
ar
X

iv
:0

80
2.

32
01

v2
  [

he
p-

ph
] 

 1
1 

M
ar

 2
00

8
BNL-HET-08/4

N ew Physics ata SuperFlavorFactory

Thom asE.Browder�

Departm entofPhysics,University ofHawaii,Honolulu,Hawaii968222,USA

Tim Gershony

Departm entofPhysics,University ofW arwick,Coventry,CV4 7AL,UK

Dan Pirjolz

NationalInstitute forPhysicsand NuclearEngineering,Departm entofParticle Physics,077125 Bucharest,Rom ania

Am arjitSonix

PhysicsDepartm ent,Brookhaven NationalLaboratory,Upton,New York 11973,USA

Jure Zupan{

Theory Division,Departm entofPhysics,CERN CH-1211 Geneva 23,Switzerland

Faculty ofm athem aticsand physics,University ofLjubljana,Jadranska 19,1000 Ljubljana,Slovenia and

J.Stefan Institute,Jam ova 39,1000 Ljubljana,Slovenia

A bstract

The potentialofa Super Flavor Factory (SFF) for searches ofN ew Physics is reviewed. W hile

very high lum inosity B physicsisassum ed to be atthe coreofthe program ,itsscope forextensive

charm and � studies are also em phasized. The possibility to run atthe �(5S) isalso very brie
y

discussed;in principle,this could provide very clean m easurem ents ofB s decays. The strength

and reach ofa SFF is m ost notably due to the possibility ofexam ining an im pressive array of

very clean observables.The anglesand the sidesofthe unitarity triangle can be determ ined with

unprecedented accuracy. These serveasa reference forN ew Physics(N P)sensitive decayssuch as

B
+ ! �

+
� and penguin dom inated hadronicdecay m odes,providing testsofgenericN P scenarios

with an accuracy ofa few percent. Besides,very precise studiesofdirectand tim e dependent CP

asym m etries in radiative B decays and forward-backward asym m etry studies in B ! X s‘
+
‘
�

and num erous nulltests using B ,charm and � decays are also likely to provide powerfulinsights

into N P.The dram atic increase in lum inosity ata SFF willalso open up entirely new avenuesfor

probing N P observables,e.g. by allowing sensitive studiesusing theoretically clean processessuch

asB ! X s���.TheSFF isenvisioned to be a crucialtoolforessentialstudiesof
avorin the LH C

era,and willextend the reach ofthe LH C in m any im portantways.
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I. IN TRO D UCTIO N

Theterm 
avorwas�rstused in particlephysicsin the

contextofthe quark m odelofhadrons.Itwascoined in

1971 by M urray G ell-M ann and hisstudentatthe tim e,

Harald Fritzsch,ata Baskin-Robbinsice-cream store in

Pasadena.Justasice-cream hasboth colorand 
avorso

do quarks(Fritzsch,2008).

Flavor physics denotesphysics oftransitionsbetween

thethreegenerationsofStandard M odel(SM )ferm ions.

W ith theLHC startup around thecorner,whyshould one

pay attention to these low energy phenom ena? Forone

thing,
avorphysicscan probenew physics(NP)through

o�-shellcorrections,before the NP particles them selves

are produced in energy frontier experim ents. As a his-

toricexam ple,theexistenceofthecharm quark waspre-

dicted from the suppression ofK L ! �+ �� before its

discovery (G lashow etal.,1970),whileitsm asswassuc-

cessfully predicted from �m K (G aillard and Lee,1974).

Flavorphysicsisalso intim ately connected with the ori-

gin offerm ion m asses. In the lim it ofvanishing m asses

the 
avor physics is trivial{ no intergenerationaltran-

sitions occur since weak and m ass eigenbases trivially
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FIG .1 95% con�dencelevelconstraintson param eters �� and

�� in the W olfenstein param etrization of the CK M m atrix.

Left: present constraints, right: with errors shrunk to the

size expected at a SFF while tuning centralvalues to have

com patible constraints[from (Browderetal.,2007)].

coincide. It is only the m ism atch of weak and m ass

eigenbases(orthe m ism atch between the basesin which

gauge and Yukawa term s are diagonal) that m akes 
a-

vor physics interesting. In the quark sector ofSM this

m ism atch is described by a single unitary m atrix -the

Cabibbo{K obayashi{M askawa (CK M ) m atrix. Finally,

CP violation isclosely related to 
avorphysics.A strong

argum ent for the existence ofnew sources ofCP viola-

tion isthattheCK M m echanism isunableto accountfor

the observed baryon asym m etry ofthe universe (BAU)

through baryogenesis(G avela etal.,1994). This points

at NP with new sources of CP violation in either the

quark or lepton sector (the latter potentially related to

the BAU via leptogenesis(Uhlig,2007)). Itistherefore

im portantto investigatetheBAU by studying CP viola-

tion in both quark and lepton sectors(see below).

In the past ten years, due to the spectacu-

lar perform ance of the two B -factories, a m ile-

stone in our understanding of CP violation phe-

nom ena was reached. For the �rst tim e, de-

tailed experim ents, BABAR (Aubertetal., 2002) and

Belle (Abashian etal.,2002),provided a striking con�r-

m ation oftheCK M -paradigm ofCP violation (Cabibbo,

1963;K obayashiand M askawa,1973). The K obayashi-

M askawa m odelofCP-violation,based on threefam ilies

and a single CP-odd phase,is able to account for the

observed CP violation in the B system ,as wellas that

in theK system ,to an accuracy ofabout20% ,asshown

in Fig.1 (Bona etal.,2006b,2007b;Charlesetal.,2005;

Lunghiand Soni,2007). The im pressive gain in preci-

sion on CK M constraints that is expected at a SFF is

also shown in Fig.1.

W hilewecelebratethisrem arkableagreem entitisim -

portant to note that increasing the accuracy of CK M

tests brings m ore than just an increased knowledge of

fundam entalCK M param eters. O nce NP particles are

observed atLHC,
avorphysicsobservableswillprovide

a setofindependentconstraintson the NP Lagrangian.

These constraints are com plem entary to the m easure-

m entsthatareperform ed athigh pT processes{i.e.they
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providea com plem entary constrainton the com bination

ofcouplings,m ixing anglesand NP m assesand becom e

m uch m ore powerfulonce NP m ass spectra are already

m easured. However,to be relevant for TeV processes,

high precision is needed. But, how precise is precise

enough? The answer depends on the NP 
avor chang-

ing couplings. Taking as a conservative benchm ark the

caseofm inim ally 
avorviolating NP thathascouplings

to SM ferm ionscom parableto weak gaugecouplings,the

presentresults from B factoriesallow for m assesofNP

particlesbelow � 100G eV.Aftercom pletion oftheSuper

FlavorFactory(SFF)program thislim itwould bepushed

to � 600G eV (Bona etal.,2007b;Browderetal.,2007),

illustratingthecom plem entarityofLHC and SFF reach.1

Let us elaborate a bit m ore on this im portant point.

TheNP constraintsdepend on both NP couplingsto SM

quarksand theNP m assesand the two cannotbedisen-

tangled. An im portantsetof
avorphysicsobservables

usefulforNP searchesarethosefrom processesthatpro-

ceed through 
avorchangingneutralcurrents.Theseare

loop suppressed in the SM ,and hence NP contributions

areeasierto detectthan in charged 
avorchangingtran-

sitions that occur at tree levelin the SM .Let us take

as an explicit exam ple corrections to the �F = 2 pro-

cesses,i.e. to K 0{�K 0,B 0
d
{�B 0

d
and B 0

s{
�B 0
s m ixing. The

corresponding SM weak Ham iltonian hasa form

H e� =
1

4

C0

�2
0

�
V
�
tiVtj

��
�dL i
�dL j

�2
; (1)

where C0 is a W ilson coe�cient that is oforder O (1),

�0 = 4�m W =g2 ’ 2:5 TeV is the appropriate scale for

a loop suppressed SM process, and di;j are the down

quark �eldsd;s;b.Forsim plicity letusalso assum ethat

NP leads to the e�ective operatorwith the sam e Dirac

structureasin the SM ,so

H N P
e� =

CN P

�2
N P

�
�dL i
�dL j

�2
: (2)

IfNP couplings do not have any 
avor structure,then

CN P � O (1),while �N P correspondsroughly to the NP

particles’m asses,iftheseareexchanged attreelevel.In

this case the NP m asses are wellabove the weak scale.

Forinstance,presentm easurem entsexcludeO (1)correc-

tionsto the B 0
d �

�B 0
d m ixing,from which

B
0
d �

�B 0
d m ix::

�
V
�
tb

|{z}
� 1

Vtd
|{z}
� �3

�2 1

4�2
0

>
CN P

�2
N P

) �N P & 500 TeV;

(3)

For B 0
s �

�B 0
s and K 0 � �K 0 m ixings the corresponding

�N P scalesare 100 TeV and 104 TeV,respectively. The

1 N ote that the generic M FV scenario of weakly coupled N P is

not the m ost conservative scenario. The SFF constraint can be

avoided,ifcouplingsto SM ferm ionsare furthersuppressed (see,

forinstance,G rossm an etal.(2007b).)

factthatthesescalesarem uch largerthan theweak scale

� mW isknown asthe NP 
avor problem .

Ifnew physicsparticleswith m assM areexchanged at

tree levelwith O (1)coupling constants,then �N P � M .

This excludes new physics with general
avor violation

structure at the energies accessible at the LHC. This

conclusion holds even if new physics particles are ex-

changed only at 1-loop order,where �N P � 4�M =g2N P.

ForgN P � g even the weakestbound from the B0s �
�B 0
s

system stillleads to new physics particles with m asses

& 7 TeV.

In other words,ifthe hierarchy problem ofthe Stan-

dard M odelisresolved by adding m oreparticlesnearthe

electroweak scale,thisextended sectorm usthavea non-

generic 
avorstructure. Having com pletely 
avorblind

new physicsisunnaturalsince the SM already contains


avor violation in the Yukawa couplings. The m inim al

possibility forthe NP contribution ofEq.(2)isthatthe

NP 
avorviolation com esonly from theSM Yukawacou-

plings. Thisisthe assum ption underlying M inim alFla-

vorViolation (M FV);see Section III.B.The NP contri-

bution ofEq.(2)then obeysthesam eCK M hierarchy as

the SM contribution ofEq.(1)and can be rewritten as

~H N P
e� =

~CN P

�2
N P

�
V
�
tiVtj

��
�dL i
�dL j

�2
: (4)

In this case not observing O (1) e�ects from NP in the


avortransitionstranslatesto � N P & �0 ’ 2:5 TeV.If

NP contributionsareloop suppressed (asthosefrom the

SM are),then thisbound translatesto a relatively weak

bound M & m W (ifgN P � g).

W e see that in this m inim alscenario,where no new

m echanism s of 
avor violation beyond those already

presentin theSM areintroduced in theNP sectorofthe

theory,onerequiresprecision m easurem entsofB physics

observables to have results that are com plem entary to

the m easurem entsofNP spectrum atthe LHC.In par-

ticular,as already m entioned,taking gN P � g with NP

contributing at 1-loop then SFF precision translates to

a bound on NP m assesofaround 600 G eV (Bona etal.,

2007b;Browderetal.,2007).

Another very powerfulprobe ofNP e�ects are m ea-

surem ents of CP violating observables. Extensions of

theSM generically lead to new sourcesofCP-odd phases

and/ornew sourcesof
avorbreaking [fora review see,

e.g.Atwood etal.(2001a)]. An elem entary exam ple is

provided by the SM itself. W hile a two-generation ver-

sion oftheSM doesnotexhibitCP violation,asingleCP-

odd phase in the CK M m atrix occursvery naturally as

a consequenceofthethird quark fam ily.Beyond theSM

theexistenceofnew CP odd phasescan beseen explicitly

in speci�c extensions such as two Higgs doublet m od-

els (Lee,1973;W einberg,1976),the left-right sym m et-

ricm odel(K iersetal.,2002;M ohapatra and Pati,1975),

low energySUSY (G rossm an etal.,1998)orm odelswith

warped extra dim ensions(Agasheetal.,2004,2005b).

Furtherm ore, while B -factory results have now es-

tablished that the CK M -paradigm worksto good accu-
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racy, as m ore data has been accum ulated som e possi-

bleindicationsofdeviationsfrom theSM haveem erged.

These include the sm all \tension" between the di-

rect and indirect determ inations of sin2�, as seen in

Fig.1 (Bona etal.,2006b,2007b;Charlesetal.,2005;

Lunghiand Soni,2007)),aswellasthefam oustrend for

sin2� from hadronicb! spenguin dom inated decaysto

be below thatfrom b! ctree dom inated decays.W hile

thesem easurem entsdonotyetshow com pellingevidence

forNP,the resultsare quite intriguing { itisalso note-

worthythatthediscrepancybetween sin2� from penguin

dom inated m odes and from the indirect determ ination

(i.e. from the SM �t)islarger(Lunghiand Soni,2007).

Severalother m easurem ents in penguin dom inated de-

cays show possible indications ofNP that are,unfortu-

nately,obscured by hadronic uncertainties. W hetheror

notthecurrentlyobserved e�ectsareduetotheinterven-

tion ofNP,thisillustratesthattheseprocessesprovidea

sensitive toolto search for NP.Thus,it is allthe m ore

im portantto focuson theoretically clean observables,for

which hadronic uncertaintiescannotcloud the interpre-

tation ofpossibleNP signals.In m ostcasesthisrequires

a signi�cantincreasein statistics,and thereforewillonly

be possibleata SFF.

A key strength ofa SFF is that it o�ers the oppor-

tunity to exam ine a vastarray ofobservablesthatallow

a wide range oftests ofthe SM and sensitively probe

m any NP m odels. In orderto achieve this core physics

program ,itwillbenecessarytoaccum ulate50� 100ab
� 1

ofintegrated lum inosity afterafew yearsofrunning,cor-

responding to an increaseofnearly two ordersofm agni-

tude overthe �naldata sam plesavailableatthe current

B -factories.Itisim portantto stressthatnotonly willa

SFF enable exciting B physics,itwillalso provide over

5� 1010 charm hadronand � lepton pairs,enablingpower-

fulstudiesofNP e�ectsin theup-typequark and lepton

sectors.Thebreadth ofprecision testsin a widerangeof

clean observables that are excellent probes ofNP is an

extrem ely im portantaspectofthe SFF proposal.

W hileexpectationsfortheSFF perform ancearebased

on the successesofthe currentB -factories,it is im por-

tantto em phasisethatthehugeincreasein statisticswill

providea step changein thephysicsgoalsand in NP sen-

sitivity. The program willinclude not only m uch m ore

precisestudiesofNP-sensitiveobservablesforwhich ini-

tialstudieshave already been carried out(e.g. b! sg,

b ! s
 and b ! s‘+ ‘� penguin dom inated processes),

butwillalsoincludechannelsthathaveeitherbarelybeen

seen,orwhich,attheirSM expectations,arebeyond the

capabilitiesofcurrentexperim ents(e.g. b ! d penguin

dom inated processes,b! s��� decays).Clean studiesof

severalinteresting inclusive processes willbecom e pos-

sible forthe �rsttim e. Furtherm ore,forsom e channels

with verysm allSM expectations,positivesearcheswould

provide unam biguous NP signals (e.g. lepton 
avor vi-

olating � decays,CP violation in charm m ixing and/or

decays,b! dd�s decays)etc.These provideexam plesof

num erous\nulltests" (G ershon and Soni,2007)thatare

accessible to a SFF.Itisnotable thatm uch ofthe SFF

program willusetherecoilanalysistechnique,thattakes

advantageofthee+ e� ! �(4S)! B �B production chain

toprovidekinem aticconstraintson unreconstructed par-

ticles. This is ofgreat im portance since it allows m ea-

surem ent oftheoretically clean processes with typically

low experim entalbackgrounds.

In SectionIIwebegin with averybriefdiscussionofde-

sign issuesforthenew m achine(s),Section IIIpresentsa

review ofNP e�ectsin FCNC processes.Forillustration

wediscussthreeclassofNP scenariosthatarevery pop-

ular:M inim alFlavorViolation (M FV),M inim alSuper-

sym m etric Standard M odeland m odelsofwarped extra

dim ensions. W e then discuss(Section IV)the prospects

for im proved determ inations of the angles of the UT

by \directm easurem ents" through thecleanestm ethods

thathave been devised so far. Section V brie
y reviews

the determ ination ofthe sides ofthe UT.W e then dis-

cuss the tim e dependent CP asym m etry m easurem ents

in penguin-dom inated m odes(Section VI)thathavebeen

thefocusofm uchattention in thepastfew years,followed

by a section on nulltests (Section VII).Section VIIIis

devoted to thepowerfulradiativeB decays;herewedis-

cussboth on-shellphotonic b! s
 aswellasb! s‘‘in

severaldi�erentm anifestations.SectionsIX isdevotedto

averybriefpresentation ofhighlightsofB s physicspossi-

bilitiesata SFF.SectionsX and XIdealwith charm and

� physicspotentialofaSFF.Section XIIbrie
y discusses

how the SFF and LHCb e�orts com plem ent each other

in im portantwaysand Section XIIIisthe Sum m ary.

II. D ESIGN ISSUES

A. M achine design considerations

Q uite recently,two di�erent designs for a Super Fla-

vorFactory (SFF) have em erged. The SuperK EK B de-

sign (Hashim oto etal.,2004)isan upgrade ofthe exist-

ing K EK B acceleratorwith expected peak instantaneous

lum inosity of 8 � 1035 cm � 2 s� 1. This is achieved by

increasing the beam currents,while reducing the beam

sizesand im provingthespeci�clum inositywith crab cav-

ities that provide the bene�ts ofe�ective head-on colli-

sions with a nonzero crossing angle (Abe etal.,2007g;

Akaiand M orita,2003;O ideand Yokoya,1989). W hile

this is a conventionalupgrade scenario,it presents sev-

eralchallenges,particularly related to higherorderm ode

heating,collim ation and coherentsynchrotron radiation.

A great dealofe�ort has gone into understanding and

solving these problem s including prototypes (for a de-

tailed discussion,seeHashim oto etal.(2004)).

The SuperB design (Bona etal.,2007c) uses a com -

pletely di�erent approach to achieve a peak instanta-

neouslum inosity in excessof1036 cm � 2 s� 1. The basic

ideaisthathigh lum inosityisachieved through reduction

oftheverticalbeam sizeby m orethan an orderofm agni-

tude,ratherthan by increasing the currents.W ith such
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TABLE I Com parison of som e of the key param -

eters of the SuperK EK B (Hashim oto etal., 2004) and

SuperB (Bona etal.,2007c)designs.

Param eter SuperK EK B SuperB

Beam energies(e
+
=e

�
,G eV ) 3:5=8 4:0=7:0

Beam currents(e+ =e
� ,A) 9:4=4:1 2:3=1:3

Bunch size (�
�
x =�

�
y,nm ) 42000=367 5700=35

Bunch length (�z,m m ) 3 6

Em ittance (�x =�y,nm -rad) 9=0:045 1:6=0:004

Beta function atIP (�
�
x =�

�
y,m m ) 200=3 20=0:3

Peak lum inosity (1036 cm 2 s�1 ) 0.8 > 1

W allpower(M W ) 83 17

sm allem ittance beam s,a large crossing angle (Hirata,

1995;Piwinski,1977)isnecessary to m aintain beam sta-

bility attheinteraction point.Any degradation in lum i-

nosityduetothecrossingangleisrecoveredwith a\crab"

ofthe focalplane (Raim ondietal.,2007). The SuperB

design could be builtanywherein theworld,though the

m ostlikely hom e forthisfacility is a green �eld site on

the TorVergata cam pusofthe University ofRom e.

Som e ofthe key param eters ofthe SuperK EK B and

SuperB m achinesare com pared in Table I. O ne im por-

tantnum berto com pare isthe wallpower,which dom i-

natestheoperating costsofthem achine.Thetotalcosts

arekeptlow by recycling asm uch hardwareaspossible{

from K EK B m agnetsand theBelledetectorin thecaseof

SuperK EK B,and from PEP-IIhardwareand theBABAR

detectorin the baselinedesign forSuperB .

Aside from high lum inosity { the higher the better {

thereareseveralotherdesirablefeaturesforaSFF topos-

sess.Although thephysicsgoalsappeartobebestserved

by operation prim arily atthe�(4S)resonance,the abil-

ity to changethecentre-of-m assenergy and run atother

� resonances,and even down to the tau-charm thresh-

old region (albeitwith a signi�cantlum inosity penalty),

enhances the physics capabilities ofthe m achine. The

possibility to run with atleastonebeam polarized would

add furtherbreadth to the physicsprogram .

It is also im portant that the clean experim entalen-

vironm ent enjoyed by the current B factories m ust be

achieved by aSFF.How to achievehigh lum inosity while

retaininglow backgroundsisa challengeforthedesign of

the m achine and the detector,since the brute force ap-

proach tohigherlum inosity {thatofincreasingthebeam

currents { necessarily leads to higher backgrounds. To

som eextentthesecan becom pensated forbyappropriate

detectordesign choices,butin such casessom e com pro-

m ise between lum inosity and detectorperform ance(and

hence physicsoutput)m ay be anticipated.

The background levelin the detectordependson sev-

eralfactors. O ne ofthese is the lum inosity itself,and

higherlum inosity unavoidably leadsto largernum bersof

physicsprocessessuchasradiativeBhabhascatteringand

e+ e� pairproduction.O therterm sdepend on thebeam

current. For exam ple,synchrotron radiation is em itted

whereverthe beam issteered orbent,som e ofwhich in-

evitably a�ects the detector in spite of careful design

and shielding ofthe interaction region. Another term

thatdepends on the currentarisesfrom so-called beam

gasinteractions.Although theinteriorofthebeam pipe

ism aintained athigh vacuum ,radiation from the beam

willinteract with m aterialin the beam pipe and cause

particlesto be em itted { these in turn can be struck di-

rectly by thebeam particles.Consequently thisterm de-

pendsquadratically on thecurrent.Thebeam sizeisan-

otherconsideration thathasan im pacton backgrounds.

Asthe beam sbecom e sm allerthe particleswithin them

are m ore likely to undergo intrabeam scattering e�ects.

These include the Touschek e�ect,in which both parti-

cles involved in an intrabeam collision are ejected from

the beam . For very sm allem ittance beam s,the loss of

particles can be severe,leading to low beam lifetim es.

The achievem entofm eeting the challengesofm aintain-

ing m anageable backgrounds and beam lifetim es repre-

sents a m ilestone for SFF m achine design (Bona etal.,

2007c;Hashim oto etal.,2004).

A related issuepertainsto theasym m etry ofthebeam

energies.To obtain the optim alasym m etry,severalfac-

tors m ust be taken into account. From the accelerator

design perspective,m ore sym m etric beam energies lead

to longerbeam lifetim esand potentially higherlum inosi-

ties. However,a certain degree ofbeam asym m etry is

necessary in orderto m easuretim e-dependentCP asym -

m etries,and these are an im portantpartofthe physics

program oftheSFF,asdiscussed below.An equally im -

portantpartoftheprogram ,however,relieson m easure-

m ents thatbene�t from the herm eticity ofthe detector

in order to reconstruct decay m odes with m issing par-

ticles, such as neutrinos. Thus the physics considera-

tions are subtly di�erent from those that inform ed the

design choices for the current B factories,and a som e-

whatsm allerasym m etry than eitherBABAR (9:0 G eV e�

on 3:1 G eV e+ ) or Belle (8:0 G eV e� on 3:5 G eV e+ ),

m ay be optim al. However,a change in the beam ener-

gies would require the design ofthe interaction region,

and to a lesser extent the detector,to be reconsidered.

In orderto be able to reuse com ponentsofthe existing

detectorsin the �nalSFF,asdiscussed below,itwould

be prudent to keep the asym m etry sim ilar to those in

successfuloperation today. However,prelim inary stud-

ies indicate that either BABAR or Belle detectors could

quite easily be m odi�ed to operate with beam energies

of7 G eV on 4 G eV.

B. D etectordesign considerations

The existing B factory detectors (Abashian etal.,

2002; Aubertetal., 2002) provide a very useful base-

line from which to design a SFF detectorthatcan pro-

vide excellentperform ancein the areasofvertex resolu-
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tion,m om entum resolution,charged particle identi�ca-

tion (particularly kaon-pion separation),electrom agnetic

calorim etryand closeto4� solid anglecoveragewith high

e�ciency fordetection ofneutralparticlesthatm ay oth-

erwise fake m issing energy signatures (particularly K 0
L

m esons).However,som eupgradesand additionsarenec-

essary.

As it is desirable to operate with reduced beam en-

ergy asym m etry com pared to the current B factories,

im proved vertex resolution is necessary in order to ob-

tain the sam e perform ance in term sofc�t= �z=(�
),

where (�
) is the Lorentz boost factor ofthe �(4S) in

the laboratory fram e.2 In fact,it is highly desirable to

im prove the perform ance further,since resultsfrom the

currentB factorieshavedem onstrated theutility ofver-

tex separation asa powerfultoolto rejectbackgrounds.

Theultim ateresolution dependsstrongly on theproxim -

ity ofthe inner layer to the interaction point. For ref-

erence,the radiiofthe innerm ost layersofthe existing

BABAR and Bellevertex detectorsare30 m m and 20 m m

respectively (Aihara etal.,2006;Reetal.,2006).Topo-

sition silicon detectorscloseto the interaction region re-

quirescarefulintegration with thebeam pipedesign,and

a choice oftechnology thatwillnotsu�erfrom high oc-

cupancy.

W hile the inner radius of the vertex detector is of

greatim portance for alm ostallm easurem entsthat will

be m ade by a SFF,the outerradiushasa large im pact

on a subsetofchannels,nam ely thosewheretheB decay

vertex position m ustbeobtained from a K 0
S m eson (typ-

ically B 0 ! K 0
S�

0,B 0 ! K 0
S�

0
 and B0 ! K 0
SK

0
SK

0
S).

TheexistingBABAR and Bellevertexdetectorshaveouter

radiiof144 m m and 88 m m respectively,and theform er

appearsto bea suitablechoicefora SFF.A largerouter

radius for the silicon detector has a usefulconsequence

in that the tracking cham ber, which can be based on

a gaseous detector, does not have to extend too close

to the interaction region where the e�ect ofhigh back-

groundswould be m ostsevere forthis detector. There-

fore,assum ing thesam em agnetic�eld (1:5 T)asBABAR

and Belle, sim ilar m om entum resolution would be ex-

pected (Bona etal.,2007c;Hashim oto etal.,2004).

The choice ofparticle identi�cation technology for a

SFF presentssom echallenges.Atpresent,Belleachieves

good K � � separationthroughacom bination ofm easure-

m ents from tim e-of-
ight and aerogelCherenkov coun-

ters. Som e upgrades are necessary to cope with the

SFF physicsdem andsand environm ent.Foran upgrade

based on BABAR,theexisting technology using detection

ofinternally re
ected Cherenkov lightappearsalm ostir-

replaceable for the barrel,though this requires a novel

im aging and readout schem e. Possibilities for particle

2 The use ofthe sym bols � and 
 here is unrelated to their use

to representanglesofthe U nitarity Triangle or,in the case of�,

the ratio ofH iggs vacuum expectation values.

identi�cation capabilitiesin both forward and backward

regionsarealso being considered.

The high e�ciency to reconstruct photons is one of

the signi�cantadvantagesofa SFF com pared to exper-

im entsin a hadronic environm ent.The existing electro-

m agneticcalorim etersofBABAR and Belle(and indeed of

CLEO )arebased on CsI(Tl)crystals;studiesshow that

technology can perform wellathigherratesin thebarrel

region. However,in the endcaps where rates are high-

estalternative solutionsare necessary. Variousoptions,

including pureCsIcrystalsorLYSO areunderconsider-

ation (Bona etal.,2007c;Hashim oto etal.,2004). Im -

provem ents to the calorim eter solid angle coverage and

henceherm eticitywouldbene�tthephysicsoutput(espe-

cially foran upgradebased on theBABAR detector,which

doesnothavea backward endcap calorim eter).

Another im portant consideration with respect to de-

tectorherm eticity isthe detection ofK 0
L m esons,which

if unreconstructed can fake m issing energy signatures.

BothBABAR andBellehaveinstrum entationin theirm ag-

netic 
ux returns which allows the detection of show-

ers that initiate in the yoke, that m ay be associated

with tracks (as for m uons) or with neutral particles

(K 0
L m esons). The e�ciency depends on the am ount

of m aterial in the 
ux return, while the background

rates generally depend on radiation com ing from up-

and down-stream bending m agnets (Bona etal.,2007c;

Hashim oto etal.,2004). Both ofthese problem sappear

wellundercontrolforoperation.

Finally,itisim portanttonotethattheextrem ely high

physicstriggerrate willpresentsom e seriouschallenges

for data acquisition and com puting. However,in these

areas one can expect to bene�t from M oore’s Law and

from the distributed com puting toolsthatareunderde-

velopm entfortheLHC.Thusthereisnoreasontobelieve

thatthesechallengescannotbe m et.

To sum m arize,there existtwo well-developed propos-

alsand approachesto achieving the lum inosity and per-

form ance required forthe m easurem entsofNP in 
avor

(Bona etal.,2007c;Hashim oto etal.,2004).

III. N EW PH YSICS AN D SUPER FLAVO R FACTO RY

A Super Flavor Factory o�ers a variety of observ-

ables sensitive to NP such as rare B decays,CP asym -

m etries, lepton 
avor violation, etc. To gauge their

sensitivity to NP we review in this section severalex-

am ples of NP m odels whose im print in 
avor physics

has been extensively discussed in the literature: the

m odelindependent approach ofM inim alFlavor Viola-

tion,two Higgsdoubletm odels,low energy SUSY m od-

els and extra dim ensions. This list is by no m eans ex-

haustive. O ther beyond the SM extensions not cov-

ered in this section have interesting 
avor signals as

well,for instance little Higgs m odels with conserved T

parity (Blankeetal.,2007a,b;Cheng and Low,2003)or

the recentidea of\UnparticlePhysics" (G eorgi,2007){
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a possible nontrivialscale invariant sector weakly cou-

pled to the SM that could also have 
avor violating

signatures(Chen and G eng,2007;Huang and W u,2007;

Lenz,2007;M ohanta and G iri,2007;Zwicky,2007)[see,

howeverthe com m entsin (G rinstein etal.,2008)].

A. E�ective weak H am iltonian

The weak scale �weak � mW and the typicalenergy

scale �low ofthe low energy processesoccurring atSFF

arewellseparated.Forinstance,thetypicalenergy scale

in B decays is a few G eV,about a factor � 50 sm aller

than m W . This m eans that using O PE the e�ects of

weak scale physics can be described at low energies by

a setoflocaloperators,where the expansion param eter

is�low =�weak.Them atching onto localoperatorsisper-

form ed by integrating outthe heavy �elds-the top,the

m assive weak gauge bosons,the Higgs boson,and the

possible new physicsparticles.Atlow energiesone then

worksonly within the e�ective �eld theory (EFT).

For exam ple,the SM e�ective weak Ham iltonian for

�S = 1 B transitionsis(Buchalla etal.,1996)

H W =
G F
p
2

X

p= u;c

�
(s)
p

�

C1O
p

1+ C2O
p

2+

10;7
;8gX

i= 3

CiO i

�

;(5)

where the CK M factorsare �
(s)
p = VpbV

�
ps and the stan-

dard basisoffour-quark operatorsis

O
p

1 = (�pb)(�sp)� ; O
p

2 = (�p�b�)(�s�p�)� ;

O 3;5 = (�sb)(�qq)� ; O 4;6 = (�s�b�)(�q�q�)� ;

O 7;9 =
3eq

2
(�sb)(�qq)� ; O 8;10 =

3eq

2
(�s�b�)(�q�q�)� ;

(6)

with theabbreviation (�q1

�(1� 
5)q2)(�q3


�(1� 
5)q4)�

(�q1q2)(�q3q4)� . The colorindices�;� are displayed only

when the sum isover�eldsin di�erentbrackets. In the

de�nition ofthepenguin operatorsO 3� 10 in Eq.(6)there

isalso an im plicitsum overq = fu;d;s;c;bg. The elec-

trom agneticand chrom om agneticoperatorsare

O f7
;8gg = �
m b

4�2
�s���feF��;gG ��gPR b; (7)

with PL ;R = 1� 
5,while the e�ective Ham iltonian for

b! s‘+ ‘� containsin addition (G rinstein etal.,1989)

Q f9‘;10‘g =
e2

8�2
(�‘


�
�
1;
5

	
‘)(�s
�PL b): (8)

These two operators arise at 1-loop from m atching the

W and Z box and penguin diagram s shown in Fig.2.

The operator Q 10‘ is RG invariant to allorders in the

strong coupling,while the operatorQ 9‘ m ixes with the

four-quark operators Q 1;:::;6 already at zeroth order in

�s.Sim ilarly,the operatorforb! s��� transition in SM

is

O 11� =
e2

4�2 sin2 �W
(��
�PL �)(�s
�PL b): (9)

γ

b s b s b s

W

Z
+` -` +` -` +` -`

FIG .2 Sam ple diagram s contributing to the m atching for

b! s‘
+
‘
�
atone-loop order.

The weak Ham iltonian for �S = 0 B decays is ob-

tained from Eqs.(5)-(7) through the replacem ent s !

d, while for K decays another b ! s replacem ent is

needed.B {�B m ixing isgoverned in theSM by Q �B = 2 =

(�bd)� (�bd)� ,with analogous operators for B s{�B s,K {�K

and D {�D m ixing.

TheW ilson coe�cientsC i(�)aredeterm ined in atwo-

step procedure. After m atching at the high scale �h �

m W ,they are RG evolved down to the low scale. For

brevity we willdiscuss here only the case ofB decays,

wherethe low scaleisofthe order� � mb.

Theweak scaleperturbativem atching isperform ed in

a m ass-independentschem esuch asM S,giving theW il-

son coe�cientsexpanded in � s(�h)and �em (�h)

Ci(�h)= C
(0)

i +
�s(�h)

4�
C
(1)

i (�h)

+

�
�s(�h)

4�

�2
C
(2)

i (�h)+
�em (�h)

4�
C
(1e)

i (�h)+ � � �

(10)

At tree levelallW ilson coe�cients vanish apart from

C
p(0)

2 = 1.The m atching calculation includesboth hard

gluon and electroweak loop e�ects.

TheW ilson coe�cientsareevolved from � h down to a

typicalhadronic scale � � mb by solving the Renorm al-

ization G roup Equation (RG E)

�
d

d�
~C (�)= (̂
)T ~C (�); (11)

wheretheanom alousdim ension m atrix isalso expanded


̂ =
�s

4�

̂
(0)
s +

�2s

(4�)2

̂
(1)
s +

�em

4�

̂
(0)
em + � � � : (12)

The solutionsofthe RG E arerenorm alization-schem e

and renorm alization-scale invariant to any given order

only provided that the orders in m atching and run-

ning are chosen appropriately. K eeping the tree level

m atching C
(0)

i and the one-loop order anom alous di-

m ension m atrix 
̂(0) yields the so-called leading-log ap-

proxim ation (LL) for the W ilson coe�cients. For in-

stance the LL values for tree and Q CD penguin op-

erators, i = 1;:::;6, are �Ci(� = 4:8 G eV) =

f� 0:248;1:107;0:011;� 0:025;0:007;� 0:031g. The next-

to-leading approxim ation (NLL) corresponds to keep-

ing the one-loop m atching conditionsC
(1)

i and the two-

loop anom alousdim ension m atrix 
̂(1),and so on. The
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NLL values for i = 1;:::;6 are �Ci(� = 4:8 G eV) =

f� 0:144;1:055;0:011;� 0:034;0:010;� 0:039g.

Note that for higher loop calculations it has becom e

custom ary to use a di�erent operator basis than that

ofEq.(6). In the basis introduced by Chetyrkin etal.

(1997),
5 doesnotappearexplicitly (exceptin them ag-

neticoperators),which allowsa useofdim ensionalregu-

larization with fully anticom m uting 
5,sim plifying m ul-

tiloop calculations.Thepresentstatusofthecoe�cients

entering the RG E isasfollows.

The two-loop m atching corrections to the W ilson

coe�cients C i(�h) were com puted by Bobeth etal.

(2000). The three-loop m atching correction to the co-

e�cient ofthe dipole operator C 7(�h) was recently ob-

tained by M isiak and Steinhauser (2004). The lead-

ing 2-loop electroweak corrections to the W ilson co-

e�cient of the dipole operator C 7 were com puted

by Czarneckiand M arciano (1998), while the leading

electrom agnetic logs �em �
n
s log

n+ 1
(m W =m b) were re-

sum m ed for this coe�cient in Baranowskiand M isiak

(2000); K agan and Neubert (1999). A com plete two-

loop m atching of the electroweak corrections was per-

form ed by G am bino and Haisch (2000,2001).Thethree-

loop anom alousdim ension m atrix ofthe four-quark op-

erators was com puted in G orbahn and Haisch (2005);

G orbahn etal.(2005).

The presence ofnew physics (NP) has severale�ects

on theform ofthee�ectiveHam iltonian in Eq.(5).First,

itshifts the valuesofthe W ilson coe�cientsaway from

the SM values

�
(q)
p Ci = �

(q)
p C

SM
i + C

N P
i : (13)

Note thatthe NP contribution to the W ilson coe�cient

m ay notobey the CK M hierarchy ofthe SM term ,and

can also depend on new weak phases. Second,NP con-

tributionscan also enlargethebasisoftheoperators,for

instanceby introducingoperatorsofoppositechirality to

thosein Eq.(5),oreven introducingfourquarkoperators

with scalarinteractions. W e willdiscussthe two e�ects

in m ore detailin the subsequent subsections,where we

focuson particularNP m odels.

B. M inim alFlavorViolation

In SM the global
avorsym m etry group

G F = U (3)Q � U (3)U R
� U (3)D R

� U (3)L L
� U (3)E R

(14)

isbroken only by theYukawa couplings,YU ;YD ,and YE
(with U (1)’salso broken by anom alies).In a genericex-

tension ofSM ,on the otherhand,additionalsourcesof


avorviolation can appear.Iftheextended particlespec-

trum is to solve the hierarchy problem (for instance by

doubling ofthe spectrum asin M SSM )these new parti-

cleshave to have m assescom parable to the electroweak

scale. Thisthen leadsto a clash with low energy 
avor

physicsexperim entaldata.Nam ely,virtualexchangesof

particles with TeV m asses and with com pletely generic


avorviolating couplingslead to 
avorchanging neutral

currents (FCNCs) that are orders ofm agnitude larger

than observed,cf.Eq.(3).

TeV scale NP therefore cannot have a generic 
a-

vor structure. O n the other hand, it cannot be com -

pletely 
avor blind either since the Yukawa couplings

in SM already break 
avor sym m etry. This breaking

will then translate to a NP sector through renorm al-

ization group running as long as the NP �elds couple

to the SM �elds. Thus,the m inim alchoice for the 
a-

vor violation in the extended theory is that its 
avour

group isalso broken only by the SM Yukawa couplings.

Thisisthe M inim alFlavorViolation (M FV)hypothesis

(Buras,2003;Burasetal.,2001b;Chivukula and G eorgi,

1987; Ciuchinietal., 1998a; D’Am brosio etal., 2002;

Halland Randall,1990).

Theidea ofM FV wasform alized by D’Am brosio etal.

(2002) by prom oting the Yukawa couplings to spurions

that transform under 
avor group G F . Focusing only

on thequark sector,thetransform ation propertiesunder

SU (3)Q � SU (3)U R
� SU (3)D R

are

YU � (3;�3;1); YD (3;1;�3) (15)

so thatthe Yukawa interactions

LY = �Q L YD dR H + �Q LYU uR H
c + h:c; (16)

are now form ally invariantunder G F ,Eq.(14). Above

we suppressed the generation indiceson the left-handed

quark isodoubletQ i = (uL ;dL )i,on right-handed quark

isosinglets uR ;dR and on Yukawa m atrices YU;D ,while

for the Higgs isodoublet the notation H c = i�2H
� was

used. M inim ally 
avorviolating NP isalso form ally in-

variantunderG F with thebreakingcom ingonly from in-

sertionsofspurion �eldsYU;D .Integratingouttheheavy

�elds(i.e.theNP �elds,Higgs,top,W and Z)onethen

obtainsthe low-energy EFT thatisalso invariantunder

G F .

A particularly convenient basis for discussing transi-

tionsbetween down-typequarksisthebasisin which the

Yukawa m atricestakethe following form

YD = �D ; YU = V
y
�U : (17)

Here �D ;U are diagonal m atrices proportional to the

quark m asses and V is the CK M m atrix. In a theory

with a single Higgs (or in a sm alltan� regim e ofthe

2HDM or M SSM ) one has �D � 1,�U � diag(0;0;1).

The dom inant non-diagonal structure for down-quark

processes is thus provided by YU Y
y

U
transform ing as

(3� �3;1;1). Its o�-diagonalelem ents exhibit the CK M

hierarchy (YU Y
y

U
)ij � �2tV

�
tiVtj. Furtherm ore,m ultiple

insertions ofYU Y
y

U
give (YU Y

y

U
)n � �2nt V �

tiVtj and are

thusequivalenttoasingleYU Y
y

U
insertion,whilem ultiple

insertionsofYD beyond leading powercan beneglected.

Thism akesthe M FV fram ework very predictive.

The particular realization of M FV outlined above

is the so-called constrained m inim al 
avor violation
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(cM FV) fram ework (Blankeetal., 2006; Burasetal.,

2001b). The assum ptions that underlie cM FV are (i)

theSM �eldsaretheonly lightdegreesoffreedom in the

theory,(ii)thereisonly onelightHiggsand (iii)theSM

Yukawasaretheonly sourcesof
avorviolation.TheNP

e�ective Ham iltonian following from these assum ptions

is

H N P
e� =

C N P
i

�2
N P

�
V
�
tiVtj

�
Q i; (18)

whereQ i areexactly thesam eoperatorsasin theSM ef-

fective weak Ham iltonian ofEq.(5). [Thisissom etim es

taken to be the de�nition ofcM FV (Blankeetal.,2006;

Buras,2003;Burasetal.,2001b)]. Note that Eq.(18)

provides a very nontrivialconstraint. For instance al-

ready in two-Higgs doublet m odels or in M FV M SSM

even with sm alltan�,sizeablecontributionsfrom opera-

torswith non-SM chiralstructuresin addition toEq.(18)

arepossible(seenextsections).

In cM FV the W ilson coe�cients ofthe weak opera-

torsdeviatefrom theSM values,butrem ain real,so that

no new sourcesofCP violation are introduced. In phe-

nom enologicalanalyses it is also usefulto assum e that

NP contributionsare m ostprom inentin the EW P W il-

son coe�cients (C 8;:::;10),the dipole operators(C7
;8g),

and thefour-ferm ion operatorsinvolving quarksand lep-

tons (C9‘;C10‘;C11�). The rationale for this choice is

thatthe W ilson coe�cientsofthese operatorsare sm all

in the SM ,so thatNP e�ects can be easierto spot. In

contrast,NP e�ectsare assum ed to be negligible in the

tree,C1;2,and Q CD penguin operators,C3;:::;6.

Because cM FV is a very constrained m odi�cation of

the weak Ham iltonian Eq.(18),one can experim entally

distinguish itfrom otherBSM scenariosby lookingatthe

correlationsbetween observablesin K and B decays. A

sign ofcM FV would bea deviation from SM predictions

thatcan be described withoutnew CP violating phases

and withoutenlarging the SM operatorbasis. A devia-

tion in � from B 0 ! �K S (see Section VI)on the other

hand would ruleoutthe cM FV fram ework.

How well one can bound NP contributions de-

pends both on the experim ental and theoretical er-

rors. The observables in which theoretical errors are

below 10% have a potential to probe �N P � 10

TeV (taking C N P
i = 1). The m ost constraining

FCNC observable at present is the inclusive B !

X s
 rate with the experim ental and theoretical er-

ror both below 10% after the recent (partially com -

pleted) NNLO calculation (Becherand Neubert, 2007;

M isiak and Steinhauser,2007;M isiak etal.,2007). Us-

ing oldertheoreticalpredictionsand experim entaldata,

the 99% con�dence level(CL)bound is� N P > 6:4(5:0)

TeV in the case of constructive (destructive) interfer-

ence with SM (D’Am brosio etal., 2002). Constraints

from other FCNC observables are weaker. As an il-

lustrative exam ple we show in Figure 3 expected �N P

boundsfollowingfrom observablessensitivetotheopera-

tor(�Q L Y
y

U
YU 
�Q L)(�LL 
�LL )forim provedexperim ental

0.01

0.1

1

10

2 3 4 5 6
Λ

σ rel

  (TeV)

KL π νν0

B XS l l+ −

K π νν+B K l l+ −

FIG . 3 Expectations for bounds on �N P for

(�Q L Y
y

U
YU 
�Q L )(�LL 
�LL ) that would follow from rela-

tive experim ental precision �rel, with currently expected

theoreticaluncertainties(D ’Am brosio etal.,2002).

precisions[seealso (Bona etal.,2006a,2007b)].

The M FV hypothesis has been extended to the lep-

tonicsector(M LFV)in Cirigliano and G rinstein (2006);

Cirigliano etal. (2005). In M LFV the m ost sensitive

FCNC probe in the leptonic sector is � ! e
, while

� ! �
 could be suppressed below the SFF sensitivity.

The M LFV scenario also predicts correlations between

theratesofvariousLFV processes.StudiesofLFV in tau

decaysata SFF are therefore crucialto testthe M LFV

fram ework (see Section XI).

An extension of M FV to the Next-to-M inim al Fla-

vor Violation (NM FV) hypothesis was put forward in

Agasheetal.(2005a) by dem anding that NP contribu-

tionsonly roughly obey the CK M hierarchy,and in par-

ticularcan have O (1)new weak phases. Thisde�nition

ofNM FV is equivalent to having an additionalspurion

YS transform ing as YU Y
y

U
or YD Y

y

D
under G F , where

the transform ation between Q L weak basis and the YS
eigenbasisisdem anded to bealigned with theCK M m a-

trix. The consequences of YS transform ing di�erently

under G F than the SM Yukawashave been worked out

by Feldm ann and M annel(2007).

C. Two-H iggs D oublet M odels

The scalar sector ofSM contains only a single scalar

electroweak doublet. This is no longer true (i) in

low energy supersym m etry,where holom orphism ofthe

superpotential requires at least two scalar doublets;

(ii) in m any of the solutions to the strong CP prob-

lem (Pecceiand Q uinn,1977a,b);(iii)in m odelsofspon-

taneous CP breaking (Lee, 1973). Here we focus on

the sim plest extension, the two-Higgs doublet m odel

(2HDM ), where the scalar sector is com posed of two

Higgs �elds, H U ;H D , transform ing as doublets under

SU (2)L.M orecom plicated versionswith Higgs�eldscar-

ryinghigherweak isospinsarepossible,butarealsom ore
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constrained by electroweak precision data,in particular

thatthe� param eterisequalto oneup to radiativecor-

rections. The 2HDM m odelis also a sim pli�ed version

ofthe M SSM Higgssector,to be considered in the next

subsection.

The Yukawa interactionsofa generic2HDM are

L = �Q L f
D
H D dR + �Q Lf

U
H

c
D uR

+ �Q Lg
U
H U uR + �Q L g

D
H

c
U dR + h.c.;

(19)

where H c
D ;U = i�2H

�
D ;U ,and the generation indices are

suppressed. Ifallthe 3� 3 Yukawa m atrices fD ;U and

gD ;U are nonzero and take generic values,this leads to

tree levelFCNCsfrom neutralHiggsexchangesthatare

unacceptably large.

Tree level FCNCs are not present, if up and

down quarks couple only to one Higgs doublet

(G lashow and W einberg,1977). This condition can be

m et in two ways,which also de�ne two m ain classes of

2HDM .In type-I2HDM both up-and down-typequarks

couple only to one ofthe two Higgses (as in SM ),i.e.

eithergU = gD = 0 orfU = fD = 0. In type-II2HDM

up-and down-type quarkscouple to two separate Higgs

doublets,i.e.fU = gD = 0 (Haberetal.,1979).

The rem aining option that all fD ;U and gD ;U are

nonzero is known as type-III 2HDM (Atwood etal.,

1997c; Cheng and Sher, 1987; Hou, 1992). The tree

level 
avor violating couplings to neutral Higgs then

need to be suppressed in som e other way,for instance

by postulating a functionaldependence ofthe couplings

fU;D ;gU;D on thequark m asses(Antaram ian etal.,1992;

Cheng and Sher,1987). A particular exam ple oftype-

III 2HDM is also the so-called T2HDM (Dasand K ao,

1996;K iersetal.,1999), which evades the problem of

large FCNC e�ects in the �rst two generationsby cou-

pling H D to allquarks and leptons except to the top

quark,whileH U couplesonly to the top quark.

Afterelectroweak sym m etry breaking the �eldsH U;D

acquirevacuum expectation valuesv1;2

hH U i=

� 1p
2
v2

0

�

; hH D i=

� 0
1p
2
v1

�

; (20)

whereitiscustom ary to de�netan� = v2=v1,whilev
2
1 +

v22 = v2,with v = 246 G eV.In type-II 2HDM the up

and down quark m assesarem t � v2;m b � v1.Thelarge

hierarchym t=m b � 35can thusbenaturally explained in

thism odelbyalargeratioofthevevsv2=v1 = tan� � 1.

Thephysicaldegreesoffreedom in 2HDM scalarsector

consist of one charged Higgs boson H � , two CP-even

neutralHiggsbosonsH 1;2,and oneCP-odd Higgsboson

A. The phenom enology of the 2HDM of type-I,II is

sim ilartothatoftheSM with theaddition ofthecharged

Higgs
avor-changinginteractions.TheseS� P couplings

arefortype-II2HDM given by

H +

v

h

tan��uLV M D dR +
1

tan�
�uR M U V dL

i

+ h.c.; (21)

b

u
−

B − W, H −
τ −

ν
−

τ

FIG . 4 Contribution to the B ! � ��� decay m ediated by

W ;H
� exchange in 2HD M .

while the type-I2HDM interactionsare obtained by re-

placing tan� ! � 1=tan� in the �rstterm .The m atrix

V isthesam eCK M m atrixasin theW � couplings,while

M D (U ) arediagonalm atricesofdown (up)quark m asses.

Asm entioned before,type-III2HDM containsin addition

also 
avorviolating neutralHiggscouplings.

The m ost sensitive probes ofinteractions in Eq.(21)

are processeswhere H � can be exchanged attree level:

sem ileptonic b ! c� ��� decays and the weak annihila-

tion decay B � ! � ���, see Fig.4, giving a constraint

on the ratio m H + =tan� (G rossm an and Ligeti, 1994;

K iersand Soni,1997).

The inclusive sem itauonic decays have been stud-

ied at LEP (Abbiendietal.,2001;Barateetal.,2001).

Assum ing type-II 2HDM , these give a 90% CL up-

per bound of tan�=M H + � 0:4 G eV
� 1
. A com para-

ble constraint on tan�=m H + can be obtained from ex-

clusive B ! D (� )� ��� decays (Chen and G eng, 2006a;

Niersteetal.,2008;Tanaka,1995). First observations

ofthese decayshaverecently been m ade atthe B facto-

ries(Aubertetal.,2007s;M atyja etal.,2007),with sig-

ni�cant im provem ents in precision expected at a SFF.

Furtherm ore, the study of B ! D ��� decay distri-

butions can discrim inate between W + and H + con-

tributions(G rzadkowskiand Hou,1992;K iersand Soni,

1997;M ikietal.,2002;Niersteetal.,2008). In partic-

ular,in the decay chain �B ! D ����
� [! �� ��]the dif-

ferentialdistribution with respect to the angle between

three-m om enta ~pD and ~p� can be used to m easure both

the m agnitudeand the weak phaseofthe charged Higgs

scalarcoupling to quarks(Nierste etal.,2008).

In the annihilation decay B � ! � ���,H
+ exchange

m ay dom inate over helicity suppressed W + exchange

contribution. The two contributions interfere destruc-

tively (Hou,1993).Recentm easurem ents(Aubertetal.,

2007a,2008a;Ikado etal.,2006)give

R B � � =
Bexp(B � ! ��)

BSM (B � ! ��)
= 0:93� 0:41; (22)

com patible with the presence ofH + contribution. The

present status ofthe constraints on (M H + ;tan�) from

the tree levelprocessesB ! �� and B ! D ‘��‘,‘= e;�

isshown in Fig.5. M ore precise m easurem entsofthese

m ode,and ofthe com plem entary leptonic decay B � !

�� ��,willbe possibleata SFF.

Loop m ediated FCNC such as B s{�B s m ixing and

b ! s
 decays can also constrain the param eters of
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2HDM m odels. In b ! s
 the charged Higgs bo-

son contribution com es from penguin diagram s with

top and H + running in the loop, which are known

at NLO (Borzum atiand G reub, 1998; Ciuchinietal.,

1998b)[LO calculationsweredoneby Ellisetal.(1986);

G rinstein etal.(1989);Hou and W illey (1988)].In type-

I2HDM the W + and H + contributions to the electro-

m agnetic dipole W ilson coe�cient C 7
(�) can interfere

with eithersign,while in type-II2HDM they alwaysin-

terfereconstructively.ThepresentW A ofthe branching

fraction B(B ! X s
)= (3:55� 0:24
+ 0:09
� 0:10 � 0:03)� 10� 4

im pliesthelowerbound M H + > 300 G eV (M isiak etal.,

2007).

Type-IIIm odelshavearicher
avorviolatingstructure

with FCNC transitions generally allowed at tree level.

Here we willfocuson type-IIIm odelswhere the Peccei-

Q uinn sym m etry violating term sgD and fU in Eq.(19)

are only a sm allpeturbation. These m odels are close

to a type-II2HDM and correspond to the situation en-

countered in theM SSM .W efurtherrestrictourselvesto

the conservativecase ofM FV.The m atricesgD and fU

are functions oflarge Yukawa m atrices Y U � gU and

Y D � fD in accordancewith spurion analysisusing 
a-

vorgroup Eq.(14). The m ostgeneralYukawa term in-

volvingdown-typequarksin atype-III2HDM with M FV

isthen (D’Am brosio etal.,2002)

L�YD = �Q L

h

H D +
�
�0 + �1�+ � 2YU Y

y

U
+ �3YU Y

y

U
�

+ �4�Y U Y
y

U

�
H

c
U

i

YD dR + h.c.

(23)

with �i som e unknown coe�cients,where we have used

the m asseigenstate basisin which YU and YD have the

form ofEq.(17). In particular YD is diagonal,so that

100 200 300 400 500
mH+

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

ta
n
Β

-5%

-
10%

-
15

%

HR-RSML�RSM

BrHB®ΤΝL�95%C.L.
RHB®DΤΝL�95%C.L.

FIG .5 Exclusion region in (M H + ;tan�)dueto presentdata

on B ! �� (blue) and R = B(B ! D ��)=B(B ! D e�)

(gray). Red dashed lines represent percentage deviation

from the SM prediction ofR in the presently allowed region

(K am enik and M escia,2008).

YD Y
y

D
/ diag(0;0;1)� �. The additionalcouplingsto

H c
U in Eq.(23) introduce new 
avor changing vertices

both in the charged currents W � qq and charged Higgs

verticesH � qq.In addition,new FCNC couplingsto the

neutralHiggses H 0;h0;A 0 are introduced. Integrating

outtheheavy Higgs�eldsgivesnew scalaroperatorsm e-

diating FCNC transitions. These can be especially im -

portantin the large tan� regim e,where �itan� can be

O (1).

The large tan� lim itofthe M FV hypothesishastwo

im portantconsequencesforthelow energy e�ectiveweak

Ham iltonian ofEq.(18): (i) the basis ofFCNC oper-

ators is larger than in the SM and includes scalar op-

erators arising from tree levelFCNC neutralHiggs ex-

changes,and (ii)the � insertionsEq.(23)decouple the

third generation decaysfrom the �rsttwo. The correla-

tion between B and K m eson observablespresentin the

low tan� M FV scenario (cM FV)discussed in subsection

III.B,is thus relaxed. For instance,the new contribu-

tions in Eq.(23) allow us to m odify separately �M B d

and �K .

The e�ect of
avor violation in the large tan� lim it

is particularly dram atic for b ! s‘+ ‘� transitions and

B (s) ! ‘+ ‘� decays. These are helicity suppressed in

SM ,but now receive tree levelcontributions from neu-

tralHiggs exchange. An enhancem ent of B ! ‘+ ‘�

by two orders ofm agnitude is then, in general,possi-

ble. Conversely,experim entaldata on these processes

translate into constraints in the (M H + =tan�;�itan�)

plane (D’Am brosio etal.,2002). These in turn im pose

usefulconstraints on the underlying physics producing

the couplings�i. Thisprogram isespecially powerfulin

the contextofa speci�c m odel,forinstance in the case

ofa supersym m etric theory like the M SSM discussed in

the nextsection

W hile B ! ‘+ ‘� has already been searched for

at the Tevatron (Aaltonen etal.,2007b;Abazov etal.,

2007)and willbesearched foratLHCb (Buchalla etal.,

2008), a SFF has an im portant role in pinning down

the large tan� scenario by (i) precisely m easuring also

non-helicity suppressed decays (e.g. B ! (K ;K �)‘+ ‘�

where O (10% )breakingsof
avoruniversality would be

expected (Hillerand K ruger,2004)),and (ii)by m easur-

ing B ! X s�
+ �� and B ! �+ �� (Isidoriand Retico,

2001).In a com pletely generallargetan� M FV analysis

using EFT there are no correlations between B ! ‘�,

B ! ‘+ ‘� ,�M B s
and B ! X s
,but these do exist

in a m ore speci�c theory,for instance in M FV M SSM

with large tan� (D’Am brosio etal.,2002;Isidorietal.,

2007;Isidoriand Paradisi,2006;Lunghietal.,2006).In

this scenario one gets � (10% � 40% ) suppression of

B(B + ! �+ �),enhancem entof(g� 2)�,SM -like Higgs

boson with m h0 � 120 G eV and sm alle�ects in �M B s

and B(B ! X s
) quite rem arkably in agreem ent with

the present tendencies in the data (Isidorietal.,2007;

Isidoriand Paradisi,2006).
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TABLE II Field content of the M inim al Supersym m etric

Standard M odel. The spin-0 �elds are com plex scalars,

and the spin-1=2 �elds are left-handed two-com ponent W eyl

ferm ions. Last colum n gives gauge representations in a

(SU (3)C ;SU (2)L ;U (1)Y )vector. In addition there are also

ferm ionic superpartners ofgauge bosons: gluino, wino and

bino.

Super�eld notation spin 0 spin 1/2 gauge repr.

squarks,quarks Q (euL edL ) (uL dL ) (3;2 ; 1

6
)

(� 3 fam ilies) �U eu
�
R u

y

R
(3;1;� 2

3
)

�D ed
�
R d

y

R
(3;1; 1

3
)

sleptons,leptons L (e� eeL ) (� eL ) (1;2 ;� 1

2
)

(� 3 fam ilies) �E ee
�
R e

y

R
(1;1;1)

Higgs,Higgsinos H U (H +
u H

0
u) (eh+u

eh
0
u) (1;2 ;+ 1

2
)

H D (H
0
d H

�

d
) (eh

0
d

eh
�

d
) (1;2 ;� 1

2
)

D . M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel

Low energy supersym m etry (SUSY) o�ers a possible

solution tothehierarchyproblem .In SUSY thequadrati-

cally divergentquantum correctionsto thescalarm asses

(in SM to the Higgs boson m ass) are cancelled by in-

troducing superpartnerswith oppositespin-statisticsfor

each ofthe particles.The sim plestsupersym m etrization

ofthe Standard M odelis the so-called M inim alSuper-

sym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM ),towhich werestrict

m ost ofthe discussion in the following. (For m ore ex-

tended reviewssee,e.g.,Haberand K ane(1985);M artin

(1997);M isiak etal.(1998);Nilles(1984)).

Them attercontentofM SSM isshown in TableII.The

structure of SUSY dem ands two Higgs doublets H U;D

thatappeartogetherwith theirsuperpartners,Higgsinos
~hU;D . These m ix with the ferm ionic partners ofthe W

and Z;
 gaugebosonsinto thechargino ~�� and theneu-

tralinos ~�0.Thesuperpartnerofthegluon isthe gluino,

~g. In addition,there are also the scalarpartnersofthe

ferm ion �elds with either chirality,the squarks ~qR ;~qL,

and the sleptonsand sneutrinos~eL;~eR ;~�.

The superpotentialdescribing the Yukawa couplings

ofthe two Higgs �elds to the quark and lepton chiral

super�eldsis

W =Y
ij

U
H U Q i

�Uj + Y
ij

D
H D Q i

�D j

+ Y
ij

L
H D Li

�Ej + �H U H D :
(24)

The Yukawa m atrices YU ;YD ;YL act on the fam ily in-

dicesi;j.The lastterm isthe so-called � term coupling

the two Higgs �elds. The above superpotentialis the

m ost generalone that conservesR� parity under which

SM particlesare even,while the superpartnersare odd.

R-parity ensures B and L quantum num bers conserva-

tion ata renorm alizable level. Com paring the superpo-

tentialofEq.(24)with the2HDM Yukawainteractionsin

Eq.(19),weseethatattreelevelthisgivesquark-Higgs

couplingsofa type-II2HDM .Loop correctionsinduced

by the � term ,however,introduce also the Higgs-quark

couplings ofthe \wrong-type",e�ectively changing the

interaction into a type-III2HDM (seeFig.7).

SUSY predictsferm ion-boson m assdegeneracy,which

is not observed in Nature, so SUSY m ust be broken.

The required breaking needs to be soft,i.e. only from

super renorm alizable term s, in order not to introduce

back quadratic divergences and sensitivity to the high

scale. The generalsoft SUSY breaking Lagrangian in

thesquark sectorofM SSM isthen (fora review see,e.g.

Chung etal.(2005))

Lsoft = (M 2
~Q
)ij(~u

y

L i
~uL j + ~d

y

L i
~dL j)

+ (M 2
~U
)ij~u

y

R i
~uR j + (M 2

~D
)ij ~d

y

R i
~dR j

+ (A U )ij eQ iH U ~u
�
R j + (A D )ij eQ iH D

~d�R j;

(25)

with eQ i = (~uL;~dL )and H U;D Higgsdoublets. The pre-

ciseform ofthesoftsquark m assesM ~Q
;M ~U

;M ~D
and the

trilinear term s A U ;A D depends on the speci�c m echa-

nism which breaks SUSY.In its m ost generalform the

soft SUSY breaking introduces a large num ber of un-

known param eters which can induce large observable

FCNC e�ects. A detailed counting gives that the 
a-

vorsectoroftheM SSM contains69 realparam etersand

41 phases (Dim opoulosand Sutter,1995;Haber,1998),

com pared with nine quark and lepton m asses,threereal

CK M angles and one phase in the SM .The generically

large FCNCs from softSUSY breaking is known as the

SUSY 
avorproblem ,and to solveitany realisticSUSY

m odelm ustexplain theobserved FCNC suppression.W e

addressthisissuenext.

1. Flavorviolation in SUSY

In M SSM therearetwom ain sourcesof
avorviolation

beyond theSM :i)ifthesquark and slepton m assm atri-

cesareneither
avoruniversalnorarethey aligned with

thequark orthe lepton m assm atrices,and ii)the
avor

violation that is induced by the wrong-Higgs couplings

to quarksand leptons.

The �rste�ectism osttransparentin the super-CK M

basis, in which the quark m ass m atrices are diagonal,

while the squark �elds are rotated by the sam e m atri-

cesthatdiagonalizethe quark m asses.The squark m ass

m atrices,however,need notbe diagonalin thisbasis

M 2
U =

 

M 2
U L L

M 2
U L R

M
2y

U L R
M 2

U R R

!

; M 2
D =

 

M 2
D L L

M 2
D L R

M
2y

D L R
M 2

D R R

!

:

(26)

Explicitly,the 3� 3 subm atricesare

M
2
U L L

=M 2
~Q
+ M

2
U +

1

6
M

2
Z cos2�(3� 4sin2 �W ); (27)

M
2
U L R

=M U (A U � � cot�); (28)

M
2
U R R

=M 2
~U
+ M

2
U +

2

3
M

2
Z cos2� sin

2
�W ; (29)
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dksh g̃

s̃h d̃kd̃k

g, γ, Z

FIG .6 Exam ple ofsquark-gluino �S = 1 penguin diagram

with h;k = L;R .

and sim ilarly for the down squarks. W hile the quark

m assm atricesM U;D arediagonalin thesuper-CK M ba-

sis,thesoftbreakingterm sM 2
~Q
,M 2

~U ;~D
and A U;D arenot,

in general.The 
avorviolation,thatin the super-CK M

basis resides in the squark sector,then translates into


avor violation in the quark processes through loop ef-

fects { in particular,squark-gluino loops since the q~q~g

coupling isproportionalto gs.

In order to suppress FCNC transitions, the squark

m assm atricesM 2
~Q
and M 2

~U ;~D
m ustbe eithervery close

to the unit m atrix (
avoruniversality),or proportional

to the quark m assm atrices(alignm ent). These proper-

ties can arise from the assum ed SUSY breaking m ech-

anism ,for instance in gauge m ediated SUSY breaking,

if the hidden sector scale is below the 
avor breaking

scale(G iudice and Rattazzi,1999),in anom aly m ediated

SUSY breaking (Randalland Sundrum ,1999b) or from

assum ed universality in SUG RA (Brignoleetal.,1994;

G irardello and G risaru, 1982; K aplunovsky and Louis,

1993). Alternatively, alignm ent can follow from a

sym m etry, for instance from horizontal sym m etries

(Barbierietal., 1996; Dine etal., 1993; Leureretal.,

1994;Nirand Seiberg,1993).

Them inim alsourceof
avorviolation thatisnecessar-

ily presentis due to the Yukawa m atrices YU ;YD . The

M inim alFlavorViolation assum ption,discussed in sec-

tion III.B,m eansthatthese are also the only sourcesof


avorviolation,ascenariothatisnaturalin,forinstance,

m odelswith gauge m ediated SUSY breaking.The m ost

generalstructure ofsoft squark m ass term s allowed by

M FV is(D’Am brosio etal.,2002)

M
2
~Q
= ~M 2

�
a1 + b1YU Y

y

U
+ � � �

�
;

M
2
~U
= ~M 2

�
a2 + b2Y

y

U
YU

�
;

M
2
~D
= ~M 2

�
a3 + b3Y

y

D
YD

�
;

A U = A
�
a4 + b4YD Y

y

D

�
YU ;

A D = A
�
a5 + b5YU Y

y

U

�
YD ;

(30)

with ~M 2 a com m on m assscale,and ai;bi undeterm ined

param eters. These can be com pletely uncorrelated,but

are�xed in m oreconstrained scenarios,such asthecon-

strained M SSM to be discussed below.

The second source of
avorviolation in the M SSM is

due to the wrong-Higgscouplings,e.g. the H U coupling

todownquarks.Theseareintroduced byloopcorrections

to the H �qq vertex. There are two such contributions

in the M SSM :the gluino-~d graph,and the Higgsino-~u

graph (see Figure 7). These induce a type-III 2HDM

quark-Higgsinteraction Lagrangian ofthe form given in

Eq.(23). The loop induced e�ects are proportionalto

tan�,and thusbecom eim portantforlargetan�.

2. Constraintson the M SSM param eterspace

The M SSM has 124 free param eters m aking a direct

study of its param eter space intractable. Due to the

com plexity ofthe problem ,itisconvenientto divide the

discussion into two parts.W estartby �rstconsidering a


avorblind M SSM ,keeping only theSM 
avorviolation

in the quark sector,butneglecting any othersourcesof


avorviolation. In the second step we include the two

new 
avorviolatinge�ectsoftheM SSM discussed above.

A particularlysim pleversion ofa
avorblind M SSM is

the so-called constrained M SSM (cM SSM )(K aneetal.,

1994). The soft SUSY breaking m asses and trilinear

term s are assum ed to be universalat som e high scale,

forinstanceatthe G UT scaleM G U T � 1016 G eV

(M 2
Q )ij = (M 2

U )ij = (M 2
D )ij = (M 2

L )ij = M
2
0�ij;

(A U;D )ij = A 0e
i�0(YU;D )ij :

(31)

The gaugino m assesare also assum ed to be universalat

M G U T and equalto M 1=2.ThecM SSM hasonly six un-

known param etersthatcan betaken to be:theuniversal

gaugino m ass M 1=2,the squark and slepton soft break-

ing m assscale M 0,the trilinearcoupling jA 0j,the ratio

ofHiggs vevs tan�,and two phases �� = arg(�) and

�A = arg(A). In m inim alsupergravity (m SUG RA),an

additionalconstraintB 0(tan�) = A0 � M 0 is im posed,

buttheterm scM SSM andm SUG RA areoftenused inter-

changeably in the literature. The m assesand couplings

attheelectroweak scalearefound by RG running in the

M SSM .In particularthisintroducesa 
avorstructureof

the form shown in Eq.(30).

W e consider here only the cM SSM with conserved

R� parity,forwhich the lightestneutralino (the lightest

supersym m etric particle) is identi�ed as the dark m at-

ter particle. The experim entalconstraints on cM SSM

Hu

bR sL

Atyt

yb µ yth̃−

d h̃−

u

t̃L t̃R

FIG .7 Flavor changing coupling ofthe up Higgs-boson H u

to the down typequarks(from Lunghietal.(2006))
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param etersarethen:

� Thelowerbound on lightneutralHiggsbosonm ass,

M h0 � 120 G eV,rulesoutvery low valuesoftan�

and constrains a com bination ofA 0 and M 2
0 pa-

ram eters.

� Theanom alousm agneticm om entofthem uona� =
1

2
(g� 2)� appearsto di�erfrom theSM prediction

at about 3� level,(aexp� � aSM� ) ’ (27:5� 8:3)�

10� 10 (Bennettetal., 2006; M illeretal., 2007).

The sign ofthe di�erence suggests that � > 0 is

strongly favored.

� The radiative decays b ! s
. The H� � top and

W � � top penguin loops interfere constructively,

whilethecharginodiagram hasarelativesign given

by � sgn(At�) and can thus interfere either con-

structively or destructively. To preserve the good

agreem entwith the SM prediction forC7,the H
�

and chargino contributionsm ust cancelto a good

approxim ation, which requires � > 0. An al-

ternative possibility would be a large destructive

chargino contribution,�nely tuned to give C 7 =

� (C7)SM ,but this possibility is ruled out by the

m easurem ent of B(b ! s‘+ ‘� ) (G am bino etal.,

2005;Lunghietal.,2006).

� Electroweak precision observ-

ables (Heinem eyeretal., 2006). The good

agreem entwith the SM predictionsconstrainsthe

m ass splitting ofthe superpartners,especially in

the third generation.

Recent detailed cM SSM analyses with special

em phasis on B m eson phenom enology were done

in (Barenboim etal., 2007; Carena etal., 2006;

Ciuchinietal., 2007b; Ellisetal., 2007b; G oto etal.,

2007) [see also earlier works referenced therein] Here

we m ention a few im plications ofthese studies thatare

valid in cM SSM .

The gluino dom inance ofthe RG evolution leads to

strong correlationsbetween gaugino and squark m asses

at the weak scale. The lower bound on chargino m ass

from directsearchesthen translatesto a lowerbound of

about 250 G eV on the m ass ofthe ligtest squark,the

stop.Theconstraintfrom b! s
 im pliesheavy charged

Higgsin m ostofthe param eterspace,m H + & 400 G eV

(Bartletal., 2001). For large values of tan� sm aller

m assesarepossible,ifthecharged Higgscontribution to

b ! s
 is cancelled by the chargino contribution. This

sim ultaneously requireslarge squark m assesabove TeV,

whileB(B � ! �� ���)then putsa constraintm H + � 180

G eV (Barenboim etal.,2007).

ThecM SSM containsnew sourcesofCP violation,the

phases �� and �A . These are constrained by the ex-

perim entalupper bound on the electron electric dipole

m om ent(EDM )jdej� 4:0� 10� 27 (Regan etal.,2002).

In theM SSM one-loop charginoand neutralinocontribu-

tionslead to a nonzero electron EDM .Although each of

TABLE III Upper bounds (90% CL) on the (�dA B )ij
squark m ixing param eters obtained from experim ental

data (Ciuchinietal.,2007b).

ij=AB LL LR RL RR

12 1:4� 10
�2

9:0� 10
�5

9:0� 10
�5

9:0� 10
�3

13 9:0� 10
�2

1:7� 10
�2

1:7� 10
�2

7:0� 10
�2

23 1:6� 10�1 4:5� 10�3 6:0� 10�3 2:2� 10�1

thesetwo contributionsrestricts��;�A to bevery sm all,

cancellationscan occursothat�� � 0:1and unrestricted

�A arestillallowed.In thiscaseA C P(b! s
)can be of

order a few percent (Bartletal.,2001), while if �� is

setto zero the resulting A C P (b! s
)ishard to distin-

guish from SM (G oto etal.,2007).M easurem entsofthis

asym m etry can thus give im portant inform ation about

the structureofCP violation beyond the SM .

3. Flavorviolation in the generic tan� scenario

For m oderate values oftan� � 5{15,the only new


avorviolating e�ectsarefrom theo�-diagonalterm sin

the squark m ixing m atrices (in the super-CK M basis).

It is convenient to param eterize this m atrix in a way

which is sim ply related to FCNC data. Using data to

bound the o�-diagonalsquark m ixing m atrix elem ents,

one would then gain insightinto the 
avorstructure of

the softbreaking term s.

A convenientway to form ulatesuch constraintsm akes

use ofthe m assinsertion approxim ation in term softhe

�ij param eters(G abbianietal.,1996;Halletal.,1986)

(�dA B )ij =
(M 2

D A B
)ij

M 2
~q

; A;B 2 fL;Rg; (32)

where M ~q is an average squark m ass. O ften this is

chosen to be the generation dependent quantity,M 2
~q =

M ~qA i
M ~qB j

.Analogousparam eterscan be de�ned in the

up squark sector.

The m ost recent constraints on �dA B from

Ciuchinietal. (2007b) are sum m arized in Table

III. These bounds are derived in the m ass insertion

approxim ation, keeping only the dom inant gluino

diagram s. The best constrained param eters are the

o�-diagonal�dL L, which contribute to FCNC processes

in the down quark sector.

The(�dA B )12 param eters(seeTableIII)areconstrained

by m easurem ents in the kaon sector of �M K ;";"
0=".

Data on B d{�B d m ixing constrain (�dA B )13. Finally, in

the 2{3 sector there are severalconstraints: from rare

radiative decays b ! s
,b ! s‘+ ‘� ,and the recently

m easured B s{�B s m ixing.Constraintson them assinser-

tions in the up sector can be derived from recent D {�D

m ixing data (Ciuchinietal.,2007a).
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4. Large tan� regim e

Theloop induced couplingsofH u todown-typequarks

render the Yukawa interactions equivalent to a type-III

2HDM ,cf. Fig. 7 and Eq.(23). These new 
avorvio-

lating e�ectsareenhanced by tan�.Assum ing M FV the

new interactions are restricted to the form in Eq.(23).

The �i coe�cients are calculable from SUSY loop dia-

gram s:�0 containsthee�ectofthegluinodiagram ,while

�1;2 areinduced by theHiggsino diagram sofFig.7.The

induced low energy EFT operatorsgiveenhanced contri-

butionsto severalB physicsprocesses. W e discusshere

B s ! ‘+ ‘� ,B s m ixing and b ! s
,which have a dis-

tinctive phenom enology in the large tan� scenario with

M FV.

The B s ! ‘+ ‘� decay receives an enhanced con-

tribution from tree level exchange of neutral Higgs

bosons, which induce scalar operators of the form

m b(�bR sL)(�‘‘) and m b(�bR sL)(�‘
5‘). The branching

fraction of this m ode scales as B(B s ! ‘+ ‘� ) �

tan6 �=M 4
A , and can thus be easily enhanced by sev-

eralorders of m agnitude com pared to the SM predic-

tion (Babu and K olda,2000;Bobeth etal.,2001,2002;

Chankowskiand Slawianowska,2001).

Tree levelexchange ofneutralHiggs bosons induces

also the double penguin operators(�bR sL)(�bL sR ),which

contribute to B s{�B s m ixing. The contributionsare en-

hanced byafactoroftan4 � and decreasethe�M B s
m ass

di�erence com pared with the SM (Burasetal.,2001a).

Theradiativedecayb! s
 receivescontributionsfrom

neutralHiggsloopsin thelargetan� lim it.An im portant

e�ectisthe presence ofcorrectionsoforder(�s tan�)
n,

which can beresum m ed toallorders(Carena etal.,2001;

Dedesand Pilaftsis,2003;Ellisetal.,2007a).Thee�ect

of the resum m ation can be appreciable for su�ciently

largevaluesoftan�.

The correlation ofthese observablescan be studied in

the(M H + ;tan�)plane,asshown in Fig.8,for�xed val-

ues ofA U ;�. The tree m ediated decay B u ! �� is in-

cluded in these constraints. In the M SSM this is given

by the sam e expression asin the 2HDM ,up to a gluino

correction which becom es im portant in the large tan�

lim it.

E. M odels ofW arped Extra D im ensions

O ne of the m ost interesting m odels of New Physics

is based on the idea of a warped extra dim en-

sion (Randalland Sundrum , 1999a). This notion has

greatappealasitcan lead toasim ultaneousresolution to

thehierarchyproblem aswellasthe
avorproblem ofthe

SM by accom odating rathernaturally theobserved large

disparity offerm ion m asses(Davoudiasland Soni,2007;

G herghetta and Pom arol,2000;G rossm an and Neubert,

2000). Forlack ofspace we do notdiscuss the im plica-

tions ofuniversalextra dim ensions,for which we refer

the readerto the recentreview by Hooperand Profum o

ta
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FIG .8 Constraintsfrom B physicsobservablesand (g� 2)�
in the(M H � ;tan�)plane,with �xed � = 0:5 TeV and A U =

0 (Isidoriand Paradisi,2006)

(2007).

In RS setup the 5-dim ensionalspace-tim e hasanti-de

Sittergeom etry (AdS5). A slice ofAdS5 (bulk)istrun-

cated by 
at 4D boundaries,the Planck (UV) and the

TeV (IR) branes. This setup gives a warped m etric in

the bulk (Randalland Sundrum ,1999a)

ds
2 = e

� 2krcj�j���dx
�
dx

� � r
2
cd�

2
; (33)

where k is the 5D curvature scale, rc the radius of

com pacti�cation and � 2 [� �;�]the coordinate along

the 5th dim ension. The warp factor e� 2krcj�j leads to

di�erent length scales in di�erent 4D slices along the

� direction, which provides a solution to the hierar-

chy problem . In particular,the Higgs �eld is assum ed

to be localized near the TeV-brane so that the m etric

\warps" hH i5 � M 5 � M P � 1019 G eV down to the

weak scale, hH i4 = e� krc�hH i5. For krc � 12 then

hH iSM � hH i4 � 1 TeV.

O riginally allthe rem aining SM �elds were assum ed

to also reside atthe IR-brane (Davoudiasletal.,2000).

However,thecuto� ofthee�ective4D theory isthen also

red-shifted to the weak scale. Thisin turn leadsto un-

suppressed higher dim ensionaloperatorsand thus large

violationsofEW P data and unacceptably largeFCNCs.

Thisproblem can besolved byrealizingthatthepoints

along the warped 5th dim ension correspond to di�erent

e�ective 4D cut-o� scales. In particular,by localizing

the�rstand second generation ferm ionscloseto theUV-

branethehigherdim ensionaloperatorsgetsuppressed by

e�ectively largerscales(G herghetta and Pom arol,2000).

Note thatthisexplainswhy �rstand second generation

ferm ionsarelight:theYukawa interactionsaresm allbe-

causeofsm alloverlapbetween IR localized Higgsand UV

localized lightferm ion zerom odes.Thetop quark on the

other hand is localized near the TeV brane to obtain a
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largetop Yukawa coupling.

This con�guration suppresses FCNCs substan-

tially (however, see below) and reproduces the

ferm ion m ass hierarchies without invoking large

disparities in the Yukawa couplings of the funda-

m ental 5D action (G herghetta and Pom arol, 2000;

G rossm an and Neubert, 2000). It thus has a built in

analog ofthe SM G IM m echanism (the RS G IM ) and

reproducesthe approxim ate
avorsym m etry am ong the

lightferm ions.

Sim ilarly to the SM G IM ,the RS G IM isviolated by

the large top quark m ass. In particular,(t;b)L needs

to be localized near the TeV brane otherwise the 5D

Yukawa coupling becom estoo large and m akesthe the-

ory strongly coupled at the scale ofthe �rst K K exci-

tation. This has two consequences: (1) in the interac-

tion basis,the coupling ofbL to gauge K K m odes (say

the gluons), gb
G K K , is large com pared to the couplings

ofthe lighter quarks. This is a source of
avor viola-

tion leading to FCNCs. (2) The Higgs vev m ixes the

zero m ode ofZ and its K K m odes,leading to a non-

universalshift�gbZ � gb
Z K K

p
log(M Pl=TeV)m

2
Z =m

2
K K in

thecouplingofbL to thephysicalZ (Agasheetal.,2003;

Burdm an and Nom ura,2004).Heregb
Z K K isthecoupling

between bL and a K K Z state before EW SB.The fac-

tor
p
log(M Pl=TeV) com es from enhanced Higgs cou-

pling to gauge K K m odes,which are also localized near

the TeV brane. Electroweak precision m easurem entsof

Z ! bL
�bL require thatthis shift is sm allerthan � 1% .

Using gb
Z K K � gZ this is satis�ed for m K K � 3 TeV.

In passing we also note that with enhanced bulk elec-

troweak gaugesym m etry,SU (2)L � SU (2)R � U (1)B � L,

and K K m asses of � 3 TeV, consistency with con-

straints from electroweak precision m easurem ents are

achieved (Agasheetal.,2003).

The tension between obtaining a large top Yukawa

coupling and not introducing too large 
avor violation

and disagreem entwith EW P data (Agasheetal.,2003;

Burdm an and Nom ura,2004)is solved in allm odels by

assum ing (1) a close to m axim al5D Yukawa coupling,

�5D � 4,so thattheweakly coupled e�ectivetheory con-

tains3-4 K K m odes,and (2)by localizing (t;b)L asclose

to the TeV brane asallowed by �gbZ � 1% . Thisalm ost

unavoidable setup leadsto sizeable NP contributionsin

thefollowingthreetypesofFCNC processesthataretop

quark dom inated: (i) �F = 2 transitions,(ii) �F = 1

decaysgoverned by box and EW penguin diagram s;(iii)

radiativedecays.

Sizeable m odi�cationsof�F = 2 processesare possi-

ble from tree-levelK K gluon exchanges. The �F = 1

processesreceive contributionsfrom tree levelexchange

ofK K Z m odes.These tend to givesm allere�ectsthan

K K gluon exchanges.Neverthelessitcan lead to appre-

ciable e�ectsin the branching ratio,directCP asym m e-

try and thespectrum ofb! s‘+ ‘� (Agasheetal.,2004,

2005b;Burdm an and Nom ura,2004). In b ! s�qq Q CD

penguin dom inated B ! (�;�0;�0;!;�0)K s decays on

theotherhand theRS contributionsfrom 
avor-violating

Z vertexareatleast� g2Z =g
2
s � 20% suppressed and thus

subleading (Agasheetal.,2004,2005b). Consequently,

RS m odelscan accom m odate only m ild deviationsfrom

the SM in the corresponding tim e dependentCP asym -

m etries.

W e should em phasise that these m odels are not fully

developed yet so there can be appreciable uncertainties

in the speci�c predictions. For instance,the particular

fram ework outlined above runs into at least two prob-

lem sunlesstherelevantK K -m assesarem uch largerthan

3 TeV:(i) the presence of right-handed couplings can

cause enhanced contributions to �S = 2 processes,K {
�K m ixingand �K (Bealletal.,1982;Bona etal.,2007b),

and (ii)thesim plefram ework with O (1)com plex phases

tendsto givean electron electricdipolem om entabouta

factor� 20abovetheexperim entalbound (Agasheetal.,

2004, 2005b). An interesting proposal for the 
avor

dynam ics in the RS setup was recently put forward

by Fitzpatrick etal.(2007)who introduced 5D anarchic

m inim al 
avor violation in the quark sector (see also

Cacciapaglia etal.(2007)). This gives a low energy ef-

fective theory that falls in the NM FV class,consistent

with both FCNC and dipolem om entconstraints(seesec-

tion III.B). In thispicture new 
avorand CP violation

phasesarepresent,however,theirdom inante�ectoccurs

only in the up type quark sector.

F. LightH iggs searches

Existing LEP constraints on the Higgs m ass do not

ruleouttheexistenceofa very lightHiggsboson h with

a m ass well below the present lim it of 114:4 G eV, if

the SM is extended either in the gauge or Higgs sec-

tor (Derm isek etal.,2007;Fullana and Sanchis-Lozano,

2007). Such states for instance appear naturally in ex-

tensions of the M SSM m otivated by the �� problem .

Them ostpopularm odelsarenonm inim alsupersym m et-

ric m odels,where one orm ore gauge singletsare added

to the two Higgs doublets ofthe M SSM (Bargeretal.,

2006;Derm isek etal.,2007;Han etal.,2004). The sim -

plestcaseofonegaugesingletisthenext-to-m inim alsu-

persym m etricstandard m odel(NM SSM ),which contains

seven physicalHiggs bosons,two ofwhich are neutral

pseudoscalars.

A lightHiggsboson would bedi�culttoobserveatthe

LHC becauseofsigni�cantbackgrounds,and aSFF could

play a com plem entary role in this respect. The m ain

detection m ode is � ! h(! ‘+ ‘� )
 (W ilczek,1977).

The presence ofa lightHiggs m ay m anifest itselfasan

enhancem entofthe �(1S)! � + �� channelrelative to

otherdilepton m odes (e;�). In NM SSM atlarge tan�,

the b! sh vertex with h a lightHiggsproducesobserv-

ablee�ectsin rareB ;K decays.Itcan besearch forin �

orB ! K decayswith m issing energy. The presence of

new pseudoscalarin NM SSM also breaksthecorrelation

between B s ! �+ �� decay and B s{�B s m ixing that is

presentin M SSM (Hiller,2004).
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TABLE IV Sum m ary ofexpected 
avor signals in selected

observablesconsidered by G oto etal.(2007).Afterim posing

present experim entalconstraints,observables denoted by
p

typically have a non-negligible deviation from the SM ;those

m arked � have deviations which could becom e m easurable

at future experim entalfacilities such as LHCb,SFF,M EG ;

em pty space indicates that deviations sm aller than the ex-

pected sensitivities are anticipated. Lepton decay processes

were notconsidered in the U (2)m odel.

Process cM SSM SU(5)SUSY G UT U(2)

degen. non-degen.

A
dir
C P (X s
)

p

S(K �

) �

p p

A
dir
C P (X d
)

S(�
) �
p p

�S(�K S ) �
p p

S(J= �) �
p p

�M s

�M d
vs
 � �

� ! e

p

�

� ! �

p

�

� ! e

p

�

In passing,we m ention a related topic. Invisible de-

cays ofquarkonia can be used to search for light dark

m attercandidates(G union etal.,2006;M cElrath,2005).

An initialanalysis ofthis type has been carried out at

Belle (Tajim a etal.,2007),illustrating the potentialfor

thisphysicsata SFF.

G. Flavorsignals and correlations

How wellcan onedistinguish variousNP m odelsfrom


avor data? This can be achieved by studying corre-

lations am ong di�erent 
avorviolating observables. As

m entioned in previoussubsectionssuch correlationsap-

pear in m odels of
avor violation m otivated by sim ple

sym m etry argum ents,e.g. in M FV scenarios. An ex-

am ple ofhow 
avor observables can distinguish am ong

a restricted set ofm odels is given in G oto etal.(2002,

2004,2007).Theauthorsconsidered fourclassesofSUSY

m odels,which are typicalsolutions ofthe SUSY 
avor

problem (restricted to thelow tan� regim e):(i)cM SSM

(which forthis analysisis equivalentto m SUG RA),(ii)

cM SSM with right-handed neutrinos,(iii) SU(5) SUSY

G UT with right-handed neutrinos,and (iv)M SSM with

U(2)
avorsym m etry.The right-handed neutrinoswere

taken to bedegenerateornondegenerate,thelatterwith

two speci�c neutrino m atrix ans�atze. Constraints from

directsearches,b! s
,B(s){
�B (s) and K {�K m ixing,and

upper bounds on li ! lj
 and on EDM s were im posed

on them odels.TableIV liststypicaldeviationsfrom SM

foreach ofthe m odelsthatarethen stillallowed.

In addition to the patternsin Table IV,certain corre-
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FIG .9 The standard CK M unitarity triangle.

lationsareexpected between subsetsofobservables.For

exam ple,�M B s
=�M B d

and 
 are correlated in allcon-

sidered m odels,butto constrain theNP param etersthis

requiresim proved latticeQ CD determ ination ofthe� pa-

ram eterata few percentlevel.In TableIV wedo notlist

results for cM SSM with right-handed neutrinos,where

the only observable deviations are expected in � ! e


fordegenerateand in � ! �
;e
 fornondegenerateright-

handed neutrinos.

IV. D IRECT M EASUREM EN TS O F UN ITARITY

TRIAN GLE AN GLES

W e now discuss m ethods for direct determ ination of

theanglesin thestandard CK M unitarity triangle.They

testtheCK M unitarity requirem entforthe�rstand the

third colum n ofthe CK M m atrix (see Fig. 9). W e fo-

cuson m ethodsthatuse little orno theoreticalassum p-

tions: the determ inations of(i)� from B 0 ! J= K S;L

and B 0 ! D h0,(ii)
 from B ! D K and 2� + 
 from

B ! D (� )�=�, D0(� )K 0(� ) and (iii) � from B ! ��,

��,��.These decaysaretreedom inated so new physics

e�ectsareexpected to besm all.Togetherwith m easure-

m entsofthesidesdiscussedin Section V,adeterm ination

ofthe \standard m odelCK M unitarity triangle" ispos-

sibleeitherusing tree-levelprocessesalone,orby alsoin-

cluding �F = 2 (m ixing)processes(Bona etal.,2006b;

Burasetal.,2001b;Charlesetal.,2005).Thisshould be

com pared with the determ inationsusing m ethodssensi-

tiveto new physicsdiscussed in the latersections.

Letussetup the notation.Assum ing CPT invariance

the tim e dependent decay ofan initially tagged B 0 is

given by

�(B 0(t)! f)/ e
� �t

h

cosh

�
��t

2

�

+

+H f sinh

�
��t

2

�

� AC Pf cos�m t� Sf sin�m t

i

;

(34)

where � is the average neutralB m eson decay width,

while �� = � H � �L is the di�erence ofdecay widths

between heavierand lighterB 0
q m asseigenstates,so that

the m ass di�erence �m = m H � mL > 0. In this sec-

tion we focus on B 0
d
m esons,but Eq.(34) applies also

to the B 0
s system discussed in Section IX. Using short-

hand notation �A f = A(�B 0 ! f),A f = A(B 0 ! f),the
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coe�cientofcos�m tis

A C P
f =

j�A fj
2 � jAfj

2

j�A fj
2 + jA fj

2
; (35)

and is equalto direct CP asym m etry in the case ofa

CP eigenstate f (in the literature Cf = � AC P
f

is also

used).The coe�cientofsin�m tdescribesCP violation

in interferencebetween m ixing and decay and is

Sf = � 2
Im �f

1+ j�fj
2
; �f =

�
q

p

�

B

�A f

A f

; (36)

whereparam etersqB ;pB describethe
avorcom position

ofthe B 0 m ass eigenstates. In Eq.(35) we neglected

CP violation in m ixing taking j(q=p)B j= 1,which we

assum eto bethecase.Thetim edependentdecay width

�(�B 0(t)! f)isthen obtained from Eq.(34)by 
ipping

thesignsofthecos(�m t)and sin(�m t)term s.Thetim e

dependentCP asym m etry isthus

aC P (B (t)! f)=
�(�B (t)! f)� �(B (t)! f)

�(�B (t)! f)+ �(B (t)! f)

= A C P
f cos(�m t)+ S f sin(�m t):

(37)

In the B 0
d

system the observable H f is negli-

gible since (��=�) B 0

d
� 1. For the B 0

s sys-

tem , on the other hand, a m uch larger decay

width di�erence is predicted within the Standard

M odel(��=�) B 0
s
= � 0:147� 0:060 (Lenz and Nierste,

2007). Experim entally, the current world average

from an angular analysis of B 0
s ! J= � decays

is (��=�) B 0
s

= � 0:206+ 0:111� 0:106 (Abazov etal., 2005;

Acosta etal.,2005;Barberio etal.,2007)[am oreprecise

valueof� 0:104+ 0:084� 0:076 (Barberio etal.,2007)isobtained

by including the B 0
s lifetim e m easurem ents from 
avor

speci�c decays].Thus,in the B 0
s system both Sf and

H f = � 2R e�f=(1+ j�fj
2); (38)

areexperim entallyaccessible(Dunietz,1995).W hilesen-

sitivity to the Sf term requires the ability to resolve

the fast B 0
s oscillations, for which the large boost of

a hadronic m achine is preferable,the H f term is m ea-

sured from thecoe�cientofthesinh(��t=2)dependence,

which can be achieved ata SFF operating atthe�(5S).

A. M easuring �

The m easurem ent of � is the prim ary benchm ark

of the current B -factories. The present experim en-

tal world average from decays into charm onia-kaon

�nal states, sin2� = 0:680 � 0:025 (Aubertetal.,

2007f; Barberio etal., 2007; Chen etal., 2007a), dis-

agrees slightly with an indirect extraction that is ob-

tained using allother constraints on the unitarity tri-

angle. CK M Fitter group for instance obtains sin2� =

0:799+ 0:044� 0:094 (Charlesetal.,2005),while a sim ilar sm all

TABLE V Precision on theparam etersofthestandard CK M

unitarity triangle expected from direct determ inations. For

each observablediscussed in thetextboth thetheoreticalun-

certainty and the estim ated precision that can be obtained

by a SuperFlavorFactory (Akeroyd etal.,2004;Bona etal.,

2007c)are given.

O bservable Theoreticalerror Estim ated precision

ata SuperFlavorFactory

sin(2�)(J= K
0
) 0.002 0.01

cos(2�)(J= K �0) 0.002 0.05

sin(2�)(D h
0
) 0.001 0.02

cos(2�)(D h
0
) 0.001 0.04


 (D K ) � 1
�

1{2
�

2� + 
 (D K
0
) < 1

�
1{2

�

� (��) 2{4� 3�

� (��) 1{2
�

1{2
�

� (��) 2{4
�

1{2
�

� (com bined) � 1
�

1
�

inconsistency is found in (Bona etal., 2006b, 2007b;

Lunghiand Soni,2007). Im proved accuracy in experi-

m ent and in theory are needed to settle this im portant

issue. The theoreticalerrorin the direct determ ination

isnegligibleasdiscussed below.The theoreticalerrorin

the indirectdeterm ination,on the otherhand,isa com -

bination oftheoreticalerrorsin alloftheconstraintsused

in the�t,and com esappreciably from thelatticeinputs.

That the extraction of the weak phase � from

B 0 ! J= K S is theoretically very clean was realized

longago(Bigiand Sanda,1981;Carterand Sanda,1981;

Hagelin,1981).Thedecayisdom inated bya�b! �cc�stree

leveltransition. The com plex param eterdescribing the

m ixing induced CP violation in B ! J= K S is

�J= K S
= �

�
q

p

�

B 0

d

�
p

q

�

K 0

A(�B 0 ! J= �K 0)

A(B 0 ! J= K 0)

’

�
q

p

�

B 0

d

�
p

q

�

K 0

VcbV
�
cs

V �
cb
Vcs

:

(39)

The(p=q)K 0 factorisdueto K � �K m ixing,cf.Eq.(36).

In going to the second line we have used CP sym m e-

try to relate the two m atrix elem ents,keeping only the

tree-leveloperatorVcbV
�
cs(�cb)V � A (�sc)V � A + h:c:in theef-

fective weak Ham iltonian (the relative m inussign arises

since the J= K �nalstate has L = 1). The rem aining

piecesare highly suppressed in the SM .In the standard

phase convention for the CK M m atrix (Aleksan etal.,

1994), VcbV
�
cs is real, while (q=p)B 0

d
= � e� 2i� and

(q=p)K 0 = � 1 up to sm allcorrections to be discussed

below,so thatSJ= K S
= sin2�,A C P

J= K S
= 0. The tim e

dependentCP asym m etry ofEq.(37)isthen

aC P (B (t)! J= K S)= sin(2�)sin(�m t); (40)
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with a vanishingly sm allcos(�m t) coe�cient. Correc-

tionsto thissim plerelation arisefrom subleadingcorrec-

tionstotheB 0
d�

�B 0
d m ixing,theK

0� �K 0 m ixingand the

B ! J= K decay am plitudethathavebeen neglected in

the derivation ofEq.(40).Including thesecorrections

aC P (B (t)! J= K S)=
�
sin(2�)+ �S B m ix

+ �S K m ix + �S decay +
�� B t

4
sin4�

�
sin�m t

+
�
�A B m ix + �A K m ix + �A decay

�
cos�m t:

(41)

Here(Boosetal.,2004)

�S B m ix = � Im
�M 12

jM 12j
= (2:08� 1:23)� 10� 4; (42)

isthecorrectionduetou and cquarksin theboxdiagram

which m ixesneutralB m esons.Thesecontributionshave

a di�erentweak phasethan theleading tquark box dia-

gram and thusm odify the relation arg(q=p)B 0

d
= 2�.

The correction (G rossm an etal.,2002)

�S K m ix = � 2cos(2�)Im (�K )’ � 2:3� 10� 3; (43)

arisesfrom the deviation of(q=p)K 0 from � 1,and from

the fact that the experim ental identi�cation through

K S ! �� decay includesa sm alladm ixtureofK L.

Thecorrection dueto thepenguin contributionsin the

B ! J= K decay is(G rossm an etal.,2002)

�S decay = � 2cos(2�)Im
�
(s)
u

�
(s)
c

r cos�r; (44)

where�
(s)
q = VqbV

�
qs,ristheratio ofpenguin to treeam -

plitudes and �r the strong phase di�erence. Because of

the strong CK M suppression (j�
(s)
u =�

(s)
c j� 1=50) these

e�ects are sm all,ofthe orderofthe other two �S cor-

rections. The calculation of �S decay is highly uncer-

tain. The factorization theorem s for two-body decays

into two lightm esonsarenotapplicabledueto thelarge

J= m ass. Even so,calculations have been attem pted.

Using a com bination ofQ CD factorization and pQ CD

Liand M ishim a(2007)obtain �S decay = (7:2
+ 2:4
� 3:4)� 10� 4.

Boosetal.(2004)�nd �S decay = � (4:24� 1:94)� 10� 4 us-

ing a com bination oftheBSS m echanism (Banderetal.,

1980) and naive factorization and keeping only the u�u

loop contribution. An alternative approach uses SU(3)


avorsym m etry torelatetheB 0 ! J= K 0 am plitudeto

the B 0 ! J= �0 am plitude,neglecting annihilation-like

contributions (Ciuchinietal.,2005). In B 0 ! J= �0

decay thepenguin contributionsareCK M -enhanced,in-

creasingthesensitivity torand �r.Usingtheexperim en-

talinform ation available in 2005 Ciuchinietal. (2005)

obtained �S decay = 0:000� 0:017. The error is dom i-

nated by theexperim entalerrorsand isnotindicativeof

the intrinsic�S decay size.

In sum m ary,�S J= K S
is expected to be �S J= K S

’

� 1:4� 10� 3.Thisisalso the typicalsize ofthe term due

to a nonzero decay width di�erence,sin4�(��� B 0)=4 ’

� 1 � 10� 3 (Boosetal., 2004). Thus, any discrepancy

signi�catly aboveperm illevelbetween SJ= K S
m easure-

m entand sin2� obtained from theCK M �tswould bea

clearsignalofnew physics(Hou etal.,2006). The the-

oreticaluncertainty in the m easurem ent ofsin2� from

SJ= K S
islikely to rem ain sm allerthan theexperim ental

erroreven ata SFF.Extrapolationsofthecurrentanaly-

sessuggestthatim perfectknowledgeofthevertex detec-

toralignm entand beam spotposition willprovidea lim -

itingsystem aticuncertainty,with theultim atesensitivity

of0:5{1:2% (Akeroyd etal.,2004;Bona etal.,2007c).

Digressing brie
y from the determ ination ofthe uni-

tarity triangle,the situation forthe directCP asym m e-

triesin B ! J= K israthersim ilar (Boosetal.,2004;

G rossm an etal.,2002;Liand M ishim a,2007)

� �A B m ix = Im
�12

2M 12

= � (2:59� 1:48)� 10� 4; (45)

� �A K m ix = 2R e(�K )’ 3:2� 10� 3; (46)

� �A decay = 2Im
�
(s)
u

�
(s)
c

rsin�r = (16:7
+ 6:6
� 8:7)� 10� 4; (47)

givingacom bined CP asym m etry A J= K S
’ � 4:6� 10� 3.

This is nearly an order of m agnitude sm aller than

the current experim ental uncertainty on this quan-

tity (Aubertetal.,2007f;Chen etal.,2007a),and com -

parable to the likely size ofthe lim iting system atic un-

certainty at a SFF (Akeroyd etal., 2004; Bona etal.,

2007c).New physicscontributionsto thisquantity could

enhance the CP asym m etry to the 1% level or even

higher, while obeying allother constraints from 
avor

physics(Bergm ann and Perez,2001;Hou etal.,2006).

A com plem entary m easurem entof� isprovided by a

tim e dependentB 0 ! [K S�
+ �� ]D h

0 Dalitz plotanaly-

sis (Bondaretal.,2005). Here h0 = �0;�;!;:::,while

also D � 0 can be used in place ofD 0. Thischannelpro-

vides m easurem ents ofboth sin2� and cos2� resolving

the � ! �=2 � � discrete am biguity. The resulting

m esurem ent of� is theoretically extrem ely clean since

itdoesnotsu�erfrom penguin pollution.The only the-

oreticaluncertainty isdueto theD 0 decay m odel,which

atpresentgivesan errorof� 0:2on cos2� (Aubertetal.,

2007i;K rokovny etal.,2006),and can be reduced in fu-

tureusing thesam em ethodsasfortheB ! D K analy-

sis(seethe discussion in Section IV.B).D decaysto CP

eigenstates can also be used. However,these are only

sensitiveto sin2� (Fleischer,2003).

B. M easuring 


1. 
 from B ! D K

The m ost powerful m ethod to m easure 
 uses the

interference between b ! c�us and b ! u�cs am pli-

tudes in B ! D K decays (G ronau and London.,1991;

G ronau and W yler,1991) [for a recent review see,e.g.,
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(Zupan,2007c)]. In the case ofcharged B decays the

interferenceisbetween B � ! D K � am plitude,A B ,fol-

lowed by D ! f decay,and B � ! �D K � am plitude,

A B rB e
i(�B � 
),followed by �D ! f decay,where f isany

com m on �nalstate ofD and �D . The B + ! D (�D )K +

decay am plitudesareobtained by 
 ! � 
 sign-
ip.Ne-

glecting CP violation in the D decayswefurtherhave

A(D 0 ! f)= A(�D 0 ! �f)= A f;

A(�D 0 ! f)= A(D 0 ! �f)= A frfe
i�f :

(48)

The param eters �B and �f above are strong phase dif-

ferences in B and D decays respectively,while A B ;rB ,

A f;rf are real. The sensitivity to 
 is strongly depen-

denton the ratio rB � 0:1. Since there are no penguin

contributions in this class ofm odes,there is alm ost no

theoreticaluncertainty in the resulting m easurem entsof


; allhadronic unknowns can in principle be obtained

from experim ent.

Variouschoicesforthe�nalstatef arepossible:(i)CP

eigenstates(e.g. K S�
0) (G ronau and W yler,1991),(ii)

quasi-
avorspeci�c states (e.g. K + �� )(Atwood etal.,

1997a, 2001b), (iii) singly Cabibbo suppressed decays

(e.g. K � +K � ) (G rossm an etal.,2003b) or (iv) m any-

body �nalstates(e.g. K S�
+ �� )(Atwood etal.,2001b;

G irietal., 2003; Poluektov etal., 2004). There are

also other extensions,using m any body B decays (e.g.

B + ! D K + �0) (Aleksan etal.,2003;G ronau,2003),

using D � 0 in both D � 0 ! D �0 and D � 0 ! D 


decay m odes (Bondarand G ershon, 2004), using self

tagging D � � decays (Sinha, 2004). Neutral B de-

cays (both tim e dependent and tim e integrated) can

also be used (Atwood and Soni,2003a;Fleischer,2003;

G ronau etal.,2004b;K ayserand London,2000).

For di�erent D decays in B ! (f)D K , the param -

eters A B ;rB ;�B ;
 related to the B decay are com -

m on,so that there is signi�cant gain in com bining re-

sultsfrom di�erentD decay channels(Atwood and Soni,

2005). It is therefore not suprising that three body D

decays,e.g. B � ! [K S�
+ �� ]D K

� ,provide the m ost

sensitivity in the extraction of
 as they represent an

essentially continuous set of �nal states f. Also, for

D ! f m ultibody decays both the m agnitude of A f

and the strong phase variation overthe Dalitz plotcan

be determ ined using a decay m odel where A f is de-

scribed by a sum of resonant (typically Breit-W igner)

term s(G irietal.,2003;Poluektov etal.,2004).Thede-

cay m odelcan be determ ined from 
avor tagged data

[fordetails,see(Aubertetal.,2006c;Cavoto etal.,2007;

Poluektov etal.,2006)].

Flavortagged D decaysdo notprovidedirectinform a-

tion on the strong phasedi�erencesbetween D 0 and �D 0

am plitudes.In m ultibody decaysthe inform ation com es

from theinterferencesoftheresonances,wherethephase

variation across the Dalitz plot is com pletely described

by the chosen decay m odel. The question is then what

isthe m odelling errorintroduced through thisapproach

and how can it be reliably estim ated? At present the

m odelling erroron 
 isestim ated to be � 10�,which is

1
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5
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stat. error

Contribution of
DCP statistics

Unbinned
approach
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 (
d
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FIG .10 Statisticalerroron 
 (�3)asa function ofthenum -

berofreconstructed B
�
! D K

�
decaysand D C P decaysas

given by toy M C study with rB = 0:2,
 = 70
�
,�B = 180

�

and 4� 10
5
D C P decays(Bondarand Poluektov,2006).D ot-

ted lineshowstheerroron 
 from m odel-dependentunbinned

D alitz plot�twith the sam e inputparam eters.

obtained through an apparently conservative approach

of including or excluding various contributions to the

m odel.In futureitwillbepossibletoreducethiserrorby

using entangled  (3770)! D �D decays at a tau-charm

factory to arrive at a direct inform ation on the strong

phases(Atwood and Soni,2003b;G irietal.,2003).

Alternatively, the m odelling error can be

avoided entirely by using a m odel independent ap-

proach (Atwood etal.,2001b;G irietal.,2003). After

partitioning the D ! K S�
+ �� Dalitz plot into bins,

variables ci;si are introduced that are the cosine

and sine of the strong phase di�erence averaged over

the i-th bin. O ptim ally, these are determ ined from

charm factory running at  (3770) (Atwood and Soni,

2003b; G irietal., 2003; G ronau etal., 2001; So�er,

1998). Recent studies (Bondarand Poluektov, 2006,

2008) show that ifm easurem ents ofci from CP-tagged

D decays are included in the analysis, the resulting

error on 
 using rectangular Dalitz plot binning is

only 30% worse than the unbinned m odel dependent

approach (Bondarand Poluektov, 2006), or even only

4% worse for optim al binning (Bondarand Poluektov,

2008). Studies of charm factory events in which

both D m esons decay to m ultibody �nal states such

as K S�
+ �� can also provide inform ation on the si

term s (Bondarand Poluektov, 2008). As shown in

Fig. 10, approxim ately 104 CP tagged D decays are

required to keep the contribution to the uncertainty on


 below the2� statisticalaccuracy expected from a SFF.

To reduce the statisticaluncertainty,one can also in-

clude additionalB decay m odes.Foreach,the hadronic

factorsA B ,rB and �B can bedi�erent,so additionalun-

knownparam etersareintroduced.Todate,B � ! D K � ,

B � ! D K � � and B � ! D �K � (with D � ! D �0(
)

(Bondarand G ershon,2004))havebeen used.

Another usefulapproach is to include neutralB 0 de-

cays.Thesehavesm allerdecay rates,howeverthestatis-

ticalerroron 
 doesnotscalewith the ratebutroughly



21

as the sm aller of the two interfering am plitudes. Us-

ing isospin one seesthatthese di�eronly by a factorofp
2 (G ronau etal.,2004b)

A B rB ’
p
2A n

B r
n
B : (49)

Here we have introduced A n
B and rnB param eters

in the sam e way as for the charged decays above

Eq. (48). Although tim e dependent m easurem ents

are needed to extract the full inform ation in the

B 0 ! D K S system (Atwood and Soni,2003a;Fleischer,

2003; G ronau etal., 2007; G ronau and London., 1991;

K ayserand London, 2000), untagged tim e integrated

rates alone provide su�cient inform ation to determ ine


 (G ronau etal.,2004b,2007),while B 0 ! D K � 0 de-

caysare self-tagging. Therefore,we expectthese m odes

to m akea signi�cantcontribution to them easurem entof


 ata SFF (Akeroyd etal.,2004;Bona etal.,2007c).

W enow discussthetheoreticalerrors.Thedeterm ina-

tion of
 from B ! D K decaysistheoretically extrem ely

clean since these are pure tree decays. The largestun-

certainty is due to D 0 � �D 0 m ixing,assum ed to be ab-

sent so far. The SM D 0 � �D 0 m ixing param eters are

xD � �m D

�D
� yD � �� D

2�D
� O (10� 2),with a negligible

CP violating phase,�D � O (10� 4)(seeSection X).

The e�ect of CP conserving D 0 � �D 0 m ixing is to

change the e�ective relative strong phase (irrelevantfor


 extraction) and to dilute the interference term , re-

sulting in a shift�
 / (x 2
D + y2D )=r

2
f (G rossm an etal.,

2005). Thusthe shiftislargerforthe caseswhere rf is

sm aller,buteven fordoubly Cabibbo suppressed decays

�
 . 1�.Furtherm ore,thisbiascan be rem oved by ex-

plicitly including D 0 � �D 0 m ixing into the analysisonce

xD and yD are wellm easured (Atwood and Soni,2005;

Silva and So�er,2000).M oreoverin the m odelindepen-

dent Dalitz plot analysis no changes are needed, since

there the m ethod already includes the averaging (dilu-

tion)ofthe interferenceterm s.

Therem aining possiblesourcesoftheoreticalerrorare

from higher order electroweak corrections or from CP

violation in theD system .Thelatterwould lead to�
 �

O (xD �D ;yD �D ). In the SM the error is conservatively

�
 < 10� 5,whileeven with largeNP in thecharm sector

one�nds�
 � O (10� 2).

In sum m ary, a precise m easurem ent of 
 can be

achieved ata SFF from a com bination ofB ! D K type

decays with m ultiple D decay �nalstates. The preci-

sion can beim proved using charm factory data on strong

phases.Although extrapolationsofthe currentdata are

di�cult,studiessuggestthatan erroron 
 ofO (1�)can

be achieved (Akeroyd etal., 2004; Bona etal., 2007c).

This would represent a signi�cant im provem ent on the

constraintsfrom any other experim ent,and yet the ex-

perim entaluncertainty on 
 would stillbe farabovethe

irreducibletheory error.

2. sin(2� + 
)

The com bination sin(2� + 
) can in principle be ex-

tracted from B ! D (� )��� tim e dependent analy-

sis (Dunietz,1998;Suprun etal.,2002). However,the

ratio of the two interfering am plitudes r = jA(B 0 !

D (� )+�� )=A(�B 0 ! D (� )+�� )j is too sm all to be de-

term ined experim entally from O (r2) term s and signif-

icant input from theory is required. Related m eth-

ods use B 0 ! D � +�� ;D � +a
�
1 , where r can be deter-

m ined from the interference ofdi�erent helicity am pli-

tudes (G ronau etal.,2003;London etal.,2000). These

m odes are di�cult experim entally because of � 0 re-

construction and no m easurem ents exist to date. An-

other option are rare decays such as B ! D (� )�X � ,

X = a0;a2;b1;�(1300),where r is O (1) as pointed out

by Diehland Hiller(2001).

Tim e dependent B 0 ! D 0(� )K 0(� ) analyses are

perhaps the m ost prom ising (Atwood and Soni,2003a;

K ayserand London,2000). The theoreticalerroris ex-

pected to be sim ilar to that in 
 extraction from B !

D K , and thus well below SFF sensitivity. Another

good candidate,B s ! D �
s K

� ,is better suited for ex-

perim entsin an hadronicenvironm ent(Fleischer,2004).

O ther alternatives, including three body m odes such

as B ! D � K S�
� (Aleksan etal.,2003;Charlesetal.,

1998;Polcietal.,2006)could also lead to a precisem ea-

surem entof2� + 
.

C. M easuring �

Although in theSM � isnotindependentfrom 
 and �,

itiscustom ary to separatethem ethodsforthedeterm i-

nation ofthe angle 
 thatinvolveB0
d
� �B 0

d
m ixing from

those that do not. In this subsection we willtherefore

brie
y discuss the determ ination of� from the decays

B ! ��,�� and �� [fora longerreview seee.g.(Zupan,

2007a)]. The angle � isdeterm ined from the Sf param -

eterofEq.(36).Forexam plein B ! �� thisis

S�+ �� = sin2�+ 2rcos� sin(� + �)cos2�+ O (r2); (50)

wheretheexpansion isin penguin{to{treeratior= P=T.

The \tree" (\penguin") is a term that carries a weak

phase (or not),A(B 0 ! �+ �� ) = Tei
 + P ei�;while

� is a strong phase di�erence.3 In the r = 0 lim it one

hasS�+ �� = sin2�.IfO (r)\penguin pollution" term is

known,� can beextracted from S�+ �� .Thisisachieved

by using sym m etries of Q CD,isospin or 
avor SU(3),

or by the 1=m b expansion in fram eworks such as Q CD

factorization,pQ CD,and SCET.The theoreticalerror

on extracted � dependscrucially on the size ofr.Using

3 This is the so called \c-convention" where \penguin" is propor-

tionalto V
�
cb
Vcd. The other option is a \t-convention", where

\penguin" isproportionalto V �
tb
Vtd and carriesweak phase � �.



22

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Π
-
Ρ
+

Ρ
-
Π
+

Ρ
-
Ρ
+

Π
-
Π
+

P�T

FIG . 11 Sum m ary of the present constraints from isospin

(blue/dark grey)and SU(3)
avorsym m etry (red/lightgrey)

on theP=T ratioin the\c-convention".O nly statisticalerrors

are shown.

isospin and/orSU(3)
avorsym m etry one�nds(seealso

Fig.11)

r(�+ �� )> r(�+ �� )� r(�+ �� )> r(�+ �� ): (51)

W e can expecta sim ilarhierarchy forthe theoreticaler-

rors on � in the di�erent channels. This sim ple rule,

however,does not apply for m ethods based on isospin

sym m etry asdiscussed in m oredetailbelow.

1. B ! ��

Letus�rstreview theextraction of� from B ! �� us-

ing isospin decom position (G ronau and London,1990).

In isospin lim it � form s a triplet and B a doublet of

isospin. In generalB ! �� transition could be m edi-

ated by �I = 1=2;3=2 and 5=2 interactions. However,

�I = 5=2 operatorsdo notappearin the e�ective weak

Ham iltonian ofEq.(5),so thatB ! �0�0;�+ �� ;�+ �0

am plitudesarerelated asshown in Fig.12.

Another im portant input is that aside from possi-

ble electroweak penguin (EW P)contributions,A + 0 isa

pure tree (notation is as in Fig.12). Neglecting EW P

the weak phase of A + 0 is �xed, so that for instance

ei
A + 0 = e� i
 �A + 0. Then the observable sin(2�e�) =

S��=
p
1� (AC P�� )

2 isdirectly related to � through 2� =

2�e� � 2�,where� isde�ned in Fig.12,left.Thepresent

constraints on � following from the isospin analysis

with them ostrecentexperim entalresults(Aubertetal.,

2007r;Ishino etal.,2007) are shown in Fig.12, right.

Note thatin the determ ination of� the contribution of

�I = 1=2 term s cancel. This im plies that the isospin

analysisisinsensitive to NP in Q CD penguin operators,

and would stillreturn theSM valueof� even ifsuch NP

contributionswerelarge.

Letus now turn to the question oftheoreticaluncer-

taintiesin the isospin analysiswhich com e from isospin

breaking. This hasseverale�ects: (i)di�erent d and u

chargeslead toEW P operatorsQ 7;:::;10 in H e� ofEq.(5),

(ii) the �0 m ass and isospin eigenstates no longercoin-

cide,leading to �0 � � � �0 m ixing,(iii)reduced m atrix

elem entsforstatesin thesam eisospin m ultipletm ay no

longerbe related sim ply by SU(2)Clebsch-G ordan coef-

�cients,and (iv) �I = 5=2 operators m ay be induced,

e.g.from electrom agneticrescattering.
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FIG . 12 Left: the isospin triangle relations due

to G ronau and London (1990), with the notation A ij �

A(B
0
! �

i
�
j
). O nly one offour possible triangle orienta-

tionsisshown.Right:constraintson � from isospin analysis

of B ! �� (Charlesetal., 2005). Note that solutions at

� � 0 need very large valuesofT;P with �ne-tuned cancel-

lation and are thusexcluded (Bona etal.,2007a).

In theliteratureonly the�rsttwoe�ectshavebeen an-

alyzed in som edetail.Thee�ectofEW P isknown quite

precisely since the �I = 3=2 part ofthe EW P Ham il-

tonian is related to the tree part of the weak Ham il-

tonian (Burasand Fleischer,1999;G ronau etal.,1999;

Neubert,1999;Neubertand Rosner,1998a,b). The re-

lation between the bases oftriangles in Fig. 12 is now

m odi�ed toei
A + 0 = e� i(
+ �)�A + 0,where� = (1:5� 0:3�

0:3)� (G ronau etal., 1999; G ronau and Zupan, 2005).

The �0 � � � �0 m ixing m odi�es also the G ronau-

London triangle relations of Fig. 12 (G ardner, 1999).

Since �0 � � � �0 is sm all, the resulting shift in the

extracted value of � is sm all as well, j�� �� �� �0j <

1:6� (G ronau and Zupan,2005).

These two exam ples ofisospin breaking e�ects show

thatwhile notallofthe isospin breaking e�ects can be

calculated or constrained at present,the ones that can

areofthe expected size,�� � (mu � md)=�Q C D � 1% .

Experim entally,the isospin triangle approach is lim -

ited by theneed to m easurejA 00jand j�A 00j,i.e.to m ea-

sure directCP violation in B 0 ! �0�0 decays. In addi-

tion,them ethod su�ersfrom am biguitiesin thesolutions

for� (ascan beseen in Fig.12,right).A SFF willenable

both problem sto be overcom e,since the large statistics

willallow a precisem easurem entofA C P
00 ,whilethesam -

pleofeventswith photon conversionswillallow S00 tobe

m easured,rem oving one am biguity (Ishino etal.,2007).

Including these e�ects,we expecta SFF to reach a pre-

cision of� 3� on � from B ! �� (Akeroyd etal.,2004;

Bona etal.,2007c).

2. B ! ��

The isospin analysisin B ! �� followsthe sam e lines

asforB ! ��,butwith separate isospin triangles,Fig.

12,foreach polarization.Thelongitudinally polarized �-

nalstateisfound to dom inatetheothertwo,sim plifying
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the analysis considerably. Another di�erence from the

�� system isthat� resonanceshavea non-negligiblede-

cay width. In addition to experim entalcom plications,

this allows the two � resonances in the �nal state to

form an I = 1 state,ifthe respective invariant m asses

aredi�erent(Falk etal.,2004),leading to O (�2�=m
2
�)ef-

fects. This e�ect can in principle be constrained ex-

perim entally by m aking di�erent �ts to the m ass dis-

tributions(Falk etal.,2004),though very high statistics

would be necessary forsuch a procedureto be e�ective.

The rem aining theoretical errors are due to isospin

breaking e�ects. W hile the shiftdue to EW P isexactly

thesam easin ��,�� ! m ixingisexpected tocausearel-

atively large,O (1),e�ectnearthe ! m assin the �+ ��

invariant m ass spectrum . However,integrated over all

phase space,the e�ectisofthe expected size forisospin

breaking,asindeed are alle�ectsthatcan currently be

estim ated (G ronau and Zupan,2005).

An ingredient that m akes the �� system favourable

over �� is the sm all penguin pollution, cf. Fig.11.

M oreover, the fact that B 0 ! �0�0 results in an

all charged �nal state m eans that S00 can be deter-

m ined (Aubertetal.,2007v). Consequently,� determ i-

nation from isospin analysisofB ! �� attheSFF isex-

pected to rem ain m ore precise than thatfrom B ! ��,

i.e.1�{2� (Akeroyd etal.,2004;Bona etal.,2007c).

Som ewhat surprisingly, the sm all penguin pollution

m akes the m ethod based on the SU(3) sym m etry as

theoretically clean astheisospin analysis(Benekeetal.,

2006). This is because SU(3) sym m etry is used to di-

rectly constrain P=T,while the isospin construction in-

volvesalsorelationsbetween thetreeam plitudes,sothat

isospin breakingon thelargeram plitudestranslatetothe

corrections. The basic idea is to relate �S = 0 decays

in which tree and penguin term shaveCK M elem entsof

sim ilar size to �S = 1 decays in which the P=T ratio

has a relative enhancem ent of � 1=�2. The �S = 1

decays can then be used to constrain P=T. For exam -

ple,B(B + ! K � 0�+ )can beused to bound thepenguin

contribution to B 0 ! �+ �� (Benekeetal.,2006):

jA L (K
� 0
�
+ )j2 = F

�
jVcsjfK �

jVcdjf�

�

P
2
; (52)

wheretheF param eterisesSU(3)breakinge�ects(F = 1

in the lim itofexactSU(3)). Using a conservativerange

of 0:3 � F � 1:5 results in theoreticalerror of � 4�

on �,com parable to the theoreticalerrorin the isospin

analysis.

3. B ! ��

Since �� �� are not CP eigenstates, extracting �

from this system is m ore com plicated. Isospin anal-

ysis sim ilar to the one for B ! ��;�� leads to an

isospin pentagon contruction (Lipkin etal.,1991) that

is not com petitive. It requires a large am ount of ex-

perim ental data and su�ers from m ultiple solutions.

Two m ore useful approaches are: (i) to exploit the

full tim e-dependence of the B 0 ! �+ �� �0 Dalitz

plottogetherwith isospin (Snyderand Q uinn,1993),or

(ii) to use only the �� �� region with SU(3) related

m odes(G ronau and Zupan,2004).

For the Snyder-Q uinn isospin analysis two im portant

di�erencescom pared to the isospin analysisofB ! ��

and B ! �� are (i) that in B ! �� only the isospin

relation between penguin am plitudesisneeded,and (ii)

thatfrom the fulltim e-dependentB 0 ! �+ �� �0 Dalitz

plot the m agnitudes and relative phases of A(B 0 !

�+ �� );A(B 0 ! �� �+ );A(B 0 ! �0�0)and the CP con-

jugated am plitudesareobtained.AsaresulttheSnyder-

Q uinn approach does not su�er from m ultiple am bigui-

ties,giving a single(and highly com petitive)valuefor�

in [0;�].Thisapproach hasbeen im plem ented by both B

factories(Aubertetal.,2007l;K usaka etal.,2007a,b).

A potentialproblem is that the peaksof� resonance

bandsdonotfully overlap in theDalitzplot,butaresep-

arated by approxim ately onedecay width,so oneissen-

sitiveto thepreciselineshapeofthe� resonance.Isospin

breaking e�ects on the other hand are expected to be

P=T suppressed,since only the isospin relation between

penguins was used. The largestshift is expected to be

due to EW P and is known precisely,as in B ! ��;��

case (G ronau and Zupan,2005). O ther isospin break-

ing e�ects are expected to be sm all. For instance,the

shift due to �0 � � � �0 m ixing was estim ated to be

j�� �� �� �0j� 0:1� (G ronau and Zupan,2005),showing

thatthe expected P=T suppression exists.

An alternativeuseofthesam edata isprovided by the

SU(3)
avorsym m etry. In thisway the potentialsensi-

tivity oftheSnyder-Q uinn m ethod on theform of� reso-

nancetailscan beavoided.Therequired inform ation on

P=T isobtained from the SU(3)related �S = 1 m odes,

B 0 ! K � +�� ;K + �� and B + ! K � 0�+ ;K 0�+ . Since

penguin pollution isrelatively sm all,theerroron theex-

tracted value of� due to SU(3)breaking isexpected to

be sm allas well,ofa few degrees (G ronau and Zupan,

2004). Unlike the Snyder-Q uinn approach this m ethod

doessu�erfrom discreteam biguities.

In sum m ary,theoryerrorsin theabovedirectm easure-

m entsof� aredi�culttodeterm inecom pletely.O urbest

estim atesforthe erroron � from isospin analysisofthe

�� and �� system s are around a few degrees. The un-

certainty isexpected to besm allerfortheSnyder-Q uinn

analysisof�� which relieson an isospin relation between

only penguin am plitudes. Since a SFF can m ake deter-

m inationsof� in alloftheabovem odes,wecan becau-

tiously optim isticthatm ostsourcesoftheoreticaluncer-

tainty can be controlled with data.Therefore,there isa

good chancethatthe�nalerroron � from a SFF willbe

around 1�.

Finally,TableV sum m arizestheestim ateson thethe-

ory errorand also the expected accuracy atthe SFF for

each anglethrough the use ofthese directm ethods.
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V. SID ES O F TH E TRIAN GLE

In thissection wereview brie
y thestrategiesform ea-

surem ents ofthe m agnitudes ofCK M m atrix elem ents.

Fora m oreextensivereview seeYao etal.(2006).

W hile the determ inations of jVubj, jVcbj, jVtdj and

jVtsj m ainly rely on CP conserving observables { the

CP averaged B decay branching ratios{ theirvaluesdo

constitutean independentcheck oftheCK M m echanism .

The inform ation on jVubj=jVcbjfor instance determ ines

the length ofthe unitarity triangle side opposite to the

wellm easured angle �,cf. Fig. 9. Together with the

directdeterm ination of
 itprovidesa consistency check

between the constraintsfrom b! u tree transitionsand

the constraintfrom the loop induced B {�B m ixing.

A. D eterm ination ofjVcbj

Both exclusive and inclusive b ! c decays are used,

giving consistentdeterm inations(Yao etal.,2006)

jVcbjexcl:= (40:9� 1:8)� 10� 3;

jVcbjincl:= (41:7� 0:7)� 10� 3:
(53)

The value ofjVcbjfrom the exclusive decay �B ! D �l��l
(�B ! D l��l) is at presentdeterm ined with a 4% (12% )

relative error, where the theoretical and experim ental

contributionsto theerrorsarecom parable.In theheavy

quark lim it the properly norm alized form factors are

equalto 1 at zero recoil,vB � vD (� ) = 1. This predic-

tion hasperturbativeand nonperturbativecorrections

FD �(1)= 1+ cA (�s)+
0

m Q

+
c�nonp:

m 2
Q

;

FD (1)= 1+ cV (�s)+
cnonp:

m 2
Q

:

(54)

The absence of 1=m Q corrections in FD �(1) is due

to Luke’s theorem (Luke, 1990). The perturbative

corrections cA ;V are known to �2S order (Czarnecki,

1996;Czarneckiand M elnikov,1997),whilethe�rstnon-

perturbative corrections c
(� )
nonp: are known only from

quenched lattice Q CD (Hashim oto etal.,2002,2000)or

from phenom enological m odels. Im provem ent can be

expected in the near future when unquenched lattice

Q CD results becom e available. The projected uncer-

tainty is 2-3% (Laiho,2007;Yao etal.,2006),which is

com parable to presently quoted errorsin quenched cal-

culations(Hashim oto etal.,2002,2000),butthe results

willbe m ore reliable. Further im provem ents in preci-

sion will be needed, however, to reach the 1% uncer-

tainty projected fortheinclusivejVcbjdeterm ination dis-

cussed below. To achieve this goalanalyticalwork is

also needed: the calculation of higher order m atching

of latticized HQ ET to continuum Q CD is already in

progress(Nobesand Trottier,2004;O ktay etal.,2004),

while otheringredientssuch asthe radiative corrections

to the1=m Q and 1=m 2
Q suppressed term sin thecurrents

are notyetbeing calculated. The di�culty ofthis task

is com parable or even greater than the sam e order cal-

culation needed for the inclusive determ ination ofjVcbj

(Yao etal.,2006). O n the experim entalside,reduction

ofthe uncertainty with larger statistics is not guaran-

teed,since system atic errorsalready lim it the precision

(Aubertetal.,2005a,2006g).

The inclusive determ ination of jVcbj is based on

the operator product expansion leading to a sys-

tem atic expansion in 1=m b (Bigietal., 1994a, 1993;

M anoharand W ise,1994). Present �ts to �B ! X cl��l
include term s up to order 1=m 3

b
and �2s�0. The sam e

nonperturbative elem entsalso appearin the predictions

ofB ! X s
 so that global�ts to electron and photon

energy m om ents from data are perform ed,giving jVcbj

with a relative error ofabout 1:7% (Yao etal.,2006).

Im provem ents on the theoretical side can be m ade

by calculating higher order perturbative corrections

(Neubert, 2005) and by calculating the perturbative

correctionsto them atrix elem entsthatde�netheheavy

quarkexpansion param eters.Experim entally,system atic

errors are already lim iting the m ost recent results in

these analyses (Schwanda etal., 2007; Urquijo etal.,

2007).However,som e im provem entiscertainly possible

with the largestatisticsofa SFF,so thata precision on

jVcbjaround 1% m ay be possible.

B. D eterm ination ofjVubj

Both exclusiveand inclusivedeterm inationsarebeing

pursued. Atpresentthere issom e slighttension (atthe

1� level) between the two types of determ inations; as

discussed below.

The theoreticaland experim entaldi�culty with the

inclusive extraction ofjVubjfrom �B ! X ul��l is due to

the large charm background from �B ! X cl��l. As a

result one cannot obtain the fullinclusive rate exper-

im entally. The region of phase space without charm

contam ination is typically a region where the inclusive

hadronic state form s a jet, so that the O PE is not

valid. Still, one can �nd a � Q C D =m b expansion, and

using SCET onecan show thatthereisa factorization of

the structure functions (in term s ofwhich the branch-

ing ratio is expressed) into hard, jet and shape func-

tions, see Eq. (70) below. Each of these factors en-

code physics at scales ofthe order m b,
p
�Q C D m b and

�Q C D .Thejetand shapefunctionsarecurrently known

at O (�s(m b)) (Bauerand M anohar,2004;Bosch etal.,

2004a) and O (�2s(
p
�Q C D m b)) (Becherand Neubert,

2006) respectively, while the power corrections have

been included only at O (�0s) (Benekeetal., 2005b;

Bosch etal., 2004b; Leeand Stewart, 2005). In the

BLNP approach the param eters for the m odels of

the LO shape function are extracted from the �B !
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X s
 spectrum (Langeetal., 2005a), while subleading

shape functions are m odeled. The HFAG average us-

ing this approach is jVubjincl:(B LN P) = (4:49 � 0:19 �

0:27)� 10� 3 (Aubertetal.,2007p;Barberio etal.,2007;

Bizjak etal.,2005),wherethe�rsterrorisexperim ental

and the second theoretical. Alternatively,as discussed

in Section VIII.C,the ratio of �B ! X ul��l to �B ! X s


decay rates can be used to reduce the dependence on

theLO shapefunction (Lange,2006;Langeetal.,2005b;

Leibovich etal.,2000;Neubert,1994). This approach

hasbeen used to obtain the value jVubj= (4:43� 0:45�

0:29)� 10� 3 (Aubertetal.,2006a),where the �rst er-

ror is experim ental and the second theoretical. The

com bined theoreticalerrorfrom using 2-loop corrections

to jet functions, the subleading shape function correc-

tions and the known �s=m b corrections has been esti-

m ated to be 5% (Langeetal.,2005b). Thiserrorcould

be further reduced by using the B ! X s
 hard ker-

nelsatO (�2s)a calculation ofwhich isalm ostcom plete

(Becherand Neubert,2007),buta sim ilarly dem anding

calculation ofthe hard kernelin �B ! X ul��l atthe sam e

orderwould beneeded.Anotherhurdleistheestim ation

ofthe subleading shape functions { to gain in precision

onewould need to go beyond m odeling.

A di�erentapproach thatcan reduce the dependence

on shape functions is a com bined cut on the leptonic

m om entum transferq2 and the hadronic invariantm ass

M X (Baueretal.,2000,2001),so that a largerportion

ofphase space is used. Furtherm ore,it has been sug-

gested (Bigiand Uraltsev,1994;Voloshin,2001)thatun-

certainties from weak annihilation can be reduced by

m aking a cut on the high q2 region. Another theoreti-

calapproach,Dressed G luon Exponentiation,thatusesa

renorm alon inspired m odelfortheleadingshapefunction

hasbeen advocated(Andersen and G ardi,2006).Follow-

ing these approaches,and taking advantage ofthe large

statistics at a SFF,a precision on jVubjof3{5% from

inclusivem odesm ay be possible.

Forthe exclusive jVubjdeterm ination,the decay �B !

�l��l isprim arily used,although decayssuch as �B ! �l��l
also provideusefulinform ation,and,asdiscussed in Sec-

tion III.C,leptonic decays �B ! l��l can be used to ob-

tain a tree-leveldeterm ination ofjVubjthat is sensitive

to NP e�ects.Nonperturbativeinform ation on �B ! �l��l
form factorscom esfrom lattice Q CD forq2 > 16 G eV

2
,

while lightcone sum rulescan be used forq2 ! 0. Us-

ing current lattice Q CD results in their range ofappli-

cability q2 > 16 G eV
2
, HFAG �nds jVubj = (3:33 �

0:21
+ 0:58
� 0:38) � 10� 3 (Atharetal., 2003; Aubertetal.,

2007m ; Barberio etal., 2007; Hokuue etal., 2007) us-

ing the unquenched HPQ CD calculation (Dalgic etal.,

2006), and jVubj = (3:55 � 0:22+ 0:61� 0:40)� 10� 3 for the

unquenched calculation from the FNAL collaboration

(O kam oto etal., 2005). A num ber of extrapolation

ansaetzehavebeen proposed so thatthewholeq2 region

can beused forjVubjdeterm ination (Arnesen etal.,2005;

Becherand Hill, 2006; Becirevicand K aidalov, 2000;

Boyd etal.,1995;Boyd and Savage,1997;Hill,2006).A

recentdiscussion oftheiruseisgiven in Ball(2006).

The current status is som ewhat problem atic: inclu-

sivem ethodsgivejVubjvaluessystem atically largerthan

theexclusivem ethods,and arealsoin disagreem entwith

direct sin2� determ ination at � 2� level(Bona etal.,

2006b, 2007b; Charlesetal., 2005; Lunghiand Soni,

2007). Neubert (2008) argued recently that, due to

m odeldependenceintroduced by theshapefunction and

contributions other than those from the Q 7
 operator,

the b ! s
 data should not be used in the jVubjde-

term ination. Using m b determ ined only from b ! cl�

and the theoretically cleanest M X cut, Neubert �nds

jVubj= (3:70 � 0:15 � 0:28)� 10� 3,resolving the dis-

agreem ent.

The SFF willgive m uch im proved determ inations of

jVubjusing the exclusive approach, where the statisti-

calerrorscurrently controltheprecision ofthem easure-

m ents. Here one requires precise determ inations ofthe

q2 spectrum ,in the low recoilregion where the rate is

very sm all. The large data sam ple at a SFF willallow

m easurem entsofbinned spectra with precision ofa few

percent.Assum ing thatlatticeQ CD can reach a com pa-

rable levelofprecision,an error of3{5% on jVubjfrom

the exclusiveapproach appearsattainableata SFF.

C. D eterm ination ofjVtdjand jVtsjfrom loop processes

ThevaluesoftheCK M m atrix elem entsjVtdjand jVtsj

can only be studied in loop processes at a SFF.These

includeboth m ixing (�F = 2)and decay (�F = 1)pro-

cesses. Speci�cally,the ratio jVtdj=jVtsjcan be obtained

by com paringtheB d{�B d and B s{�B s m assdi�erences,or

from theratio of,forexam ple,b! d
 and b! s
 radia-

tivedecays.Sinceboth areloop m ediated processesthey

aresensitiveto NP.

The oscillation frequenciesin B d;s{�B d;s m ixing deter-

m inethem assdi�erences.Theseareshortdistancedom -

inated and depend on the CK M m atrix elem entsas

�M d= M
d
H � M

d
L =

=
G 2
F M B d

6�2
m

2
W jVtbV

�
tdj

2
�B S0(xt)f

2
B d
B B d

;
(55)

and sim ilarlyfortheB s system with thesubstitution d !

s.Here�B S0(xt)encodestheshort-distanceinform ation

in the Inam i-Lim function S0(xt) that depends on the

top m ass through xt = m 2
t=m

2
W ,while �B = 0:55 is a

num ericalfactor containing NLO Q CD corrections due

to running from m W to � � mb (Burasetal.,1990).

The m ass di�erence is precisely m easured in the B d{
�B d system with the present W A �M d = 0:505 �

0:005 ps� 1 (Abe etal., 2005; Aubertetal., 2006d;

Barberio etal.,2007).Furtherim provem entofthism ea-

surem ent at a SFF is not likely to reduce the error

on jVtdj,which is dom inated at present by theory (lat-

tice) errors. The B s{�B s m ixing param eter �M s has

recently been m easured at the Tevatron to be �M s =

17:77� 0:10� 0:07 ps� 1 (Abulencia etal.,2006).Again,
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latticeerrorslim itthedirectextraction ofjVtsjfrom this

result.

The param eters fB d;s
and B B d;s

have been com -

puted in lattice Q CD using a variety of m ethods (see

O kam oto (2006); Tantalo (2007) for recent reviews).

Both quenched and unquenched determ inations of the

decay constants are available. For the bag param eters

the quenching e�ect is not very im portant. For in-

stance,the analogous quantity B K ofthe kaon system

hasbeen com puted in unquenched sim ulationsusing do-

m ain wallquarks,and isnow known to about5� 6% er-

ror(Antonio etal.,2008).In fact,separatingoutthede-

cay constantsfrom fB d;s

p
B B d;s

isa notationalartefact

rem aining from the days ofvacuum saturation approx-

im ation (Bernard etal.,1998;Dalgicetal.,2007). Cal-

culating the productinstead can lead to reduced errors.

Thebestconstraintcom esatpresentfrom theratio of

the m assdi�erences

�M s

�M d

=
M B s

M B d

�
2

�
�
�
�

Vtd

Vts

�
�
�
�

2

; (56)

where � = fB s

p
B B s

=fB d

p
B B d

. Several theoret-

ical uncertainties cancel out in this ratio. From

Eq.(56) and the experim ental values of �M d and

�M s given above, one obtains jVtd=Vtsj = 0:2060 �

0:0007
+ 0:0081
� 0:0060 (Abulencia etal.,2006)wherethe�rster-

ror is experim ental and the second theoretical, from

the input value � = 1:21
+ 0:047
� 0:035 which is obtained from

an average of nf = 2 partially quenched sim ulations

(O kam oto,2006).Thus,thelatticeuncertaintyalsodom -

inatesthisconstraint;indeed the stated errorsherem ay

wellbe an underestim ate. However,unquenched preci-

sion calculationsof� areunderway;seee.g.Dalgicetal.

(2007)and certainly by thetim eofSFF thestated error

on � should be con�rm ed.

An alternative determ ination ofjVtd=Vtsjcan be ob-

tained from theratioofb! d
 and b! s
 rareradiative

decays.Thisisdiscussed in m oredetailin SectionVIII.C,

and we give here only a briefaccount. Taking the ratio

ofB ! �
 and B ! K�
 exclusivedecays,thehadronic

m atrix elem entscancelto a good approxim ation,giving

B(B ! �
)

B(B ! K �
)
=

�
�
�
�

Vtd

Vts

�
�
�
�

2 � M 2
B � m2�

M 2
B
� m2

K �

�3
�
2(1+ �R):

(57)

Here� isthe ratio ofthe B ! �=K� tensorform factors

and equals1in theSU(3)lim it,and �R describestheef-

fectoftheweak annihilation in B � ! �� 
.Asdiscussed

in Section VIII.C,this gives results in good agreem ent

with thedeterm ination from neutralB d;s m eson m ixing,

albeitwith largererrorsthat,fornow,arepredom inatly

experim entalin origin. W e note thatthe corresponding

inclusive radiative m odes can be used as well,provided

thatthe s�s background in b! d
 m odescan bereliably

taken into account.

Theoretically, an extrem ely clean determ ination of

TABLE VI Precision on sidesdeterm ination,currentversus

projected in the SFF era. Since in som e cases the error is

dom inated by theory the projected im provem ents are based

on expectationsfortheory.

Side Currentaccuracy Projected accuracy

Vcb excl. 4{5% 2{3 %

Vcb incl. 1.5{2% 0.7{1%

Vub excl. � 18% 3{5%

Vub incl. � 8% 3{5%

Vtd=Vts 5{6% 3{4%

jVtd=Vtsjispossibleusing the ratio (Burasetal.,2001b)

B(B ! X d���)

B(B ! X s���)
=

�
�
�
�

Vtd

Vts

�
�
�
�

2

; (58)

which ispredicted in theSM with essentially nohadronic

uncertainties. However,the inclusive m odesin Eq.(58)

arevery challenging experim entally because ofthe pres-

enceofthetwoundetected neutrinos.Nevertheless,stud-

iesofthesedecays,in particularin exclusive�nalstates,

canbestarted ataSFF,aswediscussin Section VIII.B.2.

W em ention herethatsincetheexclusivem odesaresub-

jectto SU(3)breaking,an extraction ofVtd=Vts without

theory uncertainty can only be obtained from inclusive

m easurem ents.

TableVIsum m arizesthecurrentversustheestim ated

errorin the SFF era.

VI. TIM E-D EPEN D EN T CP ASYM M ETRY IN

PEN GUIN -D O M IN ATED M O D ES

Penguin dom inated hadronicB decayso�eroneofthe

m ost prom ising sets of observables to search for new

sourcesofCP violation. The tim e dependentCP asym -

m etry in channels such as B 0 ! �K S and B 0 ! �0K S

gives in the SM the value ofsin2� that should be the

sam e (up to suppressed term s) as the one determ ined

from the tree dom inated \golden" m ode B 0 ! J= K S

(cf. Section IV.A). However, since B 0 ! �K S and

B 0 ! �0K S are loop dom inated,NP contributions can

m odify thisprediction.

Thedecay am plitudeforthepenguin dom inated �S =

1 charm lessB decay can be written as

M (B
0
! f)= �

(s)
u A

u
f + �

(s)
c A

c
f; (59)

where the \tree" am plitude, A u
f, and \penguin" am -

plitude,A c
f
,are m ultiplied by di�erent CK M elem ents

�
(s)
q = VqbV

�
qs. This is a generaldecom position. Using

CK M unitarity,�
(s)

t = � �
(s)
u � �

(s)
c ,any SM contribu-

tion can be cast in the form ofEq. (59). The \tree"

contribution issuppressed by a factorj�
(s)
u =�

(s)
c j� 1=50
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sin(2βeff) ≡ sin(2φe
1
ff)
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FIG .13 HFAG com pilation ofsin(2�
e�
)� � �fSf m easure-

m ents in b ! s penguin dom inated decays (Barberio etal.,

2007)com pared to sin(2�)from b! c�cs decaysto charm onia

such asB
0
! J= K

0
.The�guredoesnotincludetherecent

BABAR resulton B 0
! f0K

0
S from thetim e-dependentD alitz

plotanalysisofB
0
! �

+
�
�
K

0
S (Aubertetal.,2007w),which

hashighly non-G aussian uncertainties.

and can be neglected to �rst approxim ation. Following

thesam estepsasforthe\golden",tree-dom inated m ode

B 0 ! J= K S in Eq.(39),thisthen gives�f ’ �fe
� 2i�

with �f = + 1 (� 1) for CP-even (CP-odd) �nalstates.

Therefore,the SM expectation isthat

� �fSf ’ sin2�; A f ’ 0: (60)

The sam e is expected for m ixing-induced CP viola-

tion in B 0 ! J= K 0 as described in Section IV.A.

Herethem easurem entsarequitem ature,with thelatest

world average (including both J= K S and J= K L �nal

states)(Barberio etal.,2007)

sin2� � SJ= K 0 = 0:668� 0:026: (61)

The B factories have m easured in the past few years

tim e-dependent CP violation param eters for a num -

ber of b ! s m odes, including B 0 ! �K 0, B 0 !

�0K 0, B 0 ! K SK SK S, B
0 ! �0K S, B

0 ! �0K S,

B 0 ! !0K S, B 0 ! f0K
0, B 0 ! �0�0K S and

B 0 ! K + K � K 0 (Abe etal., 2007c,d; Aubertetal.,

2006f,2007j,k,o,q,w,2008b;Chen etal.,2007a). A re-

centcom pilation ofthese results is shown in Figure 13.

Tom akethetestofSM m oretransparentitisconvenient

to introduce

�S f � � �fSf � SJ= K 0: (62)

TABLE VII Current experim entalworld averages for �S f

and A f (Barberio etal.,2007).TherecentBABAR resultfrom

on B
0
! f0K

0
S from tim e-dependentB

0
! �

+
�
�
K

0
S D alitz

plot analysis (Aubertetal.,2007w) is not included,since it

hashighly non-G aussian uncertainties.

M ode �S f A f

�K
0

� 0:28� 0:17 0:01� 0:12

�
0
K

0
� 0:06� 0:08 0:09� 0:06

K S K S K S � 0:09� 0:20 0:14� 0:15

�
0
K S � 0:29� 0:19 � 0:14� 0:11

�
0
K S � 0:06

+ 0:25

�0:27 � 0:02� 0:29

!
0
K S � 0:19� 0:24 0:21� 0:19

f0K
0

� 0:46� 0:18 � 0:08� 0:12

�
0
�
0
K S � 1:19� 0:41 � 0:18� 0:22

K
+
K

�
K

0
0:06� 0:10 � 0:07� 0:08

wheref isa penguin-dom inated �nalstate.Up to sm all

corrections to be discussed below,one has �S f = 0 in

the SM .A sum m ary ofthe current experim entalworld

averagesfor�S f isgiven in Table VII.

So far we have neglected the \tree" am plitude A u
f
of

Eq.(59). In m any of the penguin dom inated m odes,

e.g. !K S;�
0K S;�

0K S,the am plitude A
u
f receives con-

tributions from the b ! u�us tree operators which can

partially liftthe large CK M suppression. To �rstorder

in rf � (�
(s)
u A u

f)=(�
(s)
c A c

f)one has(Cheng etal.,2005a;

G ronau,1989;G rossm an etal.,2003a)

�S f = 2jrfjcos2� sin
 cos�f;

A f = 2jrfjsin
 sin�f;
(63)

with a strong phase �f = arg(A u
f
=A c

f
). Both �S f and

A f can thus deviate appreciably from zero,ifthe ratio

A u
f
=A c

f
is large. M ost im portantly,the size ofthis ra-

tio ischanneldependentand willgive di�erent�S f for

di�erent m odes. W e thus turn next to the theoretical

estim atesof�S f.

A. Theoreticalestim ates for�S f

The originalpapers (Ciuchinietal.,1997a;Fleischer,

1997; G ronau, 1989; G rossm an and W orah, 1997;

London and Soni,1997) that suggested �S f (Eq.(62))

as a powerful tool for new physics searches used

naive factorization. In recent years several theoret-

ical reappraisals have been perform ed using several

di�erent approaches to calculate �S f (for detailed

reviews, see e.g. (Silvestrini, 2007; Zupan, 2007b)).

The m ethods used are either based on SU(3) sym -

m etry relations (Burasetal., 2003, 2004a,b, 2005,

2006; Engelhard etal., 2005; Engelhard and Raz,

2005; Fleischeretal., 2007; G ronau etal., 2004a,c,

2006b; G rossm an etal., 2003a); or use the 1=m b
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expansion { Q CD factorization (Q CDF) (Beneke,

2005; Buchalla etal., 2005; Cheng etal., 2005a,b)

perturbative Q CD (pQ CD) (Alietal., 2007;

Liand M ishim a, 2006), and Soft-Collinear E�ective

Theory (SCET) (W illiam son and Zupan, 2006). Ta-

ble VIIIsum m arizessom eofthe �ndings.

The SU(3) relations typically give only loose con-

straintson �S f sincetheboundsinvolvesum sofam pli-

tudes,whererelativephasesareunknown.Furtherm ore,

SU(3) breaking is hard to estim ate and allthe analy-

sesare done only atleading orderin the breaking. The

1=m b expansion on theotherhand providesa system atic

fram ework where higherordercorrectionscan in princi-

ple be included. The three approaches: Q CDF,pQ CD

and SCET,while allusing the 1=m b expansion, di�er

in details such as the treatm ent ofhigher order correc-

tions,charm ing penguins (Ciuchinietal.,2001,1997b)

and thescaleatwhich thetreatm entisstilldeem ed per-

turbative(Baueretal.,2005;Benekeetal.,2005a).

Experim entalobservations of large direct CP asym -

m etries in several exclusive B decay m odes, such as

K + �� (Aubertetal., 2007r; Chao etal., 2004) and

�+ �� (Ishino etal.,2007) require large strong phases.

In di�erenttheoreticalapproachestheseareseen tocom e

from di�erent sources. In pQ CD (K eum etal., 2001)

they arise from annihilation diagram s and are deem ed

calculable using a phenom enological param eter kT as

an endpoint divergence regulator. In Q CDF the large

strong phaseisdeem ed nonperturbativeand com esfrom

endpoint divergentweak annihilation diagram sand the

chirally-enhanced power corrections to hard spectator

scattering.Itisthen m odeled using nonperturbativepa-

ram eters.In SCET the strong phase isassigned to non-

perturbative charm ing penguins,while annihilation dia-

gram s are found to be real(Arnesen etal.,2006). The

nonperturbativeterm sare�tfrom data.In theapproach

ofCheng etal.(2005a,b,c)thestrongphasesareassum ed

to com efrom �nalstateinteractions.Thesearethen cal-

culated from on-shellrescatteringof2-body m odes,while

Q CDF isused forthe short-distancepart.

B. Theoretically cleanestm odes

Thedeviations�S f areexpected to bethesm allestin

�0K 0,�K 0 and K SK SK S (G ershon and Hazum i,2004)

channels,m aking them the theoretically cleanestprobes

of NP, see Table VIII. The tree pollution in the de-

cays B ! �K 0;K SK SK S is sm allsince the tree oper-

ators Q 1;2 do not contribute at all(taking � to be a

pure s�s state). Thus �S f 6= 0 arises only from EW P

contributions. In B ! �0K 0,on the other hand,tree

operators do contribute. However,the penguin contri-

bution is enhanced,as signaled by the large B ! �0K

branching ratios (Aubertetal., 2007b; Barberio etal.,

2007;Schum ann etal.,2006),giving again a sm alltree{

to{penguin ratio rf. The di�erences in the predicted

valuesof�S �0K S
seen in TableVIIIcan beattributed to

TABLE VIII Expectationsfor�S f in three cleanestm odes.

M odel �K
0

�
0
K

0
K S K S K

0

Q CD F+ FSI
a

0:03
+ 0:01

�0:04 0:00
+ 0:00

�0:04 0:02
+ 0:00

�0:04

Q CD Fb 0:02� 0:01 0:01� 0:01

Q CD F
c

0:02� 0:01 0:01� 0:02

SCET
d � 0:019� 0:009

� 0:010� 0:010

pQ CD
e

0:02� 0:01

a
Cheng etal.(2005a,b)

b
Beneke (2005)

c
Buchalla etal.(2005)

d
W illiam son and Zupan (2006)

e
Liand M ishim a (2006)

di�erentdeterm inationsofstrong phasesand nonpertur-

bative param eters. W hile only the SCET prediction of

�S �0K S
isnegative (going in the direction ofthe exper-

im entalcentralvalue),allthe calculations�nd j�S �0K S
j

to be sm all. To establish clear evidence ofNP e�ects

in these decays,a deviation of�S f from zero that is

m uch larger than the estim ated theoreticaluncertainty

isneeded.

C. Com parison with SM value ofsin2�

Asexperim entalerrorsreduce,fora num berofm odes

thedeviationsof�S f from zero m ay becom esigni�cant.

The translation ofthe m easured values of�S f into a

deviation from the SM then becom es nontrivial. How-

ever,forgetting aboutthisissue and justaveraging over

the experim entaldata given in Table VII gives a value

ofh�S fi = � 0:11� 0:06 (Barberio etal.,2007) (using

only the theoretically cleanest m odes �0K 0, �K 0 and

K SK SK
0,one obtainsinstead h�S fi= � 0:09� 0:07).

Di�erentapproachesthattakeintoaccounttheoretical

predictions are possible (Zupan,2007b). Correcting for

theSM valueof�S f by de�ning(�S f)corr = (�S f)exp�

(�S f)th,one has severalchoices that can be taken for

(�S f)th, including: (i) to use allavailable theoretical

predictionsin a particularfram ework (e.g. Q CDF),and

to discard rem aining experim entaldata,(ii) to use the

theoreticalprediction foreach channelthatisclosestto

theexperim entaldata(and neglectingthree-body decays

where only one group has m ade predictions). The �rst

prescription givesh(�S f)corri= � 0:133� 0:063 (Zupan,

2007b). Interestingly enough the second prescription

givesalm ostexactly the sam eresult.

D . Experim entalprospects

Severalprevious studies have considered the poten-

tialofa SFF to im prove the m easurem ents of�S f to

at least the levelofthe current theoreticaluncertainty

in a wide range ofchannels,including allthe theoreti-
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cally cleanest m odes (Akeroyd etal.,2004;Bona etal.,

2007c;G ershon and Soni,2007;Hashim oto etal.,2004;

Hewettetal.,2004). By extrapolating the current ex-

perim entalm easurem ents,these studies show thatdata

sam plesofatleast50 ab
� 1

(containing atleast50� 109

B �B pairs)willbenecessary.Thisroughly correspondsto

�veyearsofoperation fora facility with peak lum inosity

of1036cm � 2s� 1 and datataking e�ciency com parableto

the currentB factories. These studies also indicate the

system aticuncertaintiesareunlikely to causeany unsur-

m ountable problem s at the few percent precision level

thatwillbe reached (although the Dalitz plotstructure

oftheB 0 ! K + K � K 0 decay (Aubertetal.,2007o)will

need to be clari�ed to obtain high precision on S�K 0).

O nem ay considerthepotentialofa hadronicm achine

to addressthesem odes.Atpresent,itappearsthat�K S

isdi�cult,butnotim possibleto triggerand reconstruct

in the hadronic environm ent,due to the sm allopening

angle in � ! K + K � ;�0K S is challenging since neutral

particlesareinvolved in the�0decay chain;forK SK SK S

m eanwhile,there areno charged tracksoriginating from

the B vertex,and so both triggering and reconstruction

seem highly com plicated. M odescontaining K L m esons

in the �nalstate m ay be considered im possible to study

atahadron m achine.Furtherm ore,duetothetheoretical

uncertaintiesdiscussed above,thereisa clearadvantage

provided by theability to study m ultiplechannelsand to

m ake com plem entary m easurem entsthatcheck thatthe

theory errorsareundercontrol.Thus,thesem odespoint

to a SuperFlavorFactory,with integrated lum inosity of

atleast50 ab
� 1
.

VII. N ULL TESTS O F TH E SM

An im portanttoolin searching fornew 
avorphysics

e�ectsare the observablesthatvanish orare very sm all

in the SM ,have sm allcalculable correctionsand poten-

tially largenew physicse�ects.Severalexam plesofsuch

nulltests ofthe SM are discussed atlength in separate

sectionsofthisreview:

� As discussed in SectionVIII.A.1, the untagged

direct CP asym m etry A C P (B ! X s+ d
) van-

ishesin theU-spin lim it(Hurth and M annel,2001;

Soares,1991).4 The leading SU(3) breaking cor-

rections are oforder (m s=m b)
2 � 5 � 10� 4 giving

A C P(B ! X s+ d
)� 3� 10� 6 (Hurth and M annel,

2001).Thiscan be easily m odi�ed by new physics

contributions. For instance, in the M SSM with

nonvanishing
avorblind phasesA C P(B ! X s+ d
)

can be a few percent, while m ore general
avor

violation can saturate the present experim ental

bounds(Hurth etal.,2005).

4 For neutralB decays potentialnonzero contributions,such as

annihilation,startat �s(m b)=m
3
b
order.

� Photon polarization in B ! V 
 decays. As dis-

cussed in Section VIII.A.3,thetim edependentCP

asym m etry,S,in B (t)! 
K �(K S�
0;�;:::)can be

used asquasi-nulltestsofthe SM .

� Lepton 
avorviolating � decays such as � ! �
,

� ! 3�,etc.,would beaclearsignalofnew physics.

Thetheoreticalexpectationsand SFF reacharedis-

cussed in Section XI.

� CP asym m etry from interferenceofdecay and m ix-

ing in �S = 1 penguin dom inated decays,S f,is

equalto sin2� up to CK M suppressed hadronic

corrections.Asshown in Section VI,the precision

ofthistestisatthe few percentlevelorbelow for

severalm odes such as B ! �0K S;�K S;K SK SK S

decays. New physics contributions can easily ac-

com m odatem uch largerdeviations.

In thissection wegivesom efurtherexam plesofnulltests.

A. Isospin sum -rulesin B ! K �

As �rst discussed by Lipkin (1999) and by

G ronau and Rosner(1999)the following sum ofCP av-

eraged B ! K � decay widths

�L � 1

�( �K 0�� )

h

2�(�K 0�0)� �(K � �+ )+

2�(K � �0)� �(�K 0�� )

i

;
(64)

vanishes in the SM up to second order in two

sm all param eters: the EW P-to-penguin ratio and

the doubly CK M suppressed tree-to-penguin ratio.

Assum ing isospin sym m etry, the LO SCET theory

prediction is �L
T h:
= (2:0 � 0:9 � 0:7 � 0:4) �

10� 2 (W illiam son and Zupan,2006), which is com pat-

ible with and m ore precise than a Q CDF predic-

tion (Benekeand Neubert, 2003). Rem aining isospin

breaking contributionsare sm all(G ronau etal.,2006a).

Theexperim entalvaluehasatpresentm uch largererrors,

�L
Exp:
= 0:13 � 0:09 (Abe etal., 2007b; Aubertetal.,

2006h,2007g,u,2008b;Barberio etal.,2007).Thepreci-

sion ofthe branching fraction m easurem entsofallinput

m odeswould need to be im proved to m ake a signi�cant

reduction in thisexperim entaluncertainty ataSFF.The

m easurem entscurrently havecom parablestatisticaland

system atic uncertainties,so this is not straightforward.

However,som em odestreduction ofuncertaintiesdue to

K S and �0 reconstruction e�ciencies can be expected,

so thatthistestm ay becom e atleasta factortwo m ore

stringent.

A quantity that is even further suppressed in SM is

a sim ilar sum ofpartialdecay width di�erences �� =

�(�B ! f)� �(B ! �f)

� P = 1

�( �K 0�� )

h

2��( �K 0�0)� ��(K � �+ )+

2��(K � �0)� ��( �K 0�� )

i

:

(65)
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In the lim it of exact isospin and no EW P � P

vanishes(Atwood and Soni,1998a;G ronau and Rosner,

2005). Furtherm ore, the corrections due to EW P are

subleading in the 1=m b expansion (G ronau, 2005), so

that � P is expected to be below 1% . Experim entally,

� P

Exp:
= 0:01� 0:10 (Abe etal.,2007d,e;Aubertetal.,

2006h,2007r,u,2008b;Barberio etal.,2007),where the

uncertainty isdom inated by theA C P (�
0K 0)experim en-

talerror. This is large because the reconstructed �nal

state for this m ode (�0K S) is a CP eigenstate contain-

ing no inform ation on the initialB m eson 
avor. The

required 
avourtagging com esata statisticalcostthat

is,however,lesssevere atan e+ e� B factory than ata

hadron collider. Therefore,this SM test is unique to a

SFF,where a signi�cant im provem entcom pared to the

currentprecision can be expected.

The above sum rules given in Eq.(64) and Eq.(65)

can beviolated by NP thatbreaksisospin sym m etry.An

exam ple is given by NP contributions to EW P,exten-

sively discussed in the literature(see Baek etal.(2005);

Burasetal.(2004a)and referencestherein).

B. b! ss�d and b! dd�s decays

In the SM b! ss�d and b! dd�s transitionsarehighly

suppressed,proceeding through a W {up-type-quark box

diagram (Huitu etal.,1998). Com pared to the penguin

transitions b ! q�qs and b ! q�qd they are additionally

suppressed by the CK M factor VtdV
�
ts � �5 ’ 3 � 10� 5

and arethusexceedingly sm allin theSM ,with inclusive

decay ratesatthe levelof10� 12 and 10� 14 forb! ss�d

and b! dd�s,respectively (Fajferetal.,2006).

These am plitudes can be signi�cantly enhanced in

SM extensions,for instance in M SSM with or without

conserved R parity, or in the m odels containing extra

U (1) gauge bosons. For exam ple, the b ! ss�d de-

cays B � ! K � � �K � 0 and B � ! K � �K � 0 can reach

� 6 � 10� 9 in the M SSM , while they are � 7 � 10� 14

in the SM (Fajferand Singer,2000). Note that the 
a-

vor of �K � 0 is tagged using the decay into the K � �+

�nal state. The b ! dd�s transitions B � ! �� K � 0

and B � ! �� K � 0 can be enhanced from � 10� 16 in

the SM to � 10� 6 in the presence ofan extra Z 0 bo-

son (Fajferetal.,2006). The relevantexperim entalup-

per lim its are B(B � ! K � K � �+ ) < 1:3 � 10� 6 and

B(B � ! K + �� �� )< 1:8� 10� 6 (Aubertetal.,2003).

Although thesedecaysarebackground lim ited,im prove-

m entsin theselim itsby alm osttwo ordersofm agnitude

can be expected from a SFF.

Although theobservation ofhighly suppressed SM de-

cays would provide the clearest signalfor NP in these

decay am plitudes, there are a num ber of other possi-

ble signals for such wrong sign kaons (Chun and Lee,

2003). For exam ple,these am plitudes could invalidate

the isospin relations given above,cause a non-zero CP

asym m etry in B � ! K S�
� ,induce a di�erence in rates

between B 0 ! K S�
0 and B 0 ! K L�

0 ora di�erence in

ratesbetween B 0 ! K SK S and B 0 ! K LK L,aswellas

resulting in a non-zero rateforB 0 ! K SK L.

C. CP asym m etry in �
+
�
0

Since �+ �0 is an I = 2 �nal state, only tree and

EW P operators contribute to the B + ! �+ �0 de-

cay am plitude. Therefore, the direct CP asym m etry

A �+ �0 is expected to be very sm all. Theoretical es-

tim ates range between <
� 0:1% (Benekeand Neubert,

2003; G ronau etal., 1999) to O (1% ) (Cheng etal.,

2005c). The currentaverage ofthe B factory results is

A C P(B
+ ! �+ �0)= 0:06� 0:05 (Aubertetal.,2007u;

Barberio etal.,2007).Furthertheoreticalstudiesofthis

observable would be desired to m atch the precision at-

tainableata SFF.

D . Sem i-inclusive hadronic B decays

Severalsem i-inclusive hadronic decayscan be used to

testthe SM .Forinstance,the decaysB ! D 0X s;d and

B ! �D 0X s;d have zero CP asym m etry in the SM ,be-

cause they proceed through a single diagram ,and pro-

vide a check for non-SM corrections to the value of


extracted from B ! D K decays (Section IV.B). An-

other test is provided by 
avoruntagged sem i-inclusive

B � ! M 0(�M 0)X �

s+ d
decays, where M 0 is either an

eigenstate ofs $ d switching sym m etry,e.g. K S,K L,

�0 orany charm onium state,orM 0 and �M 0 are related

by the s $ d transform ation,e.g. K � 0, �K � 0,and one

sum s over the two states. In the SM the CP asym m e-

try ofsuch sem i-inclusivedecaysvanish in theSU(3)
a-

vorlim it(G ronau,2000;Soniand Zupan,2007)(thisfol-

lows from the sam e considerationsas for the direct CP

asym m etry in B ! X s+ d
 in Section VIII.A.1). The

CP asym m etriesarethusboth doubly CK M (� �2)and

m s=�Q C D suppressed.

Ifthe tagged m eson M 0 is lightthe CP asym m etries

can be reliably calculated using SCET in the end-point

region,whereM 0 hasenergy closeto m b=2 (Chay etal.,

2006, 2007). This gives CP asym m etries for B � !

M 0X
�

s+ d
below 1% for each of M 0 = (K S;�

0;(K � 0+
�K � 0) (Atwood and Soni, 1997, 1998b; Hou and Tseng,

1998;Soniand Zupan,2007).

These m odes can be studied at a SFF using inclu-

sivereconstruction oftheX system by taking advantage

ofthe recoilanalysis technique that is possible due to

the e+ e� ! �(4S) ! B + B � production chain. The

m ethod has been im plem ented for m easurem ent ofin-

clusivecharm lessB ! K + (K 0)X decays(Aubertetal.,

2006i),aswellashavingm ultipleapplicationsforstudies

ofe.g.b! s
 and b! s‘+ ‘� .W ith SFF data sam ples,

thisclassofim portantnulltestscan beprobed toO (1% )

precision.
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E. Transverse � polarization in sem ileptonic decays

Thetransversepolarization oftau leptonsproducesin

b! c�� decays,de�ned aspT� � ~S� � ~p� � ~pX =j~p� � ~pX j,

where ~S� is the spin ofthe �, is a very clean observ-

ablesinceitvanishesin the SM .O n the otherhand itis

very sensitivetothepresenceofaCP-odd phasein scalar

interactions.Itisthuswellsuited asa probeofC P vio-

lating m ulti-Higgsdoubletm odels(Atwood etal.,1993;

G aristo,1995;G rossm an and Ligeti,1995).

Since pT� isa naive TN -odd observable itdoesnotre-

quire a non-zero strong phase. The fact that pT� arises

from an underlying CP-odd phasecan be veri�ed exper-

im entally by com paring the asym m etry in B with �B de-

cayswhence itshould changesign re
ecting a changein

the sign ofthe CP-odd phase.

In principle any charged lepton could be used for

such searches. Indeed, the transverse m uon polariza-

tion in kaon decayshas been ofinterestfor a very long

tim e (Abe etal.,2004,2006b). The advantage ofusing

the tau lepton is that � decays serve as self-analyzers

ofthe polarization. This propery has already been ex-

ploited at the B factories (Inam ietal.,2003). O n the

other hand,any sem itauonic B decay contains at least

two neutrinos,so thatkinem aticconstraintsfrom there-

construction ofthe recoiling B areessential.

In passing we m ention that, as m entioned in Sec-

tion III.C, the rates and di�erential distributions in

B ! D (� )�� decays are sensitive to contributions from

charged Higgs exchanges (K iersand Soni, 1997). The

�rststudiesofthese are being carried outatthe B fac-

tories(Aubertetal.,2007s;M atyja etal.,2007),though

m uch larger data sam ples are needed for precise m ea-

surem ents. O n the otherhand,a�C P istheoretically ex-

trem ely clean,so that experim entalissues are the only

lim iting factor. Thus,transverse polarization studiesin

thesesem itauonicdecayswillbea uniquenew possibilty

forexploration ata SFF.

VIII. RARE b! s
 AN D b! s‘
+
‘
�
D ECAYS

The decays b ! s
 and b ! s‘+ ‘� are forbidden at

tree levelin the Standard M odel. They do proceed at

loop level,through diagram swith internalW bosonsand

charge+ 2/3 quarks,which hasseveralim portantim pli-

cations.First,the b! s=d
 am plitudesare particularly

sensitive to the weak couplings ofthe top quark { the

CK M m atrixelem entsVtb,Vts and Vtd.Alongwith B � �B

m ixing,these processesarethe only (low energy)exper-

im entalprobesofVtd,one ofthe leastwell-known CK M

m atrix elem ents. Second, the loop suppression ofSM

contributions m akesthem an im portantprobe ofpossi-

blecontributionsfrom new physicsparticles.Asa conse-

quencea greatdealoftheoreticaland experim entalwork

isdedicated to thesedecays.

In thisSection we review the im plicationsofthe rare

radiativedecaysforconstrainingtheStandard M odelpa-

ram eters,andtheirrelevancein new physicssearches.W e

startby brie
y reviewing the presenttheory statusand

then proceed to describe the observablesofinterest.

A. B ! X s=d
 decays

1. Inclusive B ! X s=d
 decays

Theapplication ofthee�ectiveHam iltonian (5)to ac-

tualhadronicradiativedecaysrequiresknowledgeofthe

m atrix elem entsfortheoperatorsO
p

i acting on hadronic

states.Thisdi�cultproblem can beaddressedin am odel

independentway only in a lim ited num berofcases.

In inclusive radiative decays b ! s
, the operator

productexpansion (O PE)and quark-hadron duality can

be used to m ake clean predictions for su�ciently in-

clusive observables: the inclusive rate, the photon en-

ergy spectrum orthe hadronic invariantm assspectrum

(Blok etal., 1994; Chay etal., 1990; Falk etal., 1994;

M anoharand W ise, 1994). These observables can be

com puted usingtheheavy quark expansion in �Q C D =m b,

where �Q C D � 500 M eV is the scale ofstrong interac-

tions.

Thestartingpointistheopticaltheorem ,which relates

the im aginary part ofthe forward scattering am plitude

T(E 
)= i
R
d4xTfH W ;H W g to the inclusiverate

�(B ! X s
)=
1

2M B

�

�
1

�

�

Im hB jT(E 
)jB i: (66)

Here E 
 isthe photon energy. In the heavy quark lim it

theenergy releaseinto hadronic�nalstatesisvery large,

so thatthe forward scattering am plitude T(E 
)isdom -

inated by short distances x � 1=mb ! 0. This im plies

that T(E 
),and thus the totalB ! X s
 rate,can be

expanded in powersof�Q C D =m b using O PE

�
1

�
Im T = O 0 +

1

m b

O 1 +
1

m 2
b

O 2 + � � � : (67)

Here O j are the m ostgenerallocaloperatorsofdim en-

sion 3+ j which can m ediate the b ! b transition. At

leading order there is only one such operator O 0 = �bb.

Itsm atrix elem entisknown exactly from b quark num -

berconservation. The dim ension 4 operatorsO 1 vanish

by theequationsofm otion (Chay etal.,1990),whilethe

m atrix elem entsofthe dim ension-5 operatorsO 2 can be

expressed in term softwo nonperturbativeparam eters

�1 =
1

2M B

h�B j�bv(iD )
2
bvj�B i;

3�2 =
1

2M B

h�B j�bv
g

2
���G

a��
T
a
bvj�B i;

(68)

where bv isthe static heavy quark �eld. The B ! X s


decay ratefollowing from the O PE (67)isthus

�(B ! X s
)=
�G 2

F

16�4
m

5
bj�

(s)

t j2�

� jC7
(m b)j
2
h

1+
�1 � 9�2

2m 2
b

i

:

(69)
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The leading term represents the parton level b !

s
 decay width, which is thus recovered as a m odel-

independent prediction in the heavy quark lim it. The

nonperturbativecorrectionsto the LO resultare doubly

suppressed,by�2
Q C D =m

2
b.In aphysicalpicturetheyarise

from theso-calledFerm im otion oftheheavyquarkinside

thehadron,and from itsinteraction with thecolorgluon

�eld inside the hadron. Ateach orderin the � Q C D =m b

expansion,these e�ectsare param eterized in term sofa

sm allnum berofnonperturbativeparam eters.

In the endpointregion ofthe photon spectrum ,where

M B � 2E
 � �Q C D , the heavy quark expansion in

�Q C D =m b breaks down. It is replaced with a sim ul-

tanousexpansion in powersof�Q C D =m b and 1� x,where

x = 2E 
=M B (Bigietal.,1994b;M anneland Neubert,

1994;Neubert,1994).In thisregion theinvariantm assof

thehadronicstateisM 2
X � M B �Q C D .Thephoton spec-

trum is given by a factorization relation (Baueretal.,

2002;K orchem sky and Sterm an,1994)

1

�0

d�(E 
)

dE 


= H (E 
;�)S(k+ )?J(k+ + m b � 2E
); (70)

where H (E 
;�) contains the e�ects of hard loop m o-

m enta,J isthejetfunction describing thephysicsofthe

hard-collinearloopswith M B �Q C D o�-shellness,S(k+ )is

theshapefunction param eterizing bound-statee�ectsin

the B m eson,while the stardenotesa convolution over

soft m om entum k+ . The nonperturbative shape func-

tion has to be either extracted from data or m odelled

[com m onlyused shapefunction param eterizationscan be

found in (Bosch etal.,2004a)].

The presentworld averageforthe inclusive branching

fraction is (Aubertetal.,2005b;Barberio etal.,2007;

Chen etal.,2001;K oppenburg etal.,2004)

Bexp(B ! X s
)jE 
 > 1:6 G eV =

(3:55+ 0:09� 0:10jshape � 0:24jstat=sys� 0:03jd
)� 10� 4:
(71)

The errorsshown are due to the shape function,exper-

im ental(statisticaland system atic com bined),and the

contam ination from b! d
 events,respectively.

O n the theory side,the SM prediction for the inclu-

sive branching fraction has recently been advanced to

NNLO (M isiak etal.,2007),with the result

B(B ! X s
)j
N N LO
E 
 > 1:6 G eV = (3:15� 0:23)� 10� 4 ; (72)

where the error com bines in quadrature severaltypes

of uncertainties: nonperturbative (5% ), param etric

(3% ),higher-order(3% )and m c� interpolation am bigu-

ity (3% ). The leading unknown nonperturbative cor-

rections to this prediction arise from spectator contri-

butions with one hard gluon exchange. They scale

like O (�s�Q C D =m b) in the lim it m c � m b=2 and like

O (�s�
2
Q C D =m

2
c) in the lim it m c � m b=2. An alter-

native estim ate, with the photon energy cut depen-

dence resum m ed using an e�ective theory form alism ,

gives(Becherand Neubert,2007)

B(B ! X s
)j
N N LO
E 
 > 1:6 G eV = (2:98+ 0:13� 0:17jpert�

� 0:16jhadr� 0:11jpars� 0:09jm c
)� 10� 4:

(73)

Thisresultis about1:4� below the centralvalue ofthe

experim entalm easurem ent.

The B ! X s
 branching ratio is an im portant con-

straint on new physics m odels as discussed in Section

III.Atpresentthe largesterrorlim iting the precision of

thetestarisesfrom experim entaluncertainties.Further-

m ore,using the statistics that would be available at a

SuperFlavorFactory,itwould be possibleto reducethe

photon energy cut,which can help im prove the theoret-

icalunderstanding. Theoreticaluncertaintieswill,how-

ever,ultim atelylim ittheprecision,toaboutthe5% level.

Anotherim portantobservablein weakradiativedecays

isthedirectCP asym m etry,often called thepartialrate

asym m etry (PRA)

A C P =
�(�B ! X 
)� �(B ! �X 
)

�(�B ! X 
)+ �(B ! �X 
)
; (74)

where �X isthe CP conjugateofthe X state.

In general, decay am plitudes can be written as the

sum oftwo term s with di�erent weak phases (see also

Eq.(59))

A(�B ! X 
)= P + e
i 
A = P (1+ "A e

i(�+  )); (75)

where"A e
i� = A=P ,and � and  arethestrongand weak

phasedi�erences.O ne�ndsforthedirectCP asym m etry

A C P =
2"A sin� sin 

1+ 2"A cos� cos + "2
A

; (76)

in agreem entwith thewell-known resultthatforA C P 6=

0 both strong and weak phase di�erences need to be

nonzero [see, e.g. (Banderetal., 1979)]. The direct

CP asym m etry in b ! s
 is then suppressed by three

concuring sm allfactors: i) CK M suppression by "A /

j�
(s)
u =�

(s)

t j� �2,ii)a factorof�s(m b)required in order

to generate the strong phase,and iii) a G IM suppres-

sion factor(m c=m b)
2,re
ecting thefactthatin thelim it

m c = m u the charm and up quark penguin loop contri-

butionscancelin the CP asym m etry.

The O PE approach discussed above can be used

to com pute also the B ! X s
 direct CP asym m e-

try(K agan and Neubert,1998;K iersetal.,2000;Soares,

1991). The m ost recent update by Hurth etal.(2005)

gives

A C P (B ! X s
)jE 
 > 1:6 G eV =

(0:44
+ 0:15
� 0:10jm c=m b

� 0:03jC K M �
+ 0:19
� 0:09 jR G )% :

(77)

This can be com pared to the current world av-

erage (Aubertetal., 2004c; Barberio etal., 2007;

Coan etal.,2001;Nishida etal.,2004)

A C P (b! s
)= 0:004� 0:036; (78)
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which iscom patiblewith a vanishing orvery sm alldirect

CP asym m etry asexpected in theSM .Theexperim ental

uncertainty is stillan order ofm agnitude greater than

the theory error,so thata dram aticim provem entin the

precision ofthis SM test can be achieved with a SFF.

The ultim ate precision is expected to be lim ited by ex-

perim entalsystem atics at about the sam e levelas the

currenttheory error.

The theoreticalerror can be further reduced if one

considers an even m ore inclusive B ! X s+ d
 decay.

In the U-spin sym m etry lim it,the inclusive partialrate

asym m etries in B � ! X s
 and B� ! X d
 are equal

and ofopposite signs,��(B � ! X s
) = � ��(B � !

X d
) (Hurth and M annel, 2001). A sim ilar relation

holds also for neutralB 0 m eson decays,but with cor-

rectionsdue to annihilation and other1=m b suppressed

term s.In theSU(3)lim it(m d = m s)thereforetheinclu-

siveuntagged CP asym m etryA C P (B ! X s+ d
)vanishes

in the SM ,while the leading SU(3) breaking correction

is oforder (m s=m b)
2 � 10� 4 (Hurth etal.,2005). The

inclusive untagged CP asym m etry thusprovidesa clean

test ofthe SM ,with very little uncertainty. Any m ea-

surem entofa nonzero value would be a clean signalfor

NP.

A �rst m easurem ent ofthe untagged CP asym m etry

hasbeen m adeby BABAR (Aubertetal.,2006b),

A C P(B ! X s+ d
)= � 0:110� 0:115jstat� 0:017jsys: (79)

A signi�cantreduction oftheuncertainity isnecessary to

providea stringenttestoftheSM prediction.A SFF will

be ableto m easurethisquantity to about1% precision.

2. Exclusive B ! Vs;d
 decays

The exclusive decays such as B ! K �
 or B !

K �
;K ��
 are experim entally m uch cleaner than the

inclusivechannelsdueto sim plereventidenti�cation cri-

teria and background elim ination. They are,however,

m ore theoretically challenging which lim itstheiruseful-

ness for NP searches. In this subsection we review the

theoreticalprogresson B ! Vs;d
 branching ratiosand

directCP asym m etries. Theoretically clean observables

related to photon polarization are then covered in the

next subsection. The extraction of CK M param eters

from B ! Vs;d
 decaysisreviewed in Section VIII.C.

TheB ! V 
 decaysaredom inated by theelectrom ag-

netic dipole operator O 7
,Eq.(5). Neglecting for the

m om entthe rem aining sm allercontributions,thisgives

B(B ! K
�

)= �B

�G 2
F j�

(s)

t j

16�4
jC7
j

2
m

2
bE

3

jT1(0)j

2
; (80)

where T1(q
2) is a tensor current form factor. Its

nonperturbative nature is at the heart of theoreti-

cal uncertainties in B ! V 
 decay. In principle

it can be obtained m odel independently from lattice

Q CD (Bernard etal.,1994),with �rstunquenched stud-

ies presented in (Becirevicetal.,2007). Lattice Q CD

K*

γ

b

u

s

u

(a)

B ρ

γ

b

u

d

u

(b)

B

FIG .14 Typicalcontributions to the weak annihilation am -

plitude in B ! K
�

 (a) and B ! �
 (b) weak radiative

decays. Additionaldiagram s with the photon attaching to

the �nalstate quarksare notshown.

results are obtained only at large values of the m o-

m entum transfer q2 � m2b. Extrapolation to low

q2 then introduces som e m odel dependence. Using

theBK param etrization (Becirevicand K aidalov,2000),

Becirevicetal.(2007)�nd T B K
�

1 (0)= 0:24� 0:03
+ 0:04
� 0:01.

Another nonperturbative approach is based on Q CD

sum rules,whereO PE isapplied to correlatorsofappro-

priateinterpolating operators.Relying on quark-hadron

duality the O PE result is related to properties of the

hadronic states. The heavy-to-lightform factors in the

largeenergy releaseregion can becom puted from am od-

i�cation of this approach, called light-cone Q CD sum

rules.Using thisfram ework Balland Zwicky (2005)�nd

T
(�)

1 (0)= 0:267� 0:021 and T
(K

�
)

1 (0)= 0:333� 0:028.

Relations to other form factors follow in the large

energy lim it E M � �Q C D . In this lim it the

heavy-to-light B ! V form factors have been stud-

ied in Q CDF (Benekeand Feldm ann, 2001) and in

SCET (Baueretal.,2003;Benekeand Feldm ann,2004;

Hilletal., 2004) at leading order in �Q C D =E M . The

m ain resultis a factorization form ula for heavy-to-light

form factors consisting ofperturbatively calculable fac-

torizableterm sand a nonfactorizablesoftterm com m on

to severalform factors. The analysiscan be system ati-

cally extended to higherorders.

Eq. (80) neglects the contributions from the four-

quark operators O 1� 6 and the gluonic dipole operator

O 8g in the weak ham iltonian, Eq. (5). These contri-

butions are of two types: i) short-distance dom inated

loop corrections absorbed into e�ective W ilson coe�-

cientsin factorization form ula and ii)weak annihilation

(W A)typecontributions,Fig.14(Aliand Parkhom enko,

2002; Benekeetal., 2001; Bosch and Buchalla, 2002;

Descotes-G enon and Sachrajda,2004). The W A am pli-

tude is power suppressed,O (�Q C D =m b),but occurs at

tree leveland isthusalso relatively enhanced.Itispro-

portionalto �
(q)
u and isCK M suppressed in b! s
 tran-

sitions,but notin b ! d
 decays,for instance in B !

�
 (Atwood etal.,1996). At LO in �s and �Q C D =m b

the W A am plitude factorizesasshown in (Benekeetal.,

2001; Bosch and Buchalla, 2002; G rinstein and Pirjol,

2000).

Direct CP asym m etries in exclusive m odes such

as B ! K �
 can be estim ated using the factor-

ization form ula. This gives A C P (B ! K �
) =

� 0:5% (Bosch and Buchalla,2002), in agreem ent with

the experim ental world average A C P (B ! K �
) =
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b s
c

FIG .15 D iagram with insertion of the operator O
c
2 which

contributesto right-handed photon em ission. The wavy line

denotesa photon and the curly line a gluon.

� 0:010 � 0:028 (Aubertetal., 2004a; Barberio etal.,

2007;Nakao etal.,2004). Since the theory prediction

dependson poorly known light-cone wavefunctionsand

unknownpowercorrections,thisobservabledoesnoto�er

aprecision testoftheSM .Som etheoreticaluncertainties

can beovercom eby exploiting thecancellation ofpartial

rateasym m etriesin theU-spin lim it(Hurth and M annel,

2001),butsym m etry breakingcorrectionsaredi�cultto

com putein a clean way.O therpossibleusesofexclusive

radiativedecaysto testthe SM arediscussed below.

3. Photon polarization in b! s


In theSM thephotonsem itted in b! s
 arepredom -

inantly left-handed polarized,and those em itted in �b!

�s
 are predom inantly right-handed,in accordance with

theform ofelectrom agneticoperatorO 7
,Eq.(7).In the

presence ofNP the decay into photons ofopposite chi-

rality can be enhanced by a chirality 
ip on the internal

heavy NP lines.Thisobservation underliesthe proposal

to use the m ixing-induced asym m etry in B 0(t) ! f


decays as a nulltest ofthe SM (Atwood etal.,1997b).

ThevalueofSf
 param etersigni�cantly away from zero

would signalthepresenceofNP.Theprecision ofthetest

depends on the SM ratio ofthe wrong polarization de-

cay am plitude A(�B ! fq
R ) and the rightpolarization

decay am plitude A(�B ! fq
L)forgiven fq (q= d;s)

rfe
i(�q+ �f ) �

A(�B ! fq
R )

A(�B ! fq
L )
: (81)

Here�q isaweakphase,and �f astrongphase.ForaCP

eigenstate f the resulting B 0(t)! f
 in term sofrf;�f
is given in Eq.(86). K eeping only the dom inant elec-

trom agneticpenguin contribution one�ndsa very sm all

ratio rf = m q=m b and �q = �f = 0,independentofthe

�nalstate fq. This estim ate can be changed,however,

by hadronic e�ects (G rinstein etal.,2005). The right-

handed photon am plitude receives contributions from

charm -andup-quarkloop graphsin Fig.15with thefour-

quark operators O 1� 6 in the weak vertex. The largest

contributionscom efrom the operatorO c
2.

For inclusive B ! X s
R decays one �nds r ’ 0:11

when integrating over the partonic phase space with

E 
 > 1:8 G eV (G rinstein etal.,2005). This estim ate

includes the num erically im portantO (�2s�0)correction.

Notethattheobtained rism uch largerthan theestim ate

from electrom agneticpenguinsonly r� ms=m b � 0:02.

An e�ectofsim ilarsize isfound forB ! Vq
 decays

using SCET,following from a nonfactorizable contribu-

tion suppressed by �Q C D =m b (Ligetietal.,1997). By

dim ensionalargum entsthe estim ate for the rK �=� ratio

is

rf =
m q

m b

+ cf
C2

3C7


�Q C D

m b

: (82)

Here jcfjisa dim ensionlessparam eteroforderone that

dependson the �nalhadronic state f.The second term

rem ainsin thelim itofam asslesslightquarkm q ! 0.Al-

though powersuppressed,itisenhanced by thelargera-

tioC2=C7
 � 3.A dim ensionalestim ateisthusrf � 0:1,

which would translate into an asym m etry (S) ofabout

10% ,m uch largerthan the LO estim ate ofm q=m b that

givesan asym m etry in b ! s transitionsofaround 3% .

A m ore reliable estim ate requiresa challenging dynam -

icalcom putation ofthe nonlocalnonfactorizable m atrix

elem ent.However,these theoreticaldi�cultiesneed not

stand in the way of experim entalprogress as there is

data driven m ethod to separate the SM contam ination

by studying the dependence of the asym m etry on the

�nalstate (Atwood etal.,2005)aswediscussbelow.

First steps in the direction ofexplicit m odelcalcula-

tions �nd S(B ! K �
) = � 0:022 � 0:015 using Q CD

sum rules(Balland Zwicky,2006a),consistentwith the

leading orderestim ate.In particular,expanding the rel-

evantnonlocaloperatorin powersof�Q C D m b=m
2
c � 0:6

and then keeping only the �rst term , they obtain for

f = K �;� [seealso (K hodjam irian etal.,1997)]

rf =
m q

m b

�
C2

C7

L � ~L

36m bm
2
cT

B V
1 (0)

=
m q

m b

� (0:004� 0:007);

(83)

with L;~L param etrizing B ! K � m atrix elem entsofthe

nonlocaloperator.Anothercalculation using pQ CD ob-

tained a very sim ilar result for the asym m etry,S(B !

K s�
0
)= � 0:035� 0:017(M atsum oriand Sanda,2006).

Experim entally,the photon polarization can be m ea-

sured from tim e dependent B 0(t) ! f
 decay utiliz-

ing the interference of B � �B m ixing with the right-

and left-handed photon am plitudes(Atwood etal.,2005,

1997b). In particular,taking the tim e-dependentasym -

m etry sum m ed overthe unobserved photon polarization

A C P (t)=
�(�B 0(t)! f
L + R )� �(B0(t)! f
L + R )

�(�B 0(t)! f
L + R )+ �(B 0(t)! f
L + R )

= Sf
 sin(�m t)� C f
 cos(�m t);

(84)

the two coe�cientsare

Sf
 =

2Im

h�
q

p

�

B
(�A L A

�
L +

�A R A
�
R )

i

j�A L j
2 + jA L j

2 + j�A R j
2 + jA R j

2
;

Cf
 =
j�A L j

2 � jAL j
2 + j�A R j

2 � jAR j
2

j�A L j2 + jA L j2 + j�A R j2 + jA R j2
;

(85)
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where �A L ;R � A(�B ! f
L ;R ) and A L ;R � A(B !

f
L ;R ). Note that Sf
 = 0 when the \wrong" polar-

ization am plitudes �A R and A L vanish. This can be

m ade m ore transparent in a sim pli�ed case where f is

a CP eigenstate with eigenvalue �C P (f),while also as-

sum ing that the B ! f
 transitions are dom inated

by a single weak phase �q, so that �A L ;R = ei�q�aL ;R
and A L ;R = e� i�q�C P (f)�aR ;L ,where aL ;R and �aL ;R are

strong am plitudes.Then

Sf
 = �C P (f)
2rf cos�f

1+ r2
f

Im

h�
q

p

�

B
e
2i�q

i

; (86)

and Cf
 = 0.Here rf exp(i�f)= �A R =�A L asin Eq.(81).

The asym m etry Sf
 vanishes in the lim it of100% left-

handed photon polarization (rf = 0).

The value ofSf
 depends crucially also on the m is-

m atch between theweakphase�q ofthedecayam plitude

and theB d;s m ixing phases,(q=p)B d
= � exp(� 2i�)and

(q=p)B s
= � 1. There are two distinct categories. For

B d ! fs
 and Bs ! fd
 decays this phase di�erence

is large (2�) and Sf
 =
� 2rf

1+ r2
f

cos�f sin2� is suppressed

only by rf. For B d ! fd
 and Bs ! fs
 decays,on

the other hand, the weak phase di�erence vanishes so

that in SM Sf
 = 0 with negligible theoreticaluncer-

tainty. ForNP to m odify these predictionsithasto in-

duce large right-handed photon polarization am plitude,

while for B d ! fd
 and Bs ! fs
 decays also a new

weak phaseisneeded to haveSf
 6= 0.

Current results give a world average SK �
 =

� 0:19 � 0:23 (Aubertetal., 2007n; Barberio etal.,

2007; Ushiroda etal., 2006), and the �rst m easure-

m ent of tim e-dependent asym m etries in b ! d
 de-

cays has recently been reported,S�
 = � 0:83� 0:65�

0:18 (Ushiroda etal., 2007). These are com patible,

within experim entalerrors,with the SM predictions. A

SFF could reducetheuncertainty on theform ertoabout

2{3% and on the latterto about10% (see TableXII).

M easurem entshave also been m ade overan extended

range ofK � invariant m ass in B ! K S�
0
. In m ulti-

body exclusive radiative decays, a nonvanishing right-

handed photon am plitudecan bepresentatleadingorder

in the1=m b expansion.However,using a com bination of

SCET and chiralperturbation theory (ChPT) m ethods

applicablein kinem aticalregion with oneenergetickaon

and asoftpion rK � wasfound tobenum ericallylessthan

1% duetokinem aticalsuppression (G rinstein and Pirjol,

2005,2006a). W ith the SFF data,the m ultibody radia-

tive decayswillbe m ostusefulto search forSM correc-

tions to the photon polarization. These e�ects depend

on the Dalitz plot position, in contrast to NP e�ects,

which should beuniversal(Atwood etal.,2005).TheLO

dipole m om entoperator(aswellasNP)would give rise

toan asym m etry thatisindependentoftheenergy ofthe

photon whereasthe softgluon e�ectswillgiveriseto an

asym m etry thatdependson photon energy. Thusthere

isa m odelindependent,com pletely data driven m ethod

to search for NP e�ects by studies of tim e dependent

asym m etries. In addition,furtherdecay m odes,such as

B ! K S�
,B ! KS�
+ �� 
 and B ! K S�
 can also be

used (Atwood etal.,2007)in a very sim ilarfashion.

O ther approaches for probing the photon polariza-

tion in b ! s
 decays have been suggested and can

be em ployed at a SFF. O ne powerful idea is to re-

late the photon polarization inform ation to angular

distributions of the �nal state hadrons. Exam ples

relevant for a SFF are B ! K ��
 (G ronau etal.,

2002; G ronau and Pirjol, 2002), and B � ! K � �


(Atwood etal., 2007; O rlovsky and Shevchenko, 2007).

Sim ilar tests have been suggested also using �b decays,

such as�b ! �
 (G rem m etal.,1995;Hillerand K agan,

2002; Hilleretal., 2007; M anneland Recksiegel, 1997)

and �b ! pK 
 (Leggerand Schietinger,2007).

W econsiderB ! X s
 decays,wherethe�nalhadronic

state X s = K ��;K �K K originates from the strong de-

cay ofresonanceK res,produced in the weak decay B !

K res
.The lowestlying vectorstate,the K
�,cannotbe

used for this purpose,since the K � polarization is not

observablein itstwo-body decay K � ! K �.Thisisdue

to thefactthatitisim possibleto form a T-odd quantity

from only two vectors,thephoton m om entum and theK

m om entum ,in the K � restfram e.

Thephotonpolarizationcan then bem easuredthrough

higher resonance K res ! K �� decays. The angu-

lar distribution of the decay width in K res rest fram e

is(G ronau and Pirjol,2002)

d
2
�

dsdcos~�
= jc1j

2

n

1+ cos2 ~� + 4P
R 1 cos~�

o

+ jc2j
2

n

cos2 ~� + cos2 2~� + 12P
R 2 cos~� cos2~�

o

+ jc3j
2B K �

1
(s)sin2 ~�

+

n

c12
1

2
(3cos2 ~� � 1)+ P
c

0
12 cos

3 ~�

o

:

(87)

Here ~� istheanglebetween thedirection oppositeto the

photon m om entum (� ~q)and thevector~p�slow � ~p�fast(the

pionsare ordered in term softheirm om enta). The �rst

three term s in Eq.(87) correspond respectively to de-

cays through K res resonances with JP = 1+ ;2+ and

1� ,while the lastterm s com e from 1+ {2+ interference.

The hadronic param eters R 1;2 can be com puted from

the Breit-W igner resonant m odel(G ronau etal.,2002;

G ronau and Pirjol,2002). The K 1(1400)resonance de-

cayspredom inantly to K ��.The relevantparam etersin

R 1 are then �xed by isospin,leading to a precise deter-

m ination R 1 = 0:22� 0:03. Thus,m easurem entsofthe

angulardistribution Eq.(87)restricted to the K 1(1400)

m ass range can be used to extract the photon polar-

ization param eter P
. So far only an upper bound on

B(B ! K 1(1400)
) < 1:5 � 10� 5 exists (Yang etal.,

2005). The use ofthe narrow resonance K 1(1270),with

a larger branching ratio B(B ! K 1(1270)
) = (4:3 �

1:2)� 10� 5 (Aubertetal.,2007h;Yang etal.,2005),m ay

be m ore advantageous experim entally. A drawback is

the estim ate of R 1 in which a strong phase between

K 1(1270)! K �� and K 1(1270)! K � decay am plitudes

needsto beobtained from an independentm easurem ent.
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The m ethod outlined above works only for certain

charge states,for which two K �� channels interfere to

producetheup-down asym m etryin cos~�.Thesechannels

are K 0�+ �0,where the interfering channels are K � +�0

and K � 0�+ ,and K + �� �0,wheretheinterferingchannels

areK � +�� and K � 0�0.

B. B ! X s=d‘
+
‘
�
and B ! X s=d��� decays

The rare B ! X s‘
+ ‘� decays form another class of

FCNC processes,which proceed in theSM only through

loop e�ects.Thericherstructureofthe�nalstateallows

tests com plem entary to those perform ed in weak radia-

tiveB ! X s
 decays.In addition to thetotalbranching

fraction,onecan study also the dilepton invariantm ass,

the forward-backward asym m etry,and variouspolariza-

tion observables.W e discussthesepredictions,consider-

ing in turn the exclusiveand inclusivechannels.

1. Inclusive B ! X s‘
+
‘
�
decays

In inclusiveB ! X s=d‘
+ ‘� decaystherearethreedis-

tinctregionsofdilepton invariantm assq2 = (p‘+ + p‘� )
2:

(i) the low q2 region,q2 < 6 G eV 2,(ii) the high q2 re-

gion q2 > 12 G eV 2,and (iii)thecharm resonanceregion

q2 � (6� 12)G eV2. In the interm ediate region (iii) c�c

resonancescouple to the dilepton pairthrough a virtual

photon,leading to nonperturbativestrong interaction ef-

fectswhich are di�cultto com pute in a m odelindepen-

dentway.

In the low� q2 and high� q2 regions,a m odelindepen-

dentcom putation ofthe decay rate ispossible using an

O PE and heavyquark expansion,sim ilartothatused for

the rare radiative decays discussed in Section VIII.A.1.

Q CD corrections have been evaluated at NNLO in-

cluding the com plete three-loop m ixing of the four

quark operators O 1;2 into O 9 necessary for a com plete

solution of the RG E to NNLL order (Asatrian etal.,

2002; Asatryan etal., 2002; Bobeth etal., 2004;

G am bino etal., 2003; G hinculov etal., 2003, 2004;

Huberetal.,2007). This calculation has been further

im proved by including electrom agnetic log enhanced

contributions O (�e:m :log(m
2
W =m 2

b)) that appear only

if the integration over dilepton m ass is restricted to

a range but vanish for the full rate (Bobeth etal.,

2004;Huberetal.,2007,2006). Nonperturbative power

suppressed e�ects have been considered in (Alietal.,

1997; Falk etal., 1994). E�ects of the c�c interm e-

diate states in the resonance region can be m odeled

assum ing factorization of the four-quark operator

(�sc)(�cb)(K rugerand Sehgal,1996).

Integrating overthelow dilepton invariantm assrange

q2 = (1;6)G eV 2,the partialbranching fractionscorre-

sponding to the low� q2 region are(Huberetal.,2006)

B(B ! X s�
+
�
� ) = (1:59� 0:11)� 10� 6 ; (88)

B(B ! X se
+
e
� ) = (1:64� 0:11)� 10� 6 (89)

where the dom inant theoretical uncertainty (� 0:08)

arises from scale dependence, along with sm aller un-

certainties from the quark m asses, CK M m atrix ele-

m ents,and nonperturbative O (1=m 2
b
;�s�Q C D =m b) cor-

rections.Thepredictionsagreewellwith thepresentav-

erageoftheBABAR and Belleexperim entalm easurem ents

ofthisquantity (Aubertetal.,2004b;Huberetal.,2006;

Iwasakietal.,2005)B(B ! X s‘
+ ‘� )= (1:60� 0:51)�

10� 6. The present(SM ) theory errorforthe branching

fraction isbelow the totalexperim entaluncertainty. At

a SFF the situation would be reversed.

Additional uncertainty in these predictions is intro-

duced if a cut on the hadronic m ass M X s
< M D is

im posed to elim inate charm backgrounds. This intro-

duces sensitivity to the shape function,which however

can be elim inated using B ! X s
 data (Leeetal.,

2006). In the high q2 region,an im provem ent in the-

ory ispossible,iftheintegrated decay rateisnorm alized

to the sem ileptonic b ! ul� rate with the sam e q2 cut

(Ligetiand Tackm ann,2007). This drastically reduces

the sizeof1=m 2
b and 1=m

3
b powercorrections.

Besidesthe dilepton invariantm assspectrum the ob-

servable m ost often discussed is the forward-backward

asym m etry. However,recently Leeetal.(2007)pointed

out that a third constraint can be obtained from B !

X s‘
+ ‘� double di�erentialdecay width

d2�

dq2dz
=
3

8

�
(1+ z

2)H T (q
2)+ 2zH A (q

2)

+ 2(1� z
2)H L (q

2)];

(90)

where z = cos�,with � the angle between ‘+ and the

B m eson three-m om entum in the ‘+ ‘� center-of-m ass

fram e. The functions H i do not depend on z. The

sum H T (q
2)+ H L (q

2)givesthe dilepton invariantm ass

spectrum d�=dq2,while the forward-backward asym m e-

try (FBA) is conventionaly de�ned as dA F B (q
2)=dq2 =

3H A (q
2)=4. The im portance ofthe H i functionsisthat

they are calculable in the low� q2 and high� q2 regions,

and also depend di�erently on the W ilson coe�cientsof

the e�ective weak Ham iltonian ofEq.(5). This su�ces

to determ ine the sizesand signsofallthe relevantcoef-

�cients,probing in thisway NP e�ects.Atleading order

they havea generalstructure(Lee etal.,2007)

H T (q
2)/ 2(1� s)2s

h�

C9 +
2

s
C7


�2
+ C210

i

;

H A (q
2)/ � 4(1� s)2sC10

�

C9 +
2

s
C7


�

;

H L (q
2)/ (1� s)2

h�

C9 + 2C7


�2
+ C210

i

;

(91)

where s = q2=m 2
b. The m odi�ed W ilson coe�cients

C7
;9;10 are� independentlinearcom binationsoftheW il-

son coe�cients C 7
;9;10 and C1;:::;6;8g in weak Ham ilto-

nian ofEq.(5).Theyarerelated totheNNLO \e�ective"

W ilson coe�cients C e�
7;8 calculated in (Asatryan etal.,

2002;Benekeetal.,2001;G hinculov etal.,2004).
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FIG .16 Left: the fullNNLO prediction for B ! X s‘
+
‘
�

forward-backward asym m etry norm alized to the dilepton

m assdistribution (dashed line)and thetotal-param etricand

perturbative -error band (shaded area) [from (Huberetal.,

2007)].Right:dA F B =dq
2
in SM (solid line),with sign ofC 10

opposite to SM (line1),with reversed C 7
 sign (line 2),both

C 7
 and C10 signsreversed (line 3)[from (Alietal.,2002)].

Notethatin H T and H A thecoe�cientC 7 isenhanced

by a 1=s pole so that m easuring the dilepton m ass de-

pendence gives further inform ation. Also,H A (q
2) has

a zero at q20. The existence ofa zero ofthe FBA and

the relative insensitivity to hadronic physicse�ectswas

�rstpointed outforexclusivechannels(Burdm an,1998),

and subsequently extended also to theinclusivechannels

(Alietal.,2002;G hinculov etal.,2003). In the SM the

zero appearsin the low q2 region,su�ciently away from

the charm resonance region to allow a precise com puta-

tion ofitsposition in perturbation theory. The value of

thezerooftheFBA isoneofthem ostpreciselycalculated

observables in 
avorphysics with a theoreticalerror at

theorderof5% .ForB ! X s�
+ �� ,forinstance,theim -

proved NNLO prediction is(q20)�� = (3:50� 0:12)G eV
2

(Huberetal.,2007),wherethelargestuncertainty isdue

to the rem aining scale dependence (0.10). The position

of the zero is directly related to the relative size and

sign ofthe W ilson coe�cients C 7 and C9. Thus it is

very sensitiveto new physicse�ectsin theseparam eters.

Thisquantity hasnotyetbeen m easured,butestim ates

show thata precision ofabout5% could be obtained at

a SFF (Bona etal.,2007c;Hashim oto etal.,2004).

2. Exclusive B ! X s‘
+
‘
�
and B ! X s��� decays

The channelsB ! M ‘+ ‘� areexperim entally cleaner

than inclusive decays, but m ore com plicated theoreti-

cally. The B ! M transition am plitude depends on

hadronic physics through form factors. The theoretical

form alism described in Sec.VIII.A.2 forexclusiveradia-

tivedecayscan be applied to thiscaseaswell.

The sim plest are the decays with one pseudoscalar

m eson, such as B ! K ‘+ ‘� or B ! �‘+ ‘� . Unlike

B ! K =�
 decaysthatare notpossible due to angular

m om entum conservation,thedilepton decaysareallowed

since the dilepton can carry zero helicity. Especially in-

teresting for NP searchesis the angular dependence on

�+ ,theanglebetween the‘
� (‘+ )and theB (�B )m om enta

in the dilepton rest fram e. In the SM the dependence

is sim ply d� � sin2 �+ . Allowing for scalar and pseu-

FIG .17 Param eterization ofthe�nalstate in the rare decay

B ! K
�
(! K �)‘

+
‘
�
.

doscalarcouplings to the leptons,which are possible in

extensions ofthe SM ,the generalangular distribution

is(Bobeth etal.,2001)

1

�

d�

dcos�+
=
3

4
(1� FS)sin

2
�+ +

1

2
FS + A FB cos�+ : (92)

Thecoe�cientF S receivescontributionsfrom the scalar

and pseudoscalarcouplingsto theleptons,whileA FB de-

pendson the interference between the vectorand scalar

couplings. Asthese term svanish in the SM ,theirm ea-

surem ent is a null test sensitive to new physics from

scalar and pseudoscalar penguins - see (Bobeth etal.,

2007) for a detailed study. The �rst m easurem ent of

theseparam etershasbeen carried outin B + ! K + ‘+ ‘�

decays by BABAR (Aubertetal., 2006e). The results

are com patible with zero: A FB = 0:15+ 0:21� 0:23 � 0:08 and

FS = 0:81
+ 0:58
� 0:61 � 0:46,where the �rsterrorisstatistical

and the second system atic. These m easurem ents could

becom e an order ofm agnitude m ore precise,and m ea-

sure orsettightboundson coe�cientsofNP operators

which can producetheseasym m etries.

W e turn next to the decays with a vector m eson in

the �nalstate,such as B ! K �‘+ ‘� and B ! �‘+ ‘� .

Since vectorm esonscarry a polarization,the �nalstate

has a m ore com plex structure. The K � decays to K �,

and the�nalstateisspeci�ed by threeanglesde�ned as

in Fig.17.Afterintegrating over(�;�K � )therateisde-

scribed by three functionsofq2 asin the inclusive case,

Eq.(91),with thedi�erencethattheW ilson coe�cients

C7
;9;10 arealso m ultiplied by B ! K � form factors.As

in inclusive case,the transverse helicity am plitudes are

dom inated by the photon pole in the low q2 region. In

the high q2 region,the C9;10 term sdom inate the am pli-

tudes. Fig.18 showsresults for the decay rate and the

FBA in theexclusivem odeB ! K �‘+ ‘� (Benekeetal.,

2001). Due to form factor uncertainties the determ ina-

tion oftheW ilson coe�cientsC 7
;C9;C10 and theresult-

ing NP constraints have substantially largertheoretical

errorsthan the onesfollowing from the inclusive decays

(com pareforinstance Fig.16 with Fig.18).

In the large recoillim it the B ! K �=�‘+ ‘� am pli-

tudes satisfy factorization relations at leading order in

�=m b (Baueretal.,2003;Benekeand Feldm ann,2004;

Benekeetal.,2001;Hilletal.,2004). These factoriza-

tion relationsreducethenum berofunknownsbyexpress-
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FIG .18 D i�erentialdecay rate dB(B
�
! K
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)=dq

2

and theforward-backward asym m etry A F B (B
�
! K

��
‘
+
‘
� )

(Beneke etal.,2001). The solid center line shows the next-

to-leading orderresult,and thedashed lineshowstheleading

order result. The band re
ects alltheoreticaluncertainties

from param etersand scale dependence com bined,with m ost

ofthe uncertainty due to the form factors.

ing the am plitudes as com binations ofsoft overlap fac-

tors�B V
? ;�B V

k
and factorizablecontributions,m ultiplied

with hard coe�cients. The factorization relations pre-

dictthatin theSM theright(left)-handed helicity am pli-

tudes for �B (B ) ! K �‘+ ‘� are power suppressed. Any

non-standard chirality structure could change this. A

second prediction in thelargerecoillim itisthattheleft-

handed helicity am plitude H
(V )

� (q2)hasa zero atdilep-

ton invariant m ass q20. In the SM this is predicted to

be (Benekeetal.,2001,2005c)

q
2
0[K

� 0]= (4:36
+ 0:33
� 0:31)G eV

2
;

q
2
0[K

� +]= (4:15� 0:27)G eV
2
:

(93)

This result was im proved recently by including the re-

sum m ation of the Sudakov logs in SCET (Alietal.,

2006),reducing the scale dependence uncertainty. The

m easurem ent of q20 can be translated into a m easure-

m ent of Re
�
C7=C9

�
, up to a correction depending on

the ratio oftwo form factors V (q2)=T1(q
2), which has

been com puted in factorization (Benekeetal., 2001;

Benekeand Yang,2006). W hether the softoverlap and

the factorizable contributions in these form factors are

com parable or not is stilla subject ofdiscussion, and

m ay lead to largererrorsthan usually quoted in the lit-

erature(Leeetal.,2007).Additionaluncertainty can be

introduced by the �=m b powercorrections.

Various other observables are accessible in

b ! s‘+ ‘� decays, including tim e-dependent

(K im and Yoshikawa, 2007) and transverse po-

larization asym m etries (K rugerand M atias, 2005;

Lunghiand M atias, 2007). These provide additional

possibilities to probe the suppression of right-handed

am plitudes and to search for NP operators with non-

standard chirality at a SFF. W e note the presence of

possible SM contam ination to these observables due to

O (1) contributions to the right-handed am plitude in

the m ultibody channel �B ! K �‘+ ‘� in the soft pion

region (G rinstein and Pirjol, 2006b)5. This is sim ilar

to the e�ect discussed above for B ! K �
,and could

be reduced by applying phase space cuts on the pion

energy.

Furtherobservablesareaccessiblein thecasewith m as-

siveleptons,b! s�+ �� .The � polarization asym m etry

P�(q
2)�

dB�= � 1 � dB�= + 1

dB�= � 1 + dB�= + 1
; (94)

integrated overthe region q2=m 2
b
� 0:6,is about� 48%

in the SM , but NP e�ects can change this predic-

tion (Daietal.,1997;Hewett,1996). No experim ental

studies ofb ! s�+ �� decays exist,m aking predictions

ofthe SFF sensitivity unreliable. However,it appears

thatexclusivem odescould be m easured.

Another related m ode is b ! s���, m ediated in

the SM through the box and Z penguin diagram s,

which are m atched onto the operator O 11�. In exten-

sions of the SM , additional diagram s can contribute,

such asHiggs-m ediated penguinsin m odelswith an ex-

tended Higgssector,and m odelswith m odi�ed bsZ cou-

plings(Bird etal.,2004;G rossm an etal.,1996).TheSM

expectation for the branching fractions ofthese m odes

is B(B ! X s���) � 4 � 10� 5 (Buchalla etal., 1996),

and B(B ! X d���) � 2 � 10� 6. The dom inant ex-

clusive m odes are B ! K (� )���,which are expected to

occur with branching fractions ofabout 10� 6. Present

data give only an upper bound for B(B + ! K + ���) at

thelevelof40� 10� 6 (Aubertetal.,2005d;Chen etal.,

2007b),which is one orderofm agnitude above the SM

prediction.Thesem odesarevery challengingexperim en-

tally because ofthe presence oftwo undetected neutri-

nos.Nonetheless,theexpected precision ofthem easure-

m ent ofB(B + ! K + ���) at a SFF is 20% ,while the

B + ! �+ ��� m ode should be atthe lim itofobservabil-

ity (Bona etal.,2007c).

C. Constraints on CKM param eters

Theradiativeb! s(d)
 aresensitiveto theCK M ele-

m entsinvolving the third generation quarks. In the fol-

lowing webrie
y review them ethodsproposed forpreci-

sion determ ination oftheCK M param eters,and indicate

the typesofconstraintswhich can be obtained.

� jVubj=jVtbV
�
tsjfrom inclusive b ! s
 and b ! u‘�:

The inclusive radiative decaysB ! X s
 were discussed

in Section VIII.A.1 and theinclusivesem ileptonicdecays

B ! X u‘
� ��‘ in Section V.Forboth typesofthedecays

only partofthephasespaceisaccessibleexperim entally.

In sem ileptonicdecaysacuton lepton energyorhadronic

5 These contributions also introduce a shift in the position ofthe

FBA zero in B ! K
�(! K �)‘+ ‘� ,astheK � isalwaysobserved

through the K � �nalstate.
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invariant m ass needs to be m ade to avoid charm back-

ground,while in B ! X s
 the photon needs to be en-

ergetic enough to reduce background. Experim entally

accessible is the so called shape function region ofthe

phasespace,wheretheinclusivestateform san energetic

jet with m assM 2
X � �Q C D Q . Restricted to this region

theO PE breaksdown,whileinstead SCET isapplicable.

The decay widthsfactorize in a form shown in Eq.(70)

for B ! X s
. Both radiative and sem ileptonic decays

depend,atLO in 1=m b,on the the sam e shape function

S(k+ )describing thenonperturbativedynam icsoftheB

m eson. The dependence on the shape function can be

elim inated by com bining the radiative and sem ileptonic

rates.Thisthen determ inesjVubj=jVtbV
�
tsj,with di�erent

m ethodsofim plem enting the basicidea discussed in de-

tailin Sec.V (seealso a review by Paz(2006)and recent

developm entsin Lee(2008)).

� jVtd=Vtsjfrom B ! (�=K �)
 :TheradiativeB ! �


and B ! K �
 am plitudes are dom inated by electro-

m agnetic penguin contributions proportionalto V �
td
Vtb

and V �
tsVtb CK M elem entsrespectively.The ratio ofthe

charge-averaged ratesisthen

B(B q ! �
)

B(B q ! K �
)
=

�
2
q

�
�
�
�

Vtd

Vts

�
�
�
�

2

R SU (3)

� m 2
B � m2�

m 2
B
� m2

K �

�3=2�
1+ rW A

�
;

(95)

where B q = (B � ;�B d),�q = (�� ;�0)and �q = (1;1=
p
2)

forq= (u;d)spectatorquark
avors.Thecoe�cientr W A

denotestheW A contribution in B ! �
,whileitisnegli-

gibleforB ! K �
.Thecoe�cientR SU (3) param eterizes

the SU(3) breaking in the ratio oftensor form factors.

Thetheory errorin thedeterm ination ofjVtd=Vtsjisthus

dueto thesetwo coe�cients.Thecoe�cientr W A can be

calculated using factorization.W riting

rW A = 2R e(�a)cos�j�(d)u =�
(d)

t j+ O (�a2); (96)

Bosch and Buchalla(2005)�nd R e(�a)= 0:002+ 0:124� 0:061 for

B 0 ! �0
,and R e(�a)= � 0:4� 0:4forB+ ! �+ 
.(For

an alternativetreatm ent,seeBalletal.(2007).) TheW A

am plitudeislargerforcharged B decays,whereitiscolor

allowed,in contrastto neutralB decays,whereitiscolor

suppressed.Alongwith j�
(d)
u =�

(d)

t j� 0:5theabovevalues

of�a show that the uncertainty introduced by the W A

contribution ism inim alin neutralB radiativedecays.

The second source oftheoreticaluncertainty is given

by SU(3) breaking. The param eter R SU (3) was esti-

m ated using Q CD sum ruleswith them ostrecentresult

R SU (3) = 1:17� 0:09(Balland Zwicky,2006b).Itseem s

ratherdi�cultto im proveon thiscalculation in a m odel

independentway.

This m ethod for determ ining jVtd=Vtsjhas been used

to obtain jVtd=Vtsj = 0:199
+ 0:026
� 0:025

+ 0:018
� 0:015 (Abe etal.,

2006a)and jVtd=Vtsj= 0:200+ 0:021� 0:020� 0:015(Aubertetal.,

2007c),where the �rst errors are experim entaland the

second theoretical,and in both cases the average over
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FIG . 19 Typical constraint from B
0
! �

0

 in the (��;��)

plane (Bosch and Buchalla,2005). The constraint assum es

B(B
0
! �

0

) = (0:30 � 0:12) � 10

�6
. The dark band

corresponds to varying the SU(3) breaking ratio R
�1

�=K � =

1:31� 0:13 at�xed R0.Theallowed region from thestandard

CK M �t(grey area)and the constraintfrom sin2� (angular

area)are also shown.

the B ! (�=!)
 channelsisused. A dram atic im prove-

m ent in experim entalerror can be expected at a SFF,

and while the theoreticalerrorcan be reduced by using

only the cleanerB 0 ! �0
,the precision islikely to be

lim ited atabout4% duetotheSU(3)breakingcorrection

discussed above. Thiscould possibly be im proved using

datacollected atthe�(5S),asdiscussed in Section IX.C.

� jVub=Vtdjfrom B ! �
 and B ! �‘��‘: The ratio

ofCK M m atrix elem ents jVub=Vtdjcan be constrained

by com bining the sem ileptonic m ode B ! �‘�� with

the radiative decay B ! �
 (Benekeand Yang,2006;

Bosch and Buchalla,2005). In the large recoillim itthe

relevantform factorssatisfy factorization relations.

The doubly di�erentialsem ileptonic rate expressed in

term softhe helicity am plitudesis

d2�(�B ! �‘��)

dq2dcos�
=
G 2
F jVubj

2

96�3m 2
B

q
2j~qj

�
(1+ cos�)2H 2

�

+ (1� cos�)2(H 2
+ + 2H 2

0)
�
;

(97)

where � is the angle between the �� and the B m eson

m om entum in the ‘�� center ofm ass fram e. At � = 0

only the left-handed helicity am plitude H � contributes.

The q2 ! 0 lim it ofthe ratio ofthe �B ! �L ‘�� partial

rateto the �B ! �
 ratedependsonly on

�
H � (0)

T1(0)

�2
� ! 2(mB + m V )

1

R 2
2(0)

; (98)

where T1(q
2) is a tensor current form factor Eq.(80),

while R 2(0)iscalculable in a perturbative expansion in

�S(m b) and �S(
p
�Q C D m b). This ratio has been com -

puted tobe1=R 2
2 = 0:82� 0:12(Benekeand Yang,2006),

allowingfora60% uncertaintyin thespectator-scattering

contribution.Thisam ountsto a 10% uncertainty on this

determ ination ofjVub=Vtdj,which however does not in-

cludeuncertaintiesfrom powersuppressed contributions.

� jVubj
2=jVtbV

�
tsj

2 from B ! K �‘+ ‘� and B ! �‘��‘:

In the low recoilregion q2 � (M B � M K �)2,the B !
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FIG .20 Isospin asym m etry �(�
)asa function oftheCK M

angle �. The band displaysthe totaltheoreticaluncertainty

which ism ainly duetoweak annihilation.Theverticaldashed

lines lim it the range of� obtained from the CK M unitarity

triangle �t.

K �‘+ ‘� am plitude can be com puted in an expansion

in �=m b;4m
2
c=Q

2;�s(Q )(G rinstein and Pirjol,2004),re-

lating itto thesem ileptonicdecay B ! �‘�,up to SU(3)

breaking correction in the form factors. These can be

elim inated using sem ileptonic D decay ratesby form ing

the G rinstein doubleratio (Ligetiand W ise,1996)

d�(B ! �‘�)=dq2

d�(B ! K �‘+ ‘� )=dq2
�
d�(D ! K �‘�)=dq2

d�(D ! �‘�)=dq2
(99)

which isproportionalto jVubj
2=jVtbV

�
tsj

2.The theory er-

ror on jVubjofthis m ethod is about 5% ,but m easure-

m ents ofthe required branching fractions in the region

q2 = (15;19)G eV 2 requireSFF statistics.

� Constraints from the isospin asym m etry in B !

�
: Assum ing dom inance by the penguin am plitude in

B ! �
, isospin sym m etry relates the charged and

neutral m odes to be �(B � ! �� 
) = 2�(B 0 !

�0
). The present experim entaldata point to a pos-

sible isospin asym m etry. The m ost recent world av-

erages give (Abe etal., 2006a; Aubertetal., 2007c;

Barberio etal.,2007)(using CP-conjugatem odes)

�(�
) =
�(B + ! �+ 
)

2�(B 0 ! �0
)
� 1 (100)

=
(0:88+ 0:28� 0:26)� 10� 6

2� (0:93
+ 0:19
� 0:18)� 10� 6

� 1= � 0:53
+ 0:18
� 0:17 :

Severalm echanism s can introduce a nonzero isospin

asym m etry:i)the m u � md quark m assdi�erence lead-

ing to isospin asym m etry in thetensorform factorT1;ii)

contributions from operators other than O 7
 where the

photon attachesto the spectatorquark in the B m eson;

iii)spectatordiagram ssuch asthosein Fig.14,which de-

pend on thespectatorquarkqthrough itselectriccharge,

and the hard scattering am plitude.

The dom inantcontribution to the isospin asym m etry

in the SM is given by the last m echanism (iii), m edi-

ated by the four-quark operatorsO 1� 6.The m atrix ele-

m entsofthese operatorscan be com puted using factor-

ization and the heavy quark expansion (Aliand Braun,

1995; Aliand Parkhom enko, 2002; Benekeetal., 2001;

Bosch and Buchalla, 2002; G rinstein and Pirjol, 2000;

K hodjam irian etal.,1995). Since the four-quark opera-

torscontributewith adi�erentweakphasetothepenguin

am plitude,theresultissensitiveto CK M param eters,in

particularto the weak phase �.Using asinputsthe pa-

ram etersfrom the CK M �t,an isospin asym m etry ofa

few percentispossible,with signi�cantuncertainty from

hadronicparam eters(Benekeetal.,2005c)

�(�
)= (� 4:6+ 5:4� 4:2

�
�
C K M

+ 5:8
� 5:6

�
�
had

)% : (101)

This prediction can be turned around to obtain con-

straints on the CK M param eters (��;��), using the �


asym m etries. As discussed in (Benekeetal., 2005c),

m easurem ents ofthe direct CP asym m etry and ofthe

isospin asym m etry in B ! �
 give com plem entary con-

straints,which in principle allow a com plete determ ina-

tion ofthe CK M param eters. However,the precision of

such a determ ination isultim ately goingto belim ited by

hadronicuncertaintiesand powercorrections.

IX. B s PH YSICS AT �(5S)

The �(5S) resonance is heavy enough that it decays

both to B
(� )

u;d
and B

(� )
s m esons.So far,severale+ e� m a-

chines have operated at the �(5S) resonance resulting

in 0:42 fb
� 1

ofdata collected by the CLEO collabora-

tion (Besson etal.,1985;Lovelock etal.,1985),followed

by 1:86fb
� 1

ofdata collected by Bellecollaboration dur-

ing an �(5S) engineering run (Drutskoy, 2006) and a

sam ple ofabout21 fb
� 1

collected by Belle during a one

m onth long run in June 2006. Baracchinietal.(2007)

perform ed a com prehensive analysis ofthe physics op-

portunities that would be o�ered by m uch larger data

sam plesof1 ab
� 1

(30 ab
� 1
)from a short(long)run ofa

SFF atthe �(5S),where the data sam ple isrecorded in

specialpurpose runs. Collecting 1 ab
� 1

should require

lessthan onem onth atapeaklum inosityof1036cm � 2s� 1.

As a result,a SFF can give inform ation on the B s sys-

tem thatiscom plem entary to thatfrom hadronicexperi-

m ents.In TableIX wegivetheexpected precision from a

SFF and LHCb forasam pleofobservables,clearly show-

ingcom plem entarity.In particular,theSFF can m easure

inclusive decaysand m odeswith neutrals,which are in-

herently di�cult in hadronic environm ent while LHCb

provides superior tim e-dependent m easurem ents ofall-

charged �nalstates.

Physical processes involving B s m esons add to the

wealth of inform ation already available from the B d;u

system s because the initiallight quark is an s� quark.

Asa result,B s decaysare sensitive to a di�erentsetof

NP operatorstransform ing between 3rd and 2nd genera-

tionsthan areb! sdecaysofB d;u.Theprim eexam ples

areB s ! �+ �� where sem ileptonic b! s operatorsare

probed and B s{�B s m ixing where �B = 2 NP operators

are probed. In addition,B s can im prove knowledge of

hadronicprocessessinceB s and B d arerelated byU-spin.
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TABLE IX Expected precision on a subset of im portant

observables that can be m easured at SFF running at the

�(5S) and/or LHCb. The �rst two colum ns give ex-

pected errors after short (less than a m onth) and long SFF

runs (Baracchinietal.,2007;Bona etal.,2007c),while the

third lists expected statistical errors after 1 year of LHCb

running atdesign lum inosity (Buchalla etal.,2008).

O bservable SFF (1ab�1 ) SFF (30ab�1 ) LHCb (2fb�1 )

�� s=�s 0:11 0:02 0:0092

�s (J=	�) 20
�

8
�

1:3
�

�s (B s ! K
0 �K

0
) 24

�
11

�
�

A
s
SL 0:006 0:004 0:002

B(B s ! �
+
�
�
) � < 8� 10

�9
3� evidence

jVtd=Vtsjfrom R s 0:08 0:017 �

B(B s ! 

) 38% 7% �

In the application of
avorSU(3)to hadronicm atrix el-

em ents then the com m only used dynam icalassum ption

ofsm allannihilation-like am plitudes m ay no longer be

needed.

A. B s{ �B s m ixing param eters

B s{�B s m ixingisdescribed by them assdi�erence�m s

ofthe two eigenstates,the average oftwo decay widths

�s and their di�erence �� s,by jq=pjand by the weak

m ixing phase �s = � 1=2arg(q=p),which is very sm all

in the SM ,�s = arg(� VtbV
�
ts=VcbV

�
cs)= (� 1:05� 0:05)�

(Charlesetal.,2005),seealsoEq.(34).Alltheseparam -

eters can be m odi�ed by NP contributions and are,for

instance,very sensitive to the large tan� regim e ofthe

M SSM asdiscussed in Section III.D.4.

The oscillation frequency �m s hasbeen m easured re-

cently (Abulencia etal.,2006),and isfound tobeconsis-

tentwith SM predictions,within som ewhatlargetheory

errors.Theseoscillationsaretoo fastto beresolved ata

SFF,which thus cannot m easure �m s. However,m ea-

surem entsofthe otherparam eters,�s,�� s and �s are

possible through tim e dependent untagged decay rates.

Explicitly,fora B s;�B s pairproduced from B �
s;
�B �
s atthe

�(5S)thisisgiven by (Dunietz etal.,2001)

�(B s(t)! f)+ �(�B s(t)! f)=

N �se
� �sjtj

h

cosh

�
�� st

2

�

+ H f sinh

�
�� st

2

�i

;

(102)

where f isa CP-eigenstate and H f isgiven in Eq.(38).

Thenorm alization factorisgiven by N = 1

2
(1� (�� s

2�s
)2),

neglecting possiblee�ectsdueto CP violation in m ixing.

At the �(5S), CP-tagged initial states can also

be used to extract the untarity angle 
 rather

cleanly (Atwood and Soni,2002;Falk and Petrov,2000),

and to constrain lifetim edi�erence�� s through tim ein-

dependentm easurem ents(Atwood and Petrov,2005).

Them ostprom isingchannelform easuringB s{�B s m ix-

ing param eters at a hadronic m achine is B s ! J= �,

where angular analysis is needed to separate CP-even

and CP-odd com ponents. Recent m easurem ents at D0

and CDF favorlarge j�sjm aking furtherstudies highly

interesting (Aaltonen etal.,2007a;Abazov etal.,2008).

Asshown in TableIX a SFF cannotcom petewith LHCb

in this analysis, either for �s or for �� s=�s m easure-

m ents,assum ing system atic errorsatLHCb are negligi-

ble. However,LHCb and a SFF can study com plem en-

tary channels. For exam ple,B s ! J= �(0) or �s from

the �S = 1 penguin dom inated B s ! K 0 �K 0,are dif-

�cult m easurem ents at hadronic m achines as shown in

Table IX. The latterm ode would be com plem entary to

B s ! ��, where a precision of 0:11 is expected after

2 fb
� 1

ofdata at LHCb (1 year ofnom inallum inosity

running). O ther interesting m odes that can be stud-

ied ata SFF include B s ! D
(� )+
s D

(� )�
s ,B s ! D

(� )
s K S,

B s ! D
(� )
s �,Bs ! J= K S,B s ! ��0 and B s ! K S�

0

(Bona etal.,2007c).

Another im portant observable is the sem ileptonic

asym m etry A s
SL ,which is a m easure ofCP violation in

m ixing

A
s
SL =

B(B s ! D
(� )�
s ‘+ �l)� B(�B s ! D

(� )+
s ‘� ��l)

B(B s ! D
(� )�
s ‘+ �l)+ B(�B s ! D

(� )+
s ‘� ��l)

=
1� jq=pj4

1+ jq=pj4
:

(103)

Theerroron A s
SL willbecom esystem aticdom inated rel-

atively soon. Taking as a guide the system atic error

�syst:(A
d
SL ) = 0:004 from current m easurem ents at the

�(4S),this willhappen at an integrated lum inosity of

about 3 ab
� 1

at the �(5S). Thus system atics willsat-

urate the error quoted in Table IX for 30 ab
� 1

(where

the statisticalerror is only 0:001) (Bona etal.,2007c).

NotethattheLHCb estim atein TableIX givesonly the

statisticalerroron A s
SL ,whilesystem aticerrorscould be

substantialdue to the hadronicenvironm ent.

B. Rare decays

O neofthe m ostim portantB s decaysforNP searches

is B s ! �+ �� . In the SM this decay is chirally and

loop suppressed with a branching fraction ofB(B s !

�+ �� )= (3:35� 0:32)� 10� 9 (Blankeetal.,2006).Ex-

changesofnew scalarparticlescan liftthissuppression,

signi�cantly enhancing the rate. For instance, in the

M SSM it is tan�6 enhanced in the large tan� regim e

(cf. Section III.D.4). After one year ofnom inalLHCb

data taking 3� evidenceatthe SM ratewillbe possible,

whiletheSFF sensitivity to thischannelisnotcom peti-

tiveasindicated in TableIX.
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A SFF can m ake a signi�cantim pactin radiative B s

decaysand decay m odeswith neutrals. O ne exam ple is

B s ! 

. Here the SM expectation is B(Bs ! 

) ’

(2� 8)� 10� 7 (Reina etal.,1997),while NP e�ects can

signi�cantly enhance the rate;for instance,the rate is

enhanced by an orderofm agnitude in the R parity vio-

lating M SSM (G em intern etal.,2004).The Belle �(5S)

sam pleof23:6fb
�
1hasalreadybeen used todem onstrate

the potentialofthe SFF approach;the �rstobservation

ofthe penguin decay m ode B s ! �
 has recently been

reported,along with a statistics lim ited upper lim it on

B s ! 

 afactoroften abovetheSM level(W ichtetal.,

2007).

C. Im proved determ inations ofVtd=Vts and ofVub

Asdescribed in Section VIII.C,exclusiveradiativede-

cays m ediated by b ! d and b ! s penguins can be

used to obtain constraints on the CK M ratio Vtd=Vts.

An analogoustreatm entto thatforB 0 ! �0(K 0�)
 can

be applied to B s ! K 0�(�)
,where the theoreticaler-

rorisexpected to be reduced.Thisisdue to the sim ple

observation thatthe �nalstatesK 0� and � are close in

m assand arerelated byU-spin,which should help studies

on the lattice. M oreover,a com parison ofB s ! K 0�


to B 0 ! K 0�
 o�ers a determ ination of Vtd=Vts that

isfree from SU(3)breaking correctionsin the form fac-

tors(Baracchinietal.,2007;Bona etal.,2007c).An im -

proved determ ination ofVtd=Vts from �B = 1 radiative

decays willbe very helpfulto com pare to that from B

m ixing,and with the SM � � � �t.

Study of the inclusive B s ! X usl� and exclusive

B s ! K (� )l� charm less sem ileptonic decays can play a

very im portant role in an im proved Vub determ ination.

For the lattice calculation ofB s ! K ;K � form factors

a sm allerextrapolation in valence lightquark m assesis

needed than forB ! �;� form factors,reducing the er-

rors.Since B s ! K (� )l� m odeshave signi�cantbranch-

ing ratios of O (10� 4), this can be an im portant early

application ofB s studies.

X. CH ARM PH YSICS

Therearem any reasonsforvigorously pursuing charm

physicsataSFF.Perhapsm ostim portantistheintim ate

relation ofcharm to the top quark. Because ofitslarge

m asstop quarkissensitivetoNP e�ectsin m any m odels.

New interactionsinvolving thetop quark quitenaturally

also im ply m odi�ed interactionsofthecharm quark.For

exam ple,m odels ofwarped extra-dim ensions,discussed

in Section III.E, inevitably lead to 
avor-changing in-

teractions for the charm quark (Agasheetal.,2005a,b;

Fitzpatrick etal.,2007). The sam e istrue oftwo Higgs

doublet m odels, in which the top quark has a special

role(Dasand K ao,1996;W u and Soni,2000).

Charm alsoprovidesa uniquehandleon m ixing e�ects

in the up-type (charge + 2

3
)sector. The top quark does

not form bound states, which m akes D � �D the only

system wherethisstudy ispossible.Im portanceofthese

studies is nicely illustrated by the constraint that they

provideon theM SSM squark spectrum and m ixing (Nir,

2007).Thesquark-quark-gluino
avorviolating coupling

thatm ixesthe �rsttwo generationsisgiven by gssin�q
with q = u(d)forup (down)squarks. The di�erence of

the two m ixing angles needs to reproduce the Cabibbo

angle

sin�u � sin�d = sin�C ’ 0:23: (104)

Sm allenough sin�d can su�ciently suppressesSUSY cor-

rectionstoK � �K m ixingeven fornondegeneratesquarks

with TeV m asses. Thisis possible in the absence ofin-

form ation on D � �D m ixing. The sm allness ofD � �D

m ixing,however,requiresthatalso sin�u issm all,which

violatesthe relation to the Cabibbo angle in Eq.(104).

The squarkswith m asses lightenough to be observable

atLHC thusneed to be degenerate(Nir,2007).

W e next sum m arize the salient aspects of charm

physics{ detailed reviewscan befound in (Artuso etal.,

2008;Bianco etal.,2003;Burdm an and Shipsey,2003).

W ithin the SM ,som e aspects ofthe charm system are

under excellent theoreticalcontrol. In particular, one

expectsnegligible CP asym m etry in charm decayssince

the weak phase com esin CK M suppressed. The strong

phaseson theotherhand areexpected to belargein the

charm region as it is rich with resonances. This m eans

thata NP weak phase islikely to lead to observableCP

violation.M oreover,although theabsolutesizeofD m ix-

ing cannot be reliably calculated in the SM because of

long distance contam ination,the rate ofm ixing can be

used to put bounds on NP param etersin m any scenar-

ios(G olowich etal.,2007).Furtherm ore,theindirectCP

violation is negligibly sm allin the SM .It arises from a

short distance contribution that is subleading in D {�D

m ixing com pared to the long distance piece and is fur-

therm oreCK M suppressed byVcbV
�
ub
=VcbV

�
cs.Ittherefore

providesa possibility fora very clearNP signal.

Them ostprom ising m odesto search fordirectCP vi-

olation in charm decays are singly Cabibbo suppressed

channels, such as D + ! K + �K 0, ��+ , D s ! �+ K 0,

K + �0,which in the SM receive contributions from two

weak am plitudes, tree and penguin (G rossm an etal.,

2007a). As already m entioned indirect CP violation is

very sm all,while direct CP violation is both loop and

CK M suppressed m aking it negligible as well. Super-

sym m etric squark-gluino loops on the other hand can

saturatethepresentexperim entalsensitivity ofO (10� 2)

(G rossm an etal.,2007a). Doubly Cabibbo suppressed

m odes m ay also be usefulin the search for NP e�ects

sincetheSM cannotgiveriseto any directCP violation

and thusthe SM \background" contribution issm all.

Theprospectsfor�ndinga BSM CP-odd phaseviaD 0

oscillationsdram atically im proved in 2007. Using tim e-

dependent m easurem ents from their large charm data

sam ples,Belleand BABAR reported the�rstevidencefor
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D 0{�D 0 m ixing(Aubertetal.,2007d;Staricetal.,2007).

Asdiscussed abovetheexistenceofm ixing m akesitpos-

sible to search for new physics (CP-odd) phases in the

charm sectorvia CP-violating asym m etries.

ThephaseofD 0 m ixing,�D = Im (q=p)D 0 isthe ana-

logueofthephasesofB 0
d m ixing orB

0
s m ixing discussed

in Section IV.6 W hile the phase ofB 0
d
m ixing is large

in the SM ,the phasesofD 0 m ixing and B s m ixing are

sm allin theSM ;both areexam plesofnulltests,with the

phaseofD 0 m ixingparticularly clean sinceitisexpected

to be oforder10� 3 in the SM .W e em phasise thatnew

physicsthatappearsin the D sector(involving up-type

quarks)m ay be com pletely di�erentfrom thatin the B

sector.

Currently,thebestsensitivity on �D ,ofO (20
�),isob-

tained from tim e-dependentD (t)! K S�
+ �� Dalitzplot

analysis(Abe etal.,2007a).Assum ing thatthereareno

fundam entalsystem aticlim itationsin theunderstanding

ofthis Dalitz plot structure,the sensitivity to �D at a

SFF willbeabout1�{2�.Theuseofotherm odessuch as

D 0 ! K � K + and D 0 ! K � 0�0 can im provethe overall

sensitivity and help to elim inateam biguoussolutionsfor

the phase(Sinha etal.,2007).

Searches for CP-violation via triple correlations are

also very powerful. These searches require �nalstates

that contain several linearly independent 4-m om enta

and/or spins. A crucialadvantage is that this class of

som ewhat com plicated �nalstates does not require the

presence ofa CP-conserving (rescattering)phase;in TN
odd-observables the CP asym m etry is proportionalto

the realpartofthe Feynm an am plitude (Atwood etal.,

2001a). M any �nalstates such as K K ��,K ���,��ll

and K K llcan be used;initialstudies ofsom e ofthese

have been carried out(Link etal.,2005). Sem i-leptonic

rare decaysare ofspecialinterestastheirsm allbranch-

ing fractions can translate into large CP-asym m etries.

In practice,thesearch fortriplecorrelationsrequiresthe

presenceofaterm in theangulardistribution thatispro-

portionaltosin�,where� istheanglebetween theplanes

ofthe two pseudoscalarsand the two leptons.Ithasre-

cently been pointed out by Bigi(2007) that this asym -

m etry could be enhanced using data taken by a SFF in

thecharm energy region (i.e.atthe (3770)resonance).

In this scenario, one uses the process e+ e� ! 
� !

D shortD long followed by tagging ofthe short-lived state

via,e.g.,D short ! K + K � . Thisthen allowsanalysisof

theD long ! K + K � ‘+ ‘� decay.Theoperation ofa SFF

atthe  (3770)resonance would also provide im portant

inputto the determ ination of
 from B ! D K decays,

asdiscussed in Section IV.B (Atwood and Soni,2003b;

Bondarand Poluektov,2006,2008;G ronau etal.,2001;

6 H ere we assum e that any large phase is due to new physics.

In this case,the quantity that is m easured is the phase ofD 0

m ixing via M 12. In the SM ,it is possible that M 12 � �12 in

which case the relation between the experim entalphase and the

phase ofD 0 m ixing ism ore com plicated.

So�er,1998).

CP violation in m ixing can be probed using inclu-

sive sem ileptonic CP asym m etry of \wrong sign" lep-

tons(Bigi,2007):

aSL (D
0) �

�(D 0(t)! ‘� X )� �(�D 0(t)! ‘+ X )

�(D 0(t)! ‘� X )+ �(�D 0(t)! ‘+ X )

=
jqj4 � jpj4

jqj4 + jpj4
: (105)

A nonnegligiblevaluerequiresaBSM CP violatingphase

in �C = 2 dynam ics and depends on both sin� D and

��=�M .In theD 0 system ,while�� and �M areboth

sm all,theratio ��=�M need notbe.In factthecentral

values in the present data are consistent with unity or

even a som ewhatbiggervalue.Theasym m etry aSL(D
0)

isdriven by thisratio oritsinverse,whicheverissm aller.

Thusalthough theratefor\wrongsign"leptonsissm all,

theirCP asym m etry m ightnotbeifthereisa signi�cant

NP phase �D (Bigi,2007). Due to the sm allnessofthe

rate for \wrong sign" leptonic decays, NP constraints

from this m easurem ent would stillbe statistics lim ited

ata SFF.

Finally, although we have focused on CP violation

phenom ena in this section, there is also a num ber of

rare decays that can be useful probes of new physics

e�ects. For exam ple,searches for lepton 
avor violat-

ing charm decays such as D 0 ! �e or D (s) ! M �e,

where M is a light m eson such as K or �,can clearly

help im provetheboundson exotica.In addition,studies

of D +

(s)
! l� decays provide com plem entary inform a-

tion to leptonic B + decays(discussed in Section III.C),

and are usefulto bound charged Higgs contributionsin

thelargetan� lim it(Akeroyd,2004;Akeroyd and Chen,

2007;Rosnerand Stone,2008).

XI. N P TESTS IN TH E TAU LEPTO N SECTO R

A. SearchesforLepton FlavorViolation

The discovery ofneutrino oscillations (Ahm ad etal.,

2002;Aliu etal.,2005;Davisetal.,1968;Eguchietal.,

2003;Fukuda etal.,1998;K ajita,2006) providesdirect

experim entalevidence that the accidentallepton 
avor

sym m etries of the renorm alizable Standard M odel are

broken in nature. It is therefore com pelling to search

for lepton 
avor violation (LFV) also in the decays of

charged leptons. LFV decays of tau leptons can be

searched for at a Super Flavor Factory. The list of

interesting LFV m odes includes � ! l
, � ! l1l2l3
and � ! lh, where li stands for � or e, while the

hadronic �nalstate h can be,forexam ple,�0;�(0),K S,

or a m ultihadronic state. These searches willcom ple-

m ent studies of LFV in the m uon sector. The decay

� ! e
 will be searched for at M EG (G rassi, 2005;

Ritt,2006), while � ! e conversion will be searched

for at PRISM /PRIM E (K uno,2005;Sato etal.,2006).
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TABLE X Currentand expected future90% CL upperlim its

on thebranchingfractionsand conversion probabilitiesofsev-

erallepton 
avorviolating processes.Theexpectationsgiven

for�
�
! e

�

 and �

�
Ti! e

�
Ticonversion are single event

sensitivities(SES).

M ode CurrentUL FutureUL/SES

�
�
! e

�

 1:2� 10

�11 (a)
(1� 10)� 10

�13 (b)

�
�
! e

�
e
+
e
�

1:0� 10
�12 (c)

|

�
� Ti! e

� Ti 6:1� 10�13 (d) 5� 10�19 (e)

�
�
! �

�

 5:0� 10

�8 (f)
(2� 8)� 10

�9 (g)

�
�
! e

�

 5:0� 10

�8 (h)
(2� 8)� 10

�9 (g)

�
�
! �

�
�
+
�
�

3:2� 10
�8 (i)

(0:2� 1)� 10
�9 (g)

�
�
! �

�
� 6:5� 10

�8 (j)
(0:4� 4)� 10

�9 (g)

(a)
Ahm ed etal.(2002);Brooksetal.(1999)

(b)
G rassi(2005);Ritt(2006)

(c)
Bellgardtetal.(1988)

(d)D ohm en etal.(1993) (f)Hayasaka etal.(2007)
(e)
K uno (2005);Sato etal.(2006)

(g)
Akeroyd etal.(2004);Bona etal.(2007c)

(h)
Aubertetal.(2006j)

(j)
M iyazakietal.(2007a)

(i)
Aubertetal.(2007e);M iyazakietal.(2007b)

Another interesting way to search for NP e�ects is to

testlepton 
avoruniversality in B ! K e+ e� vs. B !

K �+ �� decays.Thedecaysintom uonscan bewellm ea-

sured in hadronicenvironm ent,whiletheelectron decays

areeasiertom easureataSFF.Thecurrentand expected

future sensitivitiesofseveralLFV m odesofinterestare

sum m arizedin TableX (form oredetails,seeRaidaletal.

(2008)).

Extending to the leptonic sector the concept of

m inim al 
avor violation, described in Section III.B,

provides an e�ective �eld theory estim ate of

LFV (Cirigliano etal., 2005; Davidson and Palorini,

2006; G rinstein etal., 2007). The m inim al lepton


avor violation (M LFV) hypothesis supposes that

the scale �L N at which the total lepton num ber gets

broken is m uch larger than the m ass scale �L F of

the lightest new particles extending the SM leptonic

sector (Cirigliano etal., 2005). These new particles

could, for instance, be the sleptons of M SSM . The

assum ption of M LFV is that the new particles break


avor m inim ally,i.e. only through charged lepton and

neutrino Yukawa m atrices.

M LFV predictions have severalsourcesoftheoretical

uncertainties. First,unlike the quark sector the M FV

prescription isnotunique forthe leptonsbecause ofthe

am biguity in theneutrino sector.Them inim alchoicefor

the SM neutrino m assterm is

Ldim 5 = �
1

2�L N

g
ij
� (

�Lci
L �2H )(H T

�2L
j

L
)+ h:c:; (106)

with g� a spurion ofM LFV.Thism assterm could arise

from integrating out heavy right-handed neutrinos. In

this case there is an additionalspurion y� from heavy

neutrino-light neutrino Yukawa term s with g� � �T� ��.

This then changesthe spurion analysis,giving di�erent

predictions on the size ofLFV processes. Further am -

biguities are due to unknown absolute size ofneutrino

m asses,i.e. whether neutrinoshave norm alorinverted

m asshierarchy,and from the size ofCP violation in the

leptonic sector. M ost im portantly,the m inim alsize of

LFV e�ects is not �xed. Rescaling sim ultaneously the

coupling m atrix g� ! k2g� and the lepton num ber vi-

olation scale �L N ! k2�L N does not change the neu-

trino m ass m atrix, while it changes B(ei ! ej
) !

k4 logkB(ei ! ej
) (keeping �L F �xed at the sam e

tim e). The ratesofthe lepton 
avorviolating processes

therefore increase as the m asses of the heavy neutri-

nos are raised7. This dependence cancels in the ratio

B(� ! �
)=B(� ! e
). Norm alizing to the charged-

currentdecay

B(li ! lj
)7!
B(li ! lj
)

B(li ! lj��)
; (107)

Cirigliano etal.(2005)obtain thatB(� ! e
)� (0:1�

10� 4)� B(� ! �
) depending on the value ofsin�13
angle, with sm aller values ofB(� ! e
) obtained for

sm aller values ofsin�13. Saturating the present exper-

im entalbound on B(� ! e
) at sin�13 � 0:05 gives

B(� ! �
)� 10� 8,within the reach ofa SFF.

A working exam ple of M LFV m odel is for in-

stance the CM SSM with three right-handed neutri-

nos (Antusch etal., 2006). The correlations between

B(� ! e
) and B(� ! �
) are shown in Fig.21.

In this scenario the rate for � ! e
 decay depends

strongly on the value of the neutrino m ixing param e-

ter �13, and could be hard to m easure if �13 < 1�,

whereas B(� ! �
) is approxim ately independent of

this param eter. For the choices ofparam eters used in

Fig.21,based on theSnowm asspoint1 (Allanach etal.,

2002),theratesofLFV processesaresuppressed { m uch

largerratesforB(� ! �
)arepossible forotherchoices

of NP param eters. Large LFV e�ects in charged lep-

ton decays are found in other exam ples of extending

SM with heavy right-handed neutrinos with or without

supersym m etry (Agasheetal., 2006; Babu and K olda,

2002; Borzum atiand M asiero, 1986; Ellisetal., 2002;

Hisano etal.,1996;Ilakovac,2000;M asiero etal.,2004;

Pham ,1999).

Em bedding M FV in a G UT setup can lead to qual-

itatively di�erent conclusions. Now the e�ective weak

Ham iltonian forli ! lj processesinvolvesalso thequark

Yukawa couplings YU;D . This m eans that contrary to

theM LFV caseabove,the � ! e
 and � ! �
;e
 rates

cannot be arbitrarily suppressed by lowering �L N . For

7 They do decrease with increased � L F ,the m assscale oflow en-

ergy N P particles(such asslepton),asforthe m ostN P sensitive

m easurem ents.
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FIG .21 Correlation between B(� ! e
)and B(� ! �
),and

the dependence on the heaviest right-handed neutrino m ass

m N 3
and theneutrino m ixing angle�13 in constrained M SSM

with threeright-handed neutrinos(Antusch etal.,2006).For

three values of m N 3
, the range of predicted values for the

lepton 
avorviolating branching fractions are illustrated for

di�erent values of�13 by scanning over other m odelparam -

eters. Horizontal and vertical dashed lines denote experi-

m entalbounds,with dotted lines showing estim ated future

sensitivities (note that these are alm ost an order ofm agni-

tude too conservative with regard to the SFF sensitivity for

B(� ! �
)(Akeroyd etal.,2004;Bona etal.,2007c)).

�L N . 1012 G eV the G UT induced contribution con-

trolled by YU;D starts to dom inate, which in turn for

NP scale �L F . 10 TeV gives B(� ! e
) above 10� 13

within reach oftheM EG experim ent(G rassi,2005).The

M LFV and G UT-M FV scenarios can be distinguished

by com paring di�erent � and � LFV rates. For in-

stance, in the lim it where quark-induced term s dom i-

nate one has B(� ! �
) / �4 and B(� ! e
) / �10,

with � ’ 0:22, giving B(� ! �
)=B(� ! e
) �

O (104), which allows � ! �
 to be just below the

present exclusion bound. Further inform ation that dis-

tinguishes the two scenarioscan be obtained from � !

l�(l = �;e), �0 ! �+ e� , V ! �� (V = J= ;�)

and �;� ! l1l2l3 decays (Cirigliano and G rinstein,

2006). Explicit realizations of LFV in supersym -

m etric G UT m odels have been discussed in the lit-

erature (Barbieriand Hall, 1994; Barbierietal., 1995;

Calibbietal.,2006;G om ezand G oldberg,1996).

Sim ilarly,correlations between di�erent � and � de-

cays for a general2HDM have been derived (Paradisi,

2006a,b).Thedecays� ! e
 and � ! �
 werefound to

bethem ostsensitiveprobesthatcan becloseto present

experim entalbounds,while correlations between di�er-

entdecaysarea signatureofthe theory.

In supersym m etric extensions of the SM , the li !

lj

� dipole operator typically dom inates over the four-

lepton operators, which leads to a sim ple prediction

TABLE XI Com parison ofvariousratiosofbranching ratios

in little Higgs m odelwith T parity and in the M SSM with-

out and with signi�cant Higgs contributions (Blanke etal.,

2007a).

Ratio LHT M SSM (dipole) M SSM (Higgs)
B (�! 3e)

B (�! e
)
0.4{2.5 � 6� 10

�3
� 6� 10

�3

B (�! 3e)

B (�! e
)
0.4{2.3 � 1� 10

�2
� 1� 10

�2

B (�! 3�)

B (�! �
)
0.4{2.3 � 2� 10�3 0.06{0.1

B (�! e2�)

B (�! e
)
0.3{1.6 � 2� 10

�3
0.02{0.04

B (�! �2e)

B (�! �
)
0.3{1.6 � 1� 10

�2
� 1� 10

�2

B (�! 3e)

B (�! e2�)
1.3{1.7 � 5 0.3{0.5

B (�! 3�)

B (�! �2e)
1.2{1.6 � 0:2 5{10

R (�T i! eT i)

B (�! e
)
10

�2
{10

2
� 5� 10

�3
0.08{0.15

(Brignoleand Rossi,2004)

B(li ! ljlklk)

B(li ! lj
)
’
�em

3�

�

log
m 2

�

m 2
�

�
11

4

�

= O (10� 3) (108)

Ifthe o�-diagonalslepton m ass-m atrix elem ent �3l and

tan� are large enough,the Higgs-m ediated transitions

can alterthisconclusion.Forinstance in the decoupling

lim it(Paradisi,2006b)

B(� ! l��)

B(� ! l
)
�
3+ 5�l�

36
� O (0:1): (109)

In Little HiggsM odelswith T-parity on the otherhand,

Z and box-diagram contributions dom inate over the

radiativeoperators,which then givesdistinctly di�erent

ratiosofdecay widthstothosein theM SSM ,asshown in

Table XI(Blankeetal.,2007a). In Little HiggsM odels

with T-parity with a NP scalef � 500 G eV,the LFV �

decays can be seen at a SFF.In other m odels � ! e
,

� ! l1l2l3 or � ! hl can be enhanced (Black etal.,

2002;Brignoleand Rossi,2004;Chen and G eng,2006b;

Cveticetal., 2002; deG ouvea and Jenkins, 2007;

Lietal., 2006; Saha and K undu, 2002; Sher, 2002).

Further inform ation on the LFV origin could be

provided from Dalitz plot analysis of � ! 3� with

large enough data sam ples (Dassingeretal., 2007;

M atsuzakiand Sanda,2007).

B. Testsoflepton 
avoruniversality in tau decays

A com plem entary window to NP is provided by pre-

cisetestsoflepton 
avoruniversality in charged current

� ! ���� and � ! e��� decays.In the largetan� regim e

ofM SSM thedeviationsarisefrom Higgs-m ediated LFV

am plitudes, where the e�ects are generated by LF-

conserving butm assdependentcouplings. Thisiscom -

plem entary to K l2 and B l2 decays,wheredeviationsare

m ainly duetoLFV couplings(Isidoriand Paradisi,2006;

M asiero etal.,2006).
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Itisim portantto note that,while m ostofthe super-

sym m etricm odelsdiscussed abovewerem inim ally 
avor

violating,thisisfarfrom being the only possibility still

allowed by the LFV data. To �rst approxim ation the

rare
avorchanging charged lepton decaysconstrain the

following com bination ofsupersym m etricparam eters

sin2~�2ij
�~m 2

ij

~m 2
; (110)

where ~�ij is the slepton m ixing angle with i;j = 1;2;3

thegeneration indices,while�~m ij and ~m arethe di�er-

ence and the average of ~m i;j slepton m asses,while for

sim plicity we suppress the L;R indices for left-handed

and right-handed sleptons. Thus the 
avorbounds can

be obeyed eitherifthe m ixing anglesare sm allorifthe

sleptonsarem assdegenerate.Interpolation between the

two options exem pli�es a set ofrealistic supersym m et-

ric m odelsdiscussed by Feng etal.(2007),where super-

sym m etry breaking m echanism was taken to be a com -

bination ofgauge m ediated (leading to degeneracy)and

gravity m ediated supersym m etry breakingsupplem ented

with horizontalsym m etries (leading to alignm ent with

splitm assspectrum ).

The high pT processes at LHC experim ents probe a

di�erent com bination ofFV supersym m etric couplings.

For degenerate sleptons with large m ixing one m ay ob-

serve oscillations in ~li ! lj�
0 or ~�02 ! ~lilj ! lilj~�

0
1

decay chains. This constrains (taking the lim it ofboth

sleptons having the sam e decay width � for sim plicity)

(Arkani-Ham ed etal.,1996)

sin2~�ij
(�~m ij=~m )

2

(�=~m )2 + (�~m ij=~m )
2
; (111)

which should becom paredwith Eq.(110).An exam pleof

constraintscom ing from the LHC and B(� ! e
)based

on a prelim inary sim ulation in the cM SSM is shown in

Fig22.A qualitatively sim ilarinterplayofLHC and SFF

constraintsisexpected for� ! �
.By having both the

LHC high pT and low energy LFV m easurem entsathigh

enough precision oneisableto m easureboth them ixing

angleand them asssplitting oftheleptons,thusprobing

the natureofthe supersym m etry breaking m echanism .

O n the experim entalside,a SFF is an idealexperi-

m entto study lepton 
avorviolating tau decaysdue to

the large cross-section (�(e+ e� ! �+ �� ) = (0:919 �

0:003)nb at
p
s= 10:58G eV (Banerjeeetal.,2007))and

a clean environm ent.Ithasm uch bettersensitivity than

theLHC experim entseven fortheapparently favourable

� ! ��� channel(Santinelli,2002;Unel,2005).

The B factories have dem onstrated the enorm ous

potential for tau physics from an e+ e� collider run-

ning at the �(4S). The current experim ental up-

per lim its for m ost lepton 
avor violating tau decays

are at present in the 10� 7{10� 8 range (Abe etal.,

2007f,2008;Aubertetal.,2007e,t;Hayasaka etal.,2007;

M iyazakietal.,2006,2007a),indicating thata SFF will

probe what is phenom enologically a highly interesting

0.01

0.1

1

10

0.1 1

∆m
 (

G
eV

)

sin2θ

5 σ (LHC)
Br(µ→eγ) = 1.2×10−11

Br(µ→eγ) = 1.0×10−12

Br(µ→eγ) = 1.0×10−14

FIG .22 The LHC reach for196 fb
�1

in the ~�ij{�~m ij plane,

and the line of the constant B(� ! e
) in cM SSM with

tan� = 10, A = 0, M 0 = 90 G eV, and M 1=2 = 250

G eV (Hisano etal.,2002).

range,up to two ordersofm agnitude below the existing

bounds.

Form any ofthe LFV � channels,the only lim itation

isdueto statistics{ thereareno signi�cantbackgrounds

as the e+ e� ! �+ �� process provides a very distinc-

tive signature, and the neutrinoless �nal state allows

the four-m om entum ofthe decaying tau lepton to be re-

constructed. In the lim it ofnegligible background,the

achievable upper lim it scales with the integrated lum i-

nosity.

Specialconsiderationm ustbegiventotheradiativede-

cays� ! �
 and � ! e
,sinceforthesechannelsthereis

an im portantbackground sourcefrom SM tau decays(eg.

� ! �����)com bined with aphoton from initialstatera-

diation.Thisirreduciblebackgroundisalreadyan im por-

tantfactorin thecurrentanalyses(Aubertetal.,2005c,

2006j;Hayasaka etal.,2007),and willbe dom inant at

veryhigh lum inosities.Controlofthesebackgroundsand

otherim provem entsin the analyseswillhave an im por-

tante�ecton theultim atesensitivity ofa SFF to lepton


avorviolating tau decays.

C. CP Violation in the � system

An observation of CP violation in � decays

would provide an incontrovertible NP signal. Sev-

eral NP m odels allow direct CP violation e�ects in

hadronic � decays (Datta etal., 2007; Davieretal.,

2006; Delepine etal., 2006, 2005; G rossm an, 1994;

K uhn and M irkes,1997),wheretheonly SM background

is that from daughter neutral kaons (Bigiand Sanda,

2005; Calderon etal., 2007) and is O (10� 3) in � !

�K 0
S��. Partialrate asym m etries,integrated over the

phase space for the decay,can be m easured with sub-

percentprecision ata SFF.A m orecom prehensiveanal-
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ysis requires a study of the am plitude structure func-

tions (Bona etal., 2007c; K uhn and M irkes, 1992a,b);

these analyses can also be perform ed,but bene�t from

having a polarized beam to providea referenceaxis.

A polarized beam can also be used to m ake m easure-

m ents ofthe � electric and m agnetic dipole m om ents.

FortheEDM m easurem ent,an im provem entofthreeor-

ders ofm agnitude on the present bounds (Inam ietal.,

2003)can be achieved (Bernabeu etal.,2007).However

this range can be saturated only by exotic NP m odels

that can avoid stringent bound on the electric dipole

m om ent of the electron. For the M DM , the anom a-

lous m om ent could be m easured for the �rst tim e at a

SFF (Bernabeu etal.,2008).

XII. CO M PARISO N O F A SUPER FLAVO R FACTO RY

W ITH LH CB

SinceaSuperFlavorFactorywilltakedatain theLHC

era,itisreasonabletoaskhow itsphysicsreach com pares

with the
avorphysicspotentialoftheLHC experim ents,

m ostnotably LHCb (Cam illeri,2007;Nakada,2007).By

2014,theLHCb experim entisexpected to haveaccum u-

lated 10 fb
� 1

ofdata from pp collisionsata lum inosity

of� 2 � 1032 cm � 2s� 1 (Buchalla etal.,2008). M ore-

over,LHCb is planning an upgrade where they would

run at10tim estheinitialdesign lum inosity and record a

data sam pleofabout100 fb
� 1

(Dijkstra,2007;M uheim ,

2007).

Them oststrikingoutcom eofany com parison between

a SFF and LHCb isthatthestrengthsofthetwo experi-

m entsarelargely com plem entary.Forexam ple,thelarge

boostofthe B hadronsproduced atLHCb allowstim e-

dependentstudiesofthe oscillationsofB s m esonswhile

m any ofthe m easurem ents that constitute the prim ary

physicsm otivation fora SFF cannotbe perform ed in a

high m ultiplicityhadronicenvironm ent,forexam ple,rare

decay m odes with m issing energy such as B + ! ‘+ �‘
and B + ! K + ���. M easurem ents ofthe CK M m atrix

elem ents jVubjand jVcbjand inclusive analyses of pro-

cessessuch asb! s
 and b! s‘+ ‘� also bene�tgreatly

from the clean and relatively sim ple e+ e� collider en-

vironm ent. At LHCb the reconstruction e�ciencies are

reduced forchannelscontaining severalneutralparticles

and for studies where the B decay vertex m ust be de-

term ined from a K 0
S m eson. Consequently,a SFF has

unique potentialto m easurethe photon polarization via

m ixing-induced CP violation in B 0
d ! K 0

S�
0
. Sim -

ilarly, a SFF is well placed to study possible NP ef-

fects in hadronic b ! s penguin decays as it can m ea-

sure precisely the CP asym m etries in m any B 0
d
decay

m odesincluding�K 0,�0K 0,K 0
SK

0
SK

0
S and K

0
S�

0.W hile

LHCb willhave lim ited capability forthese channels,it

can perform com plem entary m easurem ents using decay

m odes such as B 0
s ! �
 and B0s ! �� for radiative

and hadronic b ! s transitions,respectively (Cam illeri,

2007).

W here there is overlap,the strength ofthe SFF pro-

gram m ein itsability to usem ultipleapproachesto reach

the objective becom es apparent. For exam ple, LHCb

should be ableto m easure� to about5� precision using

B ! �� (Nakada,2007),but willnotbe able to access

the fullinform ation in the �� and �� channels,which is

necessary to reduce the uncertainty to the 1{2� levelof

a SFF.Sim ilarly,LHCb can certainly m easure sin(2�)

through m ixing-induced CP violation in B 0
d ! J= K 0

S

decay to high accuracy (about 0.01),but willhave less

sensitivity to m ake im portant com plem entary m easure-

m ents(e.g.,in J= �0 and D h0).W hile LHCb hopesto

m easurethe angle
 with a precision of2{3�,extrapola-

tionsfrom currentB factoriesshow thataSFF islikelyto

beableto im provethisprecision to about1�.LHCb can

probably m akea precise m easurem entofthe zero ofthe

forward-backward asym m etry in B 0 ! K � 0�+ �� ,buta

SFF can also m easure the inclusive channelb! s‘+ ‘� ,

which,asdiscussed in Section VIII.B.1 istheoretically a

m uch cleanerand m orepowerfulobservable.Thebroader

program m eofa SFF thusprovidesa very com prehensive

setofm easurem entsin addition toitsclean experim ental

environm entand superiorneutraldetection capabilities.

This willbe ofgreatim portance forthe study of
avor

physicsin the LHC era.

XIII. SUM M ARY

In thisreview wehavesum m arized thephysicscasefor

a SuperFlavorFactory (SFF);ourem phasishasbeen on

searches for New Physics. Such a high lum inosity m a-

chine (integrating 50-75 ab
� 1
)willofcourse be a Super

B Factory,but im portantly has enorm ous potentialfor

exposing New Physicsnotonly in theB sector,butalso

in charm aswellasin � lepton decays.

In B physicsthe range ofclean and powerfulobserv-

ablesisvery extensive,seeTableXII.A quick inspection

vividly showsthattheSFF willextend thecurrentreach

from the B factoriesform any im portantobservablesby

over an order ofm agnitude. Speci�cally,we should be

able to signi�cantly im prove the precision with which

we can cleanly m easure the angles \directly" and also

determ ine sides ofthe unitarity triangle enhancing our

knowledge ofthese fundam entalparam eters ofthe SM

aswellaschecking fornew physicse�ectsin B d m ixing

and in b ! d transitions. In addition,there are criti-

cally im portantdirectsearchesforNew Physicsthatare

also possible. For exam ple,we should be able to m ea-

sure sin2� from penguin-dom inated b ! s m odes with

an accuracy ofa few percent. This willeither clearly

establish the presence ofa new CP-odd phase in b ! s

transitionsor allow us to constrain itsigni�cantly. Im -

proved m easurem ents ofdirect and tim e-dependent CP

asym m etriesin a hostofm odesand the �rstresultson

the zero crossing ofthe forward-backward asym m etries

in inclusive radiative b! s‘+ ‘� decayswillbe exciting

and extrem ely inform ative.Furtherm ore,a largeclassof
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TABLE XII Expected sensitivities at a SFF com pared to current sensitivities for selected physics quantities. This table

has been adapted from Table Iof(Browderetal.,2007) and also includes results from the HFAG (Heavy Flavor Averaging

G roup)com pilation (Barberio etal.,2007). Forsom e unitarity triangle quantities such as 
 and �,due to low statistics and

non-gaussian behaviourofthe uncertainties in currentm easurem ents there is poor agreem ent on the �naluncertainty in the

world average. For exam ple,for 
 the CK M �tter group (Charlesetal.,2005) obtains � 31
�
while UT�t(Bona etal.,2006b)

�nds� 16
�
dueto di�erencesin statisticalm ethodologies.ForjVubjthereisconsiderable debateon thetreatm entoftheoretical

errors.Representative valuesfrom the PD G m inireview are given asan estim ate forthe currentsensitivity entry below.

O bservable SFF sensitivity Currentsensitivity

sin(2�)(J= K
0
) 0.005{0.012 0.025


 (D K ) 1{2
�

� 31
�
(CK M �tter)

� (��,��,��) 1{2
�

� 15
�
(CK M �tter)

jVubj(excl) 3{5% � 18% (PD G review)

jVubj(incl) 3{5% � 8% (PD G review)

�� 1.7{3.4%
+ 20%

�12%

�� 0.7{1.7% 4:6%

S(�K 0) 0.02{0.03 0.17

S(�
0
K

0
) 0.01{0.02 0.07

S(K S K S K
0
) 0.02{0.03 0.20

B(B ! ��) 3{4% 30%

B(B ! ��) 5{6% notm easured

B(B ! D ��) 2{2.5% 31%

A C P (b! s
) 0.004{0.005 0.037

A C P (b! s
 + d
) 0.01 0.12

B(B ! X d
) 5{10% � 40%

B(B ! �
)=B(B ! K
�

) 3{4% 16%

S(K S �
0

) 0.02{0.03 0.24

S(�
0

) 0.08{0.12 0.67

B(B ! X s‘
+
‘
� ) 4{6% 23%

A
F B

(B ! X s‘
+
‘
�
)s0 4{6% notm easured

B(B ! K ���) 16{20% notm easured

�D 1{2� � 20�

B(� ! �
) 2{8� 10�9 notseen,< 5:0� 10�8

B(� ! ���) 0.2{1� 10
�9

notseen,< (2{4)� 10
�8

B(� ! ��) 0.4{4� 10�9 notseen,< 5:1� 10�8

nulltestswilleitherconstrain NP orrevealitspresence.

W hile the dram atic increase in lum inosity at a SFF

willallow signi�cant im provem ents in m any im portant

existing m easurem ents,the SFF also willprovidean im -

portant step change over the B factories in that m any

new channelsand observableswillbecom e accessible for

the �rst tim e. These include b ! d
, b ! d‘+ ‘�

B ! K (� )��� and sem i-inclusive hadronic m odes. In ad-

dition,sensitive probesofright-handed currentswillbe-

com e possible through m easurem entsoftim e-dependent

asym m etriesin radiative b! s
 processessuch asB !

K S�
0(�0)
,as wellas transverse polarization ofthe �

in sem itauonic decays ofB m esons. At the SFF,the

high statistics and kinem atic constraints ofproduction

atthe�(4S)alsowillallow clean studiesofm any im por-

tantinclusiveprocessesin therecoiloffullyreconstructed

tagged B m esons.

High lum inosity charm studieswillalso besensitiveto

the e�ects ofnew physics;the m ost im portant ofthese

is a search for a new CP-odd phase in D m ixing (�D )

with a sensitivity of a few degrees. Im proved studies

oflepton 
avor violation in � decays with m uch higher

sensitivitiescould also prove to be extrem ely im portant

in revealing new phenom ena orallowing usto constrain

itm oree�ectively.

A SuperFlavorFactorywillcom plem entdedicated 
a-

vorstudiesattheLHC with itssensitivitytodecaym odes

with photonsand m ultiple neutrinosaswellasinclusive

processes. The SFF willextend the reach ofthe high

pT experim entsatthe LHC in m any waysand willhelp

usinterpretwhatevertype ofNew Physicsisdiscovered

there.
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