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TheU T�tCollaboration hasproduced severalanalysesin the contextof
avourphysicsboth within and beyond

the Standard M odel.In thispaperwe presentupdated resultsforthe Standard M odelanalysisofthe U nitarity

Triangle using the latest experim entaland lattice Q CD inputs,as wellas an update ofthe U nitarity Triangle

analysis in a scenario beyond the Standard M odel. Com bining allavailable experim entaland theoreticalin-

form ation on �F = 2 processes and using a m odel-independent param eterization,we extract the allowed N ew

Physicscontributionsin the K 0,D 0,B d,and B s sectors. W e observe a departure ofthe B s m ixing phase from

the Standard M odelexpectation with a signi�cance ofabout 3�.

1. Introduction

The UT�tCollaboration [1]aim sto determ ine the

coordinates �� and �� ofthe apex ofthe Unitarity Tri-

angle (UT),and in generalthe elem entsofthe CK M

m atrix [2]in the Standard M odel (SM ). Nowadays

theSM analysisincludesm any experim entaland the-

oreticalresults,such aspredictionsforseveral
 avour

observables and m easurem ents of hadronic param e-

ters which can be com pared with the lattice Q CD

predictions [3]. M ore recently,the UT analysis has

been extended beyond the SM ,allowing fora m odel-

independent determ ination of �� and �� | assum ing

negligible New Physics (NP) contributions to tree-

levelprocesses | and a sim ultaneous evaluation of

the size ofNP contributions to � F = 2 am plitudes

com patiblewith the 
 avourdata [4,5].Recently,the

NP analysishasbeen expanded to includean e� ective

� eld theory study ofthe allowed NP contributionsto

� F = 2 am plitudes. This allows one to put m odel-

independentboundson theNP energyscaleassociated

to 
 avour-and CP-violating phenom ena [6].

In these proceedings we present a prelim inary up-

date ofour UT analysis in the SM ,including a set

of� tpredictionsand a study ofthecom patibility be-

tween the � tresultsand som eofthem ostinteresting

experim entalconstraints. The m ain di� erence with

respecttopreviouslypublished resultscom esfrom the

useofan updated setoflatticeQ CD results[7]and of

som econstraints(�mt,�,
,jVubj)updated to the lat-

estavailablem easurem ents.W e also show an update

ofthe analysis beyond the SM ,with particular em -

phasis on NP contributions to the B s m ixing phase,

where we observe a signi� cant discrepancy with re-

ρ
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

η

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1
γ

β

α

)γ+βsin(2

sm∆
dm∆ dm∆

Kε
cbV
ubV

ρ
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

η

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

Figure 1: Result ofthe SM �t. The contours show the

68% and 95% probability regionsselected by the�tin the

��{�� plane. The 95% probability regions selected by the

single constraintsare also shown.

spectto the SM prediction.

2. The Unitarity Triangle analysis in the
Standard Model

In the UT analysiswe com bine the available theo-

reticaland experim entalinform ation relevant to de-

http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.0953v2
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Table I Input param eters used in the SM UT �t. The

�rst error corresponds to the width ofa G aussian,while

the second one,whenever present,is the halfwidth ofa

uniform distribution.The two distributionsare then con-

volved to obtain the �nalone. Entries m arked with (y)

are only indicative ofthe 68% probability ranges,as the

fullexperim entallikelihood hasactually been used to ob-

tain the prior distributions for these param eters. Entries

withouterrorsare considered asconstantsin the �t.

�s(M Z ) 0:119� 0:003

G F 1:16639� 10
�5

G eV
�2

M W 80:425 G eV

M Z 91:1876 G eV

�m t(�m t) (162:8� 1:3)G eV

�m b(�m b) (4:21� 0:08)G eV

�m c(�m c) (1:3� 0:1)G eV

�m s(2 G eV) (105� 15)M eV

M B d 5:279 G eV

M B s 5:375 G eV

�B d
(1:527� 0:008)ps

�
B + (1:643� 0:010)ps

�B s
(1:39� 0:12)ps

jVcbj(exclusive) (3:92� 0:11)� 10�2

jVcbj(inclusive) (4:168� 0:039� 0:058)� 10
�2

jVubj(exclusive) (3:5� 0:4)� 10
�3

jVubj(inclusive) (4:00� 0:15� 0:40)� 10
�3

"K (2:232� 0:007)� 10
�3

M K 497:648 M eV

fK 160 M eV

B̂ K 0:75� 0:07

�m d (0:507� 0:005)ps
�1

�m s (17:77� 0:12)ps�1

fB s

p

B̂ B s
(270� 30)M eV

� = fB s

p

B̂ B s
=fB d

p

B̂ B d
1:21� 0:04

� 0:2258� 0:0014

�(
�
) 92� 8 (y)

sin2� 0:668� 0:028 (y)

cos2� 0:88� 0:12 (y)


(
�
) (80� 13)[ (� 100� 13)(y)

(2� + 
)(
�
) (94� 53)[ (� 90� 57)(y)

B R (B +
! �

+
��) (1:12� 0:45)� 10�4 (y)

fB d
(200� 20)M eV

term ine �� and ��. To thisend,we use a Bayesian ap-

proach as described in ref.[8]. The theoreticaland

experim entalinputvaluesand errorsare collected in

TableI.

TheresultsoftheSM � tareshownin TableII,while

the ��{�� planecan befound in Figure1,wherethe68%

and 95% probability regionsareplotted togetherwith

the 95% regionsselected by the single constraints.It

isquiterem arkablethattheoverallpicturelooksvery

consistent.Theparam eters�� and �� aredeterm ined in

Table II Results ofthe SM �t obtained using the exper-

im entalconstraints discussed in the text. W e quote the

68% [95% ]probability ranges.

� 0:2259� 0:0015 [0:2228;0:2288]

A 0:809� 0:013 [0:783;0:835]

�� 0:155� 0:022 [0:112;0:197]

�� 0:342� 0:014 [0:316;0:370]

R b 0:377� 0:013 [0:352;0:403]

R t 0:911� 0:022 [0:866;0:953]

�(�) 92:1� 3:4 [85:7;99:0]

�(
�
) 22:0� 0:8 [20:5;23:7]


(
�
) 65:6� 3:3 [58:9;72:1]

jVcbj� 10
2

4:125� 0:045 [4:04;4:21]

jVubj� 10
3

3:60� 0:12 [3:37;3:85]

jVtdj� 10
3

8:50� 0:21 [8:07;8:92]

jVtd=Vtsj 0:209� 0:005 [0:199;0:219]

Re�t � 103 � 0:32� 0:01 [� 0:34;� 0:30]

Im �t � 10
5

13:5� 0:5 [12:4;14:6]

JC P � 10
5

2:98� 0:12 [2:75;3:22]

�m s(ps
�1
) 17:75� 0:15 [17:4;18:0]

sin2�s 0:0365� 0:0015 [0:0337;0:0394]

Table III Fit predictions obtained without including the

corresponding experim entalconstraints into the �t itself.

W e quote the 68% [95% ]probability ranges.

�(
�
) 92:5� 4:2 [84:3;100:5]

sin2� 0:735� 0:034 [0:672;0:800]


(�) 64:4� 3:4 [57:6;71:3]

jVubj� 103 3:48� 0:16 [3:17;3:80]

�m s(ps
�1
) 17:0� 1:6 [14:0;20:3]

sin2�s 0:0365� 0:0015 [0:0337;0:0394]

the SM with a relative errorsof14% and 4% respec-

tively.

W ithin the precision of� 5{10% ,the CK M m ech-

anism ofthe SM is able to describe pretty wellthe

violation ofthe CP sym m etry. In addition,
 avour-

changing CP-conserving and CP-violating processes

select com patible regions in the ��{�� plane, as pre-

dicted by thethree-generation unitarity.Thisisillus-

trated on theleftsideof� g.2,whileon therightside

we show the constraining power ofthe CP-violating

observables(nam ely the UT angles)in the B d sector

only.

The resultsofthe � tare displayed in TableII. In

orderto check the com patibility ofthe variousm ea-

surem entswith theresultsofthe � t,wem akea com -

parison ofthe � t prediction obtained without using

the observableofinterestasan inputand the experi-

m entalm easurem ent.Such predictionsfora subsetof

observablesarecollected in Table III.

The two m ost signi� cant discrepancies between
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Figure 2: Constraintsin the ��{�� plane from the m easure-

m entofCP-conservingobservablesonly (left).Constraints

in the ��{�� planefrom them easurem entoftheanglesofthe

UT only (right).

m easurem entsand � t predictionsconcern sin2� and

theinclusivedeterm ination ofjVubj.Ascan beseen in

� g.3,they areatthelevelof� 1:5�,showing theex-

cellentoverallcom patibility ofthem easurem entswith

the SM � t(with the rem arkable exception ofthe Bs
m ixing phase,aswe willseein the following).

The m easured value ofsin2� is 1:5� sm aller than

the � tted one.Com paring with the resultsofrefs.[9,

10],we � nd that the SM � t using constraints from

jVubj,"K and � m s/� m d onlyisagain1:5� largerthan

the m easurem ent,using the inputvaluesofTableI.
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Figure 3: Com patibility plots for jVubj(left) and sin2�

(right). The average value ofthe m easurem entis plotted

on thehorizontalaxis,whileitserrorison theverticalone.

The coloured bands delim it regions ofvalues and errors

which arelessthan a given num berof� from the�tresult.

For jVubj, the exclusive (denoted by \+ ") and inclusive

(denoted by \� ")m easurem entsare shown separately.

3. The UT fit beyond the SM

O nce itisestablished thatthe CK M m echanism is

the m ain source ofCP violation so far,an accurate

m odel-independent determ ination of �� and �� is ex-

trem ely im portant for identifying NP in the 
 avour

sector.

The generalized UT � t, using only � F = 2 pro-

cesses and param etrizing generic NP contributions,

allowsforthe m odel-independentdeterm ination of��
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and �� under the assum ptions ofnegligible tree-level

NP contributions.Detailsofthem ethod can befound

in ref.[4].

A peculiarprediction oftheSM isthatCP violation

in B s m ixing should be very sm all. For this reason,

theexperim entalobservation ofasizableCP violation

in B s m ixing would be an unam biguoussignalofNP.

In fact,thepresentdata givea hintofa B s m ixing

phase m uch larger than expected in the SM ,with a

signi� cance at about 3� [5]. This result is obtained

by com bining allavailable experim entalinform ation

with the m ethod used by our collaboration for UT

analyses.

W e perform a m odel-independent analysis of NP

contributionstoB s m ixingusingthefollowingparam -

eterization [6]:

CB s
e
2i�B s =

A SM
s e�2i� s + A N P

s e2i(�
N P

s
�� s)

A SM
s e�2i� s

=

=
hB sjH

full

e�
j�B si

hB sjH
SM

e�
j�B si

;

where H full

e�
is the e� ective Ham iltonian generated

by both SM and NP,while H SM
e�

only contains SM

contributions. The angle �s is de� ned as �s =

arg(� (VtsV
�
tb
)=(VcsV

�
cb
))and itequals0:018� 0:001in

the SM .

W e m ake use ofthe following experim entalinputs:

theCDF m easurem entof� m s [12],thesem i-leptonic

asym m etry in B s decaysA
s
SL

[13],thedi-m uon charge

asym m etry A
��

SL
from D� [14] and CDF [15], the

m easurem entofthe B s lifetim e from 
 avour-speci� c

� nal states [16], the two-dim ensionallikelihood ra-

tio for � �s and �s = 2(�s � �B s
) from the tim e-

dependenttagged angularanalysisofB s ! J= � de-

cays by CDF [17]and the correlated constraints on

�s,� �s and �s from thesam eanalysisperform ed by

D� [18].Forthe latter,sincethe com plete likelihood

isnotavailableyet,westartfrom theresultsofthe7-

variable� tin thefree-�s casefrom TableIofref.[18].

W e im plem ent the 7 � 7 correlation m atrix and in-

tegrate overthe strong phasesand decay am plitudes

to obtain the reduced 3 � 3 correlation m atrix used

in ouranalysis. In the D� analysis,the twofold am -

biguity inherent in the m easurem ent (�s ! � � �s,

� �s ! � � �s, cos�1;2 ! � cos�1;2) for arbitrary

strong phases was rem oved using a value for cos�1;2
derived from the BaBaranalysisofB d ! J=	 K � us-

ing SU(3). However,thisneglectsthe singletcom po-

nentof� and,although the sign ofcos�1;2 obtained

using SU(3) is consistentwith the factorization esti-

m ate,tobeconservativewereintroducetheam biguity

in the D� m easurem ent,taking the errorsquoted by

D� as G aussian and duplicate the likelihood at the

point obtained by applying the discrete am biguity.

Hopefully D� will present results without assum p-

tionson the strong phasesin the future,allowing for

a m ore straightforward com bination. Finally,forthe

Table IV Fit results for NP param eters, sem i-leptonic

asym m etriesand width di�erences.W heneverpresent,we

listthetwo solutionsdueto theam biguity ofthem easure-

m ents.The �rstline correspondsto the one closerto the

SM .

O bservable 68% Prob. 95% Prob.

�B s
[
�
] -20.3 � 5.3 [-30.5,-9.9]

-68.0 � 4.8 [-77.8,-58.2]

C B s
1.00 � 0.20 [0.68,1.51]

�
N P

s [
�
] -56.3 � 8.3 [-69.8,-36.0]

-79.1 � 2.6 [-84.0,-72.8]

A
N P

s =A
SM

s 0.66 � 0.28 [0.24,1.11]

1.78 � 0.03 [1.53,2.19]

CK M param eterswe perform the UT analysisin the

presence ofarbitrary NP as described in ref.[6],ob-

taining � = 0:141� 0:036 and � = 0:373� 0:028.

The results ofour analysis are sum m arized in Ta-

bleIV.W eseethatthephase�B s
deviatesfrom zero

at m ore than 3:0�. In Fig.4 we present the two-

dim ensional68% and 95% probability regionsforthe

NP param eters CB s
and �B s

,the corresponding re-

gionsforthe param etersA N P
s =A SM

s and �N Ps ,and the

one-dim ensionaldistributionsforNP param eters.

The solution around �B s
� � 20� corresponds to

�N Ps � � 56� and A N P
s =A SM

s � 79% .The second solu-

tion ism uch m oredistantfrom theSM and itrequires

a dom inantNP contribution (A N P
s =A SM

s � 180% )and

in thiscasethe NP phase isvery welldeterm ined.

Finally,we have tested the signi� cance ofthe NP

signalagainst di� erent m odeling of the probability

density function (p.d.f.).W e haveexplored two m ore

m ethods with respect to the standard G aussian one

used bytheD� Collaborationin presentingtheresult:

thisism ainly to addressthe non-G aussian tailsthat

the experim entallikelihood is showing. Firstly, we

haveused the 90% C.L.rangefor�s = [� 0:06;1:20]�

given by D� to estim ate the standard deviation,ob-

taining �s = (0:57� 0:38)� asinputforthe G aussian

analysis.Thisisconservativesince the likelihood has

a visibly largerhalf-width on thesideoppositeto the

SM expectation (see Fig.2 ofRef.[18]). Second,we

have im plem ented the likelihood pro� les for �s and

� �s given by D� , discarding the correlations but

restoring the strong phase am biguity. The likelihood

pro� lesincludethesecond m inim um correspondingto

�s ! �s+ �,� � ! � � � ,which isdisfavoured by the

oscillating term spresentin thetagged analysisand is

discardedin theG aussiananalysis.Alsothisapproach

isconservativesinceeach one-dim ensionalpro� lelike-

lihood is m inim ized with respect to the other vari-

ablesrelevantforouranalysis. Itisrem arkable that

both m ethodsgiveadeviation of�B s
from zeroof3�.

W econcludethatthecom bined analysisgivesastable

departurefrom the SM ,although the precise num ber

ofstandard deviationsdependson the procedure fol-
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Figure 4: From left to right and from top to bottom : 68% (dark)and 95% (light) probability regions in the �B s
{C B s

plane;p.d.f.forC B s
;p.d.f.for�B s

;68% and 95% probability regionsin theA N P

s =A
SM

s {�N P

s plane;p.d.f.forA N P

s =A
SM

s ;

p.d.f.for�
N P

s .

lowed to com binepresently availabledata.
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