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W e update the constraints on new physics contrbutionsto F = 2 processes from
the generalized unitarity triangle analysis, including the m ost recent experim ental
developm ents. Based on these constraints, we derive upperboundson the coe cients
of the most general F = 2 e ective Ham iltonian. T hese upper bounds can be
translhted into lower bounds on the scale of new physics that contributes to these
low energy e ective interactions. W e point out that, due to the enhancem ent in the
renom alization group evolution and in the m atrix elem ents, the coe cients of non—
standard operators are m uch m ore constrained than the coe cient of the operator
present in the Standard M odel. T herefore, the scale of new physics in m odels that
generate new F = 2 operators, such as next+to-m inin al avour violation, has to
be much higher than the scale of m Inin al avour violation, and it m ost probably

lies beyond the reach of direct searches at the LHC .
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I. INTRODUCTION

Starting from the pioneering m easuram ents of theK ° K ®massdi erence my and of
the CP-iolating param eter "y , continuing w ith the precision m easuram entsof the By By
mixing parameters myp, and sin2 and with the recent detemm nation of the By By
oscilation frequency mp, and the st bounds on the m ixing phase 2 5, until the very
recent evidence of D? D% mixing, F = 2 processes have always provided som e of the
m ost stringent constraints on New Physics (NP ).

For exam ple, it has been known form ore than a quarter of century that supersym m etric
extensions of the Standard M odel (SM ) with generic avour structures are strongly con—
strained by K ° K ° m ixing and CP violation [1]. The constraints from K ° K % m ixing
are particularly stringent for m odels that generate transitions between quarks of di erent
chiralities [2,13,/4]. M ore recently, it has been shown that another source of enhancem ent
of chirality-breaking transitions lies In the Q CD corrections 5], now known at the N ext=to—
Leading O rder (NLO ) [6,7].

Previous phenom enological analyses of F = 2 processes In supersymm etry [8,19]were
a ected by a large uncertainty due to the SM contrdbution, since no determ ination of the
C abibboK obayashiM askawa [10] (CKM ) CP-iolating phase was available in the presence
Oof NP. A breakthrough was possble with the advent of B factories and the m easurem ent
of tim edependent CP asymm etries In B decays, allow ing for a sin ultaneous determ ination
of the CKM param eters and of the NP contrdbutions to F = 2 processes in the K ° and
By sectors (11,112, 113]. Furthem ore, the Tevatron experin ents have provided the rst
measurament of myp, and the rstboundson thephase cfBy Bgm ixing. Combining all
these Ingredients, we can now determ ine allowed ranges for allNP F = 2 am plitudes in
the dow n-quark sector.

To com plete the picture, the recent evidence of D® D ° m ixing allow s to constrain NP
contrbutions to the C = 2 am plitude [14,/15].

Our ain in thiswork is to consider the m ost general e ective Ham iltonian for F = 2
processes (H F=? ) and to transhte the experin ental constraints into allowed ranges for the

W ilson coe cients of H F~2 . These coe cients in general have the form

Fily

Cil )= @)

whereF; isa function ofthe (com plex) NP  avour couplings, I; isa loop factor that ispresent



In m odelsw ith no tree-level F lavour C hanging Neutral Currents (FCNC ),and isthe scale
of NP, ie. thetypicalm ass of the new particlesm ediating F = 2 transitions. Fora generic
strongly—interacting theory w ith arbitrary avour structure, one expectsk; L; 1 so that
the allowed range foreach of the C;( ) can be Inm ediately translated into a lower bound on

. Speci c assum ptions on the avour structure ofNP, for exam ple M inin alll6,117,/18] or
Next+o-M inim al [19]F lavour V iolation M FV or NM FV ), correspond to particular choices
of the F'; functions, as detailed below .

O ur study is analogous to the operator analysis of electrow eak precision observables 201,
but it provides m uch m ore stringent bounds on m odels w ith non-m ininal avour violation.
In particular,we nd that the scale of heavy particlesm ediating treelevel FCNC in m odels
of NM FV must lie above 60 TeV ,making them undetectable at the LHC . This bound
applies for Instance to the K aluzaK lein excitations ofgauge bosons in a Jarge class ofm odels
w ith (warped) extra dim ensions [21]. F Javour physics rem ains them ain avenue to probe such
extensions of the SM .

T he paper is organised as ollow s. In Sec.[Iiwe brie y discuss the experin ental novelties
considered in our analysis. In Sec.[IIl we present updated results for the analysis of the
Unitarity Triangle (UT ) in the presence of NP, including the m odel=ndependent constraints
on F = 2 processes, ollow ing closely our previous analyses [11,[12]. T Sec.[IV] we discuss
the structure of H eF= 2, the de nition of the m odels we consider and the m ethod used to
constrain theW ilson coe cients. In Sec.[V]we present our results for the W ilson coe cients

and for the scale of NP. C onclisions are drawn in Sec.[V 1.

II. EXPERIM ENTAL INPUT

W euse the sam e experin entalinputasR ef. [12], updated aftertheW inter 07 conferences.
W e collect all the num bers used throughout this paper in Tables[i and [TJ. W e include the
follow ing novelties: the m ost recent result for m ¢ [24], the sam ileptonic asymm etry n B
decays A§; [23]and the dinuon charge asymmetry Ao, from D [24]and CDF [25], the
m easuram ent of the B¢ lifetime from  avourspeci ¢ nal states?f ], the determm ination of

s= s from the tin e-integrated angular analysisof By ! J=  decaysby CDF [27], the
three-din ensional constraint on ¢, ssand the phase  ofthe B;{B m ixing am plitude
from the tin edependent angular analysisof By ! J=  decaysby D [28].



Param eter Value Gaussian ( ) U niform
(halfw dth)
02258 0.0014 -
V] 10%(excl) 39:1 06 147
V3 10°(incl) 417 0:7 _
Vup]  10%(excl) 34 4 _
Vupj  10%(incl) 4311 39 _
m g (pst) 0:507 0:005 -
m 5 (pst) 17:77 0:12 -
x 10° 2:232 0:007 -
sin 2 see W inter ‘07 analysis at http://www.utfit.org
cos2 see W inter ‘07 analysis at http://www.utfit.org

see W Inter 07 analysis at http://www.utfit.org

see W inter ‘07 analysis at http://www.utfit.org

2+ see W inter ‘07 analysis at http://www.utfit.org
me (GeV) 161:2 1 -
sMz) 0119 0.003 -
5. (ps) 1.39 012 -
£ 5 (ps) 1.454 0.040 -
Ag, -0.0005 0.0056 -
Ag 0.0245 0.0196 -
A -0.0043 0.0030 -
4= d 0.009 0.037 -
s= s 0.65 033 -
s rad] -0.79 0.56 s— B, corr. 0.727
B, (PS) 1.49 0.08 B.,~ s= s corr.-0.172
s= s 017 0.09 s= s— g corr. 0.188

TABLE I: Values of the experim ental input used in our analysis. The G aussian and the at
contributions to the uncertainty are given in the third and fourth colum ns respectively (for details

on the statistical treatm ent see [29]). See text for details.



Param eter Value Gaussian ( ) Unifom
(halfw dth)
Fp M&v) 201 3 17
FBSpB_S Mev) 262 35 -
= ;:;252:_2 123 0.06 -
Bk 0.79 0.04 0.08
my (G&V) 421 0.08 -
me (Gev) 13 01 -
R 1 - -
R, -12.9 3.0 -
Rs 398 0.89 -
Ry 20.8 44 -
Rs 52 12 -
BY 0.865 0.02 0.015
BJ 0.82 0.03 0.01
BY 1.07 0.05 0.08
B 1.08 0.02 0.02
B2 1455 0.03 0.075
BY 0.88 0.04 0.10
BY 0.82 0.03 0.09
BY 1.02 0.06 013
BY 115 0.03 013
BE 199 0.04 024

TABLE II: Values of the hadronic param eters used In our analysis. The G aussian and the at
contributions to the uncertainty are given in the third and fourth colum ns regpectively (for details

on the statistical treatm ent see [29]). See the text for details.

The use of s= s, from the tin e-integrated angular analysis of Bg ! J= decays, is
described in Ref. [12]. In this paper, we only use the CD F m easurem ent as Input, since the
D analysis is now superseded by the new tin edependent study. T he Jatter provides the



rst direct constraint on the B {B ¢ m ixing phase, but also a sim ultaneous bound on s
and 5. We mplamented the full 3 3 correlation m atrix. T he tin edependent analysis
determ ines the B¢ {B ; m ixing phase w ith a foursold am biguity.® First ofall, the B m esons
are untagged, so the analysis is not directly sensitive to sin ¢, resulting in the am biguity
( 55008 12)$ ( s; COs 12),where ;, represent the strong phase di erences between
the transverse polarization and the other ones. Second, at xed sign of cos ;1 ,, there is the
ambiguity ( 5; )S ( s+ s). Conceming the strong phases ;, there isa two-fold
am biguity corresponding to ; ! ;. The two experin ental determ inations are roughly

5 0, 1 and 0, » . In the literature it is often found that factorization
corresponds to the rst choice 1BCQ, 131,134]. However, we nd that factorization predicts

1 0, » [33,134,35]. This result is also com patible w ith the BaBar m easuram ent in
B ! J= K [36],which can berelated to By ! J= using SU (3) and neglecting singlet
contributions? H owever, waiting for fiture, m ore sophisticated experin entalanalysesw hich
could resolve this am biguity, we prefer to be conservative and keep the fourfold am biguity
in our analysis.

The use of m g was already discussed in Ref. [14]. The only di erence with respect
to that is the update of the experim ental inputs: we now use the im proved m easurem ent
by CDF [2Z2], and we take p, only from the study of B decays to CP elgenstates [37].
The value of 5, obtained from B decaying to avourspeci ¢ nal states, using a singlke
exponential In the t, is related to the values of ¢ and s by the relation [3§8]

2

1 1+ s

S 2 s

I U — (2)
s ] T

which provides an independent constraint on s= s- W e compute s and Ag using

eg. (7) of Ref. [12] (recalling that AS, = 2(1  F=pi). Follow ing Ref. [39], we use the valie
OofA, recently presented by D 24]and CDF [25], in the form

_ fd dOAgL + fs sOA ;L .
Ag = - - ; 3)
d dot Is s0

! Notice that thede nitionusedbyD istheoneofRef.Bll,namely = 2 5= 2arg( (VisVy )=(VesV,,)))
in the SM .Notice also that in the arX v version ofR ef. [28] the de nition of ¢ is unclear.

2 In the rst version of this m anuscript, we stated that factorization disagreed w ith SU (3), based on the
factorization prediction in Refs. [30,131,132].



with f3 = 0397 0:010,f; = 0107 0011, o= ( 4+ g)=2. 4 and  are computsd
using equations (3)«5) of Ref. (1213
Finally, conceming D ° D Y m ixing, we use as input the results for the NP am plitude

obtained in Ref. [14] com bining the experin ental Inform ation from R efs. [40].

III. UT ANALYSISAND CONSTRAINTSON NP

The contrbution of NP to F = 2 transitions can be param eterized In a m odel-
Independent way as the ratio of the full (SM + NP ) am plitude to the SM one. In this way,

we can de ne the param eters Gz, and 5, (= d;s)as 4l

C eZqu_ hBCI:Hequ:BCIi,
B - 4
’ B Byl

and w rite all the m easured observables as a function of these param eters and the SM ones

(4)

( , ,and additionalparam eters such asm asses, form factors, and decay constants). D etails

are given in Refs. [11,/12]. In a sin iar way, one can w rite

. B Bn[l’KO:H?ﬂj( Oi]. . B Re[l’K OZHSJH:K Oi].
¢ mIKOHI K4 TY O ReK PH M K 04i)

Conceming m i , to be consarvative, we add to the short-distance contrbution a possible

(5)

Iong-distance one that varies w ith a uniform distribbution between zero and the experin ental
valuieof myg .
W e perform a globalanalysis using them ethod ofR ef. [29]and determ ine sin ultaneously
v 18, ByrC, and C ,  usihg at a-“prioridistributions for these param eters. The
resulting probability density function (pd.f.) in the plane is shown in Fifll. Only
a an all region close to the result of the SM  t survives. The m irror solution in the thid
quadrant is suppressed down to about 5% probability by them easurem ents ofAS, and A, .
Theresultsfor and  reported in Talfill are at a Jevel of accuracy com parable to the SM
tlB2], so that the SM contrlbution to FCNC processes in the presence of arbitrary NP is
bound to lie very close to the results of the SM in the abbsence of NP . T his result represents
a mapr mprovan ent in the study of FCNC processes beyond the SM , and opens up the

possibility of precision studies of avour processes in the pressnce of NP.

3 Tocombinethe CDF and D m easurem ents, we have converted the value ©Hr A de ned in Ref.|p4] into

avalie forA g, .



FIG . 1l: Determm lnation of and from the NP generalized analysis. 68% and 95% probability

regions for and are shown, together with the 2 contours given by the treeJlevel determ ination

of j/ubj and

T he constraining pow er of this analysis is evident in the results for the NP param eters
given in Tab.[I and shown in Fig.[d. Com pared to our previous analysis in R ef. 1,
and to sim ilar analyses In the literature ,@], we see that the additional experin ental
nput discussed above In proves considerably the determ ination of the phase ofthe By By
m ixing am plitude. The fourfold am biguity inherent in the untagged analysis of R ef. ]
is som ew hat reduced by the m easurem ents of A§; and A , which prefer negative values
of 5.4 Ref. 32] recently chined a 2 deviation from zero in 5, taking the sign of
cos 1, from factorization. W e con m that, with the sam e assum ptions of Ref. ] on

strong phases,” the deviation from zero of 5, slightly exceeds2 . W ithout assum ing strong

4 W ith respect to R ef. E],we nd that the nclusion of A;; hasa weaker in pact In reducing the am biguity
com ing from severalan alldi erences in the analysis (theoretical assum ptionson NP in A‘gL , presence of

NP in penguin contrbutions to Agf , Inclusion of the CDF m easurem ent of A, , etc.).
5We nd that factorization gives 1 0 and , resolving the am biguity of the D 0 untagged analysis



Param eter 68% P robability 95% P robability
Cs, 105 034 [0:53;205]
g, L[] 34 22 [ 83;16]
Cs. 111 032 [063;2:07]
s 01 |( 69 14)[ (20 14)[ (20 5)[ (72 8)|[ 86; 46]1[ [ 43;35][ [56;87]
Comy 093 0:32 [0:51;207]
C . 092 0:14 [0:66;1:31]
- 0:140 0:046 [0:049;0:258]
- 0384 0:035 [0:304;0:460]
[] 86 7 [73;104]
[] 243 20 [19:9;28:6]
[] 70 7 [53;83]
Re [10 ° ] 313 18 [ 35; 27]
T [10 ° ] 148 13 [12:3;173]
pJ10 3 ] 391 028 [3:36;4:44]
Y J10 2 ] 409 005 [3:98;4:18]
V10 3 ] 8:7 05 [76;96]
Va=Vis I 0217 0:012 [0:187;0:240]
Ry 0:413 0030 [0:354;0:471]
Rt 0943 0048 [0:819;1:037]
sin 2 0:748 0044 [0:643;0:841]
sin2 0:0409 0:0038 [0:0321;0:0494]

TABLE III:D eterm ination of NP and UT param eters from theUT t.

phases from factorization,we nd a deviation of g, from zero of1:4 , of the sam e size of

the deviation found experin entally by Ref. [28].

Tt is In portant to stress that the inform ation contained in these constraints does not rely

in favourof ¢ 0:79 for positive ,while Ref.|BZ2]uses 1 0and ¢
sign di erence n ¢ iscom pensated by the fact that ¢ asde ned in Ref.|BZ]should be com pared to

asm easured by D 0.

A 0:79. However, this

S
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FIG.2: Constrantson g, vs. Cg,, B, vs. Cg, and C , vsC ,, from the NP generalized

analysis.

on any speci ¢ model for NP. The list of applications in NP phenom enology is rich. For
nstance, restricting to the case of SU SY m odels, the two-dim ensionalconstraint of theb ! s

(b! d) sector can be translated into a 1im it on the m ass=nsertion com plex param eters 23

( $5), using the NLO supersymm etric expression of the B4{Bg m ixing am plitude [7]. This
bound, combined with the constraint from b ! s decays [44], allow s to obtain the best
available inform ation on the o -diagonal tem s of the squark m ass m atrix I35]. However,
n the follow ing, rather than considering an explicit m odel for NP, we perform a general

analysis based on the m ost general Ham iltonian for F = 2 processes.
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Iv. NP CONTRIBUTIONS TO F=2PROCESSES

Themost generale ective Ham iltonians for F = 2 processes beyond the SM have the

follow ing form :

X5 X3

HS™P = ciof+ ciof (6)
i=1 i=1
x5 x3

HS™? = ciof+ Ciof
i=1 i=1
x5 X3

H 2= c;of+ 0¥

=1 =1

where g= d(s) orByi) Bae) M xing and

Q7Y = 9 Y 9 Y s
05% = QR G i
5% = Gay G i (7)

03% = R % 7

05% = R G

Herecg g = Pry g,with Prg = (1 s)=2,and and are colour indices. T he operators
075 are cbtained from the Q7. by the exchange L $ R . In the fllow ing we only discuss
the operators Q ; as the results for Q 1,5 apply to Q1,5 aswell

The NLO anomalous dimension matrix has been computed In [@]. W e use the
R egularisation-Tndependent anom alous dim ension m atrix in the Landau gauge (also known
asRIM OM ), since this schem e isused In lJattice Q CD calculations of the m atrix elem ents
w ith non-perturbative renom alization.

TheC;( )areobtained by Integrating cutallnew particles sin ultaneously attheNP scale

% W e then have to evolve the coe cients down to the hadronic scales = my= 46 G&V

Mmpy mp( = myp)istheRIMOM mass) forbottom mesons, p = 28 G&V for cham ed
mesons,and i = 2 G&V forKaons, which are the renom alisation scales of the operators

usad in lattice com putations for the m atrix elem ents (46,147 ].

6 C Jearly,w ithout know ing them asses of new particles,one cannot x thescale ofthem atching. H ow ever,

an iterative procedure quickly converges thanks to the very slow running of ¢ at high scales.
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W e give here an analytic form ula for the contribution to the B; B4 m ixing am plitudes
induced by a given NP scale coe clent C;( ), denoted by IBqH . Bgli, as a function of
sC )

XX i i ‘
B T Bk = B+ g e BRI B (®)
j=1lr=1
where = ,( )= S(mt),ﬂlemagjcnumbersaj,bér;i) andcgr;i) and the m atrix elem ents can

be found In egs. (10) and (12) ofR ef. [¢] respectively. T he values of the B param eters can
be found in Table[Il. A sin ilar formula hods forD © D ° m ixing, w ith the param eters B ?

given in Table[Il and the follow ing m agic num bers:

a; = (0286; 0%92;0:787; 1:143;0:143)

(11)

B = (0:837;0;0;0;0); c' = ( 0016;0;0;0;0);

B2 = (0;21163;0:012;0;0); = (0; 020; 09002;0;0);

B = (0; 0567;0:176;0;0); < = (0; 0016;0:006;0;0);

B = (0; 0032;0031;0;0); ' = (070004; 09010;0;0); ©)

B> = (0;0:008;0:474;0;0); ™ = (0;09000;0:025;0;0);

B = (0;0;0;363;0); c™ = (0;0;0; 0:56;0:006);

B* = (0;0;0;121; 0:9); ™ = (0;0;0; 029; 0:006);

b§54)= (0;0;0;0:14;0); Ci54): (0;0;0; 0019; 0:016);

b = (0;0;0;0:045;0:839); c”’ = (0;0;0; 0:009;0:018):

A llother m agic num bers vanish. Fially, ©orK ° K ° m xing we obtain
X X3 . :
K OH 572K %4y = B+ & mei( ORI ODTK L (10)

j=1lr=1

where now the m agic num bers can be found in . (2.7) ofRef. []. W e use the values in
Tablkl[Il for the ratios R, of the m atrix elem ents of the NP operators Q 3¢ over the SM one.
T hese values correspoond to the average of the results in Ref. [46], applying a scaling factor
to the errors to take into account the spread of the available results.

To obtain the pdf. for the W ilson coe cients at the NP scale , we switch on one
coe cient ata tin e In each sector and calculate its value from the result of the NP analysis
presented in sec.|ITI.

A swediscussed In eg. (1), the connection between theC;( )and theNP scale depends
on the general properties of the NP m odel, and In particular on the avour structure of the
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F,. A ssum ing strongly interacting new particles, we have from eg. () with L; = 1
S

_ F_l . (11)
C;
Let usnow discuss four notable exam ples:

In the case of M FV with one Higgs doublt or two H iggs doublets with snall or
moderate tan ,wehave F'; = Fgy and Fi; = 0, where Fgy Is the combination of
CKM m atrix elem ents appearing in the top-quark m ediated SM m ixing am plitude,
namely (VyV,)? orBy Bgmixingand (VgV,) or"x . myx andD? DY mixing
do not give signi cant constraints in this scenario due to the presence of long-distance

contributions.

In the case of M F'V at large tan , we have this additional contribution to B, Bg

m ixing [181]:
(ap + a1 )(ap + az)

Ca( )= > b qFsm 7 (12)

where ,, represent the corresponding Yukawa couplings, aps, are tan -enhanced
loop factorsof O (1) and  represents the NP scale corresponding to the non-standard

H iggs bosons.

In the case of NM FV , we have Fij= Fgy with an arbitrary phase [19] (follow ing
Ref. 18], or my and D° D%mixingwe take Fgy = ¥uVeT). This condition is
realized in m odels in which righthanded currents also contribute to FCNC processes,
butw ith the sam e hierarchical structure In them ixing angles as in the SM left-handed
currents. G iven the order-ofm agnitude equalities m 4=m Vi mg=myp Vs
bounds obtained in this scenario are also of interest for extra-din ensionalm odels w ith
FCNC couplings suppressed linearly with quark m asses [21]. C learly, given the QCD
and, orkK ° K °m ixing, chiral enhancem ent of NP operators, the constraints on the
NP scale aremuch stronger for NM FV than forM FV , as shown explicitly in the next

Section.

For arbitrary NP avour structures, we expect 1 1 with arbitrary phase. In this
case, the constraints on the NP scale arem uch tighter due to the absence of the CKM

suppression in the NP contributions.
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V. RESULTS

In this Section, we present the results obtained for the four scenarios described above.
In deriving the lower bounds on the NP scale , we assume L; = 1, corresponding to
strongly-interacting and/or treelevel NP. Two other interesting possibilities are given by
Joop-m ediated NP contributions proportionalto 2 or 2 . The rst case corresponds for
exam ple to gluino exchange in the M SSM . T he second case applies to allm odels of SM —
Iike loop-m ediated weak interactions. To obtain the lower bound on  for loop-m ediated
contrlbutions, one sim ply m ultiplies the bounds we quote in the followingby ( ) 0:dor
by w 0:03.

Letus 1rst consider M FV m odels and update our results presented in Ref.l11,112]. Tn
practice, the m ost convenient strategy in this case isto t the shift in the Tnam iL,in top-
quark function entering B4, B and K ? m ixing. W et for this shift using the experin ental
measuram entsof mg4, mgand i ,after determ ning the param eters of the CKM m atrix
w ith the universal unitarity triangle analysis [17]." W e cbtain the Hllow ing lower bounds at

95% probability:

> 55TeV  (smalltan ); (13)

> 5:1TeV  (largetan ): (14)

The bound for large tan comes from contributions proportional to the sam e operator
present in the SM .

A sm entioned above, at very large tan  additional contrdbutions to C4( ) can be gener-
ated by H iggs exchange. From these contributions, we obtain the follow ing lower bound on
the scale ,which in this case is the m ass of non-standard H iggs bosons:

!

q tan
My >5 (@+ a)@ + a) ? Tev : (15)

Tn any given m odel, one can specify the value of the a; couplings and of tan to obtain a
Jow er bound on the non-standard H iggsm ass. T he bound we obtained is in agreem ent w ith

R ef. [18], taking into account the present experin ental inform ation. If a non-standard H iggs

7 W ith respect to the origihal proposalofRef. [17], we do not use the ratic m 4= m 4 1 the t i order
to allow for H iggsm ediated contrbutionsa ecting mgs atvery large tan



15

boson is seen at hadron colliders, this in plies an upper bound on the a; couplings and/or
tan

In F ig.[3 we present the allowed regions in the R eC *-Im C * planes for the K ° sector, while
in Figs.[4d we show the allwed regions in the AbsC *ArgC* planes for the D?, B4 and
B, sectors. Allcoe cients are given in G&V ? . From these allowed regions we obtain the
95% probability regions or C* reported in the second column of Tab.[IV]. This result is
com pletely m odel-independent.

A ssum Ing strongly interacting and/or treedevel NP contributions w ith generic  avour
structure (ie. Ly = Fij= 1), we can translate the upper bounds on C; into the lower
bounds on the NP scale  reported in the third colimn of Tab.[IV]. A s anticipated above,
we see that in the K ° sector all bounds from non-standard operators are one order of
m agnitude stronger than the bound from the SM operator, due to the chiral enhancem ent.
Tn addition, operator Q 4 has the strongest R enom alization G roup (RG ) enhancam ent. In
theD °,B4 and B . sectors, the chiralenhancem ent isabsent, but the RG enhancem ent is still
e ective. Theoverallconstrainton theNP scale comesfrom G and reads, for strongly
interacting and/or treedevel NP, 4 loop mediated or  Jloop m ediated regpectively:

Ge > 24 10Tev; CFY > 24 10Tev; C°FY> 8 10Tev: (16)

A ssum Ing strongly interacting and/or tree-level NP contributions with NM FV  avour
structure (ie. L; = 1 and Fi:j= Fsu J, we can transhte the upper bounds on C; into
the Iower bounds on the NP scale  reported in the fourth colimn of Tab.[IVl. The avour
structure of NM F'V m odels in plies that the bounds from the four sectors are all com parable,

the strongest one being obtained from InC, (barring, as aways, accidental cancellations):
e | > 62TeV;  NMTV > e2Tev;  MMEV S 2Tev: (17)

Let us now comment on the possibility of direct detection of NP at LHC , given the
bounds we obtained. C learly, a loop suppression is needed in all scenarios to obtain NP
scales that can be reached at the LHC . ForNM FV models,an  loop suppression m ight
not be su cient, since the resulting NP scale is 2 TeV . O £ course, if there is an accidental
suppression of the NP contribution to ¢ , the scale for weak loop contrdbutionsm ight be as
Iow as0:5 TeV . Thegeneralm odel isout of reach even for  (or stronger) loop suppression.
For M F'V m odels at large values of tan , stringent constraints on the m ass of the non-

standard H iggs bosons can be obtained. T hese particles m ay or m ay not be detectable at
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Param eter 95% allowed range Lower limiton (TeV) Lowerlimiton (T&V)

Gev ?) for arbitrary NP for NM FV
ReC} [ 96;96] 10 10 18 0:35
ReC? [ 18;19] 10 73 19 20
ReC} [ 6:0;56] 10 41 19 11
ReC [ 36;36] 107 17 1% 490
ReCy [ 1:0;1:0] 10" 10 19 2:4
I Cy [ 44;28] 10 15 18 5%
T C2 [ 5:1;93]1 10 10 1% 28
mC;J [ 3:1;1:7]1 10 5:7  1H 19
TC} [ 1:8;09] 10 24 1% 62
Cy [ 52;2:8] 10" 14 19 37
215 <72 109 12 19 0:40
25 <16 109 25 19 082
27 < 39 10% 051 19 0:17
£245 < 48 10 46 19 15
23 <48 10 1:4 19 0:47
5.3 <23 10% 021 19 18
£7.3 <72 10° 12 19 8:5
£5.7 <28 10¥ 060 19 44
£5.7 <21 103 22 19 14
£2.7 <60 107 13 18 8:8
£33 <11 10 30 13
£Z.3 < 56 101 130 4%
£2.3 <21 1090 70 24
a3 <16 10% 250 79
£ < 45 104 150 49

TABLE 1V : 95% probability range for C ( ) and the corresponding low er bounds on the NP scale

for arbitrary NP avour structure and for NM FV . See the text for details.
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the LHC depending on the actualvalue oftan . Finally, the reader should kesp in m ind the
possbility of accidental cancellations am ong the contribution of di erent operators, which
m ight weaken the bounds we obtained.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have presented bounds on the NP scale  obtained from an operator analysis of
F = 2 processes, using them ost recent experin entalm easurem ents, the NLO form ulae for
the RG evolution and the Lattice QCD results for the m atrix elem ents. W e have considered
four scenarios: MFV at snalltan ,MFV at large tan , NMFV and general NP with
arbitrary avour structure. The lower bounds on the scale  of strongly-interacting NP for
NM FV and general NP scenarios (barring accdental cancellations) are reported in F ig.[7.

Taking the m ost stringent bound for each scenario, we cbtain the bounds given in TableV].
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FIG .7: Summ ary of the 95% probability lower bound on the NP scale for strongly-nteracting

NP in NM FV (left) and general NP (right) scenarios.

W e conclude that any m odelw ith strongly interacting NP and/or tree-devel contributions
is beyond the reach of direct searches at the LHC . Flavour and CP violation rem ain the
main tool to constrain (or detect) such NP m odels. W eakly—interacting extensions of the
SM can be accessble at the LHC provided that they enpy a M FV ke suppression of

F = 2 processes, or at least a NM FV -like suppression w ith an additional depletion of the
NP contribution to ¢ .



Scenario strong/tree s Joop w Jloop
MFV (amalltan ) 55 05 02
M FV (large tan ) 51 05 02
. p tan
My InMFV at large tan 5 f(ao+ ar)(ao+ az) ~%;
NM FV 62 6.2 2
G eneral 24000 2400 800
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TABLE V :Summ ary of the 95% probability lower bound on the NP scale (in TeV ) for several

possible avour structures and loop suppressions.
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