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W eupdatetheconstraintson new-physicscontributionsto�F = 2processesfrom

the generalized unitarity triangle analysis,including the m ost recent experim ental

developm ents.Based on theseconstraints,wederiveupperboundson thecoe�cients

ofthe m ost general�F = 2 e�ective Ham iltonian. These upper bounds can be

translated into lower boundson the scale ofnew physics that contributes to these

low-energy e�ective interactions.W e pointoutthat,dueto theenhancem entin the

renorm alization group evolution and in them atrix elem ents,thecoe�cientsofnon-

standard operatorsare m uch m ore constrained than the coe�cient ofthe operator

presentin the Standard M odel. Therefore,the scale ofnew physicsin m odelsthat

generate new �F = 2 operators,such as next-to-m inim alavour violation,has to

be m uch higher than the scale ofm inim alavour violation,and it m ost probably

liesbeyond the reach ofdirectsearchesatthe LHC.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.0636v2
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Starting from thepioneering m easurem entsoftheK 0 � �K 0 m assdi�erence�mK and of

theCP-violating param eter"K ,continuing with theprecision m easurem entsoftheB d � �B d

m ixing param eters �m B d
and sin2� and with the recent determ ination ofthe Bs � �B s

oscillation frequency �m B s
and the �rstboundson the m ixing phase �2�s,untilthe very

recent evidence ofD 0 � �D 0 m ixing,�F = 2 processes have always provided som e ofthe

m oststringentconstraintson New Physics(NP).

Forexam ple,ithasbeen known form orethan a quarterofcentury thatsupersym m etric

extensions ofthe Standard M odel(SM ) with generic avour structures are strongly con-

strained by K 0 � �K 0 m ixing and CP violation [1]. The constraintsfrom K 0 � �K 0 m ixing

are particularly stringent form odels thatgenerate transitionsbetween quarks ofdi�erent

chiralities[2,3,4]. M ore recently,ithasbeen shown thatanothersource ofenhancem ent

ofchirality-breaking transitionsliesin theQCD corrections[5],now known attheNext-to-

Leading Order(NLO)[6,7].

Previousphenom enologicalanalysesof�F = 2 processesin supersym m etry [8,9]were

a�ected by a large uncertainty due to the SM contribution,since no determ ination ofthe

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa [10](CKM )CP-violating phasewasavailablein thepresence

ofNP.A breakthrough was possible with the advent ofB factoriesand the m easurem ent

oftim e-dependentCP asym m etriesin B decays,allowing fora sim ultaneousdeterm ination

ofthe CKM param etersand ofthe NP contributionsto �F = 2 processesin the K 0 and

B d sectors [11,12,13]. Furtherm ore,the Tevatron experim ents have provided the �rst

m easurem entof�m B s
and the�rstboundson thephaseofBs� �B s m ixing.Com bining all

these ingredients,we can now determ ine allowed rangesforallNP �F = 2 am plitudesin

thedown-quark sector.

To com plete the picture,the recentevidence ofD 0 � �D 0 m ixing allowsto constrain NP

contributionsto the�C = 2 am plitude[14,15].

Ouraim in thiswork isto considerthe m ostgenerale�ective Ham iltonian for�F = 2

processes(H �F = 2
e�

)and to translatetheexperim entalconstraintsinto allowed rangesforthe

W ilson coe�cientsofH �F = 2
e� .These coe�cientsin generalhavetheform

Ci(�)=
FiLi

�2
(1)

whereFiisafunctionofthe(com plex)NP avourcouplings,Liisaloopfactorthatispresent
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in m odelswith no tree-levelFlavourChanging NeutralCurrents(FCNC),and � isthescale

ofNP,i.e.thetypicalm assofthenew particlesm ediating�F = 2transitions.Forageneric

strongly-interacting theory with arbitrary avourstructure,oneexpectsFi� Li� 1sothat

theallowed rangeforeach oftheCi(�)can beim m ediately translated intoalowerbound on

�.Speci�cassum ptionson theavourstructureofNP,forexam pleM inim al[16,17,18]or

Next-to-M inim al[19]FlavourViolation (M FV orNM FV),correspond to particularchoices

oftheFi functions,asdetailed below.

Ourstudy isanalogousto theoperatoranalysisofelectroweak precision observables[20],

butitprovidesm uch m orestringentboundson m odelswith non-m inim alavourviolation.

In particular,we�nd thatthescaleofheavy particlesm ediating tree-levelFCNC in m odels

ofNM FV m ust lie above � 60 TeV,m aking them undetectable atthe LHC.This bound

appliesforinstancetotheKaluza-Klein excitationsofgaugebosonsin alargeclassofm odels

with (warped)extradim ensions[21].Flavourphysicsrem ainsthem ain avenuetoprobesuch

extensionsoftheSM .

Thepaperisorganised asfollows.In Sec.IIwebriey discusstheexperim entalnovelties

considered in our analysis. In Sec.IIIwe present updated results for the analysis ofthe

Unitarity Triangle(UT)in thepresenceofNP,including them odel-independentconstraints

on �F = 2 processes,following closely ourpreviousanalyses[11,12].In Sec.IV wediscuss

the structure ofH �F = 2
e�

,the de�nition ofthe m odelswe considerand the m ethod used to

constrain theW ilson coe�cients.In Sec.V wepresentourresultsfortheW ilson coe�cients

and forthescaleofNP.Conclusionsaredrawn in Sec.VI.

II. EX P ER IM EN TA L IN P U T

W eusethesam eexperim entalinputasRef.[12],updatedaftertheW inter007conferences.

W e collectallthe num bersused throughoutthispaperin TablesIand II. W e include the

following novelties:them ostrecentresultfor�m s [22],thesem ileptonic asym m etry in B s

decays A s
SL

[23]and the dim uon charge asym m etry A
��

SL from D� [24]and CDF [25],the

m easurem entofthe B s lifetim e from avour-speci�c �nalstates[26],the determ ination of

��s=�s from the tim e-integrated angularanalysisofB s ! J= � decaysby CDF [27],the

three-dim ensionalconstrainton �s,��s,and thephase �s ofthe B s{�B s m ixing am plitude

from thetim e-dependentangularanalysisofB s ! J= � decaysby D� [28].
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Param eter Value G aussian (�) Uniform

(half-width)

� 0.2258 0.0014 -

jVcbj� 103(excl.) 39:1 0:6 1:7

jVcbj� 103(incl.) 41:7 0:7 -

jVubj� 104(excl.) 34 4 -

jVubj� 104(incl.) 43:1 3:9 -

�m d (ps
�1 ) 0:507 0:005 -

�m s (ps
�1 ) 17:77 0:12 -

�K � 103 2:232 0:007 -

sin2� see W inter’07 analysisathttp://www.utfit.org

cos2� see W inter’07 analysisathttp://www.utfit.org

� see W inter’07 analysisathttp://www.utfit.org

 see W inter’07 analysisathttp://www.utfit.org

2� +  see W inter’07 analysisathttp://www.utfit.org

m t (G eV) 161:2 1:7 -

�s(M Z ) 0.119 0.003 -

�B s
(ps) 1.39 0.12 -

�
F S
B s

(ps) 1.454 0.040 -

A
d
SL

-0.0005 0.0056 -

A
s
SL

0.0245 0.0196 -

A
��

SL
-0.0043 0.0030 -

�� d=�d 0.009 0.037 -

�� s=�s 0.65 0.33 -

�s [rad] -0.79 0.56 �s-�B s
corr.0.727

�B s
(ps) 1.49 0.08 �B s

-�� s=�s corr.-0.172

�� s=�s 0.17 0.09 �� s=�s-�s corr.-0.188

TABLE I:Values of the experim entalinput used in our analysis. The G aussian and the at

contributionsto theuncertainty aregiven in thethird and fourth colum nsrespectively (fordetails

on the statisticaltreatm entsee [29]).See textfordetails.
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Param eter Value G aussian (�) Uniform

(half-width)

FD (M eV) 201 3 17

FB s

p
B s (M eV) 262 35 -

� =
FB s

p
B s

FB d

p
B d

1.23 0.06 -

B̂ K 0.79 0.04 0.08

m b (G eV) 4.21 0.08 -

m c (G eV) 1.3 0.1 -

R 1 1 - -

R 2 -12.9 3.0 -

R 3 3.98 0.89 -

R 4 20.8 4.4 -

R 5 5.2 1.2 -

B
D
1 0.865 0.02 0.015

B
D
2 0.82 0.03 0.01

B
D
3 1.07 0.05 0.08

B
D
4 1.08 0.02 0.02

B
D
5 1.455 0.03 0.075

B
B
1 0.88 0.04 0.10

B
B
2 0.82 0.03 0.09

B
B
3 1.02 0.06 0.13

B
B
4 1.15 0.03 0.13

B
B
5 1.99 0.04 0.24

TABLE II:Values ofthe hadronic param eters used in our analysis. The G aussian and the at

contributionsto theuncertainty aregiven in thethird and fourth colum nsrespectively (fordetails

on the statisticaltreatm entsee [29]).See the textfordetails.

The use of��s=�s,from the tim e-integrated angularanalysisofB s ! J= � decays,is

described in Ref.[12].In thispaper,weonly usetheCDF m easurem entasinput,sincethe

D� analysisisnow superseded by the new tim e-dependentstudy. The latterprovidesthe
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�rstdirectconstrainton the Bs{�B s m ixing phase,butalso a sim ultaneous bound on ��s

and �s. W e im plem ented the full3� 3 correlation m atrix. The tim e-dependent analysis

determ inestheB s{�B s m ixing phasewith afour-fold am biguity.
1 Firstofall,theB s m esons

are untagged,so the analysis isnotdirectly sensitive to sin�s,resulting in the am biguity

(�s;cos�1;2)$ (��s;� cos�1;2),where �1;2 represent the strong phase di�erences between

thetransversepolarization and theotherones.Second,at�xed sign ofcos�1;2,thereisthe

am biguity (�s;��s)$ (�s+ �;���s).Concerning thestrong phases�i,thereisa two-fold

am biguity corresponding to �i ! � � �i.Thetwo experim entaldeterm inationsareroughly

�2 � 0,�1 � � and �1 � 0,�2 � �. In the literature it is often found that factorization

corresponds to the �rst choice [30,31,32]. However,we �nd that factorization predicts

�1 � 0,�2 � � [33,34,35]. Thisresultisalso com patible with the BaBarm easurem entin

B ! J=	K � [36],which can be related to B s ! J=	� using SU(3)and neglecting singlet

contributions.2 However,waitingforfuture,m oresophisticated experim entalanalyseswhich

could resolve thisam biguity,we preferto beconservative and keep thefour-fold am biguity

in ouranalysis.

The use of�m s was already discussed in Ref.[12]. The only di�erence with respect

to thatisthe update ofthe experim entalinputs: we now use the im proved m easurem ent

by CDF [22],and we take �B s
only from the study ofB s decays to CP eigenstates [37].

The value of�B s
obtained from B s decaying to avour-speci�c �nalstates,using a single

exponentialin the�t,isrelated to thevaluesof�s and ��s by therelation [38]

�
F S
B s

=
1

�s

1+
�
�� s

2�s

�2

1�
�
�� s

2�s

�2 ; (2)

which provides an independent constraint on ��s=�s. W e com pute ��s and A s
SL

using

eq.(7)ofRef.[12](recalling thatA s
SL = 2(1� jq=pjs).Following Ref.[39],weusethevalue

ofA
��

SL recently presented by D� [24]and CDF [25],in theform

A
��

SL
=
fd�d0A

d
SL
+ fs�s0A

s
SL

fd�d0 + fs�s0
; (3)

1 Noticethatthede� nition used byD� istheoneofRef.[30],nam ely�s = 2�s = 2arg(� (VtsV
�
tb
)=(VcsV

�
cb
)))

in the SM .Noticealso thatin the arXiv version ofRef.[28]the de� nition of�s isunclear.
2 In the � rstversion ofthism anuscript,we stated thatfactorization disagreed with SU (3),based on the

factorization prediction in Refs.[30,31,32].
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with fd = 0:397� 0:010,fs = 0:107� 0:011,�q0 = (�q + ��q)=2. �q and ��q are com puted

using equations(3)-(5)ofRef.[12].3

Finally,concerning D 0 � �D 0 m ixing,we use asinputthe results forthe NP am plitude

obtained in Ref.[14]com bining theexperim entalinform ation from Refs.[40].

III. U T A N A LY SIS A N D C O N ST R A IN T S O N N P

The contribution of NP to �F = 2 transitions can be param eterized in a m odel-

independentway asthe ratio ofthe full(SM +NP)am plitude to the SM one. In thisway,

wecan de�netheparam etersCB q
and �B q

(q= d;s)as[41]:

CB q
e
2i�B q =

hB qjH
full
e� j

�B qi

hB qjH
SM
e�
j�B qi

; (4)

and write allthe m easured observablesasa function ofthese param etersand the SM ones

(��,��,and additionalparam eterssuch asm asses,form factors,and decay constants).Details

aregiven in Refs.[11,12].In a sim ilarway,onecan write

C�K =
Im [hK 0jH full

e�
j�K 0i]

Im [hK 0jH SM
e�
j�K 0i]

; C�m K
=
Re[hK 0jH full

e�
j�K 0i]

Re[hK 0jH SM
e�
j�K 0i]

: (5)

Concerning �m K ,to be conservative,we add to the short-distance contribution a possible

long-distanceonethatvarieswith auniform distribution between zeroand theexperim ental

valueof�m K .

W eperform aglobalanalysisusingthem ethod ofRef.[29]and determ inesim ultaneously

��,��,CB q
,�B q

,C�K and C�m K
using ata-prioridistributions forthese param eters. The

resulting probability density function (p.d.f.) in the �� � �� plane isshown in Fig.1. Only

a sm allregion close to the resultofthe SM �tsurvives. The m irrorsolution in the third

quadrantissuppressed down to about5% probability by them easurem entsofA d
SL and A

��

SL.

Theresultsfor�� and �� reported in Tab.IIIareata levelofaccuracy com parableto theSM

�t[42],so thatthe SM contribution to FCNC processesin the presence ofarbitrary NP is

bound to lievery closeto theresultsoftheSM in the absenceofNP.Thisresultrepresents

a m ajorim provem ent in the study ofFCNC processes beyond the SM ,and opens up the

possibility ofprecision studiesofavourprocessesin thepresence ofNP.

3 To com binethe CDF and D� m easurem ents,we haveconverted the value forA de� ned in Ref.[24]into

a value forA
��

SL
.
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FIG .1: Determ ination of �� and �� from the NP generalized analysis. 68% and 95% probability

regionsfor �� and �� areshown,togetherwith the2� contoursgiven by thetree-leveldeterm ination

ofjVubjand .

The constraining powerofthisanalysisisevidentin the resultsforthe NP param eters

given in Tab.III and shown in Fig.2. Com pared to our previous analysis in Ref.[12],

and to sim ilar analyses in the literature [39,43],we see thatthe additionalexperim ental

inputdiscussed aboveim provesconsiderably thedeterm ination ofthephaseoftheB s� �B s

m ixing am plitude. The fourfold am biguity inherent in the untagged analysis ofRef.[28]

is som ewhat reduced by the m easurem ents ofA s
SL and A

��

SL,which prefer negative values

of�B s
.4 Ref.[32]recently claim ed a 2� deviation from zero in �B s

,taking the sign of

cos�1;2 from factorization. W e con�rm that,with the sam e assum ptions ofRef.[32]on

strongphases,5 thedeviation from zeroof�B s
slightly exceeds2�.W ithoutassum ingstrong

4 W ith respectto Ref.[32],we� nd thattheinclusion ofA
��

SL
hasaweakerim pactin reducingtheam biguity

com ing from severalsm alldi� erencesin the analysis(theoreticalassum ptionson NP in Ad
SL
,presenceof

NP in penguin contributionsto A
d;s

SL
,inclusion ofthe CDF m easurem entofA

��

SL
,etc.).

5 W e � nd thatfactorization gives�1 � 0 and �2 � �,resolving the am biguity ofthe D 0 untagged analysis
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Param eter 68% Probability 95% Probability

CB d
1:05� 0:34 [0:53;2:05]

�B d
[�] � 3:4� 2:2 [� 8:3;1:6]

CB s
1:11� 0:32 [0:63;2:07]

�B s
[�] (� 69� 14)[ (� 20� 14)[ (20� 5)[ (72� 8)[� 86;� 46][ [� 43;35][ [56;87]

C�m K
0:93� 0:32 [0:51;2:07]

C�K 0:92� 0:14 [0:66;1:31]

� 0:140� 0:046 [0:049;0:258]

� 0:384� 0:035 [0:304;0:460]

�[�] 86� 7 [73;104]

�[�] 24:3� 2:0 [19:9;28:6]

[�] 70� 7 [53;83]

Re�t[10
�5 ] � 31:3� 1:8 [� 35;� 27]

Im �t[10
�5 ] 14:8� 1:3 [12:3;17:3]

jVubj[10
�3 ] 3:91� 0:28 [3:36;4:44]

jVcbj[10
�2 ] 4:09� 0:05 [3:98;4:18]

jVtdj[10
�3 ] 8:7� 0:5 [7:6;9:6]

jVtd=Vtsj 0:217� 0:012 [0:187;0:240]

R b 0:413� 0:030 [0:354;0:471]

R t 0:943� 0:048 [0:819;1:037]

sin2� 0:748� 0:044 [0:643;0:841]

sin2�s 0:0409� 0:0038 [0:0321;0:0494]

TABLE III:Determ ination ofNP and UT param etersfrom theUT �t.

phasesfrom factorization,we�nd a deviation of�B s
from zero of1:4 �,ofthesam esizeof

thedeviation found experim entally by Ref.[28].

Itisim portanttostressthattheinform ation contained in theseconstraintsdoesnotrely

in favourof�s � 0:79 forpositive� � ,while Ref.[32]uses�1 � �,�2 � 0 and �s � � 0:79.However,this

sign di� erencein �s iscom pensated by thefactthat�s asde� ned in Ref.[32]should becom pared to � �s

asm easured by D 0.



10

dBC
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

]o [ d
Bφ

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

dBC
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

]o [ d
Bφ

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

sBC
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

]o [ s
Bφ

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

sBC
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

]o [ s
Bφ

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

Km∆C
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

 
Kε

C

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

Km∆C
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

 
Kε

C

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

FIG .2: Constraints on �B d
vs. CB d

,�B s
vs. CB s

and C�K vs C�m K
from the NP generalized

analysis.

on any speci�c m odelfor NP.The list ofapplications in NP phenom enology is rich. For

instance,restrictingtothecaseofSUSY m odels,thetwo-dim ensionalconstraintoftheb! s

(b! d)sectorcan betranslated into a lim iton them ass-insertion com plex param eters�d
23

(�d13),using the NLO supersym m etric expression ofthe B q{�B q m ixing am plitude [7]. This

bound,com bined with the constraint from b ! s decays [44],allows to obtain the best

available inform ation on the o�-diagonalterm s ofthe squark m ass m atrix [45]. However,

in the following,rather than considering an explicit m odelfor NP,we perform a general

analysisbased on them ostgeneralHam iltonian for�F = 2 processes.
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IV . N P C O N T R IB U T IO N S T O � F = 2 P R O C ESSES

The m ostgenerale�ective Ham iltoniansfor�F = 2 processesbeyond the SM have the

following form :

H �S= 2
e�

=

5X

i= 1

CiQ
sd
i +

3X

i= 1

~Ci
~Q sd
i (6)

H �C = 2
e�

=

5X

i= 1

CiQ
cu
i +

3X

i= 1

~Ci
~Q cu
i

H �B = 2
e� =

5X

i= 1

CiQ
bq

i +

3X

i= 1

~Ci
~Q
bq

i

whereq= d(s)forB d(s)� �B d(s) m ixing and

Q
qiqj
1 = �q�jL�q

�
iL �q

�

jL
�
q
�

iL ;

Q
qiqj
2 = �q�jR q

�
iL �q

�

jRq
�

iL ;

Q
qiqj
3 = �q�jR q

�

iL �q
�

jRq
�
iL ; (7)

Q
qiqj
4 = �q�jR q

�
iL �q

�

jLq
�

iR ;

Q
qiqj
5 = �q�jR q

�

iL �q
�

jLq
�
iR :

Here qR ;L = PR ;L q,with PR ;L = (1� 5)=2,and � and � arecolourindices.The operators

~Q
qiqj
1;2;3 areobtained from theQ

qiqj
1;2;3 by theexchangeL $ R.In thefollowing weonly discuss

theoperatorsQ i astheresultsforQ 1;2;3 apply to ~Q 1;2;3 aswell.

The NLO anom alous dim ension m atrix has been com puted in [6]. W e use the

Regularisation-Independentanom alousdim ension m atrix in theLandau gauge(also known

asRI-M OM ),since thisschem e isused in lattice QCD calculationsofthe m atrix elem ents

with non-perturbativerenorm alization.

TheCi(�)areobtainedbyintegratingoutallnew particlessim ultaneouslyattheNP scale

�.6 W ethen haveto evolvethecoe�cientsdown to thehadronicscales�b = m b = 4:6 GeV

(m b � m b(� = m b)isthe RI-M OM m ass)forbottom m esons,�D = 2:8 GeV forcharm ed

m esons,and �K = 2 GeV forKaons,which are the renorm alisation scalesofthe operators

used in latticecom putationsforthem atrix elem ents[46,47].

6 Clearly,withoutknowingthem assesofnew particles,onecannot� x thescale� ofthem atching.However,

an iterativeprocedurequickly convergesthanksto the very slow running of�s athigh scales.



12

W egiveherean analyticform ula forthecontribution to theB q � �B q m ixing am plitudes

induced by a given NP scale coe�cient C i(�),denoted by h�B qjH e�jB qii,as a function of

�s(�):

h�B qjH
�B = 2
e�

jB qii=

5X

j= 1

5X

r= 1

�

b
(r;i)

j + � c
(r;i)

j

�

�
aj Ci(�)h�B qjQ

bq
r jB qi; (8)

where� = �s(�)=�s(m t),them agicnum bersaj,b
(r;i)

j and c
(r;i)

j and them atrix elem entscan

befound in eqs.(10)and (12)ofRef.[9]respectively.ThevaluesoftheB B
i param eterscan

befound in TableII.A sim ilarform ula holdsforD 0 � �D 0 m ixing,with theparam etersB D
i

given in TableIIand thefollowing m agicnum bers:

ai= (0:286;�0:692;0:787;�1:143;0:143)

b
(11)

i = (0:837;0;0;0;0); c
(11)

i = (�0:016;0;0;0;0);

b
(22)

i = (0;2:163;0:012;0;0); c
(22)

i = (0;�0:20;�0:002;0;0);

b
(23)

i = (0;�0:567;0:176;0;0); c
(23)

i = (0;�0:016;0:006;0;0);

b
(32)

i = (0;�0:032;0:031;0;0); c
(32)

i = (0;0:004;�0:010;0;0);

b
(33)

i = (0;0:008;0:474;0;0); c
(33)

i = (0;0:000;0:025;0;0);

b
(44)

i = (0;0;0;3:63;0); c
(44)

i = (0;0;0;�0:56;0:006);

b
(45)

i = (0;0;0;1:21;�0:19); c
(45)

i = (0;0;0;�0:29;�0:006);

b
(54)

i = (0;0;0;0:14;0); c
(54)

i = (0;0;0;�0:019;�0:016);

b
(55)

i = (0;0;0;0:045;0:839); c
(55)

i = (0;0;0;�0:009;0:018):

(9)

Allotherm agicnum bersvanish.Finally,forK 0 � �K 0 m ixing weobtain

h�K 0jH �S= 2
e�

jK 0ii=

5X

j= 1

5X

r= 1

�

b
(r;i)

j + � c
(r;i)

j

�

�
aj Ci(�)Rrh�K

0jQ sd
1
jK 0i; (10)

where now the m agic num bers can be found in eq.(2.7)ofRef.[8]. W e use the valuesin

TableIIfortheratiosR r ofthem atrix elem entsoftheNP operatorsQ sd
r overtheSM one.

These valuescorrespond to theaverage oftheresultsin Ref.[46],applying a scaling factor

to theerrorsto takeinto accountthespread oftheavailableresults.

To obtain the p.d.f.for the W ilson coe�cients at the NP scale �,we switch on one

coe�cientata tim ein each sectorand calculateitsvaluefrom theresultoftheNP analysis

presented in sec.III.

Aswediscussed in eq.(1),theconnection between theCi(�)and theNP scale� depends

on thegeneralpropertiesoftheNP m odel,and in particularon theavourstructureofthe
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Fi.Assum ing strongly interacting new particles,wehavefrom eq.(1)with Li= 1

� =

s

Fi

Ci

: (11)

Letusnow discussfournotableexam ples:

� In the case ofM FV with one Higgs doublet or two Higgs doublets with sm allor

m oderate tan�,we have F1 = FSM and Fi6= 1 = 0,where FSM isthe com bination of

CKM m atrix elem ents appearing in the top-quark m ediated SM m ixing am plitude,

nam ely (VtqV
�
tb)

2 forB q � �B q m ixing and (VtdV
�
ts)

2 for"K .�m K and D 0 � �D 0 m ixing

do notgivesigni�cantconstraintsin thisscenario dueto thepresenceoflong-distance

contributions.

� In the case ofM FV atlarge tan�,we have this additionalcontribution to Bq � �B q

m ixing [18]:

C4(�)=
(a0 + a1)(a0 + a2)

�2
�b�qFSM ; (12)

where �b;q represent the corresponding Yukawa couplings,a0;1;2 are tan�-enhanced

loop factorsofO (1)and � representstheNP scalecorresponding to thenon-standard

Higgsbosons.

� In the case ofNM FV,we have jFij= FSM with an arbitrary phase [19](following

Ref.[18],for�m K and D 0 � �D 0 m ixing we take FSM = jVtdVtsj
2). Thiscondition is

realized in m odelsin which right-handed currentsalso contributeto FCNC processes,

butwith thesam ehierarchicalstructurein them ixinganglesasin theSM left-handed

currents. Given the order-of-m agnitude equalities m d=m b � jVtdj,m s=m b � jVtsj,

boundsobtained in thisscenario arealsoofinterestforextra-dim ensionalm odelswith

FCNC couplingssuppressed linearly with quark m asses[21].Clearly,given the QCD

and,forK 0 � �K 0 m ixing,chiralenhancem entofNP operators,theconstraintson the

NP scalearem uch strongerforNM FV than forM FV,asshown explicitly in thenext

section.

� Forarbitrary NP avourstructures,we expectjFij� 1 with arbitrary phase.In this

case,theconstraintson theNP scalearem uch tighterduetotheabsenceoftheCKM

suppression in theNP contributions.
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V . R ESU LT S

In thisSection,we present the results obtained forthe fourscenarios described above.

In deriving the lower bounds on the NP scale �,we assum e Li = 1, corresponding to

strongly-interacting and/or tree-levelNP.Two other interesting possibilities are given by

loop-m ediated NP contributionsproportionalto �2s or�
2
W . The �rstcase correspondsfor

exam ple to gluino exchange in the M SSM .The second case applies to allm odels ofSM -

like loop-m ediated weak interactions. To obtain the lower bound on � forloop-m ediated

contributions,onesim ply m ultipliestheboundswequotein thefollowing by �s(�)� 0:1 or

by �W � 0:03.

Letus�rstconsiderM FV m odelsand update ourresultspresented in Ref.[11,12]. In

practice,the m ostconvenientstrategy in thiscase isto �tthe shiftin the Inam i-Lim top-

quark function entering B d,B s and K
0 m ixing.W e�tforthisshiftusing theexperim ental

m easurem entsof�m d,�m s and �K ,afterdeterm ining theparam etersoftheCKM m atrix

with theuniversalunitarity triangleanalysis[17].7 W eobtain thefollowing lowerboundsat

95% probability:

� > 5:5TeV (sm alltan�); (13)

� > 5:1TeV (largetan�): (14)

The bound for large tan� com es from contributions proportionalto the sam e operator

presentin theSM .

Asm entioned above,atvery largetan� additionalcontributionsto C4(�)can begener-

ated by Higgsexchange.From thesecontributions,weobtain thefollowing lowerbound on

thescale�,which in thiscaseisthem assofnon-standard Higgsbosons:

M H > 5
q

(a0 + a1)(a0 + a2)

 
tan�

50

!

TeV : (15)

In any given m odel,one can specify the value ofthe ai couplingsand oftan� to obtain a

lowerbound on thenon-standard Higgsm ass.Thebound weobtained isin agreem entwith

Ref.[18],takingintoaccountthepresentexperim entalinform ation.Ifanon-standard Higgs

7 W ith respectto the originalproposalofRef.[17],we do notuse the ratio � m s=� m d in the � tin order

to allow forHiggs-m ediated contributionsa� ecting � ms atvery largetan�.
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boson isseen athadron colliders,thisim pliesan upperbound on the ai couplingsand/or

tan�.

In Fig.3wepresenttheallowed regionsin theReC i-Im C iplanesfortheK 0 sector,while

in Figs.4-6 we show the allowed regions in the AbsC i-ArgC i planes for the D 0,B d and

B s sectors. Allcoe�cientsare given in GeV �2 . From these allowed regionswe obtain the

95% probability regions for C i reported in the second colum n ofTab.IV. This result is

com pletely m odel-independent.

Assum ing strongly interacting and/or tree-levelNP contributions with generic avour

structure (i.e. Li = jFij= 1),we can translate the upper bounds on Ci into the lower

boundson the NP scale � reported in the third colum n ofTab.IV.Asanticipated above,

we see that in the K 0 sector allbounds from non-standard operators are one order of

m agnitudestrongerthan thebound from theSM operator,dueto thechiralenhancem ent.

In addition,operatorQ 4 hasthe strongestRenorm alization Group (RG)enhancem ent. In

theD 0,B d and B s sectors,thechiralenhancem entisabsent,buttheRG enhancem entisstill

e�ective.Theoverallconstrainton theNP scale� com esfrom Im C4K and reads,forstrongly

interacting and/ortree-levelNP,�s loop m ediated or�W loop m ediated respectively:

�G EN

tree
> 2:4� 105TeV; �G EN

�s
> 2:4� 104TeV; �G EN

�W
> 8� 103TeV: (16)

Assum ing strongly interacting and/or tree-levelNP contributions with NM FV avour

structure (i.e. Li = 1 and jFij= jFSM j),we can translate the upper bounds on Ci into

thelowerboundson theNP scale� reported in thefourth colum n ofTab.IV.Theavour

structureofNM FV m odelsim pliesthattheboundsfrom thefoursectorsareallcom parable,

thestrongestonebeing obtained from Im C 4
K (barring,asalways,accidentalcancellations):

�N M FV

tree
> 62TeV; �N M FV

�s
> 6:2TeV; �N M FV

�W
> 2TeV: (17)

Let us now com m ent on the possibility ofdirect detection ofNP at LHC,given the

bounds we obtained. Clearly,a loop suppression is needed in allscenarios to obtain NP

scalesthatcan be reached attheLHC.ForNM FV m odels,an �W loop suppression m ight

notbe su�cient,since the resulting NP scale is2 TeV.Ofcourse,ifthere isan accidental

suppression oftheNP contribution to �K ,thescaleforweak loop contributionsm ightbeas

low as0:5TeV.Thegeneralm odelisoutofreach even for�W (orstronger)loop suppression.

For M FV m odels at large values oftan�,stringent constraints on the m ass ofthe non-

standard Higgsbosonscan be obtained. These particlesm ay orm ay notbe detectable at
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to 95% (68% )probability regions.



20

Param eter 95% allowed range Lowerlim iton � (TeV) Lowerlim iton � (TeV)

(G eV �2 ) forarbitrary NP forNM FV

ReC 1
K [� 9:6;9:6]� 10�13 1:0� 103 0:35

ReC 2
K [� 1:8;1:9]� 10�14 7:3� 103 2:0

ReC 3
K [� 6:0;5:6]� 10�14 4:1� 103 1:1

ReC 4
K [� 3:6;3:6]� 10�15 17� 103 4:0

ReC 5
K [� 1:0;1:0]� 10�14 10� 103 2:4

Im C 1
K [� 4:4;2:8]� 10�15 1:5� 104 5:6

Im C 2
K [� 5:1;9:3]� 10�17 10� 104 28

Im C 3
K [� 3:1;1:7]� 10�16 5:7� 104 19

Im C 4
K [� 1:8;0:9]� 10�17 24� 104 62

Im C 5
K [� 5:2;2:8]� 10�17 14� 104 37

jC 1
D j < 7:2� 10�13 1:2� 103 0:40

jC 2
D j < 1:6� 10�13 2:5� 103 0:82

jC 3
D j < 3:9� 10�12 0:51� 103 0:17

jC 4
D j < 4:8� 10�14 4:6� 103 1:5

jC 5
D j < 4:8� 10�13 1:4� 103 0:47

jC 1
B d
j < 2:3� 10�11 0:21� 103 1:8

jC 2
B d
j < 7:2� 10�13 1:2� 103 8:5

jC 3
B d
j < 2:8� 10�12 0:60� 103 4:4

jC 4
B d
j < 2:1� 10�13 2:2� 103 14

jC 5
B d
j < 6:0� 10�13 1:3� 103 8:8

jC 1
B s
j < 1:1� 10�9 30 1:3

jC 2
B s
j < 5:6� 10�11 130 4:6

jC 3
B s
j < 2:1� 10�10 70 2:4

jC 4
B s
j < 1:6� 10�11 250 7:9

jC 5
B s
j < 4:5� 10�11 150 4:9

TABLE IV:95% probability range forC (�)and the corresponding lowerboundson the NP scale

� forarbitrary NP avourstructureand forNM FV.See thetextfordetails.
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theLHC dependingon theactualvalueoftan�.Finally,thereadershould keep in m ind the

possibility ofaccidentalcancellationsam ong the contribution ofdi�erentoperators,which

m ightweaken theboundsweobtained.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have presented bounds on the NP scale � obtained from an operator analysis of

�F = 2processes,usingthem ostrecentexperim entalm easurem ents,theNLO form ulaefor

theRG evolution and theLatticeQCD resultsforthem atrix elem ents.W ehaveconsidered

four scenarios: M FV at sm alltan�,M FV at large tan�,NM FV and generalNP with

arbitrary avourstructure.Thelowerboundson thescale� ofstrongly-interacting NP for

NM FV and generalNP scenarios(barring accidentalcancellations)are reported in Fig.7.

Taking them oststringentbound foreach scenario,weobtain theboundsgiven in TableV.
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FIG .7:Sum m ary ofthe 95% probability lowerbound on the NP scale � forstrongly-interacting

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

W econcludethatany m odelwith strongly interactingNP and/ortree-levelcontributions

is beyond the reach ofdirect searches at the LHC.Flavour and CP violation rem ain the

m ain toolto constrain (or detect) such NP m odels. W eakly-interacting extensions ofthe

SM can be accessible at the LHC provided that they enjoy a M FV-like suppression of

�F = 2 processes,oratleasta NM FV-likesuppression with an additionaldepletion ofthe

NP contribution to �K .
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Scenario strong/tree �s loop �W loop

M FV (sm alltan�) 5.5 0.5 0.2

M FV (large tan�) 5.1 0.5 0.2

M H in M FV atlarge tan� 5
p
(a0 + a1)(a0 + a2)

�
tan �

50

�

NM FV 62 6.2 2

G eneral 24000 2400 800

TABLE V:Sum m ary ofthe 95% probability lowerbound on the NP scale � (in TeV)forseveral

possibleavourstructuresand loop suppressions.
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