? is the mass of the lepton-neutrino pair, we must know the neutrino
momentum. With the possibility of using 3D vertex reconstruction in Run 2, we can find
the Ay direction and derive the neutrino momentum up to a quadratic ambiguity. This is
described in more detail in Section 7.5.1.6 where we describe the potential for measuring
the differential decay rate (1/T)dT'/dQ? in A, — A fv decays. In the Run I A, lifetime
analysis, 197 £ 25 semileptonic Ay — A v, A, — pKm, were partially reconstructed [156].
We use the cuts and yield from that analysis to provide a basis for Run II yields.

Semileptonic decays may also provide a good sample for measuring B mixing for lower
values of zs. Using semileptonic decays provides a fall-back position if the yield is high and
the all-hadronic trigger can not collect enough data. Two possibilities exist for studying
B; mixing through semileptonic decay channels. The lepton may be used to tag the event
and then one must fully reconstruct the away-side Bg, or Same-Side-Tagging, Jet-Charge
or Soft-Lepton tagging may be used to measure x; from the “first wiggle” in B; — D /v X
decays. 360 events were reconstructed in Run I in the 8 GeV inclusive lepton trigger
data through the decay By — DylvX where D, — ¢ or KK*°. Details of the expected
time resolution and z; reach are discussed in the report of Working Group 3. Because
the neutrino momentum is unknown, mixing measurement using semileptonic decays suffer
from poor resolution of the decay time. The all-hadronic decay B; — Dgm, where Dy — ¢7
or KK*0 and the B, is fully reconstructed, offers the prospect for the greatest reach in
Amyg. Therefore, we have studied the prospect of a trigger on a tagging lepton and an
opposite-side displaced track which could come from a hadronic B, decay.
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7.5.1.3 Simulations

To study the efficiency of the possible trigger selections for the signals of interest, we use
a simple parametric Monte Carlo simulation to compare the Run II geometric and kine-
matic acceptance to that of published Run I physics analyses. We use the measured yields
for normalization. In our Monte Carlo studies, we generate single b quarks according to
next-to-leading-order QCD. The B hadrons that result after Peterson (¢ = 0.006) [157] frag-
mentation smearing are forced to decay to modes of interest using the CLEO Monte Carlo
QQ [158]. To model detector performance, we apply Gaussian smearing to the generated
quantities in these Monte Carlo events.

We assume that the offline track-reconstruction and analysis-cut efficiencies will be the
same as in Run I. Since we determine our yields relative to Run I, we do not correct for
these effects. The part of the detector and the trigger that is substantially different from
Run I is the silicon detector (SVXII). We model the SVXII as 5 concentric cylinders at the
mean radii of the 5 layers. We account for the gaps between silicon sensors and assume that
there is an additional 2% hit inefficiency per layer.

In this study we want to compare the acceptance for decays in the reconstruction fiducial.
Therefore, we require all charged particles in a final state to have transverse momentum Pr
exceeding 0.5 GeV/c and to leave the COT drift chamber at its outside radius. Furthermore,
after accounting for geometry and expected hit efficiency, we require all tracks to have hits
in 4 of 5 SVX layers, and if a track is to be considered fiducial for the SVT, it must be of
Pr > 2GeV/c and have hits in the 4 inner layers. We also require electrons and muons to
project to the fiducial regions of the central calorimeter and muon detectors, respectively.
We also model the trigger efficiencies with parameterizations.

Since the output of the trigger is dominated by backgrounds, it is not possible to deter-
mine trigger rates from pure Monte Carlo samples. Instead, we simulate the performance
of the Run II trigger system using data taking Run I using trigger thresholds significantly
lower than were used in normal operation and below the cuts we intend to apply in Run II.
We model the performance of the Run II trigger electronics using a version of the Run II
simulations modified for the Run I detector configurations. The instantaneous luminosities
of the test runs correspond to 0.4 to 1.4 x103? cm™2s~! with 36-bunch operation, allowing
us to model the change in trigger performance as a function of instantaneous luminosity.
We correct the results for the increased muon and silicon detector acceptances.

7.5.1.4 Selection Criteria

There are various event properties that can be examined in the Level 1 and Level 2 trigger
systems. Because the Level 1 bandwidth is large and there is substantial overlap with other
proposed trigger selections, we propose using only a single-lepton selection in Level 1 which
limits systematic effects. For Level 2, we want to take advantage of the decay properties of
b hadrons, especially the long lifetime. The SVT allows us to select displaced tracks. We
can also take advantage of b production and decay kinematics to select tracks associated
with the lepton in the Level 2 trigger. Our proposed trigger signature is a lepton with a
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Level 2 Trigger and Signal Rate for Muon + SVT Track
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Figure 7.23: Dependence of the trigger rate on the impact parameter cut on tracks
found by the SVT for the muon-trigger test data (top two curves) and the bb —
Ay X — A.uv Monte Carlo (bottom two curves). The vertical scale is arbitrary.
The dashed line shows an impact parameter cut of 120 pm.

displaced track. Additional handles include the angle between the lepton and the displaced
track found by SVT A¢(¢,SVT) and the transverse mass My of the lepton track pair.
(M2 ~ prapra(l — cos Ag)/c?) For tracks coming from the decay of a single B, we expect
the angle to be small and the two-particle mass to be less than the B mass.

Figure 7.23 shows the dependence of Level 2 trigger rate on the impact parameter cut
applied to tracks found by SVT in events with trigger muons for the test-run data and for
the Monte Carlo simulations of the benchmark channel the bb — Ay X — A.uv, A, — pKm
mode. The trigger rate falls sharply with impact parameter up to about 120 yum. Above
150 pm, the decrease in trigger rate is approximately equal to that for the signal, indicating
a background of real semileptonic B-decay events. Therefore cutting on impact parameter
beyond 150 yum will not increase purity. For consistency with other CDF selections, we
expect to cut at 120 pm. Figure 7.24 shows the distributions of A¢ versus transverse mass
for events in test run data in which a track has been found by the SVT simulation with
|do| > 120 pm. Requiring A¢ < 90° and My < 5GeV/c? gives substantial background
reduction without loss of the semileptonic-decay signal. For the proposed trigger selection
with a 4 GeV/c cut on lepton momentum, we expect a trigger cross section of 53 & 8 nb for
muons and 90 £ 36 nb for electrons. At a luminosity of 1032 cm 251 (i.e. 100 ub s~ 1)
this corresponds to a rate of 14 &4 Hz out of a total Level 2 trigger budget of 300 Hz. Note
that this trigger rate is about a factor of 3 lower than would be achieved with an inclusive
8 GeV lepton sample as was used in Run I.
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Figure 7.24: The distributions of A¢(u,SVT), and Mr(u, SVT) for the test-
run data (bottom plot) and the bb — A, — A.uv signal (top plot) after impact
parameter cut.

We have also considered the effectiveness of a trigger using a lepton and a displaced
track in order to extract a sample of B decays that can be fully reconstructed and have an
away-side lepton tag. Our benchmark process for this type of event is By — Dgw, D; —
¢m or KK*. As with the lepton and displaced track from the decay of a single B, the
effectiveness of a cut on the impact parameter does not improve beyond |dy| ~ 150 pm and
is independent of the muon Pp. The A¢(u, SVT) and My distributions for simulation of
the benchmark process are compared to the trigger background from the simulation on the
test data in Figure 7.25 after requiring |dy| > 120um. The requirements A¢(u, SVT) > 90°
and Mt > 5GeV/c? reduce backgrounds with only a small reduction in the singal. For the
proposed trigger selection with a 4 GeV/c cut on lepton momentum, we expect a trigger
cross section of 48 £+ 8nb for muons and 120 + 40nb for electrons. At a luminosity of
1032 cm 257! this corresponds to a rate of 16 4 4 Hz.

7.5.1.5 Signal Rate Expectations

To complete the study, we evaluate the various trigger criteria in terms of the expected
Run IT event yield. Monte Carlo samples are generated for the semileptonic decays of
interest and passed through the trigger scenarios. The number of Run II events expected
is based on the ratio of the acceptance for the proposed Run II semileptonic triggers and
the Run I semileptonic trigger scaled by acceptance and efficiency ratios.
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Figure 7.25: Distributions of Ag¢(u, SVT'), and My (u, SVT) for the test-run data
(bottom plot) and the bb — Bs X — Dg7 signal (top plot).
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The Run I acceptance Ay is the acceptance for the Run I 8 GeV inclusive lepton trigger.
The Run IT acceptance Ajr corresponds to the Run II trigger of interest. To account for the
Run I trigger efficiency, the Monte Carlo events were required to pass a trigger model based
on the Run I Level-2 inclusive lepton trigger efficiency [159] [160]. There are additional
factors which affect the number of events expected in Run II. The SVX acceptance will be
greater in Run II: A(gyxrr) = 1.4 X A(syxy). In addition, we assume the total acceptance
gained by the central muon-system upgrade to be a factor of 1.4. The increase in the
instantaneous luminosity in Run IT also increases the number of expected events, we assume
the ratio between Run I and Run II to be:

Lrr/Lr =21 1/100 pb~! =20. (7.102)

To normalize our sample with the Run I events sample, the same offline selection cuts
are applied. For Ay — A.fv decay the cuts are:

e Pr(K,mp) > (0.7,0.6,1.5) GeV/c;
e 3.5 < M(¢4A,) < 5.6 GeV/c?%;
e Pr(A;) > 5.0 GeV/e.

We also require the kaon, pion and proton to be within a cone of 0.8 in 7-¢ space. The
decay channel By, — D 7w has not been reconstructed so we only estimate the efficiency of
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the lepton + track trigger selection relative to the all-hadronic trigger [161]. This estimate
does not include the reduction in yield from “analysis” cuts.

The number of events expected in Run II N;; with respect to the number of events
reconstructed in Run I Ny for each decay channel is calculated using the following relation:

N _ A Lo

N, A L ~Asvxrr - (7.103)

The expected yield for A, — A fv decays with the same-side 4 GeV/c lepton plus displaced-
track selection described above is 25000 in 2fb~! of Run II. For B, — D /v decays, we
expect 33000 events.

The yield of B; — Dy decay events from the opposite-side 4 GeV lepton trigger selection
described above is 106 events in 2fb~! without correction for reconstruction and analysis
cut efficiencies. This number can be directly compared to the yield of 10600 expected under
the same assumptions from required two displaced tracks with Pr > 2 GeV//c as described
in Proposal P-909 [161]. Although tagging dilutions and efficiencies are outside the scope
of this section, it is clear that including the tagging lepton as the primary trigger element
is an inferior procedure to a trigger on particles of the signal decay.

7.5.1.6 (Q®> Spectrum

As discussed in Section 2, semileptonic decays of B baryons present the possibility of measur-
ing the momentum transfer Q2 in A, decays. To study the feasibility of such a measurement,
we generate Ay — A v decays. For Ay, — A.£X, where X is not observed, we can describe
the kinematics using the following energy and momentum conservation rules:

Ep, = Ewn, + Ex;
px = [px” = lpa, — pea)* = R, + Din, — 2PA,PeA, cOSO. (7.104)

This method is described in more detail in [162]. In our toy Monte Carlo sample, we
use Pp,, Py, and P, and 3D-vertex and kinematic constraints to reconstruct P,. The
Q? distributions from the Monte Carlo event generator, after kinematic cuts, and after
detector smearing as well as the reconstructed Q? distribution are shown in Figure 7.26.
The resolution of the Q? reconstruction is shown in Figure 7.27 (top plot). The ratio of the
generated Q? distribution to the physical solution gives the reconstruction efficiency and is
shown in Figure 7.27.

As a check of our the ability to measure the Q? distribution in Run II, we perform a
simple Monte Carlo experiment. We generate two independent samples of A, — A fv. One
sample is used to make a generator level Q? distribution. The other sample is normalized
to the expected Run II yield. Kinematic and resolution smearing were applied to the
normalized sample. The Q? distribution is calculated after correcting for the reconstruction
efficiency. The generated and reconstructed distribution is shown in Figure 7.28. This
shows that given the number of expected events in Run II we can reasonably expect to
reconstruct the Q? distribution. However, there are higher-order A, decays which complicate
the reconstruction.
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Figure 7.26: Monte Carlo simulation of the 2 distribution. The generated distri-
bution is shown in the top left. The distribution after the kinematic cuts is in the
top right. The distribution after the detector resolution has been applied is shown in
the lower right. The distribution using the kinematic constraints and 3D-vertexing
is shown in the lower right.
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Figure 7.27: The resolution of the reconstructed Q2 distribution is shown in the
top plot. The reconstruction efficiency is shown in the bottom plot.
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Higher-order Contamination

The branching ratio for semileptonic Ay decays to higher-order baryons may not be not
negligible and can contaminate the decay channel of interest. We investigate the kinematic
properties of these higher-order decays to determine a method to reject these events effi-
ciently. Presumably the dominant source of contamination is decays with a A, and two
pions. The possible states are:

Ab — [Ecﬂ'-'_][:ggﬁg

L At (7.105)
\——> pKnt

Ay — [E;Hrﬂ'*][:oey_g
L Adat (7.106)
L) pK—nt
Ay = AFntn=1y,
’ L K ; N (7.107)
Ay — [E;FWO][:()EV_@
L Ag0 (7.108)
L, pK 7T
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Figure 7.29: Distribution of the maximum Pr of 7’s from higher order decays.

The A, channels (7.105)—(7.107) contain charged pions and can potentially be identified
while channel (7.108) will be impossible to see. However, if we can identify events from mode
(7.107) we can use them with proper normalization subtract the effect of mode (7.108).

To study rejection methods, we generate a sample of the decays which have additional
charged pions and apply trigger requirements and the offline cuts detailed in Section 7.5.1.5.
In addition, we require that the pions from higher order decays be within a cone in 7-¢ of
0.8 centered on the A, direction. The Pr distribution of these charged pions from higher-
order decays is shown in Figure 7.29. Estimating that the minimum Ppr which will be
reconstructed is 0.3 GeV /¢, then approximately 75% of the charged higher order pions will
be reconstructed.

In addition to the extra decay pions, we also study tracks coming from primary inter-
action which might be confused with Ap-daughter tracks and cause too many events to be
rejected. To model these tracks we generate a Monte Carlo sample using PYTHIA tuned to
reflect prompt particle distributions in CDF B events [163]. For events that pass the same
trigger and offline requirements as in the trigger study, we compare the impact parameter of
the three categories of tracks: A.-daughter tracks, charged pions from higher-order decays
and tracks from the primary vertex. The impact-parameter significance (d/o4) with respect
to the primary vertex and to the Ap-decay vertex for the three categories of tracks is shown
in Figure 7.30. If we reject events with an additional track associated with the A -lepton
vertex The requirement that the impact parameter significance (dOA” / 090” < 2), random as-
sociations with primary tracks would cause about 10% of the good (A, — A, ¢, v) events to
be eliminated, but would tag almost 100% of the higher order decays. Thus a small fraction

REPORT OF THE B PHYSICS AT THE TEVATRON WORKSHOP %&



316 CHAPTER 7. RARE AND SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS

« ‘ — .
) - b
) = ]
S -
() - ]
> 3 =
o - ]
O T R A R B A
E 4 6 8 10 12 14
Z (P,K,v) do /04 A Vertex
Q.
D L e S B
o L J
5 10 =
~ b
o E
0 BRLid 1]

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
(Higher Order Pions) d, /04 A, Vertex

1
I IS AR

Boaclo mErel e amdo]

22
8 10 12

2 4 6 14
(Primary Tracks) dy /04 A Vertex

Figure 7.30: Comparison of impact parameter significance of all 3 categories of
tracks (protons, kaons and pions) from A. (top plot), higher order pions (middle
plot), and tracks from primary vertex (bottom plot)) with respect to A, vertex and
the Primary Vertex. All tracks must be within a cone of AR < 0.8 with Pr > 0.3
GeV/c.

0
b
1]
]
i
fuon
.
m
o
b
0
i
L
m
]
I
o

of the time real Ay — A., ¥, v events will be thrown out but the remaining events will be
a relatively pure sample free of higher order Ay decays. This coupled with demonstrated
ability to calculate the missing neutrino momentum leaves us optimistic about measuring

Q? in Run II.

7.5.1.7 Summary

We have shown that a lepton + displaced track trigger can produce substantial samples of
semileptonic b hadron decays for study and fits well within CDF’s overall trigger budget
for Run II. We expect ~ 25000 A; decays in 2 fb~!'. We have shown that a measurement
Q? decay in A; decay using the impact parameter information to reject tracks from higher
order decays and the primary vertex is feasible. We recognize that fact that further studies
are needed to solidify this claim.

7.5.2 Estimating the BTeV Potential for Semileptonic Decays

Using techniques developed for fixed-target charm experiments (including E691 [164], E687
[165], and E791 [166,167]) we demonstrate that BTeV has the necessary capability to extract
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information from semileptonic decays. Given the large number of b-hadrons reconstructed
by BTeV, the semileptonic reach will be extraordinary.

7.5.2.1 Signal and Background

The signal and background were generated using the MCFast Monte Carlo program. A full
description of this program can be found elsewhere [168,169]. MCFast is designed to be a
fast and accurate detector simulation with speed and flexibility achieved through param-
eterization. The MCFast tracing includes the effect of magnetic fields, multiple Coulomb
scattering, bremsstrahlung, dE/dx, decays in flight, pair conversions and secondary hadronic
interactions. The simulation assumed a luminosity of 2x103? cm~2?s~! and included multiple
interactions per event. The muon identification code used in this analysis starts by making
an acceptance cut. Potential muon tracks must have momentum greater than 5 GeV/c. All
tracks are projected through the three muon stations using the track parameters determined
from the Kalman filter. If the projection misses any of the stations the track is thrown out.
If the track is associated with a muon particle it is identified as a muon. If the track is not a
muon then a misidentification probability is determined and a random number is generated
to determine if the particle is misidentified as a muon.

The misidentification probability decreases as the momentum increases and decreases as
the radius increases. The misidentification rate varies from 7% for 5 GeV/c tracks near the
beam to 0.2% for 50 GeV/c tracks at the outer edge of the muon system. The misidentifica-
tion rate (away from the central region) is loosely based on the measured misidentification
rate from the FOCUS experiment. FOCUS is a fixed-target charm experiment which used
a ~180 GeV photon beam at a rate of approximately 10 MHz. BTeV and FOCUS have
similar muon rates and momenta. The BTeV detector has two advantages over the FOCUS
muon system. The BTeV detector has much finer granularity and the shielding is magne-
tized which, by allowing a momentum measurement, provides another handle to distinguish
real muons from fakes.

The signal modes analyzed were B® — D*~(D°(K*n~, K*r~r~r+)r~)utv and AY) —
A, (pK nt)utr. In each case, ~120,000 events were simulated. Three sources of back-
ground were simulated: minimum bias events, charm events, and generic b events (without
the signal mode). The cross sections for minimum bias, charm, and b events obtained from
Pythia [170] are shown in Table 7.10 along with the predicted numbers of events from one
year (107 s) of running at a luminosity of 2x 1032 cm~2s7!.

Clearly it is impossible to simulate 10'* events given the current state of computing;
simulating more than 10® events is prohibitive. Therefore we try to estimate the back-
ground based on a simulation of 4.2 million minimum bias events, 4.8 million c¢ events,
and 1.5 million bb events. Given the large number of produced b-hadrons we can certainly
make stringent cuts and still retain a large sample of events. Unfortunately, using these
stringent cuts eliminates nearly all of our (limited) background which makes it difficult to
determine the significance or signal-to-noise ratio of the signal. Since the signals analyzed
require detached vertices, reconstructed charm particles, and muons, we assume that the
background will be dominated by ¢ and b events, not minimum bias events. Therefore, we
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Species Quark cross Hadron Branching Total produced
section (mb) fraction  Ratio for 2 fb~!
Min bias 75 100%  100% 1.5 x 10
Charm 0.75 100% 100% 1.5 x 10'2
generic b 0.10 100% 100% 2.0 x 10!
B — D* v 0.10 5% 0.35% 5.3 x 10®
Ap— Aepv 0.10 10%  0.20% 4.0 x 107

Table 7.10: Production cross sections and expected generation rates for signal
and background. Cross sections for bb production are estimated from DO data.
The minimum bias cross section is taken to be the pp total cross section at 2 TeV.
The charm cross section is assumed to be 1% of the minimum bias cross section.
Branching ratios are from Ref. [171] except Ay — A uv which is estimated at 4%.

can safely tighten our cuts enough to eliminate all of the minimum bias events which were
simulated.

Using these cuts keeps 4 (1) c¢ and 26 (13) bb events for the B® — D*(D°(Kx, K3m)T)uv
(Apy = Ac(pKm)pr) decay mode. Figure7.31 shows the result of scaling the signal and
background events to an integrated luminosity of 2 fb~! and distributing the background
events evenly through the mass plot. The yield, significance, signal-to-background, and
efficiency is tabulated in Table7.11. These results include a conservative trigger efficiency
(50%) which is what is expected from the detached vertex trigger. A detached muon trigger
is also planned which will increase the trigger efficiency.

Decay mode Efficiency Yield S/vS+ B S/B
BY = D*(DY(Kn, K3m)m)ur  0.44% 2,300,000 1,430 21
Ap — Ac(pKm)pv 0.31% 120,000 210 1.0

Table 7.11: Efficiency, expected yields, signal-to-background, and significance for
an integrated luminosity of 2fb~!. Efficiency includes acceptance, trigger efficiency,
reconstruction efficiency and cut efficiency. Significance and signal-to-background
are calculated by integrating over a £2¢ region around the mass peak.

7.5.2.2 Semileptonic Reach

To determine the form factors associated with a particular semileptonic decay we would
like to have all the kinematic information associated with the decay chain. The most
important quantity is ¢? which is the square of the virtual W mass; i.e. the invariant
mass of the lepton and neutrino. Reconstructing the momentum vector is not a trivial
exercise, however. The technique used to reconstruct the neutrino momentum, pioneered
by E691 and used by E687 and E791 among others [164-167], is particularly suited to BTeV
as it requires good vertex resolution compared to the vertex separation. The production
and decay vertex of the b-hadron gives the b-hadron momentum vector direction. The
neutrino momentum perpendicular to the b-hadron momentum vector is easily measured
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Figure 7.31: (a) D* — D° Mass difference distribution for B° —
D*(D°(Kr, K3m)m)uv signal events and bb and cé background events. (b) pKm
invariant mass distribution for Ay — A.(pK7)uv signal events and bb and ¢ back-
ground events. In both plots, the background events have been spread evenly
through the mass range.

because it must balance all of the other decay products. The neutrino momentum parallel
to the b-hadron momentum can be determined (up to a quadratic ambiguity) by assuming
the invariant mass of the b-hadron. We pick the low momentum solution for the parallel
component of the neutrino momentum as Monte Carlo studies indicate this is correct more
often.

The most recent published results using this method come from E791 [167]. Using a
500 GeV/c m~ beam, they reconstruct over 6,000 D K% decays. From this sample
they obtain form factor measurements of ry = V(0)/A;(0) = 1.87 & 0.08 £ 0.07 and rp =
A2(0)/A1(0) = 0.73 £ 0.06 £ 0.08. From the 3,000 muon decays, they also measure r3 =
A3(0)/A1(0) = 0.04 4 0.33 £+ 0.29. Defining the ¢* resolution as the RMS of the generated
q? minus the reconstructed ¢? divided by ¢2,,,, E791 had a ¢? resolution of 0.17. From
the MCFast simulation with the standard selection criteria and reconstructing the neutrino
momentum as described above, BTeV has a ¢? resolution of approximately 0.14 as shown
in Fig. 7.32. With 6,000 events, the E791 results give smaller errors than most lattice QCD
calculations. With a similar ¢? resolution and 100 times more data, BTeV will also be
able to challenge theoretical predictions or provide values which can be input into other
calculations.

One additional difficulty in extracting information from these semileptonic decays comes
from b semileptonic decays into charm excited states which decay into the state being
investigated. For example, in the decay A) — YT uv, the ¥F can decay to Af7?. Assuming
the 7¥ is lost, this event will be reconstructed as a signal A) — A} uv event and the neutrino
reconstruction (which assumes the invariant mass of the A uv is equal to the A)) will be
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Figure 7.32: ¢°/¢2,,, resolution for (a) B — D*(D°(Knn)m)uv and (b) Ay —
Ac(pKm)pv.

inaccurate. The ¢? resolution for these events is shown in Fig.7.33a. Assuming an equal
mixture of Ay — A, and A, — X, decays gives the ¢> resolution shown in Fig.7.33b. This
shows a resolution only slightly degraded (0.14 to 0.15) but with a bias equal to 1/3 of the
RMS. BTeV has excellent 7¥ reconstruction capabilities [169] which should make it possible
to measure the relative branching ratios and correct for this bias.
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Figure 7.33: ¢°/¢2,,, resolution for (a) Ay — A.(pKn)uv where the A. comes
from a ¥, and (b) Ay = A.(pK7)ur where half of the A.’s come from X.’s and half
come directly from Ay’s.

Since BTeV has a very efficient vertex trigger at Level 1, the semielectronic decays can
also be studied. Even though the acceptance of the ECAL is much smaller than that of
the muon detectors we expect significant numbers of reconstructed decays in the electronic
modes which can be used for systematic studies as well as just increasing the statistics.
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7.5.2.3 Summary

This study only provides a cursory look at some of the semileptonic physics available with
BTeV. There are many other semileptonic decay modes of b-hadrons which are well within
the grasp of BTeV. These decay modes include B — pfv to determine V,;, and B, semilep-
tonic decay modes to check SU(3). In addition, BTeV will have many semileptonic charm
decays available for study.

7.6 Summary of Semileptonic Decays

The study of exclusive semileptonic decays complements the studies on CP violation and
mixing discussed in Chapters 6 and 8, since semileptonic decays can, in principle, provide
determinations of CKM elements such as |V,,;| and |V

For any useful comparison between theory and experiment, we need experimental mea-
surements of ¢? (and other) distributions. This is a challenging task especially in a hadron
collider environment, because it requires the reconstruction of the neutrino momentum.
Studies at both, CDF and BTeV, have established the feasibility of neutrino momentum
reconstruction and subsequent measurement of ¢? distributions with good resolution.

The decay A, — A v is of particular interest. It can only be be studied at hadron
colliders and provides information on the parameters of the heavy quark expansion at sub-
leading order.

Tevatron experiments should explore the full range of semileptonic decays, including
B and B; meson decays to light hadrons. It is important to have measurements of many
different semileptonic heavy-to-light decays, with as high an accuracy as possible, for two
reasons. First, these measurements can provide tests of heavy flavor and SU(3) symmetry
relations. Second, we should expect significant improvements in theoretical predictions of
exclusive heavy-to-light form factors, based for example, on lattice QCD, in the time frame
for Run 11, and certainly by the time BTeV comes on line. These measurements will help to
establish the reliability of lattice QCD calculations, and of the corresponding determinations
of CKM elements, such as |V, from them.
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