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TheUT tCollaboration has produced severalanalyses in the context of avour physics both w ithin and beyond
the Standard M odel. In this paper we present updated results for the Standard M odel analysis of the U nitarity
Triangle using the latest experim ental and lattice Q CD inputs, as well as an update of the U nitarity Triangle
analysis In a scenario beyond the Standard M odel. Com bining all available experin ental and theoretical in—
form ation on F = 2 processes and using a m odel-independent param eterization, we extract the allowed N ew

Physics contributions in the K 0,po°,

Bg,and B sectors. W e observe a departure of the B s m ixing phase from

the Standard M odel expectation w ith a signi cance of about 3 .

1. Introduction

TheUT tCollaboration E|] ain s to determ ne the
coordinates  and
angle (UT ), and In general the elem ents of the CKM
m atrix E] in the Standard M odel (SM ). Nowadays
the SM analysis ncludesm any experin entaland the-
oretical results, such as predictions for several avour
observables and m easurem ents of hadronic param e-
ters which can be com pared with the lattice QCD
predictions E}. M ore recently, the UT analysis has
been extended beyond the SM , allow Ing for a m odel-
Independent detem ination of  and | assum ing
negligble New Physics (NP ) contributions to tree-
level processes | and a sim ultaneous evaluation of
the size of NP contributions to F = 2 am plitudes
com patible w ith the avourdata @,E ]. Recently, the
NP analysishasbeen expanded to include an e ective

eld theory study of the allowed NP contrbutions to

F = 2 am plitudes. This allow s one to put m odel-
Independentboundson the NP energy scale associated
to avour-and CP-iolating phenom ena @ 1.

In these proceedings we present a prelin inary up-—
date of our UT analysis in the SM , lncluding a set
of tpredictionsand a study of the com patibility be-
tween the tresultsand som e of them ost Interesting
experin ental constraints. The main di erence with
respect to previously published results com es from the
use of an updated set of attice Q CD results ﬂ ]Jand of
som e constraints (my, , , VupJ) updated to the lat-
est available m easurem ents. W e also show an update
of the analysis beyond the SM , with particular em -
phasis on NP contrbutions to the B¢ m ixing phase,
where we observe a signi cant discrepancy w ith re—

of the apex of the Unitarity Tri-
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Figure 1: Result of the SM t. The contours show the
68% and 95% probability regions selected by the tin the

{ plne. The 95% probability regions selected by the
single constraints are also shown.

spect to the SM prediction.

2. The Unitarity Triangle analysis in the
Standard Model

In the UT analysis we com bine the available theo—
retical and experin ental nform ation relevant to de-
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Table I Input param eters used in the SM UT t. The

rst error corresponds to the width of a G aussian, while
the second one, whenever present, is the half width of a
uniform distribution. T he two distrbutions are then con—
volved to obtain the nalone. Entries m arked with (y)
are only indicative of the 68% probability ranges, as the
full experim ental likellhood has actually been used to ob—
tain the prior distrbutions for these param eters. Entries
w ithout errors are considered as constants in the t.

sMz) 0119  0:003
Gr 116639 10° Gev ?

My 80:425 G &V
M, 91:1876 G eV
me(m ) (162:8 13)Gev
my(my) (421 0:08)Gev
mc(mc) (13 0:1)Gev
ms(2Gev) (105 15)M eV
Mg 5279 G eV
M5 5375 G &V
By (1527 0:008) ps
B+ (1643 0:010) ps
B, (139 0:12) ps
Ve (exclusive) (392 0:11) 10°
Y ep ] (Inclusive) (4168 0:039 0:058) 107
YupJ (exclisive) (35 04) 10°
Yup7 (inclusive) (4:00 0:15 0:40) 10
" (2232 0:007) 10°
M g 497648 M &V
fx 160 M ev
Bk 075 007
m 4 (0507  0:005) ps*
m o (1777 0:d2) ps?t
fp. Ba. ] p_ (270 30)M eV
=f5, Be.,=fs, Bas, 121 0:04
02258 0:0014

() 92 8 (y)
sin 2 0668 0:028 (y)
cos?2 0:88 0:12 (y)

() (80 13)[ ( 100 13) (y)
2 + () (94 53)[ ( 90 57) (v)
BRB" ! * ) (112 045) 10° (v)

s, (200 20)M eV
term ne  and . To thisend, we use a Bayesian ap-

proach as descrbed In ref. [§]. The theoretical and
experin ental input values and errors are collected in
Table[l.

TheresultsoftheSM  tareshown in TabMIl, whilke
the { planecan be found in Figufd, where the 68%
and 95% probability regions are plotted together w ith
the 95% regions selected by the single constraints. It
is quite rem arkable that the overall picture looks very
consistent. The param eters and  aredeterm ined in

Table IT Results of the SM  t obtained using the exper—
In ental constraints discussed in the text. W e quote the

68% [95% ]probability ranges.
02259 0:0015 [0:22228;0:22288]
A 0809 0:013 [0:783;0:835]
0:155 0:022 [0:112;0:197]
0342 0:014 [0:316;0:370]
Ry 0377 0:013  [0:352;0:403]
R 0911 0:022 [0:866;0:953]

() 921 34 [85:7;990]

() 220 08 [205;23:7]

() 656 33 [58:9;72:1]
Vo] 10 4:125 0045 [4:04;421]
Yuoj 10 3860 012 [3:37;3:85]
Ywj 10 850 021 [8:07;8:92]
Yw=Vesj 0209 0005 [0:199;0:219]
Re . 10 032 001 [ 0:34; 0:30]
Im . 10 135 05 [12:4;14%)]
Jep 10 298 0:2 [2:75;3:22]

m s(ps?’) 1775 0:15 [17:4;18:0]
sn2 o 0:0365 0:0015 [0:0337;0:0394]

Table IIT Fit predictions obtained w ithout incliding the
corresponding experim ental constraints into the t itself.
W e quote the 68% [95% ] probability ranges.

() 92:55 42 [84:3;100:5]
sin 2 0735 0:034 [0:672;0:800]
) 64:4 34 [57:6;71:3]
Vi 10 348 0:6 [3:17;3:80]
mspEs?t)170 1% [14:0;20:3]
sn2 s 0:0365 0:0015 [0:0337;0:0394]

the SM w ith a relative errors of 14%
tively.

W ithin the precision of 5{10% ,the CKM m ech-
anisn of the SM is able to describe pretty well the
violation of the CP symm etry. In addition, avour-
changing CP-conserving and CP-violating processes
select com patible regions In the { plane, as pre-
dicted by the threegeneration unitarity. T his is illis-
trated on the left side of g[J, while on the right side
we show the constraining power of the CP —<riolating
observables (nam ely the UT angles) in the By sector
only.

The results of the t are displayed in TablIl. Tn
order to check the com patibility of the various m ea—
surem ents w ith the results of the t,wem ake a com —
parison of the t prediction obtained without using
the observable of interest as an input and the experi-
m entalm easurem ent. Such predictions for a subset of
observables are collected in Table[IIl.

The two most signi cant discrepancies between

and 4% respec—
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Figure 2: Constraints In the { plane from them easure-
m ent ofC P —conserving observablesonly (left). C onstraints
in the { plnefrom them easurem ent of the angles of the
UT only (right).

m easuram ents and  t predictions concem sin2 and
the Inclusive determ ination of ¥V, J. A scan be seen in

g3, they are at the levelof 1:5 , show ing the ex—
cellent overallcom patibility of them easurem entsw ith
the SM t (with the rem arkable exception of the Bg
m ixing phase, aswe will see in the follow Ing).

The measured value of sin2 is 1:5 analler than
the tted one. Com paring w ith the results ofrefs.@,
m], we nd that the SM  t usihg constraints from
VupF "k and m s/ mg4onlyisagain1l:5  Jargerthan
the m easurem ent, using the put valies of Table[l.

e |
DH)Z 0.025 0.03 0.035 0.04 0.045 0.05

%107
Vub

a(sin23)

0

0.8 0.9 1

sin23

Figure 3: Com patbility plots for 3., ] (left) and sin 2
(right). T he average value of the m easurem ent is plotted
on the horizontalaxis, w hile its error is on the verticalone.
The coloured bands delim it regions of values and errors
which are less than a given num berof from the tresult.
For VupJj the exclusive (denoted by \+ ") and inclusive
(denoted by \ ") m easurem ents are shown separately.

3. The UT fit beyond the SM

O nce it is established that the CKM m echanian is
the m ain source of CP violation so far, an accurate

m odelHindependent determ ination of and is ex—
trem ely In portant for dentifying NP in the avour
sector.

The generalized UT t, using only F = 2 pro—

cesses and param etrizing generic NP contributions,
allow s for the m odel-independent determ ination of
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and under the assum ptions of negligible treelevel
NP contributions. D etails of them ethod can be found
In ref. 41.
A peculiar prediction ofthe SM isthat CP violation
n Bg m ixing should be very am all. For this reason,
the experin ental observation ofa sizable CP violation
n By m xing would be an unam biguous signalof NP.
In fact, the present data give a hint ofa B¢ m ixing
phase m uch larger than expected In the SM , with a
signi cance at about 3 |B]. This result is obtained
by combining all available experim ental inform ation
w ith the m ethod used by our colllboration for UT
analyses.
W e perform a m odelHdndependent analysis of NP
contributions to B s m ixing using the follow ing param —
eterization [6]:
CB eZiBs _ A§M62i 5+A§%e2i(1:P S):
s AEM e 2i ¢

BoH BB

B M Pl

w here ngu is the e ective Ham iltonian generated
by both SM and NP, while HS" only contains SM
contribbutions. The angle  is de ned as 5 =
arg( (VsVig )=(VesVy)) and it equals 0018 0:001 in
the SM .

W e m ake use of the follow ing experim ental inputs:
the CDF measurementof m 4 [12], the sem Heptonic
asymm etry in B 5 decaysAg; [13], the dimuon charge
asymmetry Agp from D [14] and CDF [153], the
m easurem ent of the B¢ lifetine from  avour-speci c

nal states |L6], the two-dim ensional lkelihhood ra—
tio for s and s = 2( ¢ 5. ) from the tine-
dependent tagged angular analysisofBg ! J= de-
cays by CDF [17] and the correlated constraints on

s s and g from the sam e analysis perform ed by
D [L8]. For the latter, since the com plete likelihood
isnot available yet, we start from the results of the 7-
variable tin the free—; case from Table Iofref. [18].
W e mplement the 7 7 correlation m atrix and in-
tegrate over the strong phases and decay am plitudes
to obtain the reduced 3 3 correlation m atrix used
in our analysis. In the D  analysis, the twofold am —
biguity inherent in the m easurem ent ( 5 ! s
s ! sy COS 12 ! cos 1) for arbitrary
strong phases was rem oved using a value for cos 1
derived from the BaBar analysisofBy ! J= K us-
ing SU (3). However, this neglects the singlet com po-
nent of and, although the sign of cos 1;; obtained
using SU (3) is consistent w ith the factorization esti-
m ate, to be conservative w e reintroduce the am biguity
in the D m easuram ent, taking the errors quoted by
D as Gaussian and duplicate the likelihood at the
point obtained by applying the discrete am biguity.
Hopefully D  will present results w ithout assum p—
tions on the strong phases in the future, allow ing for
a m ore straightforward com bination. Finally, for the

Table IV Fit results for NP param eters, sem i-leptonic
asym m etries and w idth di erences. W henever present, we
list the two solutions due to the am biguity of them easure-
m ents. The st line corresponds to the one closer to the
SM .

Observable 68% Prob. 95% Prob.
5.l ] 203 53 [305,99]
680 48 [[77.8,582]

Cs. 100 020 [068,151]
YPI] 563 83 [69.8,36.0]
191 26 [84.0,72.8]

AVFASM (066 028 [024,1.11]
178 003 [153,219]

CKM param eters we perform the UT analysis n the
presence of arbitrary NP as described In ref. [d], ob—
taining~ = 0:141 0:036and™ = 0:373 0:028.

T he results of our analysis are summ arized in Ta—
ble[lV]. W e see that the phase . deviates from zero
at more than 30 In Fig.[d we present the two-
din ensional 68% and 95% probability regions for the
NP parameters Cg_ and g_, the corresponding re-
gions for the param eters AV =A™ and Y¥F ,and the
one-din ensional distributions for NP param eters.

The solution around 5, 20 corresponds to

ne 56 and AYVP=pAS"  79% . The second solu—
tion ismuch m oredistant from the SM and it requires
a dom inant NP contribution (aYF=a5" 180% ) and
in this case the NP phase is very welldeterm ned.

Finally, we have tested the signi cance of the NP
signal against di erent m odeling of the probability
density function (pdf.). W e have explored two m ore
m ethods w ith respect to the standard G aussian one
used by theD Collaboration in presenting the result:
this ism ainly to address the non-G aussian tails that
the experim ental lkelhood is show ing. Firstly, we
have used the 90% C L.rmange for = [ 0:06;1:20]
given by D  to estin ate the standard deviation, ob—
talning = (0:57 0:38) as nput for the G aussian
analysis. T his is conservative since the likelihood has
a visbly larger halfw idth on the side opposite to the
SM expectation (see Fig. 2 of Ref. [1§]). Second, we
have in plem ented the lkelhood pro ls for 5 and

s given by D , discarding the correlations but
restoring the strong phase am biguity. T he likelihood
pro lesinclude the second m inIm um corresponding to

s ! st ! ,which isdisfavoured by the
oscillating term s present In the tagged analysis and is
discarded in the G aussian analysis. A Iso thisapproach
is conservative since each one-dim ensionalpro I like-
Ithood is m inin ized with respect to the other vari-
ables relevant for our analysis. Tt is rem arkable that
both m ethods give a deviation of g, from zero of3
W e conclude that the com bined analysisgivesa stable
departure from the SM , although the precise num ber
of standard deviations depends on the procedure fol-
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lowed to com bine presently available data.
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