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A bstract

T he potential of a Super F lavor Factory (SFF ) for searches of New Physics is reviewed. W hile
very high lum inosity B physics is assum ed to be at the core of the program , its scope for extensive
cham and studies are also em phasized. T he possibility to run at the (5S) is also very brie y
discussed; In principle, this could provide very clean m easurem ents of B s decays. T he strength
and reach of a SFF is m ost notably due to the possibility of exam ining an in pressive array of
very clean observables. T he angles and the sides of the unitarity triangle can be determ ined w ith
unprecedented accuracy. T hese serve as a reference for New Physics (NP ) sensitive decays such as
B* ! ' and penguin dom inated hadronic decay m odes, providing tests of generic NP scenarios
w ith an accuracy of a few percent. B esides, very precise studies of direct and tin e dependent CP
asym m etries in radiative B decays and forward-backward asymm etry studies in B ! X ‘" ‘
and num erous null tests using B , chamm and decays are also likely to provide pow erful insights
into NP.The dram atic increase in lum inosity at a SFF willalso open up entirely new avenues for
probing NP observables, e.g. by allow ing sensitive studies using theoretically clean processes such
asB ! Xs .TheSFF isenvisioned to be a crucial tool for essential studies of avor in the LHC
era, and w ill extend the reach of the LHC in m any im portant ways.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Theterm avorwas rstused in particle physics in the
context of the quark m odel of hadrons. It was coined In
1971 by M urray G ell:M ann and his student at the tim e,
Harald Fritzsch, at a Baskin-R obbins icecream store in
Pasadena. Just as icecream has both colorand avor so
do quarks (Exitzsct,[2008).

F lavor physics denotes physics of transitions betw een
the three generations of Standard M odel (SM ) ferm ions.
W ith the LHC startup around the comer,why should one
pay attention to these low energy phenom ena? For one
thing, avorphysicscan probenew physics (NP ) through
o —shell corrections, before the NP particles them selves
are produced in energy frontier experim ents. As a his-
toric exam ple, the existence of the charm quark was pre—
dicted from the suppression of K ! before its
discovery W ,M),whﬂeﬂ:smasswassu&
cessfully predicted from m i ,11974).
F lavor physics is also intin ately connected w ith the ori-
gin of ferm on m asses. In the lin it of vanishing m asses
the avor physics is trivial { no intergenerational tran—
sitions occur since weak and m ass eigenbases trivially
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FIG .1 95% con dence levelconstraints on param eters and

in the W olfenstein param etrization of the CKM m atrix.
Left: present constraints, right: with errors shrunk to the
size expected at a SFF while tuning central values to have

com patible constraints [from (Browder et all,[2007)]
coincide. Tt is only the m ign atch of weak and m ass

eigenbases (or the m ian atch between the bases iIn which
gauge and Yukawa temm s are diagonal) that m akes a-
vor physics interesting. In the quark sector of SM this
m ism atch is described by a single unitary m atrix — the
C abibbo{K obayashi{M askawa (CKM ) m atrix. Finally,
CP violhtion isclosely related to avor physics. A strong
argum ent for the existence of new sources of CP viola-
tion isthat the CKM m echanisn isunable to account for
the observed baryon asymm etry of the universe (BAU )
through baryogenesis (G avela et al,,[1994). This points
at NP with new sources of CP vioclation in either the
quark or lepton sector (the latter potentially related to
the BAU via leptogenesis m,m)). Tt is therefore
In portant to nvestigate the BAU 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 mile-
stone in our understanding of CP violation phe-
nomena was reached. For the 1rst timne, de-
tailed experin ents, BABAR dA_umr_tﬁﬁJl, [ZM) and
Belle (Abashian et al,2002) ), provided a striking con r-
m ation of the CKM -paradigm of CP violation @,
[1963; K obayashiand M askawa,|1973). The K obayashi-
M askawa m odel of CP -violation, based on three fam ilies
and a sihgle CP-odd phase, is able to account for the
observed CP violation in the B system , as well as that
n theK system , to an accuracy of about 20% , as shown
in Fig.[I (Bona et al,2006H,120078;IC harks et all,2005;
Lunghiand Soni, [2007). The In pressive gain In preci-
sion on CKM constraints that is expected at a SFF is
also shown in Fig.[.

W hile we celebrate this rem arkable agreem ent it is in —
portant to note that increasing the accuracy of CKM
tests brings m ore than just an increased know ledge of
fundam ental CKM param eters. Once NP particles are
observed at LHC , avor physics observables w ill provide
a set of iIndependent constraints on the NP Lagrangian.
These constraints are com plem entary to the m easure-
m ents that are perform ed athigh pr processes { ie. they




provide a com plem entary constraint on the com bination
of couplings, m ixing angles and NP m asses and becom e
much m ore powerful once 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
case of m inin ally avor violating NP that has couplings
to SM ferm ions com parable to weak gauge couplings, the
present results from B factories allow for m asses of NP
particlesbelow 100G &V . A fter com pletion ofthe Super
F lavorFactory (SFF ) program thislin itwould be pushed
to 600G eV [Bona etall,20078;B rowder et all,[2007),
illustrating the com plem entarity of LHC and SFF reach !
Let us elaborate a bit m ore on this In portant point.
TheNP constraints depend on both NP couplings to SM
quarks and the NP m asses and the two cannot be disen—
tangled. An im portant set of avor physics observables
useful for NP searches are those from processes that pro—
ceed through avor changing neutralcurrents. T hese are
loop suppressed in the SM , and hence NP contributions
are easier to detect than in charged avor changing tran—
sitions that occur at tree level n the SM . Let us take
as an explicit exam ple corrections to the F = 2 pro-
cesses, ie. oK °{K?,BJ{BJ and BJ{B! m &xing. The
corresponding SM weak Ham ilttonian has a form

lCo 2
He = 12 ViV dni dng i (1)
0

where Cy is a W ilson coe cient that is of order O (1),

0= 4 my =g° ' 25 TeV is the appropriate scale or

a loop suppressed SM process, and dj;; are the down

quark eldsd;s;b. For sim plicity let us also assum e that

NP leads to the e ective operator w ith the sam e D irac
structure as in the SM , so
C
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If NP couplings do not have any avor structure, then
Cup O (1),while yp corresponds roughly to the NP
particles’ m asses, if these are exchanged at tree level. In
this case the NP m asses are well above the weak scale.
For Instance, presentm easurem ents exclude O (1) correc—
tions to theBg Bg m ixing, from which

2
3 NP 3)
) np & 500 Tev ;

For B! Yand K ° K ° mixings the corresponding

np Scales are 100 TeV and 10? TeV , respectively. T he

1 Note that the generic M FV scenario of weakly coupled NP is
not the m ost conservative scenario. The SFF constraint can be
avoided, if couplings to SM ferm ions are further suppressed (see

for instance, |G rossm an et all (2007K).)

fact that these scales arem uch larger than theweak scale

my isknown asthe NP avor problm .

Ifnew physics particlesw ith massM are exchanged at
tree levelw ith O (1) coupling constants, then yp M .
T his excludes new physics w ith general avor violation
structure at the energies accessble at the LHC . This
conclusion holds even if new physics particles are ex-—
changed only at 1-doop order, where yp 4 M =<§P .
For gyp g even the weakest bound from the B! B
system still leads to new physics particles w ith m asses
& TTevV.

In other words, if the hierarchy problem of the Stan—
dard M odel is resolved by adding m ore particles near the
electrow eak scale, this extended sectorm ust have a non—
generic avor structure. Having com pltely avor blind
new physics is unnatural since the SM already contains

avor violation in the Yukawa couplings. The m Inim al
possibility for the NP contribution of Eq. (2) is that the
NP avorviolhtion com esonly from the SM Yukawa cou-
plings. T his is the assum ption underlying M inin alF la—
vor V iolation M FV ); see Section [IILB]. The NP contri-
bution of Eq. (2) then obeys the sam e CKM hierarchy as
the SM contribution of Eq. {Il) and can be rew ritten as

¢ 2
— VuVey dui dug e (4)
NP

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

avor transitions translatesto yp & o/ 25 TeV.If
NP contributions are loop suppressed (as those from the
SM are), then this bound translates to a relatively weak
bound M & my (fgyp g).

W e see that In this m inin al scenario, where no new
m echanisn s of avor viclation beyond those already
present in the SM are introduced in the NP sector of the
theory, one requires precision m easurem ents of B physics
observables to have results that are com plem entary to
the m easuramn ents ocf NP spectrum at the LHC . In par-
ticular, as already m entioned, taking gype gwith NP
contributing at 1-loop then SFF precision translhates to
a bound on NP m asses of around 600 G &V ,
20070 ;B row der et all,[20017)

A nother very powerful probe of NP e ects are m ea—
surem ents of CP violating observables. Extensions of
the SM generically lead to new sources ofC P-odd phases
and/or new sources of avor breaking [for a review see,
e.g.BlMﬁLall (20018)]. An elm entary exam ple is
provided by the SM itself. W hile a two-generation ver—
sion of the SM doesnotexhibitCP viclation,a singleCP -
odd phase in the CKM m atrix occurs very naturally as
a consequence of the third quark fam ily. Beyond the SM
the existence of new CP odd phases can be seen explicitly
n speCL c extensions such as two H iggs doublet m od-
els I_Li Iwim@‘ [1976), the ftright symm et—
ricm odel M&bﬁmﬂﬂjﬂdﬂihﬂﬂ ),
low energy SU SY d&m&mﬁnﬁﬁﬂ [199€) orm odelsw ith
warped extra din ensions MMJMJM .

Furthem ore, while B -factory results have now es-
tablished that the CKM -“paradigm works to good accu-—




racy, as m ore data has been accum ulated som e possi-
ble indications of deviations from the SM have em erged.
These incluide the amall \tension" between the di-
rect and indirect determm inations of sin2 , as seen in
Fig.[d (Bona etal, 20061, 20074; [C harles et all, 2003;
Lunghiand SQHLM)), aswellas the fam ous trend for
sin2 from hadronicb! spenguin dom inated decays to
be below that from b! c tree dom inated decays. W hile
thesem easurem entsdo not yet show com pelling evidence
for NP, the results are quite Intriguing { it is also note-
worthy that the discrepancy between sin2 from penguin
dom Inated m odes and from the indirect determm ination
(Le. from the SM  t) is larger (Lunghiand Soni,2007).
Several other m easurem ents in penguin dom nated de-
cays show possible indications of NP that are, unfortu-
nately, obscured by hadronic uncertainties. W hether or
not the currently observed e ects aredue to the interven—
tion of NP, this ilistrates that these processes provide a
sensitive tool to search for NP. Thus, it is all the m ore
In portant to focus on theoretically clean observables, for
w hich hadronic uncertainties cannot cloud the interpre-
tation ofpossible NP signals. In m ost cases this requires
a signi cant increase in statistics, and thereforew illonly
be possble at a SFF.

A key strength of a SFF is that it o ers the oppor-
tunity to exam ne a vast array of observables that allow
a wide range of tests of the SM and sensitively probe
many NP models. In order to achieve this core physics
program , itw illbe necessary to accum ulate 50 100 ab !
of Integrated lum inosity aftera few yearsof running, cor-
responding to an increase of nearly two orders of m agni-
tude over the naldata sam ples available at the current
B <factories. It is In portant to stress that not only willa
SFF enable exciting B physics, it w ill also provide over
5 10° charm hadronand lepton pairs,enabling pow er—
fulstudies ofNP e ects in the up—type quark and lepton
sectors. T he breadth of precision tests in a w ide range of
clean observables that are excellent probes of NP is an
extram ely In portant aspect of the SFF proposal.

W hile expectations for the SFF perform ance are based
on the successes of the current B -factories, it is in por-
tant to em phasise that the huge Increase in statistics w i1l
provide a step change in the physicsgoalsand in NP sen-—
sitivity. The program will include not only m uch m ore
precise studies of N P —sensitive observables for which ini-
tial studies have already been carried out (eg. b! sg,
b! s andb! s“‘ penguin dom inated processes),
butw illalso include channels thathave eitherbarely been
seen, orwhich, at their SM expectations, are beyond the
capabilities of current experim ents (eg. b! d penguin
dom nated processes,b! s decays). C lean studies of
several interesting inclisive processes w ill becom e pos—
sible for the rst tinm e. Furthem ore, for som e channels
w ith very an allSM expectations, positive searchesw ould
provide unam biguous NP signals (eg. lepton avor vi-
olkting decays, CP vichation n cham m ixing and/or
decays, b ! dds decays) etc. T hese provide exam ples of

num erous \nulltests" (Gershon and Soni,12007) that are

accessible to a SFF . It is notable that m uch of the SFF
program w illuse the recoilanalysis technique, that takes
advantageofthee’ e ! (4S)! B B production chain
to provide kinem atic constraints on unreconstructed par—
ticles. This is of great in portance since it allow s m ea—
suram ent of theoretically clean processes w ith typically
low experim ental backgrounds.

In Section ITwebegin w ith a very briefdiscussion ofde—
sign issues for the new m achine(s), Section ITI presents a
review of NP e ects in FCNC processes. For illustration
we discuss three class 0f NP scenarios that are very pop—
ular: M nim al F lavor Violation M FV ), M inin al Super—
symm etric Standard M odel and m odels of warped extra
din ensions. W e then discuss (Section IV ) the prospects
for in proved determ inations of the angls of the UT
by \direct m easurem ents" through the cleanestm ethods
that have been devised so far. Section V brie y review s
the determ ination of the sides of the UT . W e then dis-
cuss the tin e dependent CP asymm etry m easurem ents
in penguin-dom inated m odes (Section V I) that have been
the focus ofm uch attention In the past few years, followed
by a section on null tests (Section V II). Section V IIT is
devoted to the pow erful radiative B decays; here we dis-
cuss both onshellphotonicb! s aswellasb! s’ in
severaldi erentm anifestations. Sections IX isdevoted to
a very brief presentation ofhighlights ofB 5 physics possi-
bilitiesata SFF . Sections X and X Idealw ith cham and

physicspotentialofa SFF . Section X ITbrie y discusses
how the SFF and LHCDb e orts com plam ent each other
In in portant ways and Section X IIT is the Summ ary.

I. DESIGN ISSUES
A . M achine design considerations

Q uite recently, two di erent designs for a Super Fla—
vor Factory (SFF ) have en erged. The SuperK EKB de-
sign (Hashin oto et all, ) is an upgrade of the exist—
Ing KEKB acceleratorw ith expected peak instantaneous
um inosity of 8  16° an 2s !. This is achieved by
increasing the beam currents, while reducing the beam
sizesand In proving the speci ¢ um inosity w ith crab cav—
ities that provide the bene ts of e ective head-on colli-
sions w ith a nonzero crossing angle (Abe ﬂ;aﬂ 2007 gl
A kaiand M orita,[2003;10 e and Yokoye,|1989). W hile
this is a conventional upgrade scenario, it presents sev—
eralchallenges, particularly related to higher orderm ode
heating, collim ation and coherent synchrotron radiation.
A great deal of e ort has gone Into understanding and
soling these problem s including prototypes (for a de—
tailed discussion, see[Hashin oto et all (2004)).

The SuperB design (Bona et al,,|2007¢) uses a com —
pltely di erent approach to achieve a peak instanta—
neous lum inosity in excess of 10°® an ?s . The basic
dea isthathigh lum inosity isachieved through reduction
ofthe verticalbeam size by m ore than an order ofm agni-
tude, rather than by increasing the currents. W ith such




Com parison of some of the key param -

TABLE T
{Hashin oto et all, 2004) and

eters of the SuperK EKB a

SuperB (Bona etall,[2007¢) designs.

Param eter SuperK EKB  SuperB

Beam energies (" =e ,G&V) 3:5=8 4:0=70
Beam currents (€ =e ,A) 9:4=4:1 23=13
Bunch size ( = ,,nm) 42000=367 5700=35
Bunch length ( ,,mm) 3 6

Em ittance ( x = y,nm -xad) 9=0:045 1:6=0:004
Beta function at P ( y = ,,mm) 200=3 20=03
Peak lum inosity (10°°* am? s 1) 0.8 > 1

W allpower M W ) 83 17

an all em ittance beam s, a large crossing angle ,
M;m@hﬂ) is necessary to m aintain beam sta-
bility at the interaction point. A ny degradation in lum i-
nosity due to the crossing angle is recovered w ith a \crab"
of the focal plane (Rain ondiet al,l2007). The SuperB
design could be built anyw here in the world, though the
m ost lkely hom e for this facility is a green eld site on
the Tor Vergata cam pus of the University ofRom e.

Som e of the key param eters of the SuperK EKB and
SuperB m achines are com pared in Tablk[d. O ne in por-
tant num ber to com pare is the wall power, which dom i-
nates the operating costs of them achine. T he totalcosts
are kept low by recycling asm uch hardw are as possible {
from K EK B m agnetsand the B elle detector In the case of
SuperK EK B ,and from PEP-IT hardw are and the BABAR
detector in the baseline design for SuperB .

A side from high lum inosity { the higher the better {
there are severalotherdesirable features fora SFF to pos-
sess. A lthough the physics goals appear to be best served
by operation prin arily at the (4S) resonance, the abil-
ity to change the centre-ofm ass energy and run at other

resonances, and even down to the tau-chamm thresh-
old region (albeit with a signi cant lum inosity penalty),
enhances the physics capabilities of the m achine. The
possbility to run w ith at least one beam polarized would
add further breadth to the physics program .

It is also In portant that the clean experim ental en—
vironm ent enpyed by the current B factories m ust be
achieved by a SFF .How to achieve high lum inosity while
retaining low backgrounds is a challenge for the design of
the m achine and the detector, since the brute force ap-
proach to higher um inosity { that of increasing the beam
currents { necessarily leads to higher backgrounds. To
som e extent these can be com pensated forby appropriate
detector design choices, but In such cases som e com pro—
m ise between lum inosity and detector perform ance (and
hence physics output) m ay be anticipated.

T he background level in the detector depends on sev-
eral factors. One of these is the lum inosity itself, and
higher Ium inosity unavoidably leads to lJarger num bers of
physics processes such as radiative B habha scattering and

e' e pair production. O ther term s depend on the beam

current. For exam ple, synchrotron radiation is em itted
w herever the beam is steered or bent, som e of which in—
evitably a ects the detector in spite of careful design
and shielding of the interaction region. A nother tem

that depends on the current arises from so-called beam

gas Interactions. A though the interior of the beam pipe
ism aintained at high vacuum , radiation from the beam

w ill Interact w ith m aterial in the beam pipe and cause
particles to be am itted { these In tum can be struck di-
rectly by the beam particles. C onsequently this term de-
pends quadratically on the current. T he beam size is an-—
other consideration that has an Im pact on backgrounds.
A s the beam s becom e sn aller the particles w ithin them

are m ore likely to undergo Intrabeam scattering e ects.
T hese include the Touschek e ect, in which both parti-
cles nvolved In an intrabeam collision are efcted from

the beam . For very sm all em ittance beam s, the loss of
particles can be severe, lkeading to low beam lifetim es.
T he achievem ent of m eeting the challenges of m aintain—
ing m anageable backgrounds and beam lifetin es repre-
sents a m ilestone for SFF m achine design ,
12007¢;/H ashin oto et al,,12004).

A related issue pertains to the asym m etry of the beam
energies. To obtain the optin al asym m etry, several fac—
tors m ust be taken into account. From the accelerator
design perspective, m ore symm etric beam energies lead
to longer beam lifetin es and potentially higher lum inosi-
ties. However, a certain degree of beam asymm etry is
necessary In order to m easure tin e-dependent CP asym —
m etries, and these are an In portant part of the physics
program of the SFF, as discussed below . An equally in —
portant part of the program , how ever, relies on m easure—
m ents that bene t from the hem eticity of the detector
In order to reconstruct decay m odes w ith 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-
what an aller asym m etry than either BABAR (90 G €&V e
on 311 GeV e" )orBelle (80GeV e on 35GeV e ),
m ay be optim al. However, a change in the beam ener—
gies would require the design of the interaction region,
and to a lesser extent the detector, to be reconsidered.
In order to be able to reuse com ponents of the existing
detectors in the nalSFF, as discussed below , it would
be prudent to keep the asymm etry sim ilar to those in
successful operation today. H owever, prelin inary stud-
ies Indicate that either BaBarR or Belle detectors could
quite easily be m odi ed to operate with beam energies
of7GeV on4Gev.

B . D etector design considerations

The existing B factory detectors m
um um&;ﬂ 12002) ) provide a very useful base-
line from which to design a SFF detector that can pro—
vide excellent perform ance in the areas of vertex resolu—




tion, m om entum resolition, charged particle denti ca—
tion (particularly kaon-pion separation), electrom agnetic
calorim etry and closeto 4 solid angle coveragew ith high
e ciency for detection of neutral particles that m ay oth-

erw ise fake m issing energy signatures (particularly KE

m esons). How ever, som e upgrades and additions are nec—
essary.

A s it is desirable to operate w ith reduced beam en-
ergy asymm etry com pared to the current B factories,
In proved vertex resolution is necessary in order to ob-
tain the sam e perform ance n tem s of c t=  z=( ),
where ( ) is the Lorentz boost factor of the (4S) in
the laboratory frame? In fact, it is highly desirable to
In prove the perform ance further, since results from the
current B factories have dem onstrated the utility of ver—
tex separation as a pow erful tool to refpct backgrounds.
T he ultim ate resolution depends strongly on the proxin —
ity of the inner layer to the interaction point. For ref-
erence, the radii of the Innemm ost layers of the existing
BaABAR and Belle vertex detectorsare 30 mm and 20 mm
regpectively (A hara et all,[2006;R e et all,12006). To po—
sition silicon detectors close to the interaction region re—
quires carefiil integration w ith the beam pipe design, and
a choice of technology that will not su er from high oc-
cupancy.

W hile the inner radius of the vertex detector is of
great in portance for alm ost all m easurem ents that will
be m ade by a SFF, the outer radius has a large in pact
on a subset of channels, nam ely those where the B decay
vertex position m ust be obtained from a K S m eson (typ—
ically B! KO 9,B% ! KO © andB®! KJKJIKJ).
T he existing BABAR and B elle vertex detectors have outer
radiiofl144mm and 88 mm respectively, and the form er
appears to be a suitable choice fora SFF .A larger outer
radius for the silicon detector has a useful consequence
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 of high back—
grounds would be m ost severe for this detector. T here-
fore, assum ing the sam em agnetic ed (15 T ) as BABar
and Belle, sin ilar m om entum resolution would be ex-—

pectedi&ma&t@llbm&dlﬂﬁshmﬂmmﬂlzm

T he choice of particle denti cation technology for a
SFF presents som e challenges. A t present, B elle achieves
good K separation through a com bination ofm easure—
m ents from tim eof- ght and aerogel C herenkov coun-—
ters. Som e upgrades are necessary to cope with the
SFF physics dem ands and environm ent. For an upgrade
based on BABAR , the existing technology using detection
of intemally re ected C herenkov light appears alm ost ir-
replaceable for the barrel, though this requires a novel
In aging and readout schem e. Possbilities for particle

2 The use of the symbols and here is unrelated to their use

to represent angles of the U nitarity Triangle or, in the case of ,
the ratio of H iggs vacuum expectation values.

denti cation capabilities in both forward and backw ard
regions are also being considered.

The high e ciency to reconstruct photons is one of
the signi cant advantages of a SFF com pared to exper-
In ents In a hadronic environm ent. T he existing electro—
m agnetic calorin eters of BABAR and Belle (and indeed of
CLEO ) are based on CsI(T 1) crystals; studies show that
technology can perform wellat higher rates in the barrel
region. However, in the endcaps where rates are high—
est altemative solutions are necessary. Various options,
Including pure C sI crystals or LY SO are under consider—
ation (Bona etall,2007¢;[Hashim oto et all,[2004). -
provem ents to the calorin eter solid angle coverage and
hence hem eticity would bene tthe physicsoutput (espe-
cially for an upgrade based on the BABAR detector, which
does not have a backw ard endcap calorim eter).

A nother in portant consideration w ith respect to de-
tector hemm eticity is the detection of K E m esons, w hich
if unreconstructed can fake m issing energy signatures.
Both BaBaR and B elle have instrum entation in theirm ag-
netic ux retums which allows the detection of show -
ers that initiate in the yoke, that may be associated
with tracks (as for muons) or with neutral particles
(K£J mesons). The e ciency depends on the am ount
of material In the ux retum, while the background
rates generally depend on radiation com ng from up-
and dow n-stream bending m agnets (Bona et all,|2007¢;
mﬁilijJl [2004). Both of these problem s appear
well under control for operation.

F inally, it is in portant to note that the extrem ely high
physics trigger rate w ill present som e serious challenges
for data acguisition and com puting. However, in these
areas one can expect to bene t from M oore’s Law and
from the distributed com puting tools that are under de—
velopm ent for the LH C . T hus there isno reason to believe
that these challenges cannot bem et.

To summ arize, there exist two welldeveloped propos—
als and approaches to achieving the lum inosity and per—
form ance required for the m easuram ents of NP in  avor

(Bona et all,2007¢;[H ashin oto et all,[2004).

III. NEW PHYSICS AND SUPER FLAVOR FACTORY

A Super Flhvor 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 several ex—
am ples of NP models whose Inprint in avor physics
has been extensively discussed in the literature: the
m odel independent approach of M inim al F lavor V iola—
tion, two H iggs doublet m 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 H iggs m odels w ith conserved T
parity ‘B anke et a l, 2[2[27d;§;hegg and Low ,M) or

the recent idea of \U nparticle P hysics" MM) {




a possible nontrivial scale nvariant sector weakly cou-
pled to the SM that could also have avor violating
signatures (Chen an dﬁegg‘ 12007; MMM W m
ILenz,12007;M ohanta and G iri,[2007;1Z.w icky!,[2007) |

how ever the com m ents in dﬁmﬂ@nﬁmﬂ [ZM

A . E ective weak Ham iltonian

The weak scale ,eax my and the typical energy
scale 1, of the low energy processes occurring at SFF
are well separated . For instance, the typical energy scale
In B decays isa few G €V, about a factor 50 an aller
than my . This means that using OPE the e ects of
weak scale physics can be described at low energies by
a set of local operators, w here the expansion param eter
IS 1w = weak - Them atching onto local operators is per-
form ed by integrating out the heavy elds —the top, the
m assive weak gauge bosons, the H iggs boson, and the
possble new physics particles. At low energies one then
works only within the e ective eld theory (EFT).

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

= 1B transitions is ([Buchalh et all,|1996)

. X 108 89
Hy = p= &) ci0P+c,05+ Ci0; ; (5)
2p:u;c i=3
where the CKM factors are E()) VppVys and the stan-
dard basis of fourquark operators is
o= (pb)(sp) ; O5=(Eb)sp) ;
O35 = (sb)aa) ;i Osp= (sb)llag) ; 6)
3 3
Orp= (b)) ; Osao= ~2(sb)laq) ;
w ith the abbreviation (@ (1 s)p )i (1 s5)au)

(R )q) . The color indices ; are displayed only
when the sum is over elds in di erent brackets. In the
de nition of the penguin operatorsO 3 1o in Eq. (@) there
is also an im plicit sum over g = fu;d;s;c;bg. The elec—
trom agnetic and chrom om agnetic operators are

feF ;9G gPrb; (7)

with Prg = 1 5, while the e ective H am iltonian for

b! s * containsin addition (G rinsteln etall,1989)
ez
Qf9’;10‘g:W(l 1; 5 “)(s PLb): (8)

These two operators arise at 1-loop from m atching the
W and Z box and penguin diagram s shown in Fig.[d.
T he operator Q 19+ is RG invariant to all orders in the
strong coupling, while the operator Q ¢+ m ixes w ith the
fburquark operators Q 1;..;;5 already at zeroth order in

. Sin ilarly, the operator forb! s transition in SM
is

011 = ———=—( P )s Prb): 9)

* I

FIG . 2 Sampl diagram s contributing to the m atching for
b! s ‘ atoneloop order.

The weak Ham iltonian for S = 0 B decays is ob—
tained from Egs. (3)-{7) through the replacement s !
d, while for K decays another b ! s replacem ent is
needed. B {B m ixing isgovemed in the SM by Q -, =
(od) (kd) , with analogous operators for Bg{Bs, K {K
and D {D m ixing.

TheW ilson coe cientsC ;( )aredeterm ined in a two—
step procedure. A fter m atching at the high scale
my , they are RG evolved down to the low scale. For
brevity we will discuss here only the case of B decays,
w here the low scale is of the order mp.

T he weak scale perturbative m atching is perform ed in
a m ass-independent schem e such asM s, giving thew il
son coe clentsexpanded In s( n)and e (n)

(10)

At tree level all W ilson coe cients vanish apart from
C 5(0) = 1. Them atching calculation inclides both hard
gluon and electrow eak loop e ects.

TheW ilson coe cientsare evolved from 1, down to a
typical hadronic scale my, by solving the R enomm al-
ization G roup Equation (RGE)

d

—C ()= ("VC();

11
3 (11)

w here the anom alous din ension m atrix is also expanded

2
s A em A (0)
ik + 2 e +

(12)
T he solutions of the RG E are renom alization-schem e
and renom 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 Ci(o) and the one-loop order anom alous di-
mension m atrix ~(©) 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 QCD penguin op-—
erators, 1 = 1;:::;6, are Ci( = 48 G&V) =
£ 0:248;1:107;0:011; 0:£025;0:007; 0:031lg. The next-
toJeading approxin ation (NLL) corresponds to keep-—
and the two-
,and so on. The

ing the one-loop m atching conditions C i(l)
Joop anom alous din ension m atrix ~¢)



NLL valies for i = 1;:::;6 are C;( = 48 Gev) =
£ 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
of Eq. (8). In the basis introduced by

), 5 doesnot appear explicitly (except In them ag—
netic operators),which allow s a use of din ensional regu—
larization w ith fully anticomm uting 5, sin plifying mul-
tiloop calculations. T he present status of the coe cients
entering the RGE is as follow s.

The two-doop matching corrections to the W ilson
coe cients C i( ) were computed by
M). T he threeJdoop m atching correction to the co—
e cient of the dipole operator C 5 ( ) 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 ; were com puted
by IC zameckiand M arcianc (199€), whilke the leading
electrom agnetic logs oy ©° Jog'”l(mw =m b) were re-
summed for this coe CJentJn is]

(2000); [K agan and N eubert (1999). A complete two-
loop m atching of the electroweak corrections was per-
form ed by|G am bino and H aiscH M,M).Thethre&
loop anom alous din ension m atrix of the fourquark op—
erators was com puted in |G orbahn and H aisch {ZLXLE]);
G orbahn et al (2005).

T he presence of new physics (NP ) has several e ects
on the form ofthee ective Ham iltonian in Eq. (@). First,
it shifts the values of the W ilson coe cients away from
the SM values

(13)

Note that the NP contribution to the W ilson coe cient

m ay not obey the CKM hierarchy of the SM tem , and
can also depend on new weak phases. Second, NP con-
tributions can also enlarge the basis of the operators, for
instance by introducing operators of opposite chirality to
those in Eq. (3), oreven introducing four quark operators
w ith scalar interactions. W e will discuss the two e ects
in m ore detail In the subsequent subsections, where we
focus on particular NP m odels.

B. M hhin alFlavor V iokation

In SM theglobal avor symm etry group

U (3}, U3k, (14)

L R

is broken only by the Yukawa couplings, Yy ;Yp ,and Yg
(with U (1)’s also broken by anom alies). Tn a generic ex—
tension of SM , on the other hand, additional sources of
avorviolation can appear. If the extended particle spec—
trum is to solve the hierarchy problem (for instance by
doubling of the spectrum as in M SSM ) these new parti-
cles have to have m asses com parable to the electrow eak
scale. This then leads to a clash with low energy avor
physics experin entaldata. N am ely, virtual exchanges of

particles with TeV m asses and w ith com pletely generic

avor violating couplings lead to avor changing neutral
currents (FCNCs) that are orders of m agnitude larger
than observed, cf. Eq. {@).

TeV scale NP therefore cannot have a generic a-
vor structure. On the other hand, it cannot be com -
pltely avor blind either since the Yukawa couplings
in SM already break avor symmetry. This breaking
will then translkhte to a NP sector through renom al-
ization group running as long as the NP elds couple
to the SM elds. Thus, the m inin al choice for the a-—
vor violation in the extended theory is that its avour
group is also broken only by the SM Yukawa couplings.
Thisisthe M Inim alF lavor Violation (M FV ) hypothesis
(Buras, 2003 ;B uras et all /20011 ,;C hivukula and G eorgi,
11987; Ic uchinietall, [19982; ID Ambrosio et all, 12002;
[Hall and Randall, 1990).

T he idea of M FV was form alized bylm;smﬂ
) by prom oting the Yukawa couplings to spurions
that transform under avor group Gy . Focusing only
on the quark sector, the transform ation properties under

SU (3)o SU 3y, SU (3p, are
Yy (38;:1); b (3;1;3) (15)
so that the Yukawa interactions
Ly =Q1YpdrH + Q1 Yyur H®+ hx; (16)
are now form ally invariant under Gy , Eq. (I4). Above

we suppressed the generation indices on the left-handed
quark isodoublet Q; = (up ;dp, )i, on right-handed quark
isosinglets ugr ;dg and on Yukawa m atrices Yy , while
for the H iggs isodoublet the notation H € = i ,H was
used. M inin ally avor violating NP is also form ally in—
variantunder G ¢ w ith the breaking com ing only from in—
sertions of spurion elds Yy p . Integrating out the heavy
elds (ie. the NP elds,Higgs,top,W and Z ) one then
obtains the low energy EFT that is also invariant under
G F o«
A particularly convenient basis for discussing transi-
tions betw een dow n—+ype quarks is the basis In which the
Y ukaw a m atrices take the follow ing form

Yp = p Yy = VY gy (17)

Here p gy are diagonal m atrices proportional to the
quark masses and V is the CKM matrix. In a theory
with a single Higgs (or In a amall tan regime of the
2HDM orM SSM ) one has p 1, ¢ diag(0;0;1).
The dom inant non-diagonal structure for dow n-quark
processes is thus provided by Yy Y, transfom ing as
(3 3;1;1). Its o diagonal elem ents exhibit the CKM
hierarchy (Yy YUy )ij ﬁvtivtj . Furthem ore, multiple
insertions of Yy Y give (Yy Y, )" 2V Vi and are
thus equivalent to a single Yy YUy insertion,whilemultiple
insertions of Yp beyond leading pow er can be neglected.
Thism akes the M FV fram ew ork very predictive.

The particular realization of M FV outlined above
is the so—called constrained m inimal avor violation



(@M FV) fram ework (Blankeetall, [2006; Burasetall,

). The assum ptions that underlie dM FV are (i)

the SM eldsare the only Iight degrees of freedom in the

theory, (il) there is only one light H iggs and (iii) the SM

Y ukaw as are the only sourcesof avorviolation. The NP

e ective Ham iltonian follow ing from these assum ptions
is

NP

He' = ——

NP

ViiVey Q5 (18)
where Q ; are exactly the sam e operatorsas in the SM ef-
fective weak Ham iltonian of Eq. (8). [T his is som etin es
taken to be the de nition of M FV dﬂhn@jﬂ,lzm;
Buras, 2003; Buras et all, [2001K)]. Note that Eq. (I8)
provides a very nontrivial constraint. For instance al-
ready in two-H iggs doublet models or in M FV M SSM
even w ith smalltan , sizeable contributions from opera—
torsw ith non-SM chiralstructures in addition to Eq. {I8)
are possible (see next sections).

In M FV the W ilson coe cients of the weak opera-
torsdeviate from the SM values, but rem ain real, so that
no new sources of CP violation are introduced. In phe-
nom enological analyses it is also usefill to assum e that
NP contrbutions are m ost prom inent in the EW P W il-
son coe cients (C g;::;;10), the dipole operators (C7 54),
and the four-ferm ion ope]:ators nvoling quarks and lep—
tons (Cg:;C19-;C11 ). The rationale for this choice is
that the W ilson coe cients of these operators are sm all
in the SM , so that NP e ects can be easier to spot. In
contrast, NP e ects are assum ed to be negligible in the
tree,C1;,,and QCD penguin operators, Cs;:..6 -

Because dM FV is a very constrained m odi cation of
the weak Ham iltonian Eq. (I8), one can experin entally
distinguish it from otherBSM scenariosby looking at the
correlations between observables in K and B decays. A
sign of M FV would be a deviation from SM predictions
that can be descrbed w ithout new CP violating phases
and w ithout enlarging the SM operator basis. A devia-
tion In  from B® ! Kg (see Section[V1) on the other
hand would rule out the dM FV fram ew ork.

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 yp 10
TeV (taking CYP = 1). The most constraining
FCNC observable at present is the inclusive B !
Xs rate with the experimental and theoretical er-
ror both below 10% after the recent (partially com —
pleted) NNLO cakulation (Becher and Neubert, lzm;
M isiak and Steinhauser, 2007; M isik et all,[2007).
ing older theoretical predictions and experin ental data,
the 99% con dence level (CL) bound is yp > 6:4(50)
TeV in the case of constructive (destructive) interfer-
ence with SM ‘D A m brosio ﬂ;aﬂ,mj). C onstraints
from other FCNC observables are weaker. As an ik
listrative exam ple we show in Figure[d expected yp
bounds follow ing from observables sensitive to the opera—

tor QpY; Yy Qu)(@y

L1 ) for m proved experim ental
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Orel \

N(TeV)
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0.01
FIG. 3 Expectations for bounds on NP for
QcY)/Yy Qu)(Li L) that would Plow from rela-

tive experim ental precision
theoretical uncertainties (D Am

re1, With CuIIEII‘dy expectw

,12007).

precisions [see also (Bona et all,l20062,120071)].

The M FV hypotheSJs has been extended to the lep-
tonic sector M LEV ) b@anmndﬁ.mz.sr@d (2006);
mgmjjdﬂ, mﬁj). In M LFV the most sensitive
FCNC probe in the lptonic sector is ! e ,whike

! could be suppressed below the SFF sensitivity.
The M LFV scenario also predicts correlations between
the rates of various LF'V processes. Studiesof LEV 1n tau
decays at a SFF are therefore crucial to test the M LFV
fram ew ork (see Section [X1).

An extension of M FV to the Next+toM ininal Fla-
vor Violation (NM FV ) hypothesis was put forward in
Mmjjdﬂ. (20058) by dem anding that NP contribu—
tions only roughly obey the CKM hierarchy, and in par-
ticular can have O (1) new weak phases. T his de nition
of NM FV is equivalent to having an additional spurion
Ys transform ing as Yy YUy or Yp YDy under Gy , where
the transform ation between Q; weak basis and the Yg
eigenbasis is dem anded to be aligned w ith the CKM m a-
trix. The consequences of Y5 transform ing di erently
under G than the SM Yukawas have been worked out
by E nn and M ann ‘M).

C. Two-H ggs D oubkt M odels

T he scalar sector of SM contains only a single scalar
electroweak doublet. This is no longer true (i) in
Iow energy supersymm etry, where holom orphisn of the
superpotential requires at least two scalar doublets;
(i) in many of the solutions to the strong CP prob-
lem (P 977dl ) In m odels of spon-
taneous CP breakmg , . Here we focus on
the sin plest extension, the mo—H iggs doublet m odel
(2HDM ), where the scalar sector is com posed of two
Higgs elds, Hy ;Hp , transform ing as doublets under
SU (2), . M orecom plicated versionsw ith H ggs eldscar-
rying higherw eak isospinsarepossible, but are alsom ore




constrained by electrow eak precision data, in particular
that the
rections. The 2HDM model is also a sin pli ed version
of theM SSM H iggs sector, to be considered in the next
subsection.

T he Yukawa interactions of a generic 2HDM are

L=QLfDHDdR+QLfUH]§UR (19)
+Qrg"Hyug + QLgDHSdR + hc;

where H § g = 12Hp 4, and the generation indices are
suppressed. Ifallthe 3 3 Yukawa m atrices £ ¥ and
g® ¥ are nonzero and take generic valies, this leads to
tree level FCNC s from neutralH iggs exchanges that are
unacceptably large.

Tree level FCNCs are not present, if up and
down quarks coup]e only to one Higgs doublt

,[19_17‘). T his condition can be
met n two ways, which also de ne two m ain classes of
2HDM .In typeI2HDM both up—and dow n—type quarks
couple only to one of the two Higgses (as In SM ), ie
eitherg’ = g° = Oorf? = £fP = 0. In typeII 2HDM
up-and dow n-type quarks couple to two separate H iggs
doublets, ie. £Y = ¢° = 0 (# 1979).

The rem aining option that all f° 7 and g° ¥ are
nonzero is known as typeIIl 2HDM ,
[1997¢; ICheng and Sher, 11987; [Hod, [1992). The tree
level avor viclating couplings to neutral Higgs then
need to be suppressed In som e other way, for instance
by postulating a finctional dependence of the couplings
fup sy p on thegquark m asses {A_nta:@m_]anﬁmjl Uﬁﬁj
Cheng and Shei,M). A particular exam ple of type-
III 2HDM s also the so-called T2HDM (Dasand Kad,
M;Mﬁﬂ,w), which evades the problem of
large FCNC e ects In the st two generations by cou-
pling Hp to all quarks and leptons except to the top
quark,while Hy couples only to the top quark.

A fter electrow eak symm etry breaking the eldsHyp
acquire vacuum expectation valies v ;

) =V, ) 0
Hyi= 2 ; Hpi= ] ; (20)
0 p—§V1

where it is custom ary tode netan = v;=v;,whilev? +
vﬁ = v, with v = 246 G&V. In typeIl 2HDM the up
and down quark m asses arem ¢ WMy i . The large
hierarchy m +=m y, 35 can thusbe naturally explained in
thism odelby a large ratio ofthe vevsvy=v1 = tan 1.

T he physicaldegrees of freedom in 2HDM scalar sector
consist of one charged H iggs boson H , two CP-even
neutralH iggsbosons H 1, and one CP -odd H Iggs boson
A . The phenom enology of the 2HDM of typeT, IT is
sim ilar to that ofthe SM w ith the addition of the charged
Higgs avorchanging interactions. TheseS P couplings
are for type-II 2HDM given by

q+ h 1 i
tan u, VM pdg + ur M y Vd,

+ he.; (21)
v

param eter is equal to one up to radiative cor-
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FIG. 4 Contrbution to the B !
W ;H exchange in 2HDM .

decay m ediated by

while the type-I 2HDM interactions are obtained by re-
placing tan ! l=tan 1n the rsttem . Them atrix
V isthesam eCKM m atrix asin theW  couplings,while
M p ) arediagonalm atrices ofdown (up) quark m asses.
A sm entioned before, type-III2HDM contains in addition
also avor violating neutralH iggs couplings.

The m ost sensitive probes of interactions in Eq. (Z1)
are processes where H  can be exchanged at tree level:
sem fleptonic b ! ¢ decays and the weak anniila-
tion decay B ! , see Fig.[d, giving a COHStI:aJl’lt
on the ratio my+ =tan UQBA;
K i n ni,11997).

The inclusive seam itauonic decays have been stud-
ied at LEP (Abbiendietall,[2001;Barate et all,[2001).
Assum ng typeIl 2HDM , these give a 90% CL up-
per bound of tan =My -« 04 Gev *. A com para—

ble constraint on tan =my . can be obtained from ex—
clustve B ! D () decays (Chen an , [20062;
IN derste et all, [200€; [Tanaka, [1999). First opbservations

of these decays have recently been m ade at the B facto-
ries (A ubert et all,12007$;M atyh et all,[2007), w ith sig—
ni cant Im provem ents in precision expected at a SFF.
Furthem ore, the study of B ! D decay distri-
butions can discrin inate between W * and H* con-

trbutions (G rzadkow skiand Hou,11992;K jers and Soni,
[1997%; M ikietall,|2004; N jerste et all,[2008). Tn partic-
ular, In the decay chain B ! D [! ] the dif-
ferential distrbbution w ith respect to the angle between
threem om enta pp and p can be used to m easure both
the m agnitude and the weak phase of the charged H iggs
scalar coupling to quarks (N ierste et all,200§).
In the annihilation decay B ! yHT
may dom Inate over helicity suppressed W * exchange
contrbution. The two contrbutions interfere destruc-
tively (Hod,[1993). R ecent m easurem ents (A ubert et all,

exchange

120072,120084;1xado et all,12006) give
BS*P (B ! )
Rp = BSM(B—[: 093 0241,' (22)

com patible w ith the presence of H ¥ contribution. The
present status of the constraints on M 4+ ;tan ) from
the tree level processes B ! andB ! D*.,'=¢;
is shown in Fig.[§. M ore precise m easurem ents of these
m ode, and of the com plem entary leptonic decay B !
,willbe possble at a SFF.

Loop mediated FCNC such as Bg{Bs mixing and

b ! s decays can also constrain the param eters of



2HDM models. In b ! s the charged Higgs bo-
son contribution comes from penguin diagram s with
top and H* running in the loop, which are known

at NLO (Borzumatiand G reud,|1998;IC uchinietall,
M) [LO calculations were done by|E_lhsjﬂ:JaJl EM );

rinstein (1989);Hou and W illey (198€)]. In type-
I2HDM theW * and H* contributions to the electro—
m agnetic dipole W ilson coe cient C ; ( ) can interfere
w ith either sign, while In typeII 2HDM they always in—
terfere constructively. T he present W A of the branching
fractibon B(B ! X5 )= (355 02479 003) 10°
In plies the owerbound M 4 - > 300 G &V m,
(2007).

T ype-IIlm odelshavea richer avorviolating structure
with FCNC transitions generally allowed at tree level.
Here we will focus on type-IIIm odels w here the Peccei-
Quinn symm etry violating tetm s g° and £fY in Eq. {I9)
are only a an all peturbation. These m odels are close
to a typeII 2HDM and correspond to the situation en-
countered in theM SSM . W e further restrict ourselves to
the conservative case of M FV . The m atrices g° and £V
are functions of large Yukawa m atrices Y Y d and
yP £ in accordance w ith spurion analysis using a-
vor group Eq. (I4). The m ost general Yukawa term in-—
volring dow ntype quarks in a typeIII2HDM with M FV

h
Ly =01 Hp+ o+ 1 + 2YuY7 + 3YuYy
i
+ 4 YyY, HS Ypdr + he.

(23)

with ; som e unknown coe cients, where we have used
the m ass eijgenstate basis in which Yy and Yp have the
form of Eq. (I7). In particular Y, is diagonal, so that

R(B-D1v)@95%C.L.
Br(B-7v)@95%C.L.
Rsu)/Rsu

(]
[

- (R-

100 300
My

400 500

FIG .5 Exclision region In (M 4 + ;tan ) due to presentdata
on B ! (blue) and R = B(B ! D )=BB ! De
(gray). Red dashed lines represent percentage deviation
from the SM prediction of R in the presently allowed region

(K am enik and M esciz,[200€).

)
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Yp Yy / diag(0;0;1) . The additional couplings to
HS in Eqg. (23) introduce new avor changing vertices
both in the charged currents W gg and charged H iggs
verticesH qg. In addition, new FCNC couplings to the
neutral H ggses H %;h%;A° are introduced. Integrating
out the heavy H iggs eldsgivesnew scalar operatorsm e—
diating FCNC transitions. These can be especially in —

portant in the large tan regine,where ;tan can be
o @1).
The large tan  lin it of the M F'V hypothesis has two

In portant consequences for the low energy e ective weak
Ham iltonian of Eq. {I8): (i) the basis of FCNC oper—
ators is larger than In the SM and Inclides scalar op—
erators arising from tree level FCNC neutral H iggs ex—
changes, and (ii) the insertions Eq. ([23) decouple the
third generation decays from the rsttwo. The correla—
tion between B and K m eson observables present in the
Iow tan M FV scenario (A1 FV ) discussed in subsection
[IIE], is thus relaxed. For instance, the new contribu-
tions in Eq. (23) allow us to m odify separately M g,
and g .

The e ect of avor violation In the large tan lin it
is particularly dram atic for b ! transitions and
By ! "’ decays. These are helicity suppressed in
SM , but now receive tree level contributions from neu-—
tral H ggs exchange. An enhancement of B ! ‘"
by two orders of m agnitude is then, In general, possi-
ble. Conversely, experin ental data on these processes
translhte Into constraints in the M -+ =tan ; ;tan )
plane mmmmﬂ,lzmzh. These n tum Im pose
usefiil constraints on the underlying physics producing
the couplings ;. This program is especially powerful n
the context of a gpeci ¢ m odel, for Instance In the case
of a supersym m etric theory lke the M SSM discussed In
the next section

g
S

it g

W hile B ! has already been searched for
at the Tevatron (Aaltonen etall,|2007d; Abazov et all,
[2007) and w Il be searched for at LHCb (Buchall et al,
), a SFF has an im portant role In pinning down
the large tan  scenario by (i) precisely m easuring also
non-helicity suppressed decays (eg. B ! (K ;K )/
where O (10% ) breakings of avor unjyersaljty woul be
expected (H ‘m&d’ um_d ,and (ii) by m easur-
ngB ! Xg° and B ! ﬁsdmﬁnd_]aetrd,
M). In a com pletely general largetan M FV analysis
using EFT there are no correlations between B ! / ,
B! “‘ , Myp_ and B ! Xg ,but these do exist
in a more gpeci ¢ theory, for Jnstance in MFV M SSM
w1rh large tan (D Ambrosio et all,[2002; lIs:dQneLall

,MMMLMQQ,MM,M .

thjs scenario one gets (10% 40% ) suppression of

BB* ! * ),enhancementof (g 2),SM -like H iggs
boson w ith m yo 120 GeV and smalle ectsin M g,
and B(B ! X ) quite ram arkably In agreem ent w ith

the present tendencies in the data Mﬂ. QQj
IIsdoriand Paradisi,[200€).




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 jons. Last coluimn gives gauge representations in a
(SU (3)c 7SU (2), ;U (1)y ) vector. In addition there are also
ferm lonic superpartners of gauge bosons: gluino, wino and
bino.

Super eld notation spin O spin 1/2  gauge repr.
squarks, quarks  Q (UL CTL) (ur, dy) (3;2;%)
( 3fmilies) U Ux ul (3;1; %)

D dx dd (3;1; %)
sleptons, leptons L Cea) (e) (1;2; )
(3 fam ilies) E & el (1;1;1)
Higgs,Higgsinos Hy (H, HC) () hd) (1;2;+2)

Ho @2 H,) &) hy) (1;2; )

D . M iin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel

Low energy supersymm etry (SUSY ) o ers a possbl
solution to the hierarchy problem . In SU SY the quadrati-
cally divergent quantum corrections to the scalarm asses
(In SM to the Higgs boson m ass) are cancelled by in-
troducing superpartners w ith opposite spin-statistics for
each of the particles. T he sin plest supersym m etrization
of the Standard M odel is the socalled M inin al Super—
symm etric Standard M odel (M SSM ), to which we restrict
m ost of the discussion in the follow ing. (For m ore ex—
tended review s see, e g.,/Haber and K ane (1985);M artin
(1997);M isiak et all (1998);N illes (1984)).

T hem atter content ofM SSM is shown in Tablk[Il. The
structure of SUSY dem ands two Higgs doublets Hy
that appear together w ith their superpartners, H iggsinos
Hy,p . Thesem ix with the ferm ionic partners of the W
and Z ; gauge bosons Into the chargino ~ and the neu-
tralinos ~°. T he superpartner of the gluon is the gluino,
g. In addition, there are also the scalar partners of the
ferm ion  elds w ith either chirality, the squarks or ;e ,
and the slkeptons and sneutrinos e, jer ;~ .

T he superpotential describing the Yukawa couplings
of the two Higgs elds to the quark and lpton chiral
super elds is

W =Y;’HyQiUj+ Y 'Hp QD5 (24)
+ Y PHp LB+ HyHp :

The Yukawa m atrices Yy ;Yp ;Y1 act on the fam ily in-
dices i;j. The last term is the socalled temm coupling
the two Higgs elds. The above superpotential is the
m ost general one that conserves R parity under which
SM particles are even, w hile the superpartners are odd.
R parity ensures B and L quantum num bers conserva—
tion at a renom alizable level. Com paring the superpo-
tentialofEq. (24) w ith the 2HDM Yukaw a interactionsin
Eq. {I9)), we see that at tree level this gives quark-H iggs
couplings of a typeII 2HDM . Loop corrections induced
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by the tem , however, Introduce also the H iggsquark
couplings of the \w rong-type", e ectively changing the
interaction into a type-III 2HDM (see Fi.[]).

SU SY predicts ferm ion-‘boson m ass degeneracy, w hich
is not observed In Nature, so SUSY must be broken.
T he required breaking needs to be soft, ie. only from
super renom alizable term s, in order not to Introduce
back quadratic divergences and sensitivity to the high
scale. The general soft SUSY breaking Lagrangian in
the squark sector ofM SSM is then (fora review see,eg.

[Chung et all (2003))

Leose= M Q2~

)i (e o5 + & AL 5)

v 2 (25)

v
+ Ay )iyFiHuog 5+ Ap )iyGFiHp &g 57

Yy 2
Jijty stm 5+ (M 2 )88 R 5

with &; = (u ;4 ) and Hy p Higgs doublets. The pre-
cise form of the soft squark m assesM oMy iM and the
trilinear term s Ay ;Ap depends on the speci ¢ m echa—
nism which breaks SUSY . In its m ost general form 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-
vor sector of theM SSM contains 69 real param eters and
41 phases (Din n ,[1999; |0 abet, [199€),
com pared w ith nine quark and lepton m asses, three real
CKM angles and one phase in the SM . T he generically
large FCNCs from soft SUSY breaking is known as the
SUSY avor problem , and to solve it any realistic SU SY

m odelm ust explain the observed FCNC suppression. W e
address this issue next.

1. Flvor violhtion in SUSY

InM SSM therearetwom ain sourcesof avorviolation
beyond the SM :1i) if the squark and slepton m assm atri-
ces are neither avor universalnor are they aligned w ith
the quark or the lepton m assm atrices, and ii) the avor
violation that is induced by the wrong-H iggs couplings
to quarks and leptons.

The rste ectism ost transparent in the superCKM
basis, In which the quark m ass m atrices are diagonal,
while the squark elds are rotated by the sam e m atri-
ces that diagonalize the quark m asses. T he squark m ass

m atrices, how ever, need not be diagonal in this basis
I |

2 2 2 2
M [2J — M%LL MULR ; M ]% — DzLL MDLR
M M2 M2 MZ?

Urr Urr Drr Drr
(26)

Explicitly, the 3 3 subm atrices are

2

1
:Mé+M§+EMZ20052 (3 4sif y); @7)

Urw
M§, =Mg@y oot ) (28)
2 .
MI?RR :M5+M§+§Mz2cos2 sin® y ; (29)
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FIG .6 Exampl of squarkgluino S =
with h;k= L;R.

1 penguin diagram

and sin ilarly for the down squarks. W hile the quark
massmatricesM y;p arediagonalin the super-CKM ba-

sis, the soft breaking tem sM 2 M é 5 @ndAyp arenot,

in general. The avor VJo]atJon that in the superCKM
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 oy
coupling is proportionalto gs.
In order to suppress FCNC transitions, the squark
m ass m atrices M é and M é;@ m ust be either very close

to the unit m atrix ( avor universality), or proportional
to the quark m ass m atrices (alignm ent). T hese proper—
ties can arise from the assum ed SUSY breaking m ech—
anisn , for instance In gauge m ediated SUSY breaking,
if the hidden sector scale is below the avor breaking
scale {G_t;djcgjnd_&aiiazzﬂlﬁﬁﬂ), in anom aly m ediated
SUSY breaking (Randalland Sundrum/,[19994) or from
assum ed universality in SUGRA @M L&M
G frardello and G risand, 1198%; ﬁummg:ﬂmﬁ
@). A ftematively, alignm ent can follow from a
symm etry, for instance from horizontal symm etries
(Barbierietal, [199€¢; IDine etall, 1993; [Leureretall,
[1994;/N ir and Seiberd,[1993)

Them Inin alsource of avorviolation that is necessar—
ily present is due to the Yukawa m atrices Yy ;Yp . The
M Inim al F lavor V iolation assum ption, discussed in sec—
tion [IILB], m eans that these are also the only sources of

avor violation, a scenario that isnaturalin, for instance,
m odels w ith gauge m ediated SUSY breaking. Them ost
general structure of soft squark m ass termm s allowed by

M FV is (D Ambrosio et all,[2004)

2 2
MZI=M%a+bYyy+ ;
2 2
MZI=M*%a+ LY Yy ;
Mé =M% a3+ by Y, ; (30)

Ay = A ag+ byYp Y Yy ;

Ap = A as+ Yy Y Yp;

with M2 a comm on m ass scale, and a; ;b undeterm ined
param eters. T hese can be com pletely uncorrelated, but
are xed in m ore constrained scenarios, such as the con-
strained M SSM to be discussed below .

T he second source of avor violation in the M SSM is
due to the wrong-H iggs couplings, eg. the Hy coupling
to dow n quarks. T hese are Introduced by loop corrections
to the H qq vertex. There are two such contributions
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in the M SSM : the gluino& graph, and the H iggsino—«
graph (see Figure[d). These induce a type-III 2HDM
quark-H iggs Interaction Lagrangian of the form given in
Eq. (23). The Ioop induced e ects are proportional to
tan , and thus becom e In portant for large tan

2. Constralnts on the M SSM param eter space

The M SSM has 124 free param eters m aking a direct
study of its param eter space intractable. Due to the
com plexity of the problam , it is convenient to divide the
discussion into two parts. W e start by rst considering a

avorblind M SSM , keeping only the SM  avor violation
in the quark sector, but neglecting any other sources of
avor violation. In the second step we Include the two
new avorviolatinge ectsoftheM SSM discussed above.

A particularly sin ple version ofa avorblind M SSM is
the so-called constrained M SSM  (dM SSM ) (Kane et all,
). The soft SUSY breaking masses and trilinear
termm s are assum ed to be universal at som e high scale,
for nstance at the GUT scaleM gy 106 Gev

2 .

| SARRRLIE e
Auplig=Roe *Yup i :
T he gaugino m asses are also assum ed to be universalat
Mgyr and equaltoM ;_,. The M SSM hasonly six un—
know n param eters that can be taken to be: the universal
gaugino mass M ;_,, the squark and slepton soft break—
ing mass scale M g, the trilinear coupling A o Jj, the ratio
of Higgs vevs tan , and two phases = arg( ) and

A = arg@). In m ;nin al supergravity (m SUGRA ), an
additional constraint By (tan ) = Ap Mg is in posed,
buttheterm s SSM andm SUGRA are often used inter—
changeably in the literature. The m asses and couplings
at the electrow eak scale are found by RG running in the
M SSM . In particular this introducesa avor structure of
the form shown in Eq. (30).

W e consider here only the d1 SSM with conserved

R  parity, for which the lightest neutralino (the lightest
supersym m etric particle) is identi ed as the dark m at-
ter particle. The experin ental constraints on d1 SSM

br / \ SL

FIG .7 Flavor changihng coupling of the up H iggsdoson H
to the down type quarks (from |[Lunghiet a | (2004))




param eters are then:

T he low erbound on light neutralH iggsbosonm ass,
My, 120 G &V , rules out very low values of tan
and constrains a com bination of Ay and M ¢ pa-
ram eters.

T heanom alousm agneticm om entofthem uon a =
5(g 2) appearstodi er from the SM prediction
at about 3 level, @ M)’ (275 83)

10 1% (Bennettetall, 2004; M iller et all, [2007).

1

The sign of the di erence suggests that > 0 is
strongly favored.
The radiative decaysb ! s . TheH top and

W top penguin loops interfere constructively,
w hile the chargino diagram hasa relative sign given
by sgn(A: ) and can thus interfere either con-
structively or destructively. To preserve the good
agreem ent w ith the SM prediction for C;, the H
and chargino contrbutions m ust cancel to a good
approxin ation, which requires > 0. An al-
temative possibility would be a large destructive
chargino contribution, nely tuned to give C; =
(C7)sm , but this possibility is ruled out by the

measurement of B(b ! s/ ) a oetal,
[2009;[Lunghiet all,[2004).

E lectrow eak precision observ—
ables ‘Hejn@ e;ze;ﬂ;aﬂ, u)j)ﬂ) The good

agreem ent w ith the SM predictions constrains the
m ass gplitting of the superparters, especially in
the third generation.

Recent detailed M SSM analyses with special
emphasis on B meson phenomenology were done
n (Barenboin etall, 12007; ICarena etal,, 12006;
(C nchinietall, [2007K; [Ellisetall, [20075; G oto et all,
) [see also earlier works referenced therein]
wemention a few Im plications of these studies that are
vald in i SSM .

The gluino dom inance of the RG evolution leads to
strong correlations between gaugino and squark m asses
at the weak scale. The lower bound on chargino m ass
from direct searches then translates to a lower bound of
about 250 G &V on the m ass of the ligtest squark, the
stop. The constraint from b! s In plies heavy charged
H iggs in m ost of the param eter space, m 4+ & 400 Ge&V
(Bartletall, 2001). For large values of tan  am aller
m asses are possible, if the charged H iggs contribution to
b! s iscancelled by the chargino contrbution. This
sim ultaneously requires lJarge squark m asses above T€V ,
whileB®B ! ) then puts a constraintm g + 180
Gev (B in ,M).

The dl SSM containsnew sources of CP violation, the
phases and . These are constrained by the ex—
perin ental upper bound on the electron electric dipole
moment (EDM ) #°5 40 10?7 Regan etal,l2002).
In theM SSM one-loop chargino and neutralino contribu—
tions lead to a nonzero electron EDM . A Ithough each of
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TABLE III Upper bounds (90% CL) on
sgquark m ixing param eters obtained from

data (Ciuchinietall,|2007H).

the (55 )
experin ental

ij=AB LL LR RL RR
12 14 10° 90 10° 90 10° 90 10°
13 90 10 17 10* 17 10 70 102
23 16 10' 45 10° 60 10° 22 10°

these two contributions restricts  ; a to bevery am all,
cancellations can occur so that 0:1 and unrestricted

A arestillallowed. In thiscaseAcp (0! s ) can be of
order a few percent ‘Bﬁﬂiﬂ;ﬁﬂ,lﬂﬂ),whﬂeﬁ is
set to zero the resulting Acp (b! s ) ishard to distin—
guish from SM MDEL_QJM). M easurem ents of this
asymm etry can thus give in portant inform ation about
the structure of CP violation beyond the SM .

3. Flvor vibhtion in the generic tan  scenario
For m oderate values of tan 5{15, the only new
avor violating e ects are from the o -diagonalterm s In
the squark m xing m atrices (In the superCKM basis).
Tt is convenient to param eterize this matrix n a way
which is sin ply related to FCNC data. Using data to
bound the o diagonal squark m ixing m atrix elem ents,
one would then gain insight into the avor structure of
the soft breaking temm s.
A convenientway to form ulate such constraintsm akes
use of them ass Jnsertjon approxin ation in temm s of the

ij param eters ,[1996;Hall et all,[1986)

2
($o 5= ;7 A ;B 2 fL;Rg; (32)

where M 4 is an average squark mass. O ften this is
chosen to be the generation dependent quantity, M é =
M 4 ;M « , . Analogous param eters can be de ned in the
up squark sector.

The most recent constraints on I
[c achiniet all QM are summarized in Tabl
[[II. These bounds are derived in the m ass insertion
approxin ation, keeping only the dom nant gliino
diagram s. The best constrained param eters are the
o diagonal ¢ , which contribute to FCNC processes
in the down quark sector.

The ( SB )12 param eters (see T able[Ill) are constrained
by m easurem ents in the kaon sector of M g ;";"%=".
Data on B4{Bg m ixing constrain ( ZC%iB J13. Finally, in
the 2{3 sector there are several constraints: from rare
radiative decaysb ! s ,b ! s’ , and the recently
m easured B¢ {B s m ixing. C onstraints on the m ass inser—
tions in the up sector can be derived from recent D {D

m ixing data (Ciuchiniet all,[2007d).

d from




4. Lamge tan regine

T he loop induced couplings ofH , to dow n—type quarks
render the Yukawa interactions equivalent to a type-III
2HDM , cf. Figg.[d and Eq. 23). These new avor vio-
lating e ectsare enhanced by tan . A ssum lngM FV the
new interactions are restricted to the form i Eq. (23).
The ; coe cients are calculable from SUSY loop dia-
gram s: o contains thee ect of the gluino diagram ,while

1 are induced by the H ggsiho diagram s of Fig.[1. T he
induced low energy EFT operators give enhanced contri-
butions to several B physics processes. W e discuss here
Bs! ' ,Bgmixingand b! s ,which have a dis-
tinctive phenom enology in the large tan  scenario w ith
MFV.

The By ! “*‘ decay receives an enhanced con-—
tribution from tree level exchange of neutral H iggs
bosons, which induce scalar operators of the formm
myplxrsy)(’’) and mplxr sy )(Y s59). The branching
fraction of this mode scales as BB ! 7/ )
tan® =sz , and can thus be easily enhanced by sev-
eral orders of m agnitude com pared to the SM predic—
tion (Babu and K ola,[2000; B obeth et all,[2001,12002;
C hankow skiand Slaw ianow ska,12001).

Tree level exchange of neutral H iggs bosons induces
also the double penguin operators (x sy ) (b, sk ), which
contribute to Bg{Bs m ixing. The contributions are en—
hanced by a factoroftan? and decreasethe M 5. mass
di erence com pared w ith the SM dB_umSﬁl’Jll,l_ZM).

Theradiativedecay b ! s receivescontributions from
neutralH iggs loopsin the largetan I it. An in portant
e ect is the presence of corrections of order ( stan ),
w hich can be resum m ed to allorders {ij_enaﬁi;aﬂ, ;

4
ID edes and P ilftsis,[2003;|E is et all,[20078). The e ect
of the resumm ation can be appreciable for su clently
large values of tan

T he correlation of these observables can be studied in
the M 4+ ;tan ) plane,asshown in Fig.[g, for xed val-
ues of Ay ; . The tree m ediated decayBu ! is in—
cluded in these constraints. Tn the M SSM this is given
by the sam e expression as in the 2HDM , up to a gliino
correction which becom es in portant in the large tan
Iim it.

E. M odels of W arped Extra D in ensions

O ne of the m ost interesting m odels of New Physics
is based on the idea of a warped extra dimen-
sion (Randalland Sundnm!, [19992). This notion has
greatappealas it can lead to a sin ultaneous resolution to
the hierarchy problem aswellasthe avorproblem ofthe
SM by accom odating rather natura]ly the observed ]arge
disparity of ferm ion m asses

[2000; Erammndﬂﬂlmﬁ
2000). For lack of space we do not discuss the in plica-
tions of universal extra dim ensions, for which we refer

the reader to the recent review bymwnd_mﬁ;md
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FIG .8 Constraints from B physics observables and (g  2)
nthe M, ;tan )plane,with xed = 0:5TeV andAy =

0 (Isdoriand Paradisi,|2006)

(2007%).

In RS setup the 5-din ensional space-tin e has anti-de
Sitter geom etry (AdSs). A slice of AdSs (bulk) is trun-—
cated by at 4D boundaries, the Planck (UV ) and the
TeV (IR) branes. This setup gives a warped m etric In

the buk (Randalland Sundrum|,|19992)
£d %

where k is the 5D curvature scale, r. the radius of
com pacti cation and 2 [ ; 1 the coordinate along
the 5% dimension. The warp factor e 2%%3 3 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 Iocalized near the TeV -brane so that the m etxric
\warps" H is M5 Mp 10° Gev down to the
weak scale, H i, = e ¥ M i5. For kr. 12 then
MHige M3 1Tev.

O rigihally all the rem aining SM elds were assum ed
to also reside at the IR brane {Djsmdjaﬂﬂjﬂ lZM
However, the cuto ofthee ective 4D theory isthen also
red-shifted to the weak scale. This In tum Jleads to un-
suppressed higher din ensional operators and thus large
violations of EW P data and unacceptably large FCNC s.

T hisproblem can be solved by realizing that the points
along the warped 5% dim ension correspond to di erent
e ective 4D cuto scales. In particular, by localizing
the rstand second generation ferm ions close to the UV —
brane the higherdin ensionaloperatorsget suppressed by
e ectively larger scales (G hergh nd Pom 12000).
Note that this explains why rst and second generation
ferm ions are light: the Yukawa Interactions are sm all be—
cause of an alloverlap between IR localized H iggsand UV
localized Iight ferm ion zerom odes. T he top quark on the
other hand is localized near the TeV brane to obtain a

ds® = e %33 gx dx (33)




large top Yukawa coupling.

This con guration suppresses FCNCs substan—
tially (however, see below) and reproduces the
ferm ion mass hierarchies without mnvoking Jlarge
disparities in the Yukawa couplings of the funda-
mental 5D action (Gherghetta and Pom arol, M;
_,lZM). Tt thus has a built In
analog of the SM GIM mechanism (the RS GIM ) and
reproduces the approxin ate avor symm etry am ong the
Iight ferm ions.

Sin ilarly to the SM GIM ,the RS GIM is violated by
the large top quark mass. In particular, (t;b), needs
to be Iocalized near the TeV brane otherw ise the 5D
Y ukaw a coupling becom es too large and m akes the the-
ory strongly coupled at the scale of the rst KK exci-
tation. This has two consequences: (1) in the interac-
tion basis, the coupling of Iy, to gauge KK m odes (say
the gluons), gé’” , is large com pared to the couplings
of the lighter quarks. This is a source of avor viola—
tion leading to FCNCs. (2) The Higgs vev m ixes the
zero mode of Z and its KX m odes, leading to a non-
universal shift i im log M p =T€&V )m mﬁK in
the coupling ofly, to the physicalZz M@Mﬂ,m;
B n and Nom ,).Heregl;” is the coupling
bem@een b, and a KK Z state before EW SB. The fac-
tor log M p=TeV ) comes from enhanced H iggs cou-
pling to gauge KK m odes, which are also localized near
the TeV brane. E lectroweak precision m easurem ents of

Z ! bbby require that this shift is an aller than 1% .
Usjngg?” g this is satis ed for m ¢ x 3 TeV.

In passing we also note that with enhanced bulk elec—
trow eak gauge symm etry, SU (2), SU (2% U@y 1,
and KK masses of 3 TeV, consistency with con—
straints from electroweak precision m easurem ents are
achieved (Agashe et al,l2003).

The tension between obtaining a large top Yukawa
coupling and not Introducing too large avor violation
and disagreem ent with EW P data (A ,mj;
B n and N om urd,[2004) is solved in allm odels by
assum Ing (1) a close to maxin al 5D Yukawa coupling,

sp 4, so that the weakly coupled e ective theory con—
tains 34 KK modes,and (2) by localizing (t;b);, asclose
to the TeV brane as allowed by § 1% . This aln ost
unavoidable setup leads to sizeable NP contributions in
the follow ing three types of FCN C processes that are top
quark dom nated: (i) F = 2 transitions, (i) F = 1
decays governed by box and EW penguin diagram s; (iii)
radiative decays.

Sizeable m odi cations of F = 2 processes are possi-
ble from treedevel KK gluion exchanges. The F = 1
processes receive contributions from tree level exchange
of KK Z modes. These tend to give sm aller e ects than
KK gluon exchanges. Nevertheless it can lead to appre-
ciable e ects in the branching ratio, direct CP asymm e-

try and the spectrum ofb! s** ‘ ,12004,
12005H; B urdm an and Nom urg,2004). mnb ! sqg QCD

penguin dom nated B ! ( ;%% Ok, decays on

the otherhand theR S contributions from avorwiolating
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Z vertex areat least é =q° 20% suppressed and thus
sublading (Agashe etall,[2004,120050). Consequently,
RS m odels can accom m odate only m ild deviations from
the SM 1n the corresponding tin e dependent CP asym —
m etries.

W e should en phasise that these m odels are not fully
developed yet so there can be appreciable uncertainties
in the speci ¢ predictions. For instance, the particular
fram ew ork outlined above runs into at least two prob-
lem sunless the relevant K K -m assesarem uch larger than
3 TeV : (i) the presence of right-handed couplings can
cause enhanced contributions to S = 2 processes, K {
K mixingand x (Bealletall,1984;Bona etall,20070),
and (ii) the sin ple fram ework w ith O (1) com plex phases
tends to give an electron electric dipole m om ent about a
factor 20 above the experin entalbound ,
, ). An interesting proposal for the avor

dynam ics In the RS setup was recently put forward

byﬁﬁmmckﬁmﬂ (2007) who introduced 5D anarchic

m inimal avor violation in the quark sector (see also
WM (2007)). This gives a Iow energy ef-
fective theory that falls in the NM FV class, consistent
w ith both FCNC and dipolem om ent constraints (see sec—
tion [IIIB]). In this picture new avor and CP violation
phases are present, how ever, theirdom nant e ect occurs
only in the up type quark sector.

F. Light H ygs searches

Existing LEP constraints on the H iggs m ass do not
rule out the existence of a very light H iggs boson h w ith
a mass well below the present lim it of 1144 GeV, if
the SM is extended either in the gauge or H iggs sec—
tor (Dem isek et all,|2007;[Fullana and Sanchisi.ozand,
M). Such states for Instance appear naturally in ex-—
tensions of the M SSM m otivated by the problen .
T hem ost popularm odels are nonm inim alsupersym m et-
ric m odels, where one or m ore gauge singlets are added
to the two H iggs doublets of the M SSM ,
12006;ID emm isek et all,2007;Han et all,[2004). The sin -
plest case of one gauge singlet is the next=to-m inim al su-
persym m etric standard m odel (NM SSM ), which contains
seven physical H iggs bosons, two of which are neutral
pseudoscalars.

A IightH iggsboson would be di cult to observe at the
LHC because ofsigni cantbackgrounds,and a SFF could
play a com plem entary role in this respect. The main
detection mode is ! h(! ‘* ‘) W ikzeX,[1977).
T he presence of a light H iggs m ay m anifest itself as an
enhancem ent of the (15) ! * channel relative to
other dilepton m odes (e¢; ). In NM SSM at large tan ,
theb! sh vertex with h a light H iggs produces observ—
ablee ectsin rareB ;K decays. It can be search for in
orB ! K decaysw ith m issing energy. T he presence of
new pseudoscalar in NM SSM also breaks the correlation
between B ! * decay and B {B m ixing that is
present in M SSM m,




TABLE IV Summ ary of expected avor signals in selected
observables considered by ). After m posjnpg
present experin ental constraints, observables denoted by
typically have a nonnegligible deviation from the SM ; those
m arked have deviations which could becom e m easurable
at future experim ental facilities 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 not considered in the U (2) m odel.

Process |dM SSM [SU (5) SUSY GUT (U (2)
degen .| non-degen.
ir I

Al Xs ) . .
S (K )

AT Xq ) o o
st P P
S(K s)
sg= ) P e
M s
W VS

) 1Y

! e

| P

. P
e

In passing, we m ention a related topic. Invisble de-
cays of quarkonia can be used to search for light dark
m atter canddates (G union et all [2006;M cE Irath [2009).
An initial analysis of this type has been carried out at
Belle hﬁjﬂjﬂjﬂ, ), illustrating the potential for
this physics at a SFF.

G . Flavor signals and correlations

How well can one distinguish various NP m odels from
avor data? This can be achieved by studying corre—
lations am ong di erent avor viclating observables. A s
m entioned in previous subsections such correlations ap-—
pear in m odels of avor violation m otivated by sin ple
symm etry argum ents, eg. In M FV scenarios. An ex—
am ple of how avor observables can distinguish am ong
a restricted set of m odels is given in [G oto et all {2@2’,
m,@ ). Theauthors considered fourclassesof SU SY
m odels, which are typical solutions of the SUSY avor
problem (restricted to the low tan regine): (1) d1 SSM
(which for this analysis is equivalent to m SUGRA ), (ii)
M SSM w ith right-handed neutrinos, (iii) SU (5) SUSY
GUT with righthanded neutrinos, and (iv) M SSM w ith
U (2) avor symm etry. T he righthanded neutrinos were
taken to be degenerate or nondegenerate, the latter w ith
tw o gpeci ¢ neutrino m atrix ansatze. Constraints from
direct searches,b! s ,B){B (s) and K {K m ixing,and
upper boundson 1; ! 1 and on EDM s were In posed
on them odels. Tablk[IV] lists typicaldeviations from SM
for each of the m odels that are then stillallowed.
In addition to the pattems in Table[IV], certain corre-
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FIG .9 The standard CKM unitarity triangl.

lations are expected between subsets of observables. For
example, M g =M g, and are correlated in all con—
sidered m odels, but to constrain the NP param eters this
requires In proved lattice Q CD determ ination ofthe pa-
ram eter at a few percent level. In Table[IV]we do not list
results for d1 SSM w ith right-handed neutrinos, where
the only observable deviations are expected in I e
fordegenerateand In = ! ;e fornondegenerate right-
handed neutrinos.

IV.DRECT M EASUREM ENTS OF UNITARITY
TRIANGLE ANGLES

W e now discuss m ethods for direct determ nation of
the angles In the standard CKM unitarity triangle. T hey
test the CKM unitarity requirem ent for the rstand the
third colum n of the CKM matrix (see Fig. [d). W e -
cus on m ethods that use little or no theoretical assum p-

tions: the determ nations of (1) from B? ! J= Ksu
andB° ! Dh%, (i) from B ! DK and 2 + from
B! D¢)=,D% K% )and (i) from B ! ,

, . These decays are tree dom Inated so new physics

e ects are expected to be sm all. Together w ith m easure—
m ents ofthe sidesdiscussed in Section[], a determ ihation
of the \standard m odel CKM unitarity triangle" is pos-
sible either using treeJevel processes alone, or by also in—
cluding F = 2 (m ixing) processes (IBona et all,|2006;
Buras et all,[20015;C harles et all,[2005). T his should be
com pared w ith the determ nations using m ethods sensi-
tive to new physics discussed in the later sections.

Let us set up the notation. A ssum ing CPT invariance
the tin e dependent decay of an initially tagged B is
given by

h

t
®%°t) ! £f)/ e ° cosh — +
i (34)
+Hg¢sinh —— ASF cosmt Sesih mt o
where is the average neutral B m eson decay w idth,

while = H 1 is the di erence of decay w dths
betw een heavier and ljghteng m ass elgenstates, so that
themassdierence m = m g m; > 0. In this sec—
tion we focus on Bg m esons, but Eq. (34)) applies also
to the Bg system discussed in Section [X]. U sing short-
hand notation A = AB° ! f),Ar =A®B°! f), the



coe cient of cos m tis

ReF AT
PeF+ peF]

and is equal to direct CP asymm etry in the case of a
CP eigenstate £ (in the literature C¢ = AfF is also
usaed). The coe cient of sin m t describes CP violation
In Interference between m ixing and decay and is

ASF = (35)

Im ¢ q Ag
Se = Z———; £= = T (36)
1+ jf:? P B Ag

w here param eters g ;pr describe the avor com position
of the BY m ass elgenstates. In Eq. (35) we neglected
CP viclation In m ixing taking jg=p)s j= 1, which we
assum e to be the case. T he tim e dependent decay w idth

(BO(t) ! f) is then obtained from Eq. 34) by Ipping
the signsofthe cos( m t) and sin( m t) term s. Thetim e
dependent CP asymm etry is thus

(B! £) B@m! )
acp B(M)! f)=
B@m! £)+ B@®! £) (37)
= A(f:P cos(mt)+ S ¢sin(mt):
In the Bg system the observable H¢ is negli-
gible sihce ( =) B0 1. For the BS sys—
tem , on the other hand, a much Jarger decay

width dierence is predicted within the Standard

Model ( =)o = 0:447  0:060|Lenz and N ferste,
). Experin entally, the current world average
fr:om an angu]ar analysis of B? ! J= decays
= 0206*2.}(%; (A bazov et all, [2005;
MMD& ;B ,2007) [am ore precise
valueof 0 104+88§§ (Barberio et all,[2007) is obtained

by including the B? 5 lifetim e m easurem ents from  avor
speci c decays]. Thus, in the B S system both S¢ and
He= 2Ree=(1+ 3:7); (38)
are experin entally accessible ,@). W hile sen-
sitivity to the S¢ temm requires the ability to resolve
the fast Bg oscillations, for which the large boost of
a hadronic m achine is preferable, the H¢ term is m ea—
sured from thecoe cientofthesinh( t=2)dependence,
which can be achieved at a SFF operating at the (53).

A . M easuring

The m easurem ent of is the prin ary benchm ark
of the current B -factories. The present experin en—
tal world average from decays into cham onia-kaon

nal states, sin2 = 0680 0025 [Aubertetall,
(2007% Barberio et all, [2007; [Chen et all, [2007d), dis-
agrees slightly with an indirect extraction that is ob-
tained using all other constraints on the unitarity tri-
angl. CKM Fitter group for instance obtains sih2 =

0:799" §05; (Charlesetall,[2009), while a sin ilar snall
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TABLE V Precision on the param eters of the standard CKM

unitarity triangle expected from direct detemm inations. For
each observable discussed in the text both the theoretical un—
certainty and the estin ated precision that can be obtained

by a Super F lavor Factory ‘A kerovd et a I,M;Bgna et a l,
) are given.
O bservable T heoretical error E stin ated precision
at a Super F lavor Factory
sin2 )@= K% 0002 0.01
cos(2 ) (J= K ) 0002 0.05
sh2 ) @©n’) 0.001 0.02
cos(2 ) D h°) 0.001 0.04
DK ) 1 1{2
2 + (OK") <1 1{2
) 2{4 3
() 1{2 1{2
() 2{4 1{2
(com bined) 1 1

inconsistency is found in {Bﬁnaﬂﬁll, [ZMH, lzmmd;
Lunghiand Soni, 2007). Im proved accuracy in experi-
ment and in theory are needed to settle this in portant
issue. T he theoretical error in the direct determm ination
is negligible as discussed below . T he theoretical error In
the Indirect determ ination, on the other hand, is a com —
bination of theoreticalerrors in allof the constraintsused
in the t,and com es appreciably from the lattice inputs.

That the extraction of the weak phase from
B? | J= Kg is theoretically very clean was realized
ong ago (B igiand Sandd,l1981;C arter and Sands,11981;
@,@). Thedecay isdom nated by ab ! ccs tree
level transition. T he com plex param eter describing the

m ixing induced CP viclation n B ! J= Kg is
B q P ABY! Jg=K??)
e P a0 9 xoABC! J= KO)
° (39)
g P VeoVes ,
IS B d xo VyVes

The (p=q)k o factorisduetoK K m ixing,cf. Eq. (3d).
In going to the second line we have used CP symm e-
try to relate the two m atrix elem ents, keeping only the
tree-leveloperatorVe,V (cbly a (scly a + hx:in theef-
fective weak Ham ittonian (the relative m inus sign arises
since the J= K nalstatehasL = 1). The ram aining
pieces are highly suppressed in the SM . In the standard
phase convention for the CKM m atrix ,
), VeV s real, while (q:p)Bg = e’ and
(=Pl o = 1 up to small corrections to be discussed
below , so that Sy- ¢, = sih2 ,AJF = 0.Thetine
dependent CP asymm etry of Eq. (37) is then

acp B(t)! J= Kg)= sin(2

)sin( m t); (40)



with a vanishingly small cos( m t) coe cient. C orrec-
tions to this sin ple relation arise from subleading correc—
tions to theBg Bg m ixing,theK ° K °m ixing and the
B ! J= K decay am plitude that have been neglected in
the derivation of Eq. {40). Icluding these corrections

acp B()! J= Kg)= sh( )+ g§B&m¥
i t
+ SKm1X+ Sdecay+—sj114 sih mt (41)
+ ABm:’Lx+ AKmix+ Adecay cos m t:
Here (Boos et all,[2004)
Bm ix M 12
S = Im—— = (2:08 1:23) ]_d; (42)
Mi2J

is the correction due to u and c quarks in the box diagram
which m ixesneutralB m esons. T hese contributions have
a di erent weak phase than the leading t quark box dia-

gram and thusm odify the relation arg(g= p) =2
T he correction (G rossn an et al,[2004)
SEM®E_- 2cos(2 )Im(x )’ 23 16; (43)
arises from the deviation of (g=p)x o from 1, and from

the fact that the experim ental identi cation through
Ks ! decay includes a an all adm ixture ofKy .
T he correction due to the penguin contrbutions in the

B ! J= K decay is (G rossnan etall,l2002)

(s)
)Im% r COS r;

C

IS decay _

2 cos(2 (44)

w here q = VgpVgs, T is the ratio of penguin to tree am —
plitudes and , the strong phase di erence. Because of
the strong CKM suppression (j L(ls): és)j 1=50) these
e ects are an all, of the order of the other two S cor-
rections. The calculation of S 9% is highly uncer—
tain. The factorization theorem s for two-body decays
Into two light m esons are not applicable due to the large
J= mass. Even s0, calculations have been attem pted.
U sing a com bination of QCD factorization and pQ CD
Liand M ishin @ (2007) obtain § 9= = (723%) 10°.
Boosetal (2004) nd § 9% = (424 194) 1Hus-
ing a com bination of the BSS m echanian ander et all,
) and naive factorization and keeping only the uu
loop contrbution. An altemative approach uses SU (3)
avor symm etry to relatetheB ® ! J= K © am plitude to
theB? ! J= O amplitude, neglecting annihilation-lke
contributions (Ciuchinietal,[2008). In B® | J= °©°
decay the penguin contributions are CKM -enhanced, in—
creasing the sensitivity to r and .. U sing the experin en—
tal nform ation available in 2005 IC uchinietal (2009)
obtained S 9% = 0:000
nated by the experim ental errors and is not indicative of
the intrinsic S 9% size.
In summary, S j- g, iSexpected tobe S ;- ¢, '’
14 16. This is also the typical size of the term due

0:017. The error is dom i~

19

to a nonzero decay w dth di erence, sin4d ( 0o )=4"

1 16 (Boosetal,[2004). Thus, any discrepancy
signi catly above perm il levelbetween S;_ x , m easure-
mentand sin2 obtained from the CKM tswould be a
clear signal of new physics M,M). T he the-
oretical uncertainty in the m easurem ent of sin2 from
Sg- k, is lkely to ram ain am aller than the experin ental
erroreven ata SFF . Extrapolations of the current analy—
ses suggest that In perfect know ledge of the vertex detec—
tor alignm ent and beam spot position w il provide a lin —
iting system atic uncertainty, w ith the ultin ate sensitivity
0f05{12% (Akeroyd etal,[2004;Bona etall,[2007d).

D gressing brie y from the detemm ination of the uni-
tarity triangle, the situation for the direct CP asymm e-
triesin B ! J= K is rather sin ilar (Boos et all,|2004;
G rossm an et all,2002;|Liand M ishin &,12007)

AP 1 12— (259 148) 1b;  45)
2M 1,
ARME _ 2Re(y )’ 32 10°; (46)
(s)
A = 2Im ——=rsh , = (1657°55) 10'; (47)
(e}
giwinga combined CP asymmetry As_ g, ' 46 16.

This is nearly an order of m agnitude am aller than
the current experim ental uncertainty on this quan-
tity (Aubert et all,|20075/Chen et all,[20072), and com -
parabl to the lkely size of the lim iting system atic un-
certainty at a SFF (Akeroyd etall, |2004; Bona et all,

). New physics contributions to this quantity could
enhance the CP asymmetry to the 1% level or even
higher, while obeying all other constraints from avor
physics JB ergm ann and Peﬁﬁ,m; Hou et aﬂ,@)j}ﬂ).

A com plem entary m easurem ent of  is provided by a
tine dependent B® ! Kg * b h° Dalitz plot analy-
sis ‘BgngiareLaﬂ,,M). Hereh® = 9; ;!;:::, whike
also D °can be used in place of D . This channel pro-
vides m easurem ents of both sin2 and cos2 resolving
the ! =2 discrete am biguity. The resulting
m esuram ent of  is theoretically extrem ely clean since
it does not su er from penguin pollution. The only the-
oreticaluncertainty is due to the D ? decay m odel, w hich
atpresentgivesan ervrorof  0:2 on cos2 m,
2[][]7f; K rokovny et a l,l@pﬁ), and can be reduced in fu—
ture using the sam em ethods as fortheB ! DK analy-
sis (see the discussion in Section[IZ_Bl). D decays to CP
elgenstates can also be used. However, these are only

sensitive to sin2 ([ leischet,[2003).

B . M easuring

1. from B! DK

The most powerful m ethod to m easure uses the
Interference between b ! cus and b ! ucs ampli-
tudes in B ! DK decays (G ronau and Londonl,[1991;
|G ronau and W yler,|1991) [for a recent review see, eg.,




@,M)]. In the case of charged B decays the
Interference isbetween B ! DK  amplitude, Ay , Ol
Iowed by D ! f decay,and B ! DK amplitude,
Aprs el ), Pllowed by D ! f decay,where £ is any
common nalstateofD and D. TheB* ! DD )K"
decay am plitudes are obtained by ! sign— . Ne-
glecting CP violation in the D decays we further have

ADO! £)= A@D°!

A f)=
AD°! £)= A@D°!

f)=

Ag;

Afrfeif (48)

The parameters gz and ¢ above are strong phase dif-
ferences In B and D decays respectively, while Ay ;1w ,
A¢;re are real. The sensitivity to  is strongly depen-—
dent on the ratio rp 0:1. Since there are no penguin
contributions in this class of m odes, there is alm ost no
theoretical uncertainty in the resulting m easurem ents of

; all hadronic unknowns can In principle be obtained
from experim ent.

Various choices forthe nalstate f arepossible: (i) CP
eigenstates (eg. Ks °) (Gronau and W yler,[1991), (i)
quast avor speci c states (eg. K * ) (Atwood etall,
,), (iii) singly Cabibbo suppressed decays
(eg. K 'K ) ,120031) or (i) m any—
body nalstates (eg. Kg * ) (Atwood et all,|l2001H;
G irietall, [2003; [Pomektov et all, [2004). There are
also other extensions, using m any body B decays (eg.
B* ! DK* %) (Alkksan etall,[2003; /G ronau, 2003),
ushg D °in both D ° ¢! D % and D ° ! D
decay m odes JB ondar and G emgd, QM), using self
tagging D decays , ). Neutral B de-
(both tim e dependent and tim e integrated)
also be used (Atwood and Soni, [20032; [F keischet, [2003;
G ronau_ et all,[20045;IK ayser and London,[2000).

Fordierent D decays In B ! (f£)p K , the param —
eters Ap ;13 ; g ; related to the B decay are com —
mon, so that there is signi cant gain In com bining re-
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FIG .10 Statistical error on ( 3) asa function of the num —
ber of reconstructed B ! DK decaysand Dcp decaysas
given by toy MC study with ry = 02, = 70, g = 180
and 4 TODcp decays (Bondar and Poliektov,2006). D ot—
ted line show sthe erroron  from m odeldependent unbinned
D alitz plot twith the sam e input param eters.

obtained through an apparently conservative approach
of Including or excluding various contributions to the
m odel. In future i w illbe possible to reduce this errorby
usihg entangled (3770) ! DD decays at a tau-cham
factory to arrive at a direct inform ation on the strong
phases (A twood and Soni,|2003H;IG iriet all,12003).

A ftematively, the modelling emror can be
avolded entirely by usihg a m odel Jndependent apf
proach ,120011; IG iriet all, [2003).
partitioning the D ! Kg * D alitz plot Into bjns,
variables cj;s; are introduced that are the cosine
and sine of the strong phase di erence averaged over
the i-th bin. Optimnally, these are detemm ined from
cham factory running at (3770) dAﬂmﬁjngLSmL
12003K; |G irietall, 12003; |G ronau etall, 12001; Iso_er,
). Recent studies (Bondar and Poluektoy, 12004,

sults from di erentD decay channels (Atwood and Soni,
). It is therefore not suprising that three body D

decays,eg. B ! [Kg ° b K , provide the most
sensitivity in the extraction of as they represent an
essentially continuous set of nal states £. Also, for
D ! f multbody decays both the m agnitude of A ¢

and the strong phase variation over the D alitz plot can
be determm ined using a decay model where A is de-
scribed by a sum of resonant (typically BreitW igner)
tenns{GJnﬂjﬂ,lzmj, ,lZM) Thede-
cay m odel can be determ ined from avor tagged data
[for details, see (A ubert et all [2006¢;(C avoto et all 2007;
[Polektov et all,[2006)]

F lavor tagged D decays do not provide direct inform a—
tion on the strong phase di erences between D ° and D °
am plitudes. In m ultbody decays the inform ation com es
from the interferences of the resonances, w here the phase
variation across the D alitz plot is com pletely described
by the chosen decay m odel. T he question is then what
is the m odelling error introduced through this approach
and how can it be reliably estin ated? At present the
m odelling error on  is estin ated to be 10, which is

[2008) show that if m easurem ents of ¢ 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 (Bondar and Poliektov, ), or even only
4% worse for optim al binning (Bondar and Poluektoy,
). Studies of cham factory events in which
both D mesons decay to multdbbody nal states such
as Kg * can also provide inform ation on the s;
tem s (Bondarand Poliektov, 2006). As shown in
Fig. [I0, approxin ately 10* CP tagged D decays are
required to keep the contribution to the uncertainty on

below the 2 statisticalaccuracy expected from a SFF .

To reduce the statistical uncertainty, one can also in-—
clude additional B decay m odes. For each, the hadronic
factorsAg , s and y can bedi erent, so additionalun—
know n param etersare introduced. Todate,B ! DK ,
B ! DK andB ! DK mihD ! D ()
‘B ondar and G egbgd,@)ﬂ_d)) have been used.

Another usefill approach is to inclide neutral B de-
cays. T hese have an aller decay rates, how ever the statis-
ticalerroron  does not scale w ith the rate but roughly




as the an aller of the two interfering am plitudes. Us-
f’pg isospin one sees that these di er only by a factor of

2 (Gronau et all,2004K)

jo .

N .. (49)

Here we have introduced AL and r; param eters
In the same way as for the charged decays above
Eq. (48). Alhough tine dependent m easurem ents
are needed to extract the full nformation in the
B%! DKy system (Atwood and Soni,[20032;F kischet,
12003; |G ronau et all, [2007; |G ronau and Londonl, [1991;
K ayser and London, 2000), untagged tine integrated
rates alone provide su cient Inform ation to determm ine

(G ronau et all, 20044, 12007), whie B® | DK °de-
cays are selftagging. T herefore, we expect these m odes
tom ake a signi cant contribution to the m easurem ent of

ata SFF [Akeroyd et all,[2004;Bona et all,[2007¢).

W e now discuss the theoretical errors. T he determ na-
tion of from B ! DK decays is theoretically extrem ely
clean since these are pure tree decays. The largest un—
certainty isdueto D® D% m ixing, assum ed to be ab-
sent so far. The SM D? D9 m ixing param eters are
0o W . 0 (10 ?), with a negligible

5 2
CP violating phase, p 0 (10 #) (see Section [X]).

Xp

The e ect of CP conserving D° D mixing is to
change the e ective relative strong phase (irrelevant for
extraction) and to dJJute the Jnteﬁérence term , re—
wulfing i a shift [/ (2 + v 22 |
M). T hus the shift is larger for the cases where re js
an aller, but even for doubly C abidbbo suppressed decays
1 . Furthem ore, this bias can be rem oved by ex-—
plicitly including D ° D % m ixing into the analysis once
xp and yp are well m easured lzms];
|Silva and So er,12000). M oreover in the m odel indepen—
dent D alitz plot analysis no changes are needed, since
there the m ethod already includes the averaging (dilu-—
tion) of the interference term s.

T he rem aining possible sources of theoretical ervor are
from higher order electroweak corrections or from CP
violation n theD systam . T he atterwould lead to
OXp piyp p ). In the SM the error is conservatively

< 10 °,whileevenwith lJargeNP i the cham sector

one nds 0 (10 2).

In summary, a precise measurem ent of can be
achieved ata SFF from a com bination ofB ! DK type
decays with multiple D decay nal states. The preci-

sion can be in proved using cham factory data on strong
phases. A Ithough extrapolations of the current data are
di cult, studies suggest that an erroron  of O (1 ) can
be achieved ,12004; Bona et all, [20074).
This would represent a signi cant im provem ent on the
constraints from any other experim ent, and yet the ex-—
perin entaluncertainty on  would stillbe far above the
Irreducible theory error.

21

2.sn(2 + )

The com bination sin(2 + ) can in principle be ex-—
tracted from B ! D) tin e dependent analy—
sis (Dunietz,(1994; Suprun et all, [2004). However, the
ratio of the two interfering am plitudes r = A B !
D y=Aa®° ! DU)*  )jis too anall to be de-
term ined experin entally from O (r’) term s and signif-
icant input from theory is required. Related m eth-
odsuseBY ! D * ;D *a, , where r can be deter
m Ined from the Interference of di erent helicity am pli-

tudes (G ronau etall,|2003;/London et all,|2000). These
modes are di cult experin entally because of © re-
construction and no m easurem ents exist to date. An-
other option are rare decays such asB ! D¢ ) Xx ,

X = agj;az;b; (1300), where r is O (1) as pointed out
by ID_iehland H iller (2001).

Tine dependent B® ! D% K% ) analyses are
perhaps the m ost prom ising (A twood and Soni, 120032;
K ayser and London,[2000). The theoretical error is ex—
pected to be sin ilar to that in  extraction from B !
DK , and thus well below SFF sensitivity. A nother
good candidate, Bs ! D K ,1is better suited for ex—
perin ents in an hadronic environm ent ( ,m
O ther altematives, Including three body modes such
asB ! D Ks _ (Akksanetal,l2003;ICharkesetall,
[19_95_] Mﬂmﬂ 12006) ) could also lead to a precisem ea-—

surem ent of 2+

C . M easurhg

A Ythough in theSM  isnotindependent from and ,
it is custom ary to separate the m ethods for the determ -
nation of the angle  that nvolve B] B { m ixing from
those that do not. In this subsection we w ill therefore
brie y discuss the determ ination of from the decays
B ! , and [for a longer review seee.g.m,
)]. The angle isdetem ined from the S:¢ param —
eter of Eq. (3d). Forexample in B ! this is

S = sh2 +2rcos sin( + )ocos2 + 0 (£); (50)
w here the expansion is in penquin{to{treeratior = P=T .
The \tree" (\penguin") is a term that carries a weak
phase (ornot),A®B° ! * )= Te + Pe' ;whik

is a strong phase di erence? In the r = 0 lim it one
has S - = sin2 .IfO (r) \penguin pollution" term is
known, can be extracted from S - . This isachieved
by using symm etries of QCD , isogoin or avor SU (3),
or by the 1=m expansion In fram eworks such as QCD
factorization, pQ CD , and SCET . T he theoretical error
on extracted depends crucially on the size of r. U sing

3 This is the so called \c-convention" where \penguin" is propor-
tional to V_ Veg. The other option is a \t-convention", where
\penguin" is proportional to Vi, Vg and carries weak phase
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FIG. 11 Summary of the present constraints from isospin
(blue/dark grey) and SU (3) avor symm etry (red/light grey)
on the P=T ratio in the \c-convention". O nly statistical errors
are shown.

isogpin and/or SU (3)
Fi. D)

avor sym m etry one nds (see also

r( " )> r( " ) r(” )> r( " ): (51)
W e can expect a sin ilar hierarchy for the theoretical er-
Trors on in the di erent channels. This simple rulk,
how ever, does not apply for m ethods based on isospin

symm etry as discussed in m ore detail below .

1.B !

Letus rstreview the extraction of from B ! us—
ing isospin decom position (G ronau and London, 11990).
In isospin Im it fom s a triplet and B a doublet of
isospin. In generalB !
ated by I = 1=2;3=2 and 5=2 interactions. However,

I = 5=2 operators do not appear In the e ective weak
Ham iltonian of Eq. @), so thatB '  ° 0; + , + 0
am plitudes are related as shown in Fig.[12.

Another in portant input is that aside from possi-
ble electroweak penguin (EW P ) contrbutions, A, isa
pure tree (notation is as in Fig.[IJ). Neglecting EW P
the weak phase of A, is xed, so that for instance
et A,y = e A,y. Then the observable sih(2 . ) =
S = 1 (A°P)? isdirectly related to  through 2 =
2 o 2 ,where isde ned in FiJ17, left. T he present
constraints on follow ing from the isospin analysis
w ith them ost recent experin entalresults ,
20071; | Ishino et all, 12007) are shown in Fi.[Id, right.
Note that in the determ ination of the contribution of

I = 1=2 tem s cancel. This in plies that the isospin
analysis is Insensitive to NP in Q CD penguin operators,
and would still returm the SM valie of even ifsuch NP
contributions were large.

Let us now tum to the question of theoretical uncer-
tainties in the isospin analysis which com e from isospin
breaking. This has several e ects: (i) di erent d and u
charges lead to EW P operatorsQ 7;....0 mH. ofEqg.d),
(i) the ° mass and isospin ngenstates no longer coin-
cide, leading to  © Om ixing, (i)

1) reduced m atrix
elem ents for states in the sam e isospin m ultiplet m ay no
Ionger be related sim ply by SU (2) C lebsch-G ordan coef-

cients, and (Iv) I = 5=2 operatorsm ay be induced,
eg. from electrom agnetic rescattering.

transition could be m edi-
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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° ! 3y, 0 nly one of four possble triangle orienta—
tions is shown. R ight: constraints on  from isospin analysis
of B ! Ig;harhg QLQL, M). N ote that solutions at

0 need very large valies of T ;P with ne-tuned cancel-

Jation and are thus excluded Mnajmﬂ,w).

In the literatureonly the rsttwo e ectshave been an-
alyzed in som edetail. The e ect of EW P isknown quite
precisely since the I = 3=2 part of the EW P Ham il-
tonian is related to the tree part of the weak Ham il
tonian (B L&%ﬂ G M&Lﬂ. LM
[N eubert, [1994; mﬂ;bgd;and_]&md [19982). The re-
lation between the bases of trdangles in Fi. [IJ is now
modiedtoe’A,g=e ** A, ,where = (15 03
0:3) ‘m@ 1199¢; |G ronau and Zupar, [2005).
The ° " mixing modies also the G ronau-
London triangke relations of Fig.[Id (Gardnet, [1999).
Since ° 0 is am all, the resulting shift in the
extracted value of is small as well, J 0j <
1% (Gronau and Zupan,l2003).

These two exam ples of isospin breaking e ects show
that while not all of the isospin breaking e ects can be
calculated or constrained at present, the ones that can
are of the expected size, (my mg)= gco 1% .

E xperin entally, the isospin triangle approach is lim -
ited by the need to m easure A gpjand Ao J ie. tomea—
sure direct CP viclation in B% ! ° © decays. In addi-
tion, them ethod su ersfrom am biguities in the solutions
for (ascanbe seen in Fig.[12, right). A SFF willenable
both problem s to be overcom e, since the large statistics
willallow a precisem easurem ent ofA§F , while the sam -
ple ofeventsw ith photon conversionsw llallow Sgg to be
m easured, rem oving one am biguity (Ishino et all,2007).

Including these e ects, we expect a SFF to reach a pre—

cisbonof 3 on from B ! MAM,M;
Bona et a l, 2QQ7d),
2.B !

The isospin analysisin B ! follow s the sam e lines
asforB ! , but w ith separate isospin triangles, F i.
[12, for each polarization. T he longitudinally polarized -
nal state is found to dom nate the other two, sin plifying



the analysis considerably. Another di erence from the
systam is that resonances have a nonnegliglble de-
cay width. In addition to experin ental com plications,
this allow s the two resonances in the nal state to
form an I = 1 state, if the respective invariant m asses
are di erent (Fak etal,[2004), leading to O ( 2=m 2) ef
fects. This e ect can in principle be constrained ex-
perin entally by m aking di erent ts to the mass dis-
tributions m, ), though very high statistics
would be necessary for such a procedure to be e ective.

The rem aining theoretical errors are due to isospin
breaking e ects. W hile the shift due to EW P is exactly
the sam eas in , ! m ixing is expected to cause a rel-
atively Jarge, O (1), e ect near the ! mass in the *
Invariant m ass spectrum . However, Integrated over all
phase space, the e ect is of the expected size for isospin
breaking, as indeed are all e ects that can currently be
estim ated n nd Z ,M).

An ingredient that m akes the system favourable
over is the amall penguin pollution, cf. Fig.[Id.
M oreover, the fact that B? ! 00 yegults in an
all charged nal state m eans that Sy, can be deter-
m ined ‘Agbmmll, 2QQ73}). Consequently, detem i-
nation from isospin analysisofB ! at the SFF isex—
pected to ram ain m ore precise than that from B ! ,
ie.1 {2 (Akeroyd etall,2004;Bona et al,2007¢).

Som ew hat surprisingly, the sm all penguin pollution
m akes the m ethod based on the SU (3) symm etry as
theoretically clean as the isospin analysis ,
[200d). This is because SU (3) symm etry is used to di-
rectly constrain P=T , while the isospin construction in-
volves also relations betw een the tree am plitudes, so that
isospin breaking on the larger am plitudes transhte to the
corrections. The basic dea is to relate S = 0 decays
in which tree and penguin term s have CKM elem ents of
sin ilar size to S = 1 decays in which the P=T ratio
has a relative enhancement of 1=2. The S = 1
decays can then be used to constrain P=T . For exam —
pl,BB* ! K °*)can beusad to bound the penguin

contrbution toB° ! * (Beneke et all,|2006):

YesFx
j‘/cd jE

where the F param eterises SU (3) breakinge ects (F = 1
in the lim it of exact SU (3)). U sing a conservative range
of 03 F 15 results in theoretical error of 4
on , com parable to the theoretical error in the isospin
analysis.

O )F=F p?; (52)

3.B !

Since are not CP elgenstates, extracting
from this system is more com plicated. Isogpin anal-
ysis sim ilar to the one for B ! ; leads to an
isospin pentagon contruction ‘L;p kin et all,[1991) that
is not com petitive. It requires a large am ount of ex—
perin ental data and su ers from multiple solutions.
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Two more useful approaches are: (i) to exploit the
filll tin edependence of the BY ! * O Dalitz
plot together w ith isospin ‘Sn;zdg and O uind,11993), or
(i) to use only the region with SU (3) related

m odes (G_ronau and Zupan,2004).

For the Snyder-Q uinn isospin analysis two in portant

di erences com pared to the isogpin analysis of B !
and B ! are (i) that n B ! only the isospin
relation between penguin am plitudes is needed, and (i)
that from the full tin edependent B | O Dalitz
plbt the magnitudes and relative phases of A B9 !

A ®BO! *HABO 1 9 9 and theCP con—
Jugated am plitudes are obtained. A s a result the Snyder-
Quinn approach does not su er from m ultiple am bigui-
ties, giving a single (and highly com petitive) value for
in [0; ]. Thisapproach hasbeen In plam ented by both B

factories (A ubert et all,[2007;[K usaka et all,[20074[0).

A potential problem is that the peaks of resonance
bands do not fully overlap in the D alitz plot, but are sep-
arated by approxin ately one decay w idth, so one is sen—
sitive to the precise lineshape of the 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 largest shift is expected to be
due to EW P and is known precisely, as in B ! ;
case k} ronau and Zupad, M). O ther isogpin break—
ing e ects are expected to be am all. For instance, the
shift due to ° O m ixing was estim ated to be
3 0J 0:1 (Gronau and Zlgpaﬂ,M), show ing

that the expected P=T suppression exists.

An alternative use of the sam e data is provided by the
SU (3) avor symm etry. In this way the potential sensi-
tivity of the Snyder-Q uinn m ethod on the form of reso—
nance tails can be avoided. T he required inform ation on
P=T is obtained from the SU (3) related S = 1 m odes,
B! K * ;K* andB* ! K °*;K%*. Sice
penguin pollution is relatively am all, the error on the ex—
tracted value of due to SU (3) breaking is expected to
be smnallas well, of a few degrees . nd 7 ,
M). Unlike the Snyder-Q uinn approach this m ethod
does su er from discrete am biguities.

In sum m ary, theory errors In the above direct m easure—
mentsof aredi culttodeterm ine com pletely. O urbest
estin ates for the erroron  from isospin analysis of the

and systam s are around a few degrees. T he un-

certainty is expected to be an aller for the SnyderQ uinn
analysis of which relieson an isogpin relation between
only penguin am plitudes. Since a SEF'F can m ake deter-
m nationsof in allof the abovem odes, we can be cau—
tiously optin istic that m ost sources of theoretical uncer—
tainty can be controlled w ith data. T herefore, there is a
good chance that the nalerroron from a SFF willbe
around 1 .

Finally, Table[V] sum m arizes the estin ates on the the-
ory error and also the expected accuracy at the SFF for
each angle through the use of these direct m ethods.



V.SIDES OF THE TRIANGLE

In this section we review brie y the strategies form ea-
suram ents of the m agnitudes of CKM m atrix elem ents.
For a m ore extensive review seelYao etall (2006).

W hile the detem inations of Vupj Ve Ve J and
Visjmainly rely on CP conserving observables { the
CP averaged B decay branching ratios { their values do
constitute an independent check ofthe CKM m echanisn .
The inform ation on VyupFVoj for instance determ ines
the length of the unitarity triangle side opposite to the
wellm easured angle , cf. Fi. [@. Together with the
direct determ ination of it provides a consistency check
between the constraints from b ! u tree transitions and
the constraint from the loop Induced B {B m ixing.

A . Detem hation of ¥ j

Both exclisive and inclusive b ! ¢ decays are used,

giving consistent determ inations @,M)

Vepdxen = (409  18) 107; )
Vepiner: = (417 0:7) 10°:
The value of Vo, jfrom the exclisivedecay B ! D 1,

(B ! D1,)isat present determ ined with a 4% (12% )
relative error, where the theoretical and experin ental
contributions to the errors are com parable. In the heavy
quark lm it the properly nom alized form factors are
equal to 1 at zero recoil, vy v » = 1. This predic-
tion has perturbative and nonperturbative corrections

0 .
Fp ()=1+c( )+ —+ C“—Zp
mo mQ
- (54)
Fp (1)= 1+ o ( s)+ —=
m
0
The absence of 1=mg om:ectjons in Fp (1) is due
to Luke’s theorem . The perturbative

corrections ¢ vy are known to 2

UMKLZﬁm&d&mnd.Mﬂanl&ﬂ ,while the rstnon-

perturbative corrections cnonp; are known only from
quenched lattice QCD (Hashin oto et all,[2002,[200d) or
from phenom enological m odels. Im provem ent can be
expected in the near future when unquenched lattice
QCD results becom e availbble. The profcted uncer-
tainty is 2-3% (Lahd,[2007;[Yac et all,[2006), which is
com parable to presently quoted errors In quenched cal-
culations (Hashin oto et all,[2007,12000), but the results
will be m ore reliable. Further in provem ents in preci-
sion will be needed, however, to reach the 1% uncer—
tainty pro gcted for the inclusive /., jdeterm ination dis-
cussed below . To achieve this goal analytical work is
also needed: the caltulation of higher order m atching
of latticized HOQET to continuum QCD is already in

progress (N obes and Trottier,2004;/0 ktay et all,[2004),

order
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w hile other ingredients such as the radiative corrections
to the 1=m ¢ and 1=m é suppressed term s in the currents
are not yet being calculated. The di culty of this task
is com parable or even greater than the sam e order cal-
culation needed for the inclusive determ ination of /o, j
,). O n the experim ental side, reduction
of the uncertainty with larger statistics is not guaran—
teed, since system atic errors already lim it the precision
(B ubert et all,2005z,12006g).

The inclusive detem nation of V4,j is based on
the operator product expansion lading to a sys-
tem atic expansion in 1=my {&‘ig;ﬂ;all, Md, Uﬁﬁj;
M anohar and W_ise, [1994). Present tsto B ! X.1:
incluide tem s up to order 1=m and 2 ;. The same
nonperturbative elem ents also appear in the predictions
of B ! X5 =0 thatglbal ts to electron and photon
energy m om ents from data are perform ed, giving Vo, j
with a relative error of about 1:7% ,).
Im provem ents on the theoretical side can be made
by calculating higher order perturbative corrections
, ) and by calculating the perturbative
corrections to the m atrix elem ents that de ne the heavy
quark expansion param eters. E xperin entally, system atic
errors are already lin iting the m ost recent results In
these analyses (Schwanda etall, [2007; [Urquip etall,
). However, som e In provem ent is certainly possible
w ith the large statistics of a SFF, so that a precision on
Vepjaround 1% m ay be possble.

B . D etem hation of ¥up]j

Both exclusive and inclisive detemm inations are being
pursued. At present there is som e slight tension (at the
1 level) between the two types of determ inations; as
discussed below .

T he theoretical and experim ental di culty with the
Inclusive extraction of ¥yp,jfrom B ! X, 1 isdue to
the large cham background from B ! X.1;. As a
result one cannot obtain the full inclisive rate exper-
mentally. The region of phase space w ithout cham
contam ination is typically a region where the inclusive
hadronic state form s a $t, so that the OPE is not
valid. Still, one can nd a gcp=myp expansion, and
using SCET one can show that there is a factorization of
the structure functions (in term s of which the branch-
Ing ratio is expressed) Into hard, gt and shape func-
tions, see Eq. (Z0) below. Each of these factors en-
code physics at scales of the orderm y, ocpMmp and

ocp - The Bt and shape fiinctions are currently known

at O ( smyp)) (B nd M anohat, [2004; Bosch et all,
20043) and O ( 2( gcpmyp)) (Becherand Neubert,
) respectively, while the power corrections have
been inclided only at O ( %) (Benekeetall, [20054;
Bosch etall, 20045; [Lee and Stewart, 2005). In the
BLNP approach the parameters for the models of
the LO shape function are extracted from the B !




Xs spectum [(Langeetal, 20052), while subleading
shape functions are modeled. The HFAG average us—
ing this approach is Vupincneunp) = (449 0:19
027) 10 ° (Aubert et al,[2007g ;B arberio et all,[2007;
M,M),whem the rsterror is experin ental
and the second theoretical. A ltematively, as discussed
in Section VIIICl, the ratio of B ! X,1;t0B ! X4
decay rates can be used to reduce the dependence on
the LO shape function {L@ngé,lﬂm ;E@nggﬂjﬂ,lzm;
Lebovich et all, [2000; N eubert, 1994). This approach
has been used to obtain the value V,pj= (443 045
029) 10 ° (Aubertetal,|20062), where the rst er-
ror is experin ental and the second theoretical. The
com bined theoretical error from using 2-loop corrections
to gt functions, the subleading shape function correc-
tions and the known s=m corrections has been esti-
mated to be 5% ﬂwﬂ,w). T his error could
be further reduced by using the B ! X hard ker-
nels at 0 ( %) a calculation of which is alm ost com plete
@hmnd_]ﬂﬂ;bﬁﬂ[,lﬂﬁﬂ), but a sin ilarly dem anding
calculation of the hard kemelin B ! X ,1;atthesame
order would be needed . A nother hurdle is the estin ation
of the subleading shape functions { to gain in precision
one would need to go beyond m odeling.

A di erent approach that can reduce the dependence
on shape functions is a combined cut on the leptonic
mom entum transfer ¢ and the hadronic nvariant m ass
My (Baueretall,|2000,/2001), so that a larger portion
of phase space is used. Furthem ore, it has been sug-
gested (B igiand Uraltse,1994;Voloshid [2001) thatun-
certainties from weak annihilation can be reduced by
making a cut on the high ¢ region. Another theoreti-
calapproach,D ressed G luon E xponentiation, that usesa
renom alon nspired m odel for the leading shape function
hasbeen advocated lZM ). Follow —
ing these approaches, and taking advantage of the large
statistics at a SFF, a precision on V,,jof 3{5% from
Inclisive m odesm ay be possble.

For the exclusive }/,, jdeterm ination, the decay B !

1 isprin arily used, although decayssuch asB ! 1,
also provide usefill nform ation, and, as discussed in Sec—
tion [IILC], Jeptonic decays B ! 1, can be used to ob-
tain a treelevel determ ination of ¥,,j that is sensitive
to NP e ects. Nonperturbative inform ation on B ! 1
form factors com es from lattice QCD for? > 16 GeV?,
while Iight cone sum rules can be used r® ! 0. Us-
ing current lattice QCD results in their range of appli-
cability ¢ > 16 Gev?, HFAG nds Vupj= (333
021'023) 10 % (Atharetall, 12003; Aubertetal,
[2007ml; [B arberio et all, [2007; [H okuue et all, [2007) us-
ing the unquenched HPQCD calculation ,
200d), and .3 = (355 0229%) 103 for the
unquenched calculation from the FNAL collaboration

, lZMLE]). A number of extrapolation
ansaetze have been proposed so that the whole o region

can be used for V1, jdeterm ination (A mesen eta l,m;
Becher and Hill, [2006; [Becirevic and K aidalov, 12000;
Boyd etal,[1995;B oyd and Savagé,[1997;[H 1i,200d). A
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recent discussion of their use is given m@@).

The current status is som ewhat problem atic: incli-
sive m ethods give /,pjvalues systam atically larger than
the exclusivem ethods, and are also in disagreem ent w ith
direct sin2 determ ination at 2 level ,
Mﬁ, 2[][175; Charleset a |., m; Lunghiand San,
[2007). Neubert (2008) argued recently that, due to
m odeldependence introduced by the shape function and
contributions other than those from the Q- operator,
the b ! s data should not be used in the j,,pjde-
term ination. Using m detem ined only from b ! cl
and the theoretically cleanest M y cut, Neubert nds
Vupj= (3:70 0:15 0:28) 10°, resolving the dis-
agream ent.

The SFF will give much in proved detem inations of
VupJ using the exclisive approach, where the statisti-
cal errors currently control the precision of the m easure-
m ents. Here one requires precise determ inations of the
o spectrum , In the low recoil region where the rate is
very small. The large data sam ple at a SFF w ill allow
m easuram ents of binned spectra w ith precision of a few
percent. A ssum Ing that lattice QCD can reach a com pa-—
rable level of precision, an error of 3{5% on ¥,,J from
the exclusive approach appears attainable at a SFF.

C. D etem hation of Vgjand Vs jfrom bop processes

Thevaluesofthe CKM m atrix elem ents Vg jand Vis
can only be studied In loop processes at a SFF . These
nclude bothm ixing ( F = 2)and decay ( F = 1) pro-
cesses. Speci cally, the ratio Vg Vs jcan be obtained
by com paring the B3 {Bg4 and B 5 {B s m assdi erences, or
from the ratio of, forexam ple,b! d andb! s radia-
tive decays. Since both are loop m ediated processes they
are sensitive to NP.

T he oscillation frequencies in B 4,5 {Bq;s M ixing deter-
m ine them assdi erences. T hese are short distance dom —
inated and depend on the CKM m atrix elem ents as

Mg=MSJ MS=

G]:%M Ba_ 2 2
=~z M VeV F 5 Soxe)EE Bs, s
and sim ilarly fortheB ¢ system w ith the substitution d !
s. Here y Sy (X+) encodes the short-distance inform ation
in the Inam L. in function Sg(x¢) that depends on the
top m ass through x¢ = m€= fq ,while 5 = 055 isa
num erical factor containing NLO QCD corrections due
to running from my  to my, (Burasetall,[1990).
The m ass di erence is precisely m easured in the B 4{
By system with the present WA M 4 = 0:505
0005 ps * (Abeetal, [2009; [Aubertetal, [2006d;
Iﬁmﬂ'm@,mpj). Further in provem ent of thism ea—
surem ent at a SFF is not lkely to reduce the error
on Vi Jj, which is dom fnated at present by theory (lat-
tice) errors. The Bs{Bs m ixing parameter M 4 has
recently been m easured at the Tevatron to be M 5 =

1777 0:10 0:07 ps! (Abulencia et all,[2004). Again,

(55)




lattice errors lin it the direct extraction of ¥ jfrom this
result.

The parameters fz,,, and By,  have been com -
puted In lattice QCD using a variety of m ethods (see
[0 kam ota (2006); [Tantald (2007) for recent reviews).
Both quenched and ungquenched determ nations of the
decay constants are available. For the bag param eters
the quenching e ect is not very important. For in-
stance, the analogous quantity Bk of the kaon system
has been com puted In unquenched sin ulations using do-
m ain wallquarks,and isnow known to about5 6% er—
ror i ,12008), In fact, separating out the de—
cay constants from fg,,,” Bs,, isa notationalartefact
rem aining from the days of vacuum saturation approx—
ination (Bemard etall,l199€;Dalyic et all,[2007). Cal
culating the product instead can lead to reduced errors.

T he best constraint com es at present from the ratio of
the m ass di erences

2

M M V.
i (56)
M 4 Mg, Vis
p— p—
where = f_ Bp_=fz, Bp,. Several theoret-

ical uncertainties cancel out in this ratio. From
Eqg.(38) and the experinental values of M 4 and
M ¢ given above, one obtains ¥yu=Visj = 0:2060
0:0007"* §00¢s (Abulencia et all,[2006) where the rster
ror is expermm ental and the second theoretical, from
the input valie = 121 393! which is obtained from
an average of ng = 2 partially quenched sinulations

,m ). Thus, the Jattice uncertainty also dom —
inates this constraint; indeed the stated errors herem ay
well be an underestin ate. H owever, unquenched preci-
sion calculationsof are underway; see e.g.
) and certainly by the tin e of SF'F the stated error
on should be con m &d.

An altemative determ ination of y=Visjcan be ob-
tained from theraticofb! d andb! s rareradiative
decays. T his isdiscussed in m oredetailin Section[V IILC],
and we give here only a brief account. Taking the ratio
ofB ! and B ! K exclusive decays, the hadronic
m atrix elem ents cancel to a good approxim ation, giving

B@®B ! ) Vig MZ m? 3
M

-_— 1+ R):
BB ! K ) Vg

(57)
Here istheratiooftheB ! =K tensor form factors
and equals 1 In the SU (3) 1im it,and R describes the ef-
fect of theweak annihilation in B ! . A sdiscussed
in Section W IILC], this gives results in good agreem ent
w ith the detemm ination from neutralBg4;s m eson m xing,
albeit w ith Jarger errors that, for now , are predom natly
experin ental in origin. W e note that the corresponding
Inclusive radiative m odes can be used as well, provided
that the ss background In b! d m odes can be reliably
taken into account.

T heoretically, an extrem ely clean detem ination of
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TABLE VI Precision on sides determm ination, current versus
profcted in the SFF era. Since In som e cases the error is
dom nated by theory the projcted In provem ents are based
on expectations for theory.

Side Current accuracy Profcted accuracy

Vep excl 4{5% 2{3 %

Vep Incl. 15{2% 0.7{1%

Vup excl 18% 3{5%

Vup Incl 8% 3{5%

Via=Vis 5{6% 3{4%

Vg=Vis jis possible using the ratio (Buras et al,,|2001k)
BB ! Xgq ) Vg~
= = (58)
BB ! Xg ) Vi

which ispredicted in the SM w ith essentially no hadronic
uncertainties. H owever, the inclusive m odes in Eq. (58)
are very challenging experin entally because of the pres-
ence of the tw o undetected neutrinos. N evertheless, stud—
des of these decays, In particular in exclusive nalstates,
can be started ata SFF ,aswediscuss in SectionV IIIB J.
W em ention here that since the exclisive m odes are sub—
Bct to SU (3) breaking, an extraction of Viy=Vis w ithout
theory uncertainty can only be obtained from inclisive
m easurem ents.

Table[V 1 sum m arizes the current versus the estim ated
error in the SFF era.

VI. TM EDEPENDENT CP ASYMM ETRY IN
PENGUIN-DOM INATED M ODES

Penguin dom inated hadronic B decayso er one of the
m ost prom ising sets of observables to search for new
sources of CP violation. The tin e dependent CP asym —
metry in channels such asB° ! Kg and B? ! K o
gives in the SM the value of sih2 that should be the
sam e (up to suppressed tem s) as the one determm ined

from the tree dom fnated \goden" mode B? | J= Kg
(cf. Section [[W_Al). However, shhce BY ! Ks and
B? ! %4 are Joop dom inated, NP contributions can

m odify this prediction.
T he decay am plitude for the penguin dom inated S =
1 cham less B decay can be w ritten as

—0

M@®B ! f)= ®ats+ ®ag, (59)

fr
where the \tree" am pliude, AY, and \penguin" am -
plitude, A%, are multiplied by di erent CKM elem ents

(s)

g = VgVgs. This is a general decom position. U sing
CKM unitarity, ES) = & ) any SM  contribu-
tion can be cast in the orm of Eq. (89). The \tree"

(s)_ (s).
J

contribution is suppressed by a factor j ¢ '= ¢ 1=50
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FIG .13 HFAG compilation ofsin(2 © ) £S¢ m easure—
ments in b ! s penguin dom inated decays ,
M) com pared to sin(2 ) from b ! ccs decays to chamm onia
suchasB®! J= K°.The gure does not include the recent
BABAR resulton BY ! fOKS from the tim edependent D alitz
pbtanalysisofB° ! * K¢ (Aubertetall,[2007wl),which

has highly non-G aussian uncertainties.

and can be neglected to rst approxim ation. Follow ing
the sam e steps as for the \goden", tree-<dom inated m ode

B? ! J= K5 h Eqg. (39), this then gives ¢ ' e %t
with ¢ = +1 ( 1) orCP-even (CP-odd) nal states.
T herefore, the SM expectation is that

£Sg ! sih2 ; Aes ' 0: (60)

The sam e is expected for m ixing-induced CP viola-
tion in B® ! J= K as described in Section [IV_Al.
H ere the m easurem ents are quite m ature, w ith the latest

world average (including both J= Kg and J= K nal
states) (Barberio etall,l2007)
sin2 S- xo = 0668 0:026: (61)

The B factories have m easured in the past few years
tin edependent CP violation param eters for a num -
ber of b ! s modes, ncuding B® !  K?, BY !
%% BY 1 KgKsKs,Bo ! O%%,4,B? 1 kg,
B + 19%4,BY 1 £KO? BO ! 0 Ok ¢ and
B ! K*K K° (abeetal, [2007d/d; [ ubert etal,
(20067, 20075k [dId lul, (20084 ; [c hen et all,[20078). A re-
cent com pilation of these results is shown in Figure[I3.
Tom ake the test 0of SM m ore transparent it is convenient
to introduce

S £ £5¢ (62)

Sy kot
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TABLE VII Current experim ental world averages for S ¢

and A ¢ d&ﬂmﬂ,m ). The recent BABAR result from
onB° ! fKJ from tinedependentB’ ! * K¢ Dalitz
plot analysis @mﬂ'ﬁdﬂ, 2007w!) is not included, since it
has highly non-G aussian uncertainties.
M ode S ¢ Ar
K° 028 0:7 001 012
O 0 006 0:08 009 006
KsKsKs 009 020 0:14 0:15
oK o 029 0:19 0:14 0:1
K s 0:06 0:02 029
19K o 0:19 024 021  0:19
£oK ° 046 0:8 008 0:12
0 K g 119 041 018 022
KK K° 006 0:10 007 0:08

where £ is a penguin-dom inated nalstate. Up to anall
corrections to be discussed below , onehas S ¢ = 0 in
the SM . A summ ary of the current experin ental world
averages for S ¢ is given in Table[Z 1.

So far we have neglected the \tree" am plitnde A} of
Eq. (89). In many of the penguin dom inated m odes,
eg. 'Ks; "Ks; Kg, the ampliude AY receives con—
tributions from the b ! uus tree operators which can
partially lift the large CKM suppression. To rst order

nr  (OAY)=( 'AY) one has (Cheng etall,[2005d;
\G ronau ,[1989;IG rossm an et all,[20034)

S ¢ =2%Frjcos2 sih cos¢;

s , (63)
Af=2FfJsn s ¢;
with a strong phase ¢ = arg@f=A¢). Both S ¢ and
A ¢ can thus deviate appreciably from zero, if the ratio
Al=A% is large. M ost in portantly, the size of this ra-
tio is channel dependent and willgive di erent S ¢ for
di erent m odes. W e thus tum next to the theoretical
estin atesof S ¢.

A . Theoreticalestin ates for S ¢

T he original papers (C uchiniet all,|19972;|F leischer,
11997; |Gronad, 11989; IGrossman and W oral, [1997;
London and Soni,|1997) that suggested S ¢ (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 ¢ (for detailed
reviews, see eg. (Silvestrinl, 2007; [zupan, [20070)).
The methods used are either based on SU (3) sym —
metry relations (Bumsetal, [2003, [2004dl, [2009,
12006; |[Engehard etall, [2005; |Engehard and Raz,
(2008; [Fleischeretall, [2007; |G ronau etal, [2004dl,
[2006H; |G rossnan etall, [20032); or use the l=my




expansion { QCD factorization (QCDF) M

[2008; [Buchallaetal, [2008; [Chengetal, [20053H)
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TABLE V IIT Expectations for S ¢ in three cleanest m odes.

perturbative QCD  (pQCD)  (Aletal, [200%;
Liand M ishin &, 12006), and SoftCollinear E ective
Theory (SCET) Mam_sgnjnd_z_umd [200d). Ta-
ble[V II] sum m arizes som e of the ndings.

The SU (3) relations typically give only loose con-
straintson S ¢ since the bounds involve sum s of am pli-
tudes, w here relative phases are unknow n. Furthem ore,

U (3) breaking is hard to estim ate and all the analy—
ses are done only at leading order In the breaking. The
1=m , expansion on the other hand provides a system atic
fram ew ork w here higher order corrections can in princi-
ple be included. The three approaches: QCDF, pQ CD
and SCET, while all using the 1=m, expansion, di er
in details such as the treatm ent of higher order correc—
tions, cham ing penguins k; uchiniet a l,m, 19975)
and the scale at which the treatm ent is stilldeem ed per-
turbative (Bauer et all,2005;B encke et all,120052).

E xperin ental observations of large direct CP asym -
metries in several exclusive B decay m odes, such as
K* (Aubert et all, [20074; [Chao et all, [2004) and

* (Ishino et all, 2007) require large strong phases.
In di erent theoretical approaches these are seen to com e
from di erent sources. In pQCD (Keum eta l,M)
they arise from annihilation diagram s and are deem ed
calculable using a phenom enological param eter kr as
an endpoint divergence requlator. Th QCDF the large
strong phase is deem ed nonperturbative and com es from
endpoint divergent weak annihilation diagram s and the
chirally-enhanced power corrections to hard spectator
scattering. It is then m odeled using nonperturbative pa—
ram eters. In SCET the strong phase is assigned to non-
perturbative cham ing penguins, w hile annihilation dia-
gram s are found to be real {A_mgxnﬁmll,lZM). The
nonperturbative term sare t from data. In the approach
OM&I@ J@Qj_d B) the strong phases are assum ed
to com e from nalstate nteractions. T hese are then cal-
culated from on-shell rescattering of 24ody m odes, w hile
QCDF isused for the shortdistance part.

B . Theoretically ckanest m odes

Thedeviations S ¢ are expected to be the sn allest in

% °, K°and KsKsKs (Gershon and Hazum 1,12004)
channels, m aking them the theoretically cleanest probes
of NP, see Table [VIII. The tree pollution in the de-
caysB ! K%KsKgKgs is snall since the tree oper—
ators Q1 do not contribute at all (taking to be a
pure ss state). Thus S ¢ & 0 arises only from EW P
contrbutions. M B ! % 9, on the other hand, tree
operators do contribute. However, the penguin contri-
bution is enhanced, as signaled by the large B ! K
branching ratios {AJAbﬁ:dELaﬂ, [2007d; [Barberioc et all,
um, Schum ann et a l,@pﬁ), giving again a sm all tree{
to{penguin ratio rr. The di erences In the predicted
valiesof S ok . seen in Tabk[V Il can be attributed to

M odel K° ) © KsKsK?
QCDF+FST 003" 0:00" 200 0:02" 200
QCDFP® 002 001 001 001
QCDF® 002 001 001 0:02
01 K
ScETe 0019  0:009
0010 0:010
pQCD® 002 001

®Beneke (2005)
9W illiam son and Zupan (2006)

“Cheng et al. (2005a b)
°Buchalla et al. (2005)
*Liand M ishin a (2006)

di erent determ inations of strong phases and nonpertur-
bative param eters. W hilk only the SCET prediction of

S ok, Isnegative (going in the direction of the exper—
In entalcentralvalue), all the calculations nd jS o, J
to be anall. To establish clear evidence of NP e ects
in these decays, a deviation of S ¢ from zero that is
much larger than the estin ated theoretical uncertainty
is needed.

C . Com parison w ith SM value of sin 2

A s experin ental errors reduce, for a num ber of m odes
the deviationsof S ¢ from zerom ay becom e signi cant.
The translation of the m easured values of S ¢ Into a
deviation from the SM then becom es nontrivial. How —
ever, forgetting about this issue and just averaging over
the experin ental data given in Table [V 1l gives a value
ofhS¢i= 041 0:06Barberic etal,[2007) (uSJng
only the theoretically cleanest modes K °, K and
KsKsK %, onecbtainsinstead h S si= 009 0:07).

D i erent approaches that take into account theoretical
predictions are possible M,M). C orrecting for
theSM valueof S f byde ning ( S £)ecorr = ( S £ exp
('S £ ), one has several choices that can be taken for
(S ¢, ncluding: (i) to use all availkble theoretical
predictions in a particular fram ework (eg. QCDF ), and
to discard rem aining experin ental data, (ii) to use the
theoretical prediction for each channel that is closest to
the experin entaldata (and neglecting threedbody decays
where only one group has m ade predictions). The rst
prescription givesh( S ¢ Jeori= 0:133  0:063[Zupad,

). Interestingly enough the second prescription
gives alm ost exactly the sam e result.

D . Experin ental prospects

Several previous studies have considered the poten—
tial of a SFF to in prove the measuraments of S ¢ to
at least the level of the current theoretical uncertainty
n a wide range of channels, including all the theoreti-



cally cleanest m odes (Akeroyd etall,[2004;Bona etall,
12007¢; |G ershon and Soni, 2007 ; Hashin oto et al, [2004;
Hewett et all, 2004). By extrapolating the current ex-
perin ental m easurem ents, these studies show that data
sam ples of at Jeast 50 ab ' (containing at keast 50 10
BB pairs) willbe necessary. T his roughly corresponds to
ve years of operation for a facility w ith peak um inosity
of10°°cm  “s ! and data taking e ciency com parable to
the current B factories. These studies also indicate the
system atic uncertainties are unlkely to cause any unsur-
m ountable problam s at the few percent precision level
that w ill be reached (although the D alitz plot structure
oftheB? ! K*K K °decay (Aubert et all,[2007d) will
need to be clari ed to obtain high precision on S ¢ o).

O nem ay consider the potential of a hadronic m achine
to address thesem odes. A t present, it appears that K g
isdi cult, but not Im possible to trigger and reconstruct
in the hadronic environm ent, due to the am all opening
anglein ! K*K ; % s is challenging since neutral
particles are involved in the °decay chain; HrK sK sK 5
m eanw hile, there are no charged tracks origihating from
the B vertex, and so both triggering and reconstruction
seem highly com plicated. M odes containing K ;, m esons
in the nalstatem ay be considered m possible to study
ata hadron m achine. Furthem ore,due to the theoretical
uncertainties discussed above, there is a clear advantage
provided by the ability to study m ultiple channels and to
m ake com plam entary m easuram ents that check that the
theory errors are under control. T hus, thesem odes point
to a Super F lavor Factory, w ith integrated lum inosity of
at least 50 ab .

VII. NULL TESTS OF THE SM

An in portant toolin searching for new avor physics
e ects are the observables that vanish or are very an all
in the SM , have an all calculable corrections and poten—
tially Jarge new physics e ects. Severalexam ples of such
null tests of the SM are discussed at length in separate
sections of this review :

As discussed in SectionV IIIA 1, the untagged
direct CP asymmetry Acp B ! Xgigq ) van—
ishes in the U —spin 1im it (H nd M annel,[2001;
)} The leading SU (3) breaking cor—

4

rections are of order Mm s=m p ) 5 14 giving
Acp (B ! Xasrgq ) 3 16 (Hurth and M annel,

). This can be easily m odi ed by new physics
contrlbutions. For instance, in the M SSM w ith
nonvanishing avorblind phasesAcp B ! Xgsiq )
can be a few percent, whil more general avor
violation can saturate the present experim ental

bounds (Hurth et all,[2009).

4 For neutral B decays potential nonzero contributions, such as

annihilation, start at s (m )=m J order.
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Photon polarization in B ! V  decays. As dis-
cussed in Section [V IITA 3, the tin e dependent CP
asymmetry,S,nB(t)! K (Kgs °; ;::) can be
used as quasinull tests of the SM .

Lepton avor violating  decays such as !
! 3 ,etc.,would bea clear signalofnew physics.
T he theoreticalexpectationsand SFF reach aredis—
cussed in Section [X1.

CP asymm etry from interference ofdecay and m ix—
Ing In S = 1 penguin dom inated decays, S ¢, is
equal to sin2 up to CKM suppressed hadronic
corrections. A s shown in Section [ 1, the precision
of this test is at the few percent level or below for
severalmodes such asB ! % g; Kg;KsKsKg
decays. New physics contributions can easily ac—
com m odate m uch larger deviations.

In this section we give som e further exam plesofnull tests.

A . Isosphh sum wulesn B ! K

As rst discussed by m @) and by
|G ronau and R osnet (1999) the follow ing sum of CP av-

eraged B ! K decay widths
h
L ——— 2&®"%  ® “w
(K ) i (64)
2K 9 &Y )

vanishes n the SM up to second order In to
an all param eters: the EW P-topenguin ratio and
the doubly CKM suppressed treetopenguin ratio.
Assum Ing isospin symmetry, the LO SCET theory
prediction is L = (20 09 07  04)

10 2 (W_illiam son and Zupan, [2006), which is com pat—
ble with and more precise than a QCDF predic—
tion (Beneke and Neubert, 2003). Remaining isospin
breaking contributions are an all (G ronau et al,,|20064d).

T he experim entalvalue hasatpresentm uch largererrors,

L "2 043 0909 [abeetal, [20078; Bubert etall,
2006H,12007d 14 ,[2008H ;B arberio et a1l [2007). T he preci-
sion of the branching fraction m easurem ents of all Input
m odes would need to be In proved to m ake a signi cant
reduction in this experin entaluncertainty ata SFF.The
m easuram ents currently have com parable statistical and
system atic uncertainties, so this is not straightforward.
H ow ever, som e m odest reduction of uncertainties due to
Ks and ° reconstruction e ciencies can be expected,
so that this test m ay becom e at least a factor two m ore
stringent.

A guantity that is even further suppressed in SM is
a sin ilar sum of partial decay width di erences =

(B! £f) B! 1)

(K° %)

2 K

14



In the linit of exact isospin and no EW P s
vanishes (A twood and Soni,|19982;\G ronau and R osner,
). Furthem ore, the corrections due to EW P are
subleading In the 1=m, expansion M,ML Se)
that Z is expected to be below 1% . Experin entally,

001 0110 [abe etall,2007dlé; (A ubert et all,
lZMH lzmlﬂ (2008H;[Barberio et all,[2007), where the
uncertainty is dom fnated by the Acp ( °K ) experin en—
tal error. This is large because the reconstructed nal
state oor thismode ( °Kg) isa CP eigenstate contain—
ing no inform ation on the nitial B meson avor. The
required avour tagging com es at a statistical cost that
is, however, Jess severe at an € e B factory than at a
hadron collider. Therefore, this SM test is unigque to a
SFF, where a signi cant in provem ent com pared to the
current precision can be expected.

The above sum rules given in Eq. (&4) and Eq. (€9)
can be violated by NP thatbreaks isospin symm etry. An
exam ple is given by NP contributions to EW P, exten—
sively discussed in the literature (see[Baek et all (2009);
[Buras et al (2004d) and references therein).

B.b! ssdand b! dds decays

In theSM b! ssdand b! dds transitions are highly
suppressed , proceeding through a W {up-type-quark box
diagram (Huitu etall,|1998). Com pared to the penguin
transitions b ! ggs and b ! ggd they are additionally
suppressed by the CKM factor VgV 503 10°
and are thus exceedingly sm allin the SM , w ith Inclusive
decay rates at the levelof 10 * and 10 ** orb ! ssd
and b ! dds, respectively dﬂajmmﬂ,lZM).

These am plitudes can be signi cantly enhanced in
SM extensions, for instance ln M SSM w ith or without
conserved R parity, or in the m odels containing extra
U (1) gauge bosons. For example, the b ! ssd de-
cays B ! K K %and B ! K K 9can reach

6 10 in the M SSM , whik they are 7 164

in the SM JFaﬁ' and Sjngej,mpﬂ). Note that the a-

0

vor of K is tagged using the decay into the K *
nal state. The b ! dds transitions B ! K ©
and B! K Y can be enhanced from 10 *® in
the SM to 10 ® i the presence of an extra 7 ° bo-

&Mﬁﬂ [200€). The relevant experin ental up—
perhm:tsareB(B ! K K *)< 13 10° and
BB ! KT )< 18 10 ° (Aubert etal,|2003).
A Ithough these decays are background lin ited, in prove-
m ents In these lim its by alm ost two orders of m agnitude
can be expected from a SFF.

A Ithough the observation ofhighly suppressed SM de-
cays would provide the clearest signal for NP in these
decay am plitudes, there are a number of other possi-
ble signals for such wrong sign kaons ,

). For exam ple, these am plitudes could invalidate
the isogpin relations given above, cause a non—zero CP
asymmetry n B ! Kg ,induce a di erence in rates
between B% ! Kgs “andB® ! K ° oradierence n
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ratesbetween B? | KgKg andB? ! K Ky ,aswellas
resulting in a non—zero rate orB° ! KKy .

C.CP asymmetry n = °

Since O isan I = 2 nal state, only tree and
EW P operators contribute to the B ! 0 de-
cay am plitude. Therefore, the direct CP asymm etry
A + o is expected to be very anall. Theoretical es-

tin ates range between < 0:1% (B nd N ,
2003; |G ronau etall, [1999) to 0 (1%) (Chengetal,

). The current average of the B factory results is
Acp(B' ! * %)= 006 0:05Aubertetal,[2007u;
Barberio et all,2007). Further theoretical studies of this
observable would be desired to m atch the precision at-
tainable at a SFF.

D . Sem incluisive hadronic B decays

Several sem Hnclusive hadronic decays can be used to
test the SM . For instance, the decaysB ! D X sx and
B ! DX 4 have zero CP asymm 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 ! DK decays (Section [V Bl). An-
other test is provided by avor untagged sem iHnclisive
B ! MO(MO)Xs+d decays,whereMOjsejtheran
elgenstate of s $ d switching symmetry, eg. Ks, K1,

9 or any cham oniim state,orM ? and M © are related
by the s $ d transm ation, eg. K % K ° and one
sum s over the two states. In the SM the CP asymm e-
try of such sem iHnclisive decays vanish in the SU (3) a-—
vor Jim it (G ronau [2000;[Soniand Zupar ,[2007) (this ok
low s from the sam e considerations as for the direct CP
asymmetry n B ! X4 q 10 Section WIITA 1l). The
CP asymm etries are thus both doubly CKM ( 2) and
ms= gcp Suppressed.

If the tagged meson M ° is light the CP asymm etries
can be reliably calculated using SCET in the end-point
region, where M © has energy close to m ,=2 (Chay etall,
,). This gives CP asymm etries for B !
M °x below 1% for each of M ° = (Ks; % ® O+

These modes can be studied at a SFF using incli-
sive reconstruction of the X systam by taking advantage
of the recoil analysis technique that is possible due to
the efe ! (4s) ! B "B production chain. The
m ethod has been in plem ented for m easurem ent of in—
clusive cham lessB ! K * (K °)X decays m,

,aswellas having m ultiple applications for studies
ofeg.b! s andb! s”‘ .W ith SFF data sam plks,
this class of in portant null tests can be probed to O (1% )
precision.



E. Transverse polrization In sem ikptonic decays

T he transverse polarization of tau leptons produces in
b! ¢ decays,de nedasp S P ®=P & I
where S is the spin of the , is a very clean observ-
able since it vanishes in the SM .On the other hand it is
very sensitive to the presence ofa C P-odd phase in scalar
interactions. It is thus well suited as a probe of CP vio—
lating m ultiH iggs doublet m odels (Atwood et all,1993;
G aristd,[1995; n and L igeti,[1999).

Since p' is a naive Ty -odd observable it does not re-
quire a non-zero strong phase. The fact that p’ arises
from an underlying CP-odd phase can be veri ed exper-
In entally by com paring the asymm etry In B with B de-
cays w hence it should change sign re ecting a change in
the sign of the CP-odd phase.

In principle any charged lepton could be used for
such searches. Indeed, the transverse muon polariza—
tion in kaon decays has been of interest for a very long
tine (Abe et all,[2004,12006H). The advantage of using
the tau lepton is that decays serve as selfanalyzers
of the polarization. This propery has already been ex-—
ploited at the B factories (Inam ietall,[2003). On the
other hand, any sem itauonic B decay contains at least
tw 0 neutrinos, so that kinem atic constraints from the re—
construction of the recoiling B are essential.

In passing we mention that, as mentioned in Sec—
tion [IIIC], the rates and di erential distrdbutions in
B! pt) decays are sensitive to contributions from
charged H iggs exchanges (K ders and Soni, 11997). The

rst studies of these are being carried out at the B fac—
tories (A ,12007¢;M atya eLaﬂ,M),t’hough
much larger data sam ples are needed for precise m ea—
surem ents. On the other hand, a., is theoretically ex-
trem ely clean, so that experim ental issues are the only
Iim iting factor. T hus, transverse polarization studies In
these sam itauonic decays w ill be a unigue new possibilty
for exploration ata SFF .

VIIO. RAREDb! s AND b! s“‘ DECAYS

Thedecaysb! s andb! s’ are forbdden at
tree Jevel in the Standard M odel. They do proceed at
loop level, through diagram sw ith intemalW bosonsand
charge + 2/3 quarks, w hich has several in portant in pli-
cations. First,theb ! s=d am plitudes are particularly
sensitive to the weak couplings of the top quark { the
CKM m atrix elem entsVy,,Vis and Vg . Alongwith B B
m ixing, these processes are the only (low energy) exper—
n ental probes of Vi, one of the least wellknown CKM
m atrix elem ents. Second, the loop suppression of SM
contributions m akes them an in portant probe of possi-
ble contrbutions from new physics particles. A sa conse-
quence a great deal of theoretical and experin entalw ork
is dedicated to these decays.

In this Section we review the In plications of the rare
radiative decays for constraining the Standard M odel pa—
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ram eters, and their relevance In new physics searches. W e
start by brie y review Ing the present theory status and
then proceed to describe the observables of Interest.

A.B ! Xg,4q decays

1. hclistve B ! X4 decays

T he application of the e ective H am iltonian (8) to ac-
tual hadronic radiative decays requires know ledge of the
m atrix elem ents for the operators O Ii) acting on hadronic
states. Thisdi cult problem can be addressed in am odel
Independent way only in a lin ited num ber of cases.

In Inclusive radiative decays b ! s , the operator
product expansion (O PE ) and quark-hadron duality can
be used to make clean predictions for su ciently in-
clusive observables: the inclusive rate, the photon en-
ergy spectrum or the hadronic invariant m ass spectrum
(BIok etall, 11994; [Chay etall, [1990; [Fak et all, [1994;
M anohar and W jﬁ, M). T hese observables can be
com puted using the heavy quark expansion in  gcp=myp,
w here 500 M eV is the scale of strong interac—
tions.

T he starting point is the opticaltheorem ,which relates
the in agingry part of the forward scattering am plitude

QCD

TE )=1 d*xTfHy ;Hy g to the hclusive rate
1 1 .
B! X5 )= ~ W BE )Pir  (66)
2MB

Here E is the photon energy. In the heavy quark lim it
the energy release into hadronic nalstates is very large,
so that the forward scattering am plitude T (E ) is dom —
inated by short distances x l=mp ! 0. This in plies
that T (E ), and thus the totalB ! X5 rate, can be
expanded in powersof gcp=my usihg OPE

1 1

—Imn T=0p+ —O1 + —202+

my m b

Here O 5 are the m ost general local operators of dim en—
sion 3+ j which can m ediate the b ! b transition. At
leading order there is only one such operator Oy = k.
Tts m atrix elem ent is known exactly from b quark num —
ber conservation. The din ension 4 operators O; vanish
by the equations ofm otion dg; hay et aﬂ,M), w hile the
m atrix elem ents of the din ension-5 operators O ; can be
expressed in term s of tw o nonperturbative param eters

1
1= B P, (D )by B i
2M g
1 g (68)
32= g —Bho GY ThBi;

where b, is the static heavy quark eld. TheB ! X
decay rate ©llow ing from the OPE (&7) is thus

Gi 5.
B! X ):16F4mbjt f
h

£ ) 1+ “omZ




The lading temm 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
nonperturbative corrections to the LO result are doubly
suppressed , by é cp =M g . In a physicalpicture they arise
from the so—called Ferm im otion of the heavy quark inside
the hadron,and from its interaction w ith the color gluon
eld inside the hadron. At each order in the gcp=myp
expansion, these e ects are param eterized in term s of a
an all num ber of nonperturbative param eters.
In the endpoint region of the photon spectrum , where
M g 2FE ocp , the heavy quark expansion in
ocp=Mp breaks down. It is replaced with a simul-
tanous expansion in pow ers of Q cp=mpand 1l x,where
x = 2E =M (Bigietall,[1994K;M anneland Neubert,
L&% @m 11994). In this region the invariantm assof
thehadronicstate sM 7 Mz ocp - The photon spec—
trum is given by a factorization relation m,

12002 ;K orchem sky and Sterm an,[1994)

1d E )

— =HE ; 8Kk )?Jks+myp  2E ); (70)
o dE

where H (E ; ) contains the e ects of hard loop m o-

m enta,J is the Pt function describing the physics of the
hard-collinear loopswithM 5 gcp 0O -shellness,S (ky ) is
the shape function param eterizing bound-state e ects in
the B m eson, while the star denotes a convolution over
soft mom entum k; . The nonperturbative shape func-
tion has to be either extracted from data or m odelled
[com m only used shape function param eterizationscan be
fund in (Bosch etal,l20042)]

T he present world average for the Inclisive branching
fraction is (Aubert et all, [2005K; [Barberio et all, 2007;
(Chen et all,[2001 ;K oppenburg et all,[2004)

B¥P(B ! Xi

(355 90 dnape

)E >1:6 Gev =

. (71)
0245 ar oy

0033 ) 10 “:
T he errors shown are due to the shape function, exper—
n ental (statistical and system atic com bined), and the
contam ination from b! d events, respectively.

On the theory side, the SM prediction for the incli-
sive branching fraction has recently been advanced to

NNLO (M isiak etall,l2007), w ith the result

) NLO
>1:6 GeV

BB ! Xg = (315 023) 10%; (72)
where the error combines in quadrature several types
of uncertainties: nonperturbative (5% ), param etric
(3% ), higherorder (3% ) and m . 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 scal
JJkeO(s QCD—mb)jntheljmjtmc m =2 and lke
O( s QCDm 2) .n the Hnit m. mp=2. An alter-

native estim ate, with the photon energy cut depen-
dence resumm ed using an e ective theory form aliam ,
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gives (Becher and N eubert,[2007)
BB ! Xs " sce = (298 0T der o)
016Faar O0dljas 0:093.) 10 *:

This result is about 14 below the central value of the
experin entalm easurem ent.

TheB ! X4 branching ratio is an in portant con—
straint on new physics m odels as discussed in Section
[I. A t present the largest error lin itihg the precision of
the test arises from experin ental uncertainties. Further—
m ore, using the statistics that would be available at a
Super F lavor Factory, it would be possible to reduce the
photon energy cut, which can help im prove the theoret-
ical understanding. T heoretical uncertainties w ill, how —
ever, ultin ately lin it the precision, to about the 5% level.

A nother In portant observable in weak radiative decays
is the direct CP asymm etry, often called the partial rate
asymmetry (PRA)

Acp =

(B! X ) @B!X )
(B! X

where X isthe CP conjugate of the X state.

In general, decay am plitudes can be written as the
sum of two tem s with di erent weak phases (see also
Eq. 59))

AB! X )=P+d Aa=P @+ " )); (75

where "5 et = A=P ,and  and arethe strong and weak
phasedi erences. One ndsforthedirectCP asymm etry

2"y sin  sin
Acp =

i (76)

1+ 2"y cos cos -

In agreem ent w ith the wellknown result that orAcp
0 both strong and weak phase di erences need to be
nonzero [see, eqg. (Banderetall, [1979)]. The direct
CP asymmetry n b ! s is then suppressed by three
concuring am all factors: i) CKM suppression by "» /

'1(15)= ES)j 2, i) a factor of s(my) required n order
to generate the strong phase, and i) a GIM suppres-
sion factor (m c=m )%, re ecting the fact that in the lin it
m. = m, the cham and up quark penguin loop contri-
butions cancel in the CP asymm etry.

The OPE approach discussed above can be used
to compute also the B ! X5 direct CP asymme-
try (Kagan and N eubert,[1996 ;K fers et all, 2000 ;Soares,
m). T he m ost recent update by LHJAJIhﬁm:ll {Zmﬂ)

gives

Acp(B ! X5 )i s16cev =

a5 , (77)
(044" 3355, _n.  0:033km

o\

+0:19 -
0:09 ®G )

This can be compared to the curmrent word av-

erage (A , 12004¢; [Barberiv etall, [2007;
,12001;IN ishida et all,[2004)
Acp (! s )= 0004 0:036 ; (78)



which is com patible w ith a vanishing or very sm alldirect
CP asymm etry as expected In the SM . T he experin ental
uncertainty is still an order of m agnitude greater than
the theory error, so that a dram atic in provem ent in the
precision of this SM test can be achieved with a SFF.
T he ultin ate precision is expected to be lim ited by ex-
perin ental system atics at about the sam e level as the
current theory error.

T he theoretical error can be further reduced if one
considers an even more ncluisive B ! Xg,4 decay.
In the U-spin symm etry lim it, the inclusive partial rate
asymmetries n B ! Xg andB I Xg are equal
and of opposite signs, (B Xg )= (B !

) Hurth and M anng , um A sin ilar reltion
ho]ds also for neutral B m eson decays, but with cor-
rections due to annihilation and other 1=m , suppressed
termm s. In the SU (3) 1lin it (m 4 = m ¢ ) therefore the inclu-
siveuntagged CP asymm etry Acp (B X s+q )vanishes
n the SM , while the leading SU (3) breaking correction
is of order ms=m )’ 10 * (Hurth etal,|2005). The
Inclisive untagged CP asymm etry thus provides a clean
test of the SM , with very little uncertainty. Any m ea—
surem ent of a nonzero value would be a clean signal for
NP.

A rst measuram ent of the untagged CP asymm etry

has been m ade by BaBar (A ubert et all,[2006K),

Xs+ta )= 0110 0:115gkt

Acp B ! 0:0175,s: (79)

A signi cant reduction of the uncertainity is necessary to
provide a stringent test of the SM prediction. A SFF will
be able to m easure this quantity to about 1% precision.

2. Exclusve B | Vg,q decays

The exclusive decays such as B ! K or B !
K K are experin entally much cleaner than the
Inclisive channels due to sin pler event denti cation cri-
teria and background elim ination. They are, however,
m ore theoretically challenging which lim its their useful-
ness for NP searches. In this subsection we review the
theoretical progresson B ! Vgg branching ratios and
direct CP asymm etries. T heoretically clean observables
related to photon polarization are then covered in the
next subsection. The extraction of CKM param eters
from B ! Vyy decaysis reviewed in Section[VIIICI.

TheB ! V decaysaredom nated by the electrom ag—
netic dipole operator 057 , Eq. (3). Neglecting for the
m om ent the rem aining am aller contributions, this gives

2 o (s)

BE | K )= 5—tltIp. fnZE iy, (0

= )Fi (80)

where T;(q?) is a tensor current form factor. Its
nonperturbative nature is at the heart of theoreti-
cal uncertainties n B ! V decay. In principle
it can be obtained m odel independently from lattice
QCD (Bemard etal,[1994), with rst unquenched stud-
jes presented In MWJI lzm Lattice QCD

FIG .14 Typical contributions to the weak anniilation am —
plitunde n B ! K (a) and B ! (b) weak radiative
decays. Additional diagram s w ith the photon attaching to
the nalstate quarks are not shown.

results are obtained only at large valies of the mo-
mentum transfer o mf). Extrapolation to Ilow

o then introduces some model dependence. U sing
the BK param etrization (B nd K ,2000),
BB ecirevic et all (2007) ndTlBK (0)= 024 003737,

A nother nonperturbative approach is based on QCD
sum rules,where OPE is applied to correlators of appro—
priate Interpolating operators. R elying on quark-hadron
duality the OPE result is related to properties of the
hadronic states. The heavy—to-light form factors in the
large energy release region can be com puted from am od—
i cation of this approach, called light-cone QCD sum
rules. U sing this fram ework [Balland Zw icky (2005) nd
7' '(0)= 0267 0021 and T* '(0)= 0333 0:028.

Relations to other form factors follow in the large
energy lim it Ey ocoD - In this lim it the
heavy-to-light B ! V form factors have been stud-
id In QCDF (Benekeand Feldmann, 12001) and in
SCET (Baueretall,|2003;Beneke and Feldm ann,2004;
,) at leading order n  gcp=Em . The
m ain result is a factorization form ula for heavy-to-light
form factors consisting of perturbatively calculable fac—
torizable term s and a nonfactorizable soft term com m on
to several form factors. T he analysis can be system ati-
cally extended to higher orders.

Eqg. (80)) neglects the contrbutions from the four-
quark operators O; ¢ and the gluonic dipole operator
Ogy In the weak ham iltonian, Eq. {§). These contri-
butions are of two types: i) shortdistance dom nated
loop corrections absorbed into e ective W ilson coe —
clents In factorization form ula and i) weak annihilation

W A ) type contributions, F ig.[14 (A liand Parkhom enkd,
mﬂj Beneke et all, umj Bosch and Buchalk, [2002;
ID escotes6 enon and Sachra#a,2004). The WA am pli-
tude is power suppressed, O ( gcp=myp), but occurs at
tree level and is thus also relatively enhanced. Tt is pro—
portional to éq) and isCKM suppressed nb! s tran-
sitions, but not in b ! d decays, for nstance n B !

ntwood etall,[1996). AtLO In . and ocp=myp
the W A am plitude factorizes as shown in
12001; [Bosch and Buchall, [2002; MMDL
[2000).

Direct CP asymmetries in exclisive m odes such
as B ! K can be estin ated usihg the factor-
ization formula. This gives Acp (B ! K ) =

0:5% [Bosch and Buchalld, 2004), in agreem ent w ith

the experin ental world average Acp (B ! K ) =




&

b S

FIG .15 Diagram with insertion of the operator O5 which
contributes to right-handed photon em ission. The wavy line
denotes a photon and the curly line a gluon.

0010 0:028 |Aubert et all, [20042; Barberio etall,
12007; N akao et all, [2004). Since the theory prediction

depends on poorly known light-cone wave fiinctions and
unknow n pow er corrections, this observabledoesnoto er
a precision test of the SM . Som e theoreticaluncertainties
can be overcom e by exploiting the cancellation of partial
rate asym m etries in the U -spin lin it (Hurth and M annel,
), but sym m etry breaking corrections are di cult to
com pute In a clean way. O ther possible uses of exclusive
radiative decays to test the SM are discussed below .

3. Photon pohrizaton mb! s

In the SM the photonsem itted In b! s arepredom -
nantly left-handed polarized, and those em itted in b !
s are predom nantly right-handed, In accordance w ith
the form ofelectrom agnetic operatorO; ,Eq. {1). In the
presence of NP the decay into photons of opposite chi-
rality can be enhanced by a chirality Ip on the intemal
heavy NP lines. T his observation underlies the proposal
to use the m xing-induced asymmetry in BO(t) ! £
decays as a null test of the SM JAMEIJJI,M).
The value of S¢ param eter signi cantly away from zero
would signalthe presence of NP.T he precision of the test
depends on the SM ratio of the wrong polarization de-
cay amplitide A (B ! £f4 r ) and the right polarization

decay am plitude A (B ! 1) orgiven £ (g= d;s)
; AB ! £
et ar o) B ar) (81)
AB ! fyL)

Here 4 isaweakphase,and ¢ a strongphase.ForaCP
elgenstate £ the resulting B (t) ! f i temmsofn; ¢
is given In Eg. (84). Keeping only the dom inant elec—
trom agnetic penguin contribution one nds a very sm all
ratiorr = mg=m, and 4= ¢ = 0, independent of the
nal state f;. This estin ate can be changed, how ever,
by hadronic e ects dﬁﬁnstejnﬁ@ﬂ,&ﬁ&ﬂ). T he right-
handed photon am plitude receives contributions from
cham —and up-quark loop graphsin F ig [T9w ith the four—
quark operators O; ¢ In the weak vertex. The largest
contributions com e from the operator 0 5.
For inclusive B ! X g decaysone ndsr ' 0:11
when integrating over the partonic phase space with

E > 18 GeV (Grnsteln etall,|2009). This estin ate

includes the num erically in portant O ( 2 o) correction.
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N ote that the obtained r ism uch larger than the estin ate
from electrom agnetic penguinsonly r mg=m 0:02.

An e ect of sin ilar size is found orB ! V4 decays
using SCET , follow ing from a nonfactorizable contribu-

tion suppressed by ocp=m, (Ligetietall,[1997).

din ensional argum ents the estin ate for the ix - ratio
is
m C
rp= —2 2 _9cp. (82)
myp 3C7 myp

Here 1 jis a din ensionless param eter of order one that
depends on the nalhadronic state £. T he second term

rem ains in the Iim itofam assless lightquarkm 4 ! 0.AF
though pow er suppressed, it is enhanced by the large ra-
tio C,=CH 3. A din ensionalestim ate isthusz 01,
which would transhte into an asymm etry (S ) of about
10% ,much larger than the LO estin ate of m g=m , that
gives an asymmetry In b ! s transitions of around 3% .
A m ore reliable estin ate requires a challenging dynam —
ical com putation of the nonlocal nonfactorizable m atrix
elem ent. H ow ever, these theoretical di culties need not

stand in the way of experin ental progress as there is
data driven m ethod to separate the SM contam ination
by studying the dependence of the asymm etry on the

nal state dAMQQd et aﬂ,M) as we discuss below .

F irst steps In the direction of explicit m odel calcula—
tions nd SB ! K ) = 0:022 0:015 using QCD
sum rules ‘Ba]langi Zw ick: ;J,M), consistent w ith the
leading order estin ate. In particular, expanding the rel-
evant nonlocal operator in powers of gcpmp=m 2 2 06
and then keeping only the rst tem , they obtajn for

f=K ; seealsomgmugﬂ%
C L i
- a 2 = = _Ma 5004 0:007);
mp C736mpmiT2Y (0) myp
(83)

with L ;I param etrizing B | K m atrix elem ents of the
nonlocal operator. A nother calculation using pQ CD ob-
tained a very sin ilar result for the asymmetry, S (B !
Ke ® )= 0035 0:017M atsum oriand Sandg,l2006).
E xperin entally, the photon polarization can be m ea—
sured from time dependent BO(t) ! f decay utiliz—
ing the interference of B B m ixing with the right-
and left-handed photon am plitudes mmpﬁjjﬂ,m,
). In particular, taking the tin edependent asym —
m etry summ ed over the unobserved photon polarization

BY®! £ Lir) B°®! f 1ir)
A (t) =
cF (BO(@®) ! frir)+ BO®! £ 1.ir)
=S¢ sin(mt) Cg¢ cos(mt);
(84)
the two coe cients are
h i
2Im % AL A, + AgAy)
S =
VN (85)
c. - Arf T+ AT ﬁRjZ.

- ALF+ ALF+ ArF+ j‘\Rj?,



WheIeAL;R AB ! fL;R)andAL;R A(B !

f .x). Note that S = 0 when the \wrong" polar—
zation am plitudes Ar and Ap vanish. This can be
m ade m ore transparent n a simpli ed case where £ is
a CP elgenstate with eigenvalue cp (f), while also as-
sum ing that the B ! f transitions are dom inated
by a single weak phase 4, so that Az = €' 1a,z

and AL g = e ta op (f)agr 1 ,where ar, g and ap, g are
strong am plitudes. T hen

h i
2Tf COS ¢ q :
St = cr )T = et (86)
1+ 7 P B
and C¢ = O.Hererrexp(i¢)= Ag=A, asin Eq. (&1).

The asymm etry S¢ vanishes in the lin it of 100% left—
handed photon polarization (rr = 0).

The value of S¢ depends crucially also on the m is-
m atch between the weak phase 4 ofthedecay am plitude

and the B 4;s m ixing phases, (@=p)s, = exp( 2i )and

(@=p)s, = 1. There are two distinct categories. For

Bg ! fs and Bg ! fy4 decays this phase di erence

is large (2 ) and S¢ = 1+2§§ cos ¢ sin2 is suppressed
£

only by re. ForBg ! fyg and Bg ! £f5 decays, on

the other hand, the weak phase di erence vanishes so
that in SM S¢ = 0 with negligble theoretical uncer—
tainty. For NP to m odify these predictions it has to in—
duce large right-handed photon polarization am plitude,
while for By ! f5 and Bg ! f5 decays also a new
weak phase isneeded to have S¢ & 0.

Current results give a world average Sx

019 023 [Aubertetall, [2007d; |le:bﬂﬂoﬁﬁll
12007; U shiroda et all, 12006), and the
ment of tin edependent asymmetries in b !
cays has recently been reported, S = 083 065
0:18 Mﬁﬂ., M). These are com patble,
w ithin experin ental errors, w ith the SM predictions. A
SFF could reduce the uncertainty on the form er to about
2{3% and on the latter to about 103 (see TablkeXTl).

M easurem ents have also been m ade over an extended
range of K invariantmassin B ! Kg ° . In mult-
body exclusive radiative decays, a nonvanishing right-
handed photon am plitude can be present at leading order
in the 1=m , expansion. H ow ever, using a com bination of
SCET and chiral perturbation theory (ChPT ) m ethods
applicable in kinem atical region w ith one energetic kaon
and a softpion rx  was found to be num erically less than
l° due to kjnem atical suppression {Gﬂnﬂ'ﬂnﬁnd_ﬂ]r;pl
, . W ith the SFF data, the multbody radia-
tive decays w il be m ost usefil to search for SM correc-
tions to the photon polarization. These e ects depend
on the Dalitz plot position, in contrast to NP e ects,
which should be universal (A twood et all,[2005). TheLO
dipole m om ent operator (aswellas NP ) would give rise
to an asym m etry that is independent of the energy of the
photon whereas the soft gluon e ects w ill give rise to an
asymm etry that depends on photon energy. T hus there
is a m odel Independent, com pletely data driven m ethod
to search for NP e ects by studies of tin e dependent
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asymm etries. In addition, further decay m odes, such as
B! Kg ,B ! Kg and B ! Kg can also be
used JAMQQQ ﬂ;aﬂ,&]ﬂj) in a very sin ilar fashion.

O ther approaches for probing the photon polariza—
tion In b ! s decays have been suggested and can
be emplyed at a SFF. One powerful dea is to re-
late the photon polarization inform ation to angular
distributions of the nal state hadrons. Examples
relevant for a SFF are B ! K m,
12002; |G ronau and Pirpl, [2002), and B !

A twood etall, [2007; b@mmm u)i)j

Sin ilar tests have been suggested also using 1, decays,

suchas 1 ! (G rem m Eﬂ:aﬂ[lﬁiﬂﬁ.ﬂlﬂ:ﬁndﬁgaﬂ,
12002; | i ,12007; M anneland R ecksiegel, 1997)
and ! PK [Leggerand Schietinger,l2007).

W econsiderB ! X decays,wherethe nalhadronic

state X3 = K ;KK K origiates from the strong de—
cay of resonance K s, produced in the weak decay B !
K s - The owest lying vector state, the K , cannot be
used for this purpose, since the K polarization is not
observable n tstwo-body decay K ! K . Thisisdue
to the fact that it is In possible to form a T -odd quantity
from only two vectors, the photon m om entum and the K
mom entum , in the K  rest fram e.

T he photon polarization can then bem easured through
higher resonance Krs ! K decays. The angu-
lar distrdbution of the decay width In K s rest frame

is (G ronau and P irpl,12002)

o
&£ . .

Tder 4 1F 1+ cos ~+ 4P R, cos .
+ 9, cof ~+ cod 2~ + 12P R, cos” cos2”
+35FBx | (s)sin® ~ o

+ c22(Boog 1)+ P, 08~

(87)
Here ~ is the angle betw een the direction opposite to the
photonmom entum ( ¢)and thevectorp . p.. (the
plons are ordered In tem s of theirm om enta). The st
three term s in Eq. (87) correspond respectively to de—
cays through K s resonances with J° = 1" ;2" and
1 ,while the last term s com e from 17 {2" interference.
The hadronic param eters R1;; can be com puted from
the BreitW igner resonant m odel {Gmnauﬁﬁﬂ, lZLXZZl;
G ronau and Pirp ,u)j)j The K 1(1400) resonance de—
cays predom nantly to K . The relevant param eters in
R are then xed by isospin, leading to a precise deter—
m ination R; = 022  0:03. Thus, m easuram ents of the
angular distribution 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 ! Ki(1400) ) < 155 10° exists ,
). T he use of the narrow resonance K 1 (1270), w ith
a lrger branching ratio B(B ! K 1(1270) ) = (43
12) 10 ° (Aubert et all,2007H;Y ang et al,2005),m ay
be m ore advantageous experin entally. A drawback is
the estinate of R; In which a strong phase between
K1(1270)! K and K1(1270) ! K decay am plitudes
needs to be obtained from an independentm easurem ent.




The method outlined above works only for certain
charge states, for which two K channels interfere to
produce the up-down asymm etry In cos ™~ . T hese channels
areK ° * 0, where the nterfering channels are K * °
andkK °* ,andK * 9, where the interfering channels

areK * andkK 070,
B.B ! X.4"* andB ! X.g4 decays
TherareB ! X"’ decays form another class of

FCNC processes, which procead in the SM only through
loop e ects. T he richer structure of the nalstate allow s
tests com plem entary to those perform ed in weak radia-
tiveB ! X decays. In addition to the totalbranching
fraction, one can study also the dilepton nvariantm ass,
the forward-backward asymm etry, and various polariza-
tion observables. W e discuss these predictions, consider—
ng in tum the exclusive and inclisive channels.

1. hcluisive B ! X ‘" “ decays

In nclusive B ! X o q*" ’ decays there are three dis—
tinct regions of dilepton invariantmassq® = (p + p: )2:
(1) the Iow o region, g < 6 G&V?, (i) the high o re-
gion of > 12 GeV?,and (iil) the charm resonance region
Ok (6 12) GeV. In the interm ediate region (iii) cc
resonances couple to the dilepton pair through a virtual
photon, leading to nonperturbative strong interaction ef-
fects which are di cult to com pute in a m odel indepen-—

dent way.

In the ow ¢ and hish ¢ regions, a m odel indepen-—
dent com putation of the decay rate is possible using an
O PE and heavy quark expansion, sin ilar to that used for
the rare radiative decays discussed in Section W IITA I.
QCD corrections have been evaluated at NNLO in-
cluding the complete threeloop m ixing of the four
quark operators O, Into O¢ necessary for a com plete
solution of the RGE to NNLL order (Asatrian etall,

This calculation has been further
Improved by including electrom agnetic log enhanced
contrbutions O ( em :log(mfv =mk2))) that appear only
if the integration over dilepton mass is restricted to
a range but vanish for the full rate ,
[2004;|H uber et all,[2007,12006). N onperturbative pow er
suppressed e ects have been considered in m,
[1997; [Fak etall, [1994). E ects of the cc inteme-
diate states In the resonance region can be m odeled
assum Ing factorization of the fourquark operator
) (K ruger and Sehgal,[199€)

Integrating over the low dilepton invariantm ass range

o = (1;6) GeV?, the partial branching fractions corre-

sponding to the ow ¢ region are (Huber et all,|2006)
(159  0:41) 10°; (88)
(164 0:41) 10° (89)

BB ! Xs " )
BB !

Xgsee )
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where the dom inant theoretical uncertainty ( 0:08)
arises from scale dependence, along with smaller un-—
certainties from the quark masses, CKM matrix ele-
m ents, and nonperturbative O (1=m f); s gcp=Myp) COr—
rections. T he predictions agree wellw ith the present av—
erage of the BABAR and B elle experin entalm easurem ents
of this quantity (A ubert et all,[20041;/H uber et all,2006;
[wasakietall,[2009)B® ! X * )= (160 0351)
10 °. The present (SM ) theory error for the branching
fraction is below the total experin ental uncertainty. At
a SFF the situation would be reversed.

Additional uncertainty in these predictions is intro-
duced if a cut on the hadronic mass My, < Mp is
Imposed to elim inate cham backgrounds. This intro—
duces sensitivity to the shape function, which however

can be elim nated using B ! X data @,
[2006). T the high ¢ region, an in provem ent in the-

ory is possible, if the Integrated decay rate is nomm alized
to the sam ileptonic b ! ul rate with the same & cut
(L igetiand Tackm anr,|2007). This drastically reduces
the size of 1=m ? and 1=m ] pow er corrections.

Besides the dilepton invariant m ass spectrum the ob-
servable m ost often discussed is the forward-backw ard
asymm etry. H ow ever, recently Leeetal M) pointed
out that a third constraint can be obtained from B !

X" * doublk di erential decay w idth
o > 0+ P @)+ 2eHa ()
= = Z Z
dgdz 8 ! . (90)

+ 200 Z2HL D))

where z = cos , with the angle between * and the
B meson threem omentum in the “* ‘ center-ofm ass
frame. The functions H; do not depend on z. The
sum Hr () + Hy (F) gives the dilpton invariant m ass
spectrum d =dqg?, while the forward-backward asym m e~
try (FBA ) is conventionaly de ned as dArxy (q2 )=dq2 =
3H » (q2 )=4. T he in portance of the H ; functions is that
they are calculable in the Iow ¢ and high ¢ regions,
and also depend di erently on the W ilson coe cients of
the e ective weak Ham iltonian of Eq. (8). This su ces
to determ ine the sizes and signs of all the relevant coef-
clents, probing in thisway NP e ects. At leading order

they have a general structure ,)

r @)/ 2(1  s¥s Co+ EC7 + Cfo ;
2
Hu(?)/ 40 HsCyp Co+ =C7  ; (91)
s
h ) i
HL(CIZ)/ (1 Sf Co + 2Cy +C120 ;
where s = g=m. The modied W ilson coe cients

C7 m;0are Independent linearcom binationsoftheW ik
son coe cients C 7 ;9,0 and Ci;...6,89 I weak Ham ilto-
nian of Eq. (8). They arerelated to theNNLO \e ective"
W ilson coe cients C 5, calculated in ,
12002;B eneke et all,12001;lG hinculov et all, [ZM
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FIG .16 Left: the ull NNLO prediction for B ! X *"

forward-backward asymm etry nomm alized to the dilepton
m assdistribution (dashed line) and the total-param etric and
perturbative — error band (shaded area) [from
[2007)1. R ight: dAr 5 =do® :n SM (sold line),w ith sign of C1o
opposite to SM (line 1), w ith reversed C; sign (line 2),both
Cs and Cio signs reversed (line 3) [from m,mn.

o) all,

Notethatin Ht and H, the coe cientC 5 is enhanced
by a 1=s pole so that m easuring the dilepton m ass de-
pendence gives further inform ation. Also, Ha (©) has
a zero at ¢ . The existence of a zero of the FBA and
the relative Insensitivity to hadronic physics e ects was

rst pointed out for exclisive channels _
and subsequently extended also to the nclusive channe]s
, ; ,[2003). In the SM the

zero appears in the Iow ¢ region, su ciently away from
the chamm resonance region to allow a precise com puta-—
tion of its position in perturbation theory. T he value of
the zero ofthe FBA isone ofthem ostprecisely calculated
observables in  avor physics w ith a theoretical error at
the orderof5% . ForB ! X4 °* , for Instance, the in —
proved NNLO prediction is (f) = (350 0:2)Gev?
(Huber et all,[2007), w here the Jargest uncertainty isdue
to the ram aining scale dependence (0.10). T he position
of the zero is directly related to the relative size and
sign of the W ilson coe cients C ; and Cy. Thus it is
very sensitive to new physics e ects in these param eters.
T his quantity has not yet been m easured, but estin ates
show that a precision of about 5% could be obtained at

a SFF (Bona et all,[2007¢;/Hashin oto et all,[2004).

2.Exclusie B | X4’ andB ! X decays

The channelsB ! M “*‘ are experim 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 alisn described in Sec.[VIILA J for exclisive radia—
tive decays can be applied to this case aswell.

The sinplest are the decays with one pseudoscalar
meson, such asB ! K “* orB ! o Unlke
B! K= decays that are not possible due to angular
m om entum conservation, the dilepton decays are allow ed
since the dilepton can carry zero helicity. E specially in—
teresting for NP searches is the angular dependence on
, ,theanglkebetween the * (‘" )and theB (B )m om enta
in the dilepton rest frame. In the SM the dependence

is simnply d s . . Alow ing for scalar and pseu—
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FIG .17 Param eterization of the nalstate in the rare decay
B! XK (! K )™~

doscalar couplings to the leptons, which are possible in
extensions of the SM , the general angular distribution
is (Bobeth etall,[2001)
1 d
dcos .

3
= Z<l Fs )sin? , + EFS+AFB cos ;& (92)

The coe cient F ¢ receives contributions from the scalar
and pseudoscalar couplings to the leptons, whileArg de-
pends on the interference betw een the vector and scalar
couplings. A s these term s vanish in the SM , their m ea—
suram ent is a null test sensitive to new physics from
scalar and pseudoscalar penguins — see ,
) for a detailed study. The rst m easurem ent of

these param etershasbeen carrisd outnB* | K * *F 4
decays by BaBAR (A ubert et all, [2006e). The results
are com patible with zero: Apg = 0:15+8§§§ 0:08 and

Fs = 0:81792% 046, where the rst error is statistical
and the second system atic. T hese m easurem ents could
becom e an order of m agnitude m ore precise, and m ea—
sure or set tight bounds on coe cients of NP operators
which can produce these asymm etries.

W e tum next to the decays with a vector m eson In
the nalstate,suchasB ! K ““‘ and B ! "
Since vector m esons carry a polarization, the nal state
has a m ore com plex structure. The K decaysto K ,
and the nalstate is speci ed by three anglesde ned as
in Fig.[I7. A fter integrating over ( ; ¥ ) the rate isde-
scribed by three fiinctions of ¢ as in the inclisive case,
Eq. (@), w ith the di erence that the W ilson coe cients
C7 pjnoarealsomultiplied by B ! K form factors.As
In inclusive case, the transverse helicity am plitudes are
dom inated by the photon pole in the Iow ¢ region. Tn
the high ¢ region, the C 9;10 term s dom inate the am pli-
tudes. Fig.[18 show s results or the decay rate and the
FBA iIn theexclusivemodeB ! K ‘"~ ,
). Due to form factor uncertainties the determ ina-
tion oftheW ilson coe cientsC 7 ;Co;C1o and the result-
ing NP constraints have substantially larger theoretical
errors than the ones follow ing from the nclisive decays
(com pare for instance Fig.[1d w ith Fig.[18).

In the large recoil limit the B ! K = “‘ ampli
tudes satisfy factorization relations at leading order in

=m ;, (Baueretall,|2003;|Beneke and Feldm anr, [2004;

BBeneke et all, [2001; | illet all,[2004). These factoriza-

tion relations reduce the num ber of unknow nsby express-
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FIG .18 D1 erential decay rate dB (B ! K 4 =dgf
and the forward-backward asymmetry Apz (B ! K "4 )
JB@mﬂ,lzmuJ). The solid center line show s the next—
to-leading order result, and the dashed line show s the leading
order result. The band re ects all theoretical uncertainties
from param eters and scale dependence com bined, w ith m ost
of the uncertainty due to the form factors.

ing the am plitudes as com binations of soft overlap fac—
tors 7V ; 2V and factorizable contributions, m ultiplied
w ith hard coe cients. The factorization relations pre-
dict that in the SM the right(left)-handed helicity am pli-
tudesforB(B) ! K ‘'’ are power suppressed. Any
non-standard chirality structure could change this. A
second prediction in the lJarge recoil lim it is that the left-
handed helicity am plitude H v )(qz ) has a zero at dilep—
ton invariant mass . In the SM this is predicted to

be (Beneke et all,[2001,2005¢)

K 1= 43633 cev?;
CK 1= (415 027)Gevi:

This result was Im proved recently by including the re-
sum m ation of the Sudakov logs in SCET {m,
), reducing the scale dependence uncertainty. The
m easuram ent of q§ can be transkhted Into a measure-
ment of Re C7=Cy , up to a correction depending on
the ratio of two form factors V (¢ )=T1 (¢ ), which has
been com puted in factorization {BﬁnMﬁll, ;
Eﬂldﬁndjﬁnd,[ZM). W hether the soft overlap and
the factorizable contrbutions in these form factors are
com parable or not is still a sub gct of discussion, and
m ay lead to larger errors than usually quoted in the lit—
erature ,M). A dditionaluncertainty can be
Introduced by the =m ,, power corrections.

(93)

Various other observables are accessible in
b ! st decays, including tin edependent
i i , [ZM) and transverse po—
larization asymmetries (K nd M atias, M;

Lunghiand M at;'a;l;, 2[][]1), 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
possble SM contam ination to these observables due to
O (1) contributions to the righthanded am plitude in
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the multbbody channel B ! K n the soft pion
region (G rinstein and Pirpl, [2006K)°. This is sin ilar
to the e ect discussed above for B ! K , and could
be reduced by applying phase space cuts on the pion
energy.

Further observablesare accessible in the casew ith m as-

sive leptons,b! s * . The polarization asymm etry
dB - 1 dB.-,:

P ; 94

@) 5 e (94)

Integrated over the region of=m? 0%, isabout 48%
In the SM, but NP e ects can change this predic-
tion (Daietall,[1997;Hewett,[199d). No experin ental
studies of b! s * decays exist, m aking predictions
of the SFF sensitivity unreliable. However, it appears
that exclusive m odes could be m easured.

Another related mode is b ! s , mediated in
the SM through the box and Z penguin diagram s,
which are m atched onto the operator O1; In exten—
sions of the SM , additional diagram s can contribute,
such as H ggs+ ediated penguins in m odels w ith an ex—
tended H iggs sector, and m odels w ith m odi ed bsZ cou—
plings (B 12004 iG rossm an et all,199d). The sM
expectation for the branching fractions of these m odes
isBB ! Xs ) 4 10° (Buchalhetall,[1996),
and BB ! X4 ) 2 10°. The dom inant ex—
clusvemodesareB ! K ) ,which are expected to
occur w ith branching fractions of about 10 °. Present
data give only an upper bound forB(B* ! K * ) at
the evelof 40 10 ® (A ubert et all,[2005d;[Chen et all,
), which is one order of m agnitude above the SM
prediction. T hesem odes are very challenging experin en—
tally because of the presence of two undetected neutri-
nos. N onetheless, the expected precision of the m easure-
ment ocfEB®B*Y ! K* ) at a SFF is 20% , while the
B* ! 7 m ode should be at the lin it of observabik

ity Bona etal,20070).

C. Constrants on CKM param eters

Theradiativeb ! s(d) are sensitive to theCKM ele—
m ents Involving the third generation quarks. In the fol-
low ing we brie y review them ethods proposed for preci-
sion determ nation ofthe CKM param eters, and indicate
the types of constraints which can be obtained.

VoF VoV Jfrom Inclusiveb ! s and b ! u’

The Incluisive radiative decays B ! X s were discussed
in Section[VIIILA Il and the inclusive sem ileptonic decays
B! X,* . i SectionZl. For both types of the decays
only part of the phase space is accessible experin entally.
In sam ileptonicdecaysa cut on lepton energy or hadronic

5 These contributions also introduce a shift in the position of the
FBA zeroinB ! K (! K )"’ ,astheK isalwaysobserved
through the K nal state.



Invariant m ass needs to be m ade to avoid cham back-
ground, while n B ! X the photon needs to be en—
ergetic enough to reduce background. Experm entally
accessible is the so called shape function region of the
phase space, w here the inclusive state form s an energetic
Ftwih massM / 0cpQ . Restricted to this region
the OPE breaksdown,while instead SCET isapplicable.
T he decay w idths factorize in a form shown in Eq. {ZQ)
forB ! X . Both radiative and sam ileptonic decays
depend,at LO in 1=m ,, on the the sam e shape function
S (ks ) describing the nonperturbative dynam ics of the B
meson. The dependence on the shape function can be
elim Inated by com bining the radiative and sem ileptonic
rates. T his then determ ines ¥, ¥V V. J with di erent
m ethods of In plem enting the basic idea discussed in de-
tailin Sec.[V] (see alw a review by@ M) and recent
developm ents jn@ M)).
W¥a=Vesjfrom B ! ( =K ) :TheradiativeB !

and B ! K am plitudes are dom nated by electro-
m agnetic penguin contributions proportional to V Vg,
and V Vg, CKM elem ents respectively. T he ratio of the
charge-averaged rates is then

B((Bg ! )
BBs! K )
: 2 2 2 95)
B th 5 m 3=2
q Rsui) =3 5 1+ mya
ts B my
0 P
whereBy= B ;Bg), g= ( ; )and 4= (1;1= 2)

forg= (u;d) spectatorquark avors.Thecoe cientr ya
denotestheW A contrbution n B !
gblkforB ! K . The coe cientR gy (3) param eterizes
the SU (3) breaking in the ratio of tensor form factors.
T he theory error in the determ ination of ¥y=Visjis thus
due to these two coe cients. The coe cientr y a can be
calculated using factorization. W riting

. d
Iya = 2Re( a)cos = @

[Bosch and Buchall (2003)

Jj+ 0 ( &); (96)

ndRe( a)= 0002 032! for
B! 0 ,andRe( a)= 04 OdAfrB! * . (For
an altermative treatm ent, see ).) TheW A
am plitude is Jarger for charged B decays, w here it is color
allowed, In contrast to neutralB decays, w here it is color

suppressed. A long w ith j L(ld)— éd)j 05 theabovevalues
of a show that the uncertainty introduced by the W A
contribbution ism inin al in neutral B radiative decays.

T he second source of theoretical uncertainty is given
by SU (3) breaking. The parameter Rgy (3) was esti-
m ated using QCD sum rulesw ith the m ost recent result
Rsy)= 1417 009 Balland Zwick ;J,M). Tt seam s
rather di cult to in prove on this calculation in a m odel
independent way.

Thism ethod for determ ining 3y=Vs jhas been used

. . 0:026 + 0:018
to obtain Vyu=Vis] = Ol99+ooz5+0015 Loe e

2006d) and ¥7=Ves 3= 02007 0055 0 015
), where the rst errors are experin ental and the
second theoretical, and in both cases the average over

,while it isnegli-
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FIG. 19 Typical constraint from B? 1 ° i the ;)
plane ‘B ng and Buchalls, [2005). The constraint assum es
BB° ! ) = (030 0:12) 10° . The dark band

corresponds to varying the SU (3) breaking ratio R ! =

=K
131 0:13 at xed Rp. Theallowed region from the standard
CKM t (grey area) and the constraint from sin2 (angular

area) are also shown.

theB ! ( =!) channelsisused. A dram atic in prove-
ment in experim ental error can be expected at a SFF,
and while the theoretical error can be reduced by using
only the cleaner B% | 9 , the precision is likely to be
Iim ited atabout 4% due to the SU (3) breaking correction
discussed above. This could possibly be In proved using
data collected atthe (5S),asdiscussed in Section [X_CI.
Vo=Vigjfrom B ! and B ! ‘.: The ratio

of CKM matrix elem ents J,,=Vig jcan be constlajned
by combining the sam ileptonic mode B ! !
the radiative decay B ! IBeneke and Yand, lZM
[Bosch and Buchall,[2009). In the Jarge recoil lin it the
relevant form factors satisfy factorization relations.

T he doubly di erential sam ileptonic rate expressed in
term s of the helicity am plitudes is

a? (B! G2
{ ) jfwj?cf]qj 1+ cos fH?
dg?d cos 96 °m 2 (97)
+ (1 cos% ++2Ho);
where  is the angle between the and the B meson
momentum in the  center of mass frame. At = 0
only the lefthanded helicity am plitude H  contrbutes.
Theq® ! 0 I it of the ratio ofthe B ! [ ‘ partial
rate to the B ! rate depends only on
20 ' 2(mp + ) ! (98)
! m m ;
T (0) 7T R30)

where T; (%) is a tensor current om factor Eq. (80),
whileR ,(0) is lable in a perturbative expansion In
smp)and ¢ ( ocpMyp). This ratio has been com -
puted tobe 1=R 2 = 0:82 0:12 Beneke and Yang 2006),
allow Ing fora 60% uncertainty in the spectator-scattering
contribution. T hisam ounts to a 10% uncertainty on this
determ nation of 3,p=Vig j, which however does not in-—
clude uncertainties from pow er suppressed contributions.
VpF=VeV,f from B ! K “‘ andB ! ‘.:

In the low recoil region Mg Mg )?,theB !
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FIG .20 Isospin asymmetry ( ) asa function of the CKM

angle . The band displays the total theoretical uncertainty
which ism ainly due to weak annihilation. T he verticaldashed
lines 1m it the range of obtained from the CKM unitarity

triangle t.

K “*‘ amplitude can be com puted in an expansion
n o=mop;4m =07 Q) irp1,2004), re-
lating it to the sem ileptonicdecay B ! ‘ ,up to SU (3)

breaking correction in the form factors. These can be
elim Inated using sem ileptonic D decay rates by ﬁmn ng

the G rinstein double ratio LL_‘gsnandJN_ﬂ

d ®! K ‘ )=dF
d o ! “)=dg

)=dq? %)

which is proportionalto ¥y, F=¥wV. F . T he theory er—

ror on Vypjof this m ethod is about 5% , but m easure-

m ents of the required branching fractions in the region

o = (15;19) GeV? require SFF statistics.

Constraints from the isospin asymmetry in B !

: A ssum ing dom nance by the penguin am plitude in

B ! , isogpin symm etry relates the charged and
neutral modes to be (B ! ) = 2 BY !

0 ). The present experin ental data point to a pos-

sble isosgpin asymmetry. The most recent world av—

erages give (Abeetall, [20062; A ubert etall, 2007¢;

,12007) (using C P -conjigate m odes)

"L 7
()= B0 o) 1 (100)
(0:88+8£2) 10 ° 53018,
= + 0:19 6 1= 05 0:17 *
2 (093°97%) 10

Several m echanisn s can introduce a nonzero isospin
asymm etry: i) them, mgq quark m ass di erence lead-
ing to isospin asym m etry in the tensor form factor T, ; i)
contributions from operators other than O; where the
photon attaches to the spectator quark in the B m eson;
iil) spectator diagram s such as those in Fig.[14, w hich de-
pend on the spectator quark g through its electric charge,
and the hard scattering am plitude.

T he dom inant contribution to the isospin asymm etry
in the SM is given by the last m echanian (iii), m edi-
ated by the fourquark operators0; 4. Them atrix ele-
m ents of these operators can be com puted using factor-
ization and the heavy quark expansion ,
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11995; |A }i and Parkhom enkd, 2003; B eneke et all, [2001;
B osch and Buchall, [2007; |G rinsten and P irpl, [200d;
K hodfm irjan et all,|l1995). Since the fourquark opera—
tors contributew ith a di erentw eak phase to the penguin
am plitude, the result is sensitive to CKM param eters, In
particular to the weak phase . Using as inputs the pa-
ram eters from the CKM t, an isospin asymm etry of a
few percent is possible, w ith signi cant uncertainty from

hadronic param eters (Beneke et all,2005¢)
()= 4658 ., i % (101)

T his prediction can be tumed around to obtain con-
straints on the CKM parameters ( ; ), usihg the
asymm etries. As discussed in (Beneke etall, [2005¢),
m easuram ents of the direct CP asymm etry and of the
isospin asymmetry n B ! give com plem entary con—
straints, which in principle allow a com plete determ ina—
tion of the CKM param eters. H ow ever, the precision of
such a determm ination is ultin ately going to be lim ited by
hadronic uncertainties and pow er corrections.

X.Bs PHYSICS AT (59)

The (5S) resonance is heavy enough that it decays
both to B 1(1;d) and Bs( )m esons. So far, severalet e ma-
chines have operated at the
in 0:42 o '
tion (B

(5S8) resonance resulting
of data collected by the CLEO collabora-

,11985;|Lovelock et all,[1985), Dllowed
by 1:86 fo ! ofdata collected by B elle collaboration dur-
ing an (5S) engineering run (m, ) and a
sam ple of about 21 o ! collected by Belle during a one
month long run in June 2006. |Baracchiniet all l&)ﬂj)
perform ed a com prehensive analysis of the physics op-—
portunities that would be o ered by much larger data
samplesoflab ' (30 ab ') from a short (Iong) run ofa
SFF at the (5S),where the data sam ple is recorded in
special purpose runs. Collecting 1 ab ! shoun require
lessthan onem onth ata peak um fnosity of10%°an ?s *.
Asa result, a SFF can give nform ation on the B sys-
tem that is com plem entary to that from hadronic experi-
m ents. In Tabk[X]we give the expected precision from a
SFF and LHCDb fora sam ple of observables, clearly show —
ing com plem entarity. In particular, the SFF can m easure
inclisive decays and m odes w ith neutrals, which are in—
herently di cult in hadronic environm ent while LHCb
provides superior tin edependent m easurem ents of all-
charged nalstates.

Physical processes involving Bs mesons add to the
wealth of inform ation already availble from the Bgy
system s because the nnitial Iight quark is an s quark.
Asa result, By decays are sensitive to a di erent set of
NP operators transform ing between 3™ and 2°¢ genera—
tionsthan areb! sdecaysofBg;, . The prin e exam ples
areBg ! ° where sem ileptonic b ! s operators are
probed and Bs{Bs mixing where B = 2 NP operators
are probed. In addition, B can im prove know ledge of
hadronicprocesses since B g and B4 are related by U —pin.




TABLE IX Expected precision on a subset of in portant
observables that can be measured at SFF running at the

(5S) and/or LHCb. The st two columns give ex-—
pected errors after short (less than a m onth) and long SFF
runs ‘ngg&bjnigr‘ aﬂ,m; Bona et aﬂ, 2QQ7d), while the

third lists expected statistical errors after 1 year of LHCDb

running at design lum inosity (Buchalla et all,|200§).

0 bservable SFF (lab ') SFF (30ab ') LHCb (2fb )

5= s 011 0:02 0:0092

s (0= ) 20 8 13

s Bs! K'K%) 24 11

AS, 0:006 0:004 0:002
BBs ! ° ) <8 10 3 evidence
Fwa=Visjfrom Rs  0:08 0:017

BB, ! ) 38% 7%

In the application of avor SU (3) to hadronic m atrix el-
em ents then the comm only used dynam ical assum ption
of an all annihilation-like am plitudes m ay no longer be
needed.

A . Bs{Bs m xXihg param eters

B {Bsm xing isdescrbed by them assdi erence m
of the two eigenstates, the average of two decay w dths
s and their di erence s, by P=pjand by the weak
m ixing phase 5 = 1=2arg(g=p), which is very small
IntheSM , = arg( VuV=VaV)= ( 105 0:05)

,12009), see also Eq. (34)). A 1l these param —
eters can be modi ed by NP contributions and are, for
instance, very sensitive to the large tan regim e of the
M SSM as discussed in Section [IIID 4.

T he oscillation frequency m ¢ hasbeen m easured re-
cently M&m&wjﬂ,@)@ﬁ ), and is found to be consis—
tent w ith SM predictions, w ithin som ew hat large theory
errors. T hese oscillations are too fast to be resolved at a
SFF, which thus cannot measure m . However, m ea—
surem ents of the other param eters, s, s and ¢ are
possble through tin e dependent untagged decay rates.
Explicitly, fora B ¢ ;B s pair produced from B ;B  atthe

(5S) this is given by (IDunietz et all,2001)

t i
+ H ¢ sinh 2S ;

(102)

L t
N e =% cosh TS

where £ isa CP-eigenstate and H ¢ is given in Eq. (38).
T he nomm alization factor isgiven by N = % (1 (2—; )2),
neglecting possible e ectsdue to CP viclation in m ixing.
At the (53), CP-tagged initial states can also
be used to extract the untarity angle rather

cleanly (Atwood and Soni,[2002;Fak and Petrow,l2000),
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and to constrain lifetin e di erence s through tin e in—
dependent m easurem ents (Atwood and Petrov,12005).

T hem ost prom ising channelform easuring B 5 {B s m ix—
ing param eters at a hadronic m achine is B ! J= ,
where angular analysis is needed to separate CP-even
and CP-odd com ponents. Recent m easurem ents at D 0
and CDF favor large j sjm aking further studies highly
interesting (A altonen et all,l20072;/A bazov et all,[2008).
A sshown in Tabk[IX]a SFF cannot com petew ith LHCb
in this analysis, either for  or for s= s M easure—
m ents, assum ing system atic errors at LHCDb are negligi-
ble. However, LHCDb and a SFF can study com plam en—
tary channels. For example, By ! J= O or . from
the S = 1 penguin dominated B ; ! K °K ©, are dif-

cult m easurem ents at hadronic m achines as shown in
Tabk[X]. The atter m ode would be com plem entary to
Bs ! , where a precision of 0:11 is expected after
2 ! ofdata at LHCb (1 year of nom inal lum inosity

running). O ther interesting m odes that can be stud-
id at a SFF inclideB, ! DS "pd{’ ,Bs ! D¢ ks,
B.! DS’ ,B.! J= Kg,Bs! %andB.! Kg ©°

(Bona et all,2007¢).

Another Inportant observable is the sem ileptonic
asymmetry Ag; ,which is a measure of CP violation in
m ixing

)+

ASL:B(BS! D%) 1) BB, ! DT ) 1)
BBs! Ds ' 1)+ B®Bs! Ds * 1)

1 3y

© 1+ 3ot

(103)

Theerroron A§; willbecom e system atic dom inated rel-
atively soon. Taking as a guide the system atic error
syst;(AgL ) = 0:004 from current m easurem ents at the
(4S), this will happen at an integrated um inosity of
about 3 ab ! at the (5S). Thus system atics w ill sat—
urate the error quoted in Table[X] or 30 ab . (W here
the statistical error is only 0:001) (Bona etall,|2007q).
N ote that the LHCb estin ate in Tabl[IX] gives only the
statisticalerroron A §; ,w hile system atic errors could be
substantialdue to the hadronic environm ent.

B . Rare decays

O ne of the m ost In portant B 5 decays for NP searches
isBg ! * In the SM this decay is chirally and
loop suppressed with a branching fraction of B(Bg !

*)=(335 032) 10° (Blnkeetal,[2006). Ex-
changes of new scalar particles can lift this suppression,
signi cantly enhancing the rate. For instance, in the
M SSM it is tan ©® enhanced in the large tan regime
(cf. Section [IILD dl). A fter one year of nom nal LHCb
data taking 3 evidence at the SM rate w illbe possible,
while the SFF sensitivity to this channel is not com peti-
tive as indicated in Table[XI.




A SFF can m ake a signi cant in pact in radiative B ¢
decays and decay m odes w ith neutrals. O ne exam ple is
B ! . Here the SM expectation is B (B ! ) !
(2 8) 10 (Rehaetal,|l1997), while NP e ects can
signi cantly enhance the rate; for instance, the rate is
enhanced by an order of m agnitude in the R parity vio-
lating M SSM n ,12004). The Belle (59)
sam pleof236 o 1 hasalready been used to dem onstrate
the potential of the SFF approach; the rst observation
of the penguin decay mode B ! has recently been
reported, along with a statistics lin ited upper lin it on
Bg ! a factor of ten above the SM ]evelm,
(2007).

C . In proved detem nations of Vig=Vis and of Vyup

A sdescribed in Section [V IIICI, exclusive rad iative de—
caysmediated by b ! d and b ! s penguins can be
used to obtain constraints on the CKM ratio Vig=Vis.
An analogous treatm ent to that orB°% ! 9K ° ) can
be applied to Bs ! K () , where the theoretical er-
ror is expected to be reduced. T his is due to the sinple
observation that the nalstatesK ° and are close -n
m assand are related by U -spin, w hich should help studies
on the lattice. M oreover, a com parison of By ! K 0
toB? 1 KO o ers a determ ination of Vyy=Vis that
is free from SU (3) breaking corrections in the form fac—
tors (Baracchini et all,l200%;Bona et all,2007¢). An in -
proved determm nation of Viy=Vis from B = 1 radiative
decays w ill be very helpful to com pare to that from B
m ixing, and with the SM t.

Study of the inclusive By ! X sl and exclusive
By ! KN cham less sem ileptonic decays can play a
very In portant role in an in proved V,, determ ination.
For the lattice calculation of By ! K ;K form factors
a am aller extrapolation in valence light quark m asses is
needed than forB ! ;  form factors, reducing the er—
rors. SinceBs ! K { 1 modes have signi cant branch—
ing ratios of O (10 *), this can be an in portant early
application of B 5 studies.

X.CHARM PHYSICS

T here arem any reasons for vigorously pursuing cham
physicsata SFF .Perhapsm ost in portant is the intim ate
relation of cham to the top quark. Because of its large
m ass top quark is sensitive to NP e ects in m any m odels.
New interactions involving the top quark quite naturally
also in ply m odi ed interactions of the cham quark. For
exam ple, m odels of warped extra-dim ensions, discussed
in Section [IILEl, inevitably lead to avorchanging in-
teractions for the cham quark (A MM u)j)jjl
Emmckﬁmﬂ [2007). The sam e is true of two H iggs
doublet m odels, in which the top quark has a special

role (Dasand K ad,11996;W u and Soni,12000).

Cham also provides a unique handle on m ixing e ects
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in the up—+ype (charge + % ) sector. T he top quark does
not form bound states, which m akes D D the only
system w here this study is possible. Im portance of these
studies is nicely illustrated by the constraint that they
provide on theM SSM sguark spectrum and m ixing ,
). T he squark-quark-gluino avor violating coupling
that m ixes the rst two generations is given by gs sin ¢
with g= u(d) for up (down) squarks. The di erence of
the two m xing angles needs to reproduce the Cabibbo
angle

sih w shg=sh ' 023: (104)
Sm allenough sin 4 can su ciently suppresses SU SY cor—
rectionstoK K m ixing even for nondegenerate squarks
with TeV masses. This is possible in the absence of in—
form ation on D D m ixing. The smallness of D D
m ixing, how ever, requires that also sin  is an all, which
violates the relation to the Cabibbo angle in Eq. (I04).
T he squarks w ith m asses light enough to be observable
at LHC thus need to be degenerate @,M).

W e next summ arize the salient aspects of cham
physics { detailed review s can be found in
(2006 ;[Bianco et all,[2003; Mrdmgmnd_&lpﬂ lzgm
W ithin the SM , som e aspects of the chamm system are
under excellent theoretical control. In particular, one
expects negligble CP asymm etry in cham decays since
the weak phase comes In CKM suppressed. The strong
phases on the other hand are expected to be large in the
cham region as it is rich w ith resonances. This m eans
that a NP weak phase is lkely to lead to observable CP
violation. M oreover,although the absolute size of D m ix—
ing cannot be reliably calculated in the SM because of
long distance contam ination, the rate of m ixing can be
used to put bounds on NP param eters in m any scenar-
oS dﬂz}mu’chﬁmﬂ,[ZM). Furthem ore, the ndirect CP
violation is negligbly am all in the SM . It arises from a
short distance contrbution that is subleading in D {D
m ixing com pared to the long distance piece and is fur-
therm oreCKM suppressed by VeV, .=V Vg - It therefore
provides a possibility for a very clear NP signal.

Them ost prom ising m odes to search for direct CP vi-
olation In charm decays are singly Cabibbo suppressed
channels, such asD* ! K*K°%, *,Dg ! *K O,
K* 9, whith in the SM receive contrbutions from two
weak am plitudes, tree and penguin ,
M). A s already m entioned indirect CP violation is
very an all, while direct CP violation is both loop and
CKM suppressed m aking it negligble as well. Super—
symm etric squark-gliino loops on the other hand can
saturate the present experin ental sensitivity of O (10 ?)
(G rossn an et all, 20078). Doubly Cabibo suppressed
modes may also be useful in the search for NP e ects
since the SM cannot give rise to any direct CP violation
and thus the SM \background" contribution is am all.

T he prospects r ndinga BSM CP-odd phasevia D °
oscillations dram atically in proved in 2007. U sing tin e-
dependent m easurem ents from their large chamm data
sam ples, Belle and BABAR reported the rst evidence for
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D °{D ° m ixing (Aubert et al.,[2007d ;Staric et all,2007).
A sdiscussed above the existence ofm ixing m akes it pos-
sble to search for new physics (CP-odd) phases in the
cham sector via CP violating asym m etries.

Thephase of D m ixing, p = Im (g=p)p o is the ana—
Iogue of the phases of B | m ixing or B ! m ixing discussed
in Section [[¥]1® W hile the phase ofBg m xing is large
in the SM , the phases of D ° m ixing and B¢ m ixing are
an allin the SM ;both are exam ples of null tests, w ith the
phase of D © m ixing particularly clean since it is expected
to be of order 10 ° in the SM .W e an phasise that new
physics that appears in the D sector (Involving up-type
quarks) m ay be com pltely di erent from that n the B
sector.

Currently, the best sensitivity on p ,0£0 (20 ), is ob-
tained from tin edependentD (t) ! Kg * D alitz plot
analysis {A_bﬁﬁmll,w) . A ssum ing that there are no
fiindam entalsystem atic lin itations in the understanding
of this D alitz plot structure, the sensitivity to p ata
SFF willbeaboutl {2 . Theuseofotherm odes such as
D%! K K* andD?! K ©9 can in prove the overall
sensitivity and help to elim inate am biguous solutions for
the phase (Sinha etall,[2007).

Searches for CPiclation via triple correlations are
also very powerful. These searches require nal states
that contain several lnearly independent 4-m om enta
and/or spins. A crucial advantage is that this class of
som ew hat com plicated nal states does not require the
presence of a CP-conserving (rescattering) phase; in Ty
odd-observables the CP asymm etry is proportional to
the real part of the Feynm an am plitude m,
). M any nal states such as K K , K , il
and K K 11 can be used; initial studies of som e of these
have been carried out {L_jn]gﬁi;aﬂ,lZM). Sem Heptonic
rare decays are of special interest as their sm all branch-
ing fractions can translate into large CP-asymm etries.
In practice, the search for triple correlations requires the
presence ofa term in the angular distribution that is pro—
portionalto sin ,where istheanglebetween theplanes
of the two pseudoscalars and the two leptons. It has re-
cently been pointed out by @. M) that this asym -
m etry could be enhanced using data taken by a SFF 1n
the cham energy region (ie. atthe (3770) resonance).
In this scenario, one uses the process e" e ! !
D shortD 1ong follow ed by tagging of the shortlived state
via,eg., Dgor ! KTK . This then allow s analysis of
theD png ! K*K " * decay. The operation ofa SFF
at the (3770) resonance would also provide in portant
nput to the determ ination of from B ! DK decays,
as discussed in Section [ILB] (Atwood and Soni,[2003H;
B ondar and Poluektow,[2006,(2008;/G ronau et all, [2001;

® Here we assum e that any large phase is due to new physics.

In this case, the quantity that is m easured is the phase of D °
m ixing via M 12. In the SM , it is possible that M 12 12 In
w hich case the relation between the experim ental phase and the
phase of D © m ixing is m ore com plicated.

I.SM}/I.].M)-

CP vichation In m ixing can be probed using incli-
sive sem ileptonic CP asymm etry of \wrong sign" lep-—
tons (B.igh,[2007):

0 o'm! “x) 0°m! “X)
ast. (D7) 5 , 5 ”
O ! X))+ (DP°@®)! X))
s
= = = (105)
ot + pF
A nonnegligible value requiresa BSM CP violating phase
in C = 2 dynam ics and depends on both sin  and
=M .IntheD 0O system,while and M areboth

an all, theratio = M need notbe. In fact the central
values in the present data are consistent w ith unity or
even a som ew hat bigger value. The asymm etry agy, (D )
isdriven by this ratio or its inverse, w hichever is sm aller.
T hus although the rate for \w rong sign" leptons is am all,
their CP asymm etry m ight not be if there isa signi cant
NP phase ). Due to the an allness of the
rate for \wrong sign" leptonic decays, NP constraints
from this m easurem ent would still be statistics 1 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 usefiil probes of new physics
e ects. For exam ple, searches for lepton avor violat-
ing cham decays such asD” ! eorDy ! M e,
where M is a light meson such as K or , can clearly
help Im prove the bounds on exotica. In addition, studies
of D ?s) ! 1 decays provide com plem entary inform a—
tion to Jeptonic B decays (discussed in Section [IIICI),
and are usefiil to bound charged H iggs contributions in
the argetan  lin it M,M;Akg@gﬁ and Chen,
12007;R osner and Stone,[200€)

XI.NP TESTS N THE TAU LEPTON SECTOR

A . Searches for Lepton Flavor Viohtion

T he discovery of neutrino oscillations m
12002;1a 111 et all,2009;D avis et all,[1968;[Equchiet all,
[2003; Fukuda et all, 1998; K i, [200€) provides direct
experin ental evidence that the accidental lepton avor
symm etries of the renomm alizable Standard M odel are
broken In nature. It is therefore com pelling to search
for Jepton avor violation (LFV ) also in the decays of
charged Ilptons. LFV decays of tau leptons can be
searched for at a Super Flavor Factory. The list of
interesting LFV m odes includes 1, Vbl
and ! Th, where 1 stands for or e, while the
hadronic nalstate h can be, or example, °; ©, K4,
or a multhadronic state. These searches w ill com ple-
ment studies of LFV in the muon sector. The decay

e wﬂlbe searched for at M EG @
), while ! e conversion will be searched
ﬁar at PRISM /PRME (Kund,[2005;sato et all,[2006).




TABLE X Currentand expected future 90% CL upper lin its
on the branching fractions and conversion probabilities of sev—
eral lepton avor violating processes. T he expectations given

for ! e and Ti! e Ticonversion are single event
sensitivities (SES).
M ode Current UL Future UL/SES
I e 12 10ttt @ (1 10) 10 ®
I e e 10 10%% @ |
Ti! e Ti 61 10%* @) 5 107 @
! 50 10°% ©® 2 8 10 9@
I e 50 10° ® 2 8) 1009
! ¥ 32 108 W@ (o2 1) 1009
! 65 10° 9 (04 4) 1009

@A nhm ed et al. (2002); Brooks et al (1999)

)G rassi (2005); R itt (2006) ©)B ellyardt et al. (1988)
4D ohm en et al. (1993) g ayasaka et al. (2007)
®)K uno (2005); Sato et al. (2006)

9)A keroyd et al. (2004); Bona et al. (2007c)

"A ubert et al. (20067) M iyazakietal (2007a)

44

this case there is an additional spurion y from heavy
neutrino-light neutrino Yukawa term s w ith g T

T his then changes the spurion analysis, giving di erent
predictions on the size of LFV processes. Further am -
biguities are due to unknown absolute size of neutrino
m asses, ie. whether neutrinos have nom al or inverted
m ass hierarchy, and from the size ocf CP violation in the
leptonic sector. M ost Im portantly, the m Inin al size of
LFV e ects is not xed. Rescaling sim ultaneously the
coupling matrix g ! k?g and the lepton num ber vi-
olation scale Ly ! k® Ly does not change the neu-
trino m ass m atrix, while it changes B(e; ! e ) !
k* IogkB (e; ! ey ) (keeping ¢ xed at the same
tin e). The rates of the lepton avor violating processes
therefore increase as the masses of the heavy neutri-
nos are raised’. This dependence cancels in the ratio

W2 ubert et al. (2007e); M iyazakiet al (2007b)

Another interesting way to search for NP e ects is to
test lepton avor universaliy m B ! Ke'e vs. B !
K * decays. T he decays into m uons can be wellm ea—
sured in hadronic environm ent, w hile the electron decays
areeasler tom easureata SFF . T he current and expected
fiture sensitivities of several LEV m odes of interest are
s{% arized in TablklX] (form oredetails, see
).

Extending to the lptonic sector the concept of
minimal avor violation, described in Section [IILBI,
provides an e ective ed theory estimate of
LFV (Cirigliano etal, 12005; |Davidson and Palorini,
[2006; |G rinstein etall, 2007). The mininal lepton

avor violation (M LFV ) hypothesis supposes that
the scale 1y at which the total lepton num ber gets
broken is much larger than the mass scale g of
the lightest new particles extending the SM Ileptonic
sector (Cirigliano et all, [20089). 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 inin ally, ie. only through charged lepton and
neutrino Yukawa m atrices.

M LFV predictions have several sources of theoretical
uncertainties. First, unlke the quark sector the M FV
prescription is not unigue for the leptons because of the
am biguity In the neutrino sector. Them inin alchoice for
the SM neutrino m ass term is

1 - . .
gL )T LL]

Lams = )+ he:; (106)

2LN

with g a spurion ofM LFV .Thism ass term could arise
from integrating out heavy right-handed neutrinos. In

B( ! =B( ! e ). Nom alizihg to the charged-
current decay
BL! L )
B(L! L — 2 107
(L 5 )7 BL! L ) (107)
C irigliano et all (2005) obtain thatB( ! e ) (0

10 4) B( ! ) depending on the value of sinis
angle, with smaller values of B( ! e ) obtained for
an aller values of sin 3. Saturating the present exper-
mental bound on B( ! e ) at sin i3 0:05 gives
B( ! ) 108, within the reach ofa SFF.

A working example of MLFV model is for in-
stance the CM SSM with three righthanded neutri-
nos (Antusch ei;aﬂ, [2006). The correlations between
B( ! e )and B( ! ) are shown in Fig[Z2dl.
In this scenario the rate for ! e decay depends
strongly on the value of the neutrino m ixing param e-
ter 13, and couldd be hard to measure if 13 < 1,
whereas B( ! ) is approxin ately independent of
this param eter. For the choices of param eters used In
F ig.[21], based on the Snowm ass point 1 (A lanach et all,

), the rates of LE'V processes are suppressed { m uch
larger rates for B (! ) are possible for other choices
of NP param eters. Large LFV e ects In charged lep-
ton decays are found in other exam ples of extending
SM w ith heavy righthanded neutrinos w ith or w ithout
supersymm etry (A gashe etall, [200€; [Babu and K ods,
12002 ; B orzum atiand M asierc, [198€; [E Llis et all, [2002;
H isano et all,[199€;|Ilakovad, 2000 ;M asiero et all,[2004;
[Phan,[1999).

Embedding MFV in a GUT setup can lead to qual-
itatively di erent conclusions. Now the e ective weak
Ham iltonian for I; ! 1; processes involves also the quark
Yukawa couplings Yy, . This means that contrary to
theM LFV caseabove,the ! e and ! ;e rates
cannot be arbitrarily suppressed by lowering py . For

7 T hey do decrease w ith increased rr ,them ass scale of low en-
ergy NP particles (such as slepton), as for them ost NP sensitive
m easurem ents.
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FIG .21 Correlation betweenB( ! e )andB( ! ),and

the dependence on the heaviest right-handed neutrino m ass
my, and the neutrinom ixing angle 13 in constrained M SSM

w ith three right-handed neutrinos (A ntusch et all,l2004). For
three values of my,, the range of predicted values for the
lepton avor violating branching fractions are illustrated for
di erent values of 13 by scanning over other m odel param —
eters. Horizontal and vertical dashed lines denote experi-
m ental bounds, w ith dotted lines show Ing estin ated future
sensitivities (note that these are aln ost an order of m agni-
tude too conservative w ith regard to the SFF sensitivity for

B( ! ) |a keroyd et all,12004 ;B ona et all,12007d))

Ly . 10 Gev the GUT induced contribution con-
trolled by Yy, starts to dom inate, which in tum for
NP scale 1r 10 TeV givesB( ! e ) above 10 *3
w ithin reach of theM EG experin ent @JM) The
MLFV and GUT-M FV scenarios can be distinguished
by com paring di erent and LFV rates. For in-
stance, In the lin it where quark-induced termm s dom i-
nate one has B( ! )/ f“and B( ! e )/ 19,
w ith " 022, giving B ( ! =B( ! e)

0 (10*), which allows ! to be jist below the
present exclusion bound. Further inform ation that dis-
tinguishes the two scenarios can be obtained from !

1 1= 3je), 1V *e ,v ! V = J= ;)
and ; ! 1L 1 decays irigliano an rinstein,
M). Explicit realizations of LFV 1n supersym —
metric GUT models have been discussed in the lit-
erature (Barbieriand Hall, [1994; Barbierietall, 1995;
ICalibbi et all,[2006;/G om ez and G oldberg,|199€).

Sin ilarly, correlations between di erent and de-
cays for a general 2HDM have been derived m
).Thedecays ! e and ! were found to
be the m ost sensitive probes that can be close to present
experin ental bounds, while correlations between di er-
ent decays are a signature of the theory.

In supersymm etric extensions of the SM , the 1 !
L dipol operator typically dom inates over the four-
lepton operators, which leads to a sinple prediction
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TABLE X I Com parison of various ratios of branching ratios
in little H iggs m odel w ith T parity and in the M SSM  w ith—
out and with signi cant H iggs contributions m,

(20072).
R atio LHT M SSM (dipok) M SSM (H igs)
B( ! 3e)
S 04{25 6 1b 6 1b
B( ! 3e)
SR 04{23 1 16 1 19
R 04{23 2 1 0.06{01
e 03{16 2 1d 0.02{0.04
S 03{16 1 1b 1 1%
B( ! 3e)

B( ! e2 ) 13{1.7 5 0.3{0.5
B( ! 3) .

=3k 12(16 02 5{10

R( Til eTi) 2 2

ST 107110 5 19 0.08{0.15

B rignole and R ossi,[2004)

B(L! L ) m? 11

B! Lhl), e oM 1500 %) (08
B(L! L ) 3 m2 4

If the o diagonal slepton m assm atrix elem ent 3; and
tan are large enough, the H iggsm ediated transitions
can alter this conclusion. For instance in the decoupling

Iin it (Paradisi,2006H)
B( ! 1 ) 345,
B( ! 1) 36

O (01): (109)
In Little H iggs M odels w ith T -parity on the other hand,
Z and box-diagram contrbutions dom inate over the
radiative operators, which then gives distinctly di erent
ratios of decay w dths to those In theM SSM ,asshown In
Tabk X3 (B lanke et all,[20078). In Little H iggs M odels
with T pparity with a NP scale £ 500 G &V, the LFV
decays can be seen at a SFF. In other m odels ' e,
' 1L 1 or ! hl can be enhanced M
12002; @MM&A IChen and G end,[2006K;
ICvetic et all, lde G ouvea and Jenkins, 12007;
Lietal, [2006; [Sﬁhaﬁndji_undd 12004; Isher, 12002).
Further information on the LFV origih could be
provided from Dalitz plot analysis of ! 3 with

large enough data sam ples {Dj_sanggrﬁmjl lzgm
M atsuzakiand Sandd,l2007).

B. Tests of kpton avor unwersality in tau decays

A com plem entary window to NP is provided by pre-
cise tests of lepton  avor universality in charged current

! and ! e decays. In the large tan regine
ofM SSM the deviations arise from H iggsm ediated LEV
am plitudes, where the e ects are generated by LF-
conserving but m ass dependent couplings. T his is com —
plem entary to K 1, and B 1, decays, where deviations are
m ainly due to LFV couplings (Isidoriand Paradisi, 2006 ;
M asiero et all,[200€).




Tt is iIn portant to note that, while m ost of the super-
symm etricm odels discussed above werem inim ally avor
violating, this is far from being the only possibility still
allowed by the LFV data. To st approxin ation the
rare avor changing charged lepton decays constrain the
follow ing com bination of supersym m etric param eters

2
Jla g
sin 2 —=; (110)
w

where 75 is the slepton m ixing angle with i;j = 1;2;3
the generation indices,while m ;5 and m are thedi er—
ence and the average of mv;;; slepton m asses, while for
sim plicity we suppress the L ;R indices for left-handed
and right-handed sleptons. Thus the avor bounds can
be obeyed either if the m xing angles are sm all or if the
sleptons are m ass degenerate. Interpolation between the
two options exem pli es a set of realistic supersym m et—
ric m odels discussed by&ngﬁmll (2007), where super—
symm etry breaking m echanism was taken to be a com -
bination of gauge m ediated (leading to degeneracy) and
gravity m ediated supersym m etry breaking supplem ented
w ith horizontal sym m etries (leading to alignm ent w ith
split m ass spectrum ).

The high pr processes at LHC experin ents probe a
di erent com bination of FV supersym m etric couplings.
For degenerate sleptons w ith Jarge m ixing one m ay ob-
serve oscillations .n & ! L % or ~) ! LL 1L~
decay chains. This constrains (taking the lim it of both
sleptons having the sam e decay width  for sin plicity)
(B rkaniH am ed et all,[1996)

(m s5=m )?

sin 2 T (mij=m)2' (111)
w hich should be com pared w ith Eq. (I10). An exam ple of
constraints com Ing from the LHC and B( ! e ) based
on a prelin inary simulation in the a4 SSM is shown In
Figl2d. A qualitatively sin ilar interplay of LHC and SFF
constraints is expected for ! . By having both the
LHC high pr and low energy LFV m easurem entsat high
enough precision one is able to m easure both them ixing
angle and the m ass splitting of the leptons, thus probing
the nature of the supersym m etry breaking m echaniam .

On the experim ental side, a SFF is an deal experi-
m ent to study lepton avor violating tau decays due to
the large crgss—sect]’on ( (e ! * )y = (0919
0003)nbat’ s= 1058GeV (Banerge etall,[2007)) and
a clean environm ent. It hasm uch better sensitivity than
the LHC experin ents even for the apparently favourable

! channel |santinelll,[2002; U nel, [2009).

The B factories have dem onstrated the enorm ous
potential for tau physics from an e'e collder run-—
ning at the (4S). The current experin ental up-
per lim its for m ost lepton avor violating tau decays
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10 =

—— 50(LHC)
SO Br(u-e)) = 1.2x10%
[ Br(u—ey) = 1.0x107%
Br(u—ey) = 1.0x10%

Am (GeV)

01

0.01 :
0.1 1

sin20

FIG .22 The LHC reach ©r 196 o ' in the “i5{ m 5 plane,
and the line of the constant B( ! e ) In &M SSM with
tan = 10, A = 0,My = 90 GeV, and M ;_, = 250

Gev (Hisano etall,|2002).

range, Uup to two orders of m agnitude below the existing
bounds.

Form any of the LFV channels, the only lin itation
isdue to statistics { there are no signi cant backgrounds
astheete ! 7 process provides a very distinc-
tive signature, and the neutrinoless nal state allow s
the fourm om entum of the decaying tau lepton to be re—
constructed. In the lin it of negligible background, the
achievable upper lin it scales w ith the integrated um i-
nosity.

Specialconsideration m ust be given to the radiativede—
cays ! and ! e ,since forthese channelsthere is
an in portant background source from SM tau decays (e3.

! ) com bined w ith a photon from initialstate ra-
diation. T his irreducible background isalready an in por—
tant factor in the current analyses mw,w,
M;MML@,M), and w ill be dom inant at
very high Ium inosities. C ontrolof these backgroundsand
other in provem ents in the analyses w ill have an in por—
tant e ect on the ultin ate sensitivity ofa SFF to lepton

avor violating tau decays.

C.CP Viblhtion in the system

An observation of CP viblation i decays
would provide an incontrovertble NP signal. Sev-
eral NP models allow direct CP Vio]at‘]on e ects In
hadronic  decays Mmﬂﬁll ; Davieretal,
1200€; IDekepine etall, 12004, [2005; @mﬁ 11994;
Kuhn and M Jrkegl; 11997) where the only SM background

is that from daughter neutral kaons

are at present n the 10 {10 ® range

(Abe etal,
(2007£,200€ #A ubert et all 20078/t /1 ayasaka et all [2007;
M ivazakiet all,l2004,/20078), indicating that a SFF will

probe what is phenom enologically a highly interesting

2008; [Catieron et all, 2007) and 38 0 (10 %) i !
KJ . Partial rate asymm etries, integrated over the

phase space for the decay, can be m easured w ith sub-

percent precision at a SFF .A m ore com prehensive anal-



ysis requires a study of the am plitude structure func-
tions ‘Bgna eta |., 2QQ7§|;; K uhn and M jrkgi, 19925);
these analyses can also be perform ed, but bene t from
having a polarized beam to provide a reference axis.

A polarized beam can also be used to m ake m easure—
m ents of the electric and m agnetic dipole m om ents.
Forthe EDM m easurem ent, an in provem ent of three or-
ders of m agnitude on the present bounds ,
[2003) can be achieved (Bemabeu etall,[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—
Ibus m om ent could be m easured for the rst tine at a

SFF ,12008).

XII. COM PARISON OF A SUPER FLAVOR FACTORY
W ITH LHCB

Since a Super F lavorFactory w illtakedata In the LHC
era, it is reasonable to ask how itsphysics reach com pares
w ith the avorphysicspotentialofthe LHC experim ents,
m ost notably LHCb (Cam iller,[2007;N akada,l2007). By
2014, the LHCb experim ent is expected to have accum u—
lated 10 & ! of data from pp collisions at a lum inosity
of 2 18 an ?s ! (Buchalh etal,|2008). M ore-
over, LHCDb is planning an upgrade where they would
run at 10 tim es the Initialdesign lum inosity and record a
data sam ple of about 100 b . ‘Djjgﬂ;d,m;w,
(200).

T hem ost striking outcom e of any com parison betw een
a SFF and LHCb is that the strengths of the tw o experi-
m ents are largely com plem entary. For exam ple, the large
boost of the B hadrons produced at LHCb allow s tin e-
dependent studies of the oscillations of B ¢ m esons w hile
m any of the m easurem ents that constitute the prim ary
physics m otivation for a SFF cannot be perform ed in a
high m ultiplicity hadronic environm ent, for exam ple, rare
decay m odes w ith m issing energy such asB* ! “* .
and B* ! K* . M easurem ents of the CKM m atrix
elem ents Vypjand Vjand inclusive analyses of pro-
cessessuch asb! s andb! s/ alsobene tgreatly
from the clean and relatively simple €' e collder en—
vironm ent. At LHCb the reconstruction e ciencies are
reduced for channels containing several neutral particles
and for studies where the B decay vertex m ust be de-
termm ined from a Kg meson. Consequently, a SFF has
unigque potential to m easure the photon polarization via
m xing-induced CP vichation n BJ ! KJ ° . Sin-
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 asymm etrdes in m any Bg decay
modesincuding K%, K °,KJIKJKJandK ] °.W hik
LHCDb will have lin ited capability for these channels, it
can perform com plem entary m easurem ents using decay
modes such as B? ! and BY ! for radiative
and hadronic b ! s transitions, respectively
2007).
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W here there is overlap, the strength of the SFF pro-
gramm e in its ability to usem ultiple approaches to reach
the ob fctive becom es apparent. For exam ple, LHCb
should be able to m easure to about 5 precision using
B ! ,@),butwﬂlnotbe able to access
the full Inform ation in the and channels, which is
necessary to reduce the uncertainty to the 1{2 Jlevel of
a SFF. Sin ilarly, LHCb can certainly m easure sin(2 )
through m ixing-induced CP violation in Bg 1 J= Kg
decay to high accuracy (about 0.01), but will have less
sensitivity to m ake in portant com plem entary m easure—
ments (eg., In J= ®and Dh?%). W hie LHCb hopes to
m easure the angle with a precision of 2{3 , extrapola—
tions from currentB factories show thata SFF is lkely to
be able to In prove this precision to about1l . LHCDb can
probably m ake a precise m easurem ent of the zero of the
orward-backward asymmetry n B! K °*  ,buta
SFF can also m easure the inclusive channelb ! s** *
which, as discussed in Section [V IIIB | is theoretically a
m uch cleaner and m ore pow erfillobservable. T he broader
programm e ofa SFF thus provides a very com prehensive
set ofm easurem ents in addition to its clean experin ental
environm ent and superior neutral detection capabilities.
This w ill be of great In portance for the study of avor
physics in the LHC era.

XTIII. SUM M ARY

In this review we have sum m arized the physics case for
a Super F lavor Factory (SE'F); our em phasis hasbeen on
searches for New Physics. Such a high um inosity m a-
chine (integrating 50-75 ab 1y w ill of course be a Super
B Factory, but in portantly has enom ous potential for
exposing New Physicsnot only in the B sector, but also
in cham aswellasin  lepton decays.

In B physics the range of clean and pow erflil observ—
ables is very extensive, see Tabk[X 1. A quick inspection
vividly show s that the SFF w illextend the current reach
from the B factories for m any in portant observables by
over an order of m agnitude. Speci cally, we should be
able to signi cantly in prove the precision with which
we can cleanly m easure the angles \directly" and also
determ ne sides of the unitarity triangle enhancing our
know ledge of these fundam ental param eters of the SM
as well as checking for new physics e ects In B 4 m ixing
and in b ! d transitions. In addition, there are criti-
cally in portant direct searches for New Physics that are
also possible. For exam ple, we should be able to m ea-
sure sin 2 from penguin-dom inated b ! s m odes w ith
an accuracy of a faw percent. This will either clearly
establish the presence ofa new CP-odd phasein b! s
transitions or allow us to constrain it signi cantly. Im —
proved m easurem ents of direct and tim edependent CP
asymm etries in a host of m odes and the rst results on
the zero crossing of the forw ard-backward asym m etries
In nclusive radiative b ! s** / decays w ill be exciting
and extrem ely inform ative. Furthem ore, a large class of



48

TABLE XII Expected sensitivities at a SFF com pared to current sensitivities for selected physics quantities. This table
has been adapted from Table I of (Brow ,12007) and also inclides results from the HFAG (H eavy Flavor A veraging
G roup) com pilation (Barberioc et all,[2007). For som e unitarity triangle quantities such as and ,due to low statistics and
non-gaussian behaviour of the uncertainties in current m easurem ents there is poor agreem ent on the naluncertainty in the
world average. For exam ple, for the CKM tter group (Charles et all,[2005) obtains 31 while UT t (Bona etall,|20060)
nds 16 due to di erences in statisticalm ethodologies. For ¥, jthere is considerable debate on the treatm ent of theoretical
errors. R epresentative values from the PDG m inireview are given as an estin ate for the current sensitivity entry below .

O bservable SFF sensitivity Current sensitiity
sin@2 ) 3= k%) 0.005{0.012 0.025
(DK ) 1{2 31 (CKM tter)
«C . ) 1{2 15 (CKM tter)
Y up jlexcl) 3{5% 18% (PDG review)
3upJ(incl) 3{5% 8% (PDG review)
1.7{34% v
0.7{1.7% 463
S(K?% 0.02{0.03 0.17
s(%%?) 0.01{0.02 0.07
SKsKsK?) 0.02{0.03 020
BB ! ) 3{4% 30%
BB ! ) 5{6% not m easured
BB ! D ) 2{2.5% 31%
Acp(b! s ) 0.004{0.005 0.037
Acp(o! s +d ) 0.01 012
BB ! Xgq ) 5{10% 40%
BB ! =B(B ! K ) 3{4% 16%
SKs ° ) 0.02{0.03 024
s 0.08{0.12 067
BB ! X)) 4{6% 23%
AFEB U X7 )eo 4{6% notm easured
BB ! K ) 16{20% notm easured
b 1{2 20
B( ! ) 2{8 10° not seen,< 50 10°
B( ! ) 02{1 10° notseen,< (2{4) 10°
B( ! ) 04{4 10 not seen, < 51  10°

tagged B m esons.

H igh lum inosity cham studiesw illalso be sensitive to
the e ects of new physics; the m ost in portant of these
is a search for a new CP-odd phase in D m ixing ( p )
with a sensitivity of a few degrees. Im proved studies
of lepton avor violation in  decays w ith m uch higher
sensitivities could also prove to be extram ely in portant
in revealing new phenom ena or allow Ing us to constrain
itm ore e ectively.

A Super F lavor Factory w illcom plem ent dedicated a-
vor studiesatthe LHC w ith its sensitivity to decay m odes
w ith photons and m ultiple neutrinos as well as inclusive

null tests w ill either constrain NP or reveal its presence.

W hile the dram atic increase In lum nosity at a SEF
will allow signi cant Im provem ents in m any in portant
existing m easurem ents, the SFF also w ill provide an in —
portant step change over the B factories in that m any
new channels and observables w ill becom e accessible for
the rst tine. These ncide b ! d ,b ! d““
B! K() and sem iHnclisive hadronic m odes. In ad-
dition, sensitive probes of right-handed currents w ill be-
com e possible through m easuram ents of tin edependent
asymm etries In radiative b! s processes such asB !
Ks °( %) ,aswell as transverse polarization of the

in sam itauonic decays of B mesons. At the SFF, the
high statistics and kinem atic constraints of production
atthe (4S)alsowillallow clean studies ofm any im por—
tant inclusive processes in the recoilof fllly reconstructed

processes. The SFF will extend the reach of the high
Pr experin ents at the LHC In m any ways and w ill help
us Interpret whatever type of New Physics is discovered
there.
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