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CKM tsasofwinter 2009 and sensitivity to N ew P hysics

V Incent T isserand, on behalfofthe CKM tter group
LAPP (UM R5814), Universite de Savoie, CNR S/IN 2P 3, Annecy-k-V jeux, France

W epresent the statusofthe CKM m atrix param eters in the fram ew ork ofthe Standard M odel
W eperform am odel ndependent analysis to set constraints on additionale ective param eters
accounting for possible New Physicse ectsand to evaluate the present allowed space for these
e ectsboth from B 4 and Bs m esons.

Theunitary CabibboXK cbayashiM askawa (CKM )m atrixd describes them ixing ofthe quark
avors w ithin the fram ework of the Standard M odel (SM ). Profs. K obayashi and M askawa
have just been awarded the N cobel prize for their early 70’s work on such a 3 3 (3 quark
generations) unitary m atrix that accounts for violation of CP sym m etry through E lectro-W eak
EW ) couplings. It has 4 real param eters, am ong which one singl non-vanishing phase. W e
em ploy an exact W olfenstein—lke param etrization 213 that describes the strong hierarchy in these

couplings where unitarity holds to an arbirary power of the Cabibbo angle = sin(c¢), it is
also rephasing invariant:
2 :Vusj2 A2 4 j]cbf +i = Vudvub:
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Theparam eter isaccurately determ ined @t 03 $ level) from superallowed nuckar transitions
(Vug) and In sem iHeptonic kaon decays (Vus). The parameter A (Vg,) is m easured from
cham ed B sam IHeptonic decays w ith an accuracy at the levelof 3 $ . The apex of the Uniary
Triangke UT), ie. the complex number ( + i ), is less constrained.

T he accurate m easurem ent of these param eters and especially of the UT sides and angles,
possbly In a redundant way, allow s to check the consistency of the K obayashiM askawa KM )
m echanism wihin the SM . Any signi cant departure could suggest contributions from New
Physics NP ).The challenge, both for experin entalists and theorists, is that precise extraction of
observables related to these EW param eters is com plicated by the presence of strong interaction
e ects.

W e perform a global tto the CKM param eters w thin a frequentist approach including a
speci ¢ treatm ent to deal w ith theoretical uncertainties (ie. at lkelhood a =r R t)3, w here
we only use the ocbservables from K and B sectors on which we have a good theoretical control,
to avoid to clain pseudo departures from SM . Tabll[ll displays the various key ingredients used
(m ore details on the world averages W A ) exp. and theo. inputs and related references are given
at3) . Am ong all these dbservables, only the branching ratio BR) ofthe B o * 0 Ghannel
updated by the B aB ar collaboration 4 is a new Input since our last sum m er 2008 update.

Several hadronic Inputs are m andatory for the ts. They manly lin it the precision on
the determ ination of the observables nvolving processes with loops such as m g, m ¢, Jx
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| Phys. param s. E xperin . input | T heory m ethod/ingredient |

Vuad superallowed decays Towner and Hardy (08)
Vus] K 13 SL kaon decays (WA,FJavjanet5) ff 0) = 0:964(5) RBC-UKQCD (07))
Vb B! Xl HFAGHY: excl + incl) 40:59(38) (58) 10 3 (FF and/orOPE)
Vubk1 B! Xyl HFAGY: excl + incl) 3:87(9)46) 10 3 FF and/orOPE)
and own syst. treatm ent
Vb dept: BR®B' ! * ) anniilation B-factories) fp, = 228(3) A7) M eV, f5 =fp = 1:196(8) 23)]
m s Bs Bsmixing CDF II) B=2amp. [Eg= 1233)(5), f5,,m¢, 3]
m g By Bgqmixing EFAG ) B=2anp. [B5, B, = 1:05(2) 6),
fp.=fs, s 8]
% 3 KK mixing PDG 087:KLOE,NA48,KTeV ) S=2amp. B ¢ = 0:721(5) 40), cc s ctr tt]
= Cham onium B decays HFAG 6) -
=3 B ! F (B factories: rates + asym .) Isopsin SU (2) (G ronau, London (90))
=3 B ! DK () @®-factories: rates + asym .) GIW /ADS/GGSZ

Table 1: Various relevant nputsto the CKM tterglobal t.M any LQ CD inputs in these tablk are from ourown
average (see text). The upper (lower) part of the table corresponds to CP conserving (violating) param eters.

and also thetreedecay B* ! ' . The hadronic contrioutions to K 13 decay are surprisingly
under excellent control. W e m ostly rely on lattice QCD (LQCD ) sim ulations to estim ate these
quantities, since the accuracy ofsuch rst-principle com putations can be in proved in a controlled
way (@t least In principl). The presence of results from di erent collaborations w ith various
statistics and system atics m akes it all the m ore necessary to combine them in a careful and
reproduchble way. It has been pointed ou'd8 that \if experts cannot agree, it is unlikely the rest
of the comm unity would kelieve a clhin of NP". Therefore we have recently set up our own
average of these resultsf.

Figure[ll (Left) shows the globalCKM t results in the ( , ) plane. The CKM param eters
are: A = 08116' %)/, = 022521 000082, = 0439, and = 0341°3°. A good
overall consistency at 95 % CL is seen, probing the fact that the KM m echanisn is at work for
CP violation and dom inant in B decays. It is also visbl that there is a tension between the
measuram ent of sin 2 ) from cham oniuim B decays and the determ ination of j/,,7 from the
decay B* ! ' . W hen rem oving one of the last param aters from the global t, the 2 at
m ininum drops respectively by 23 and 24 .

® W e apply the averaging prooedure3:

First of all, we collect the relevant calculations of the quantity that we are interested In: we take only
unquenched results wih 2 or 2+ 1 dynam ical ferm ions, from published papers or proceedings. In these
resuls, we separate the errorestin ates into a G aussian partand a atpart R t). TheG aussian part should
collect the uncertainties from purely statistical origin, but also the system atics that can be controlled and
treated in a sin flarway (eg., Interpolation or tting in som e cases). T he rem aining system atics constitute
the R t error. If there are several sources of error In the R t category, we add them lnearly, keesping
in m ind that In m any papers In the literature, this com bination is done in quadrature and the splitting
between di erent sources is not published. ITfR t is taken stricto sensu and the individual likkelhoods are
com bined in the usualway oy multiplication), the naluncertainty can be underestin ated, in particular
in the case ofm arghhally com patible values.

W e correct this e ect by adopting the fllow Ing averaging recipe. W e rst com bine the G aussian uncer—
tainties by com bining likelhoods restricted to their G aussian part. Then we assign to this com bination
the sm allest of the ndividualR t uncertainties. The underlying idea is twofold: (1) the present state of
art cannot allow us to reach a better theoretical accuracy than the best of all estim ates, and (2) thisbest
estin ate should not be penalized by less precise m ethods (@s i would happen be the case if one would
take the dispersion of the individual central values as a guess of the com bined theoretical uncertainty). It
should be stressed that the concept of a theoretical uncertainty is ilkde ned, and the com bination of them
even m ore. T hus our approach is only one am ong the altematives that can be found in the literature. In
contrast to som e of the latter, ours is algorithm ic and can be reproduced. W e found a very good agreem ent
between our previous inputs (taken from lattice reviews) and our current set (obtained from the above
recipe) .
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Figure 1: 95 % CL individualand global constraints in the ( , ) plane from the globalCKM t (Left). The red
hashed region of the global com bination correspondsto 68 $ CL.CL pro ke for w ih the present world average

ofthe3B ! HE channels R ight).

+

T his tension ism ainly originated from the recent BR 8 * ! ) m easurem ents by BaBar
and Be]Je. A 11 these m easurem ents are consistent and their WA is (1:73 0:35) 10 ¢ ,
whil ourglobalCKM tpredicts it to be at a lower value of (O:80+00£,l95) 10 * . such a higher

BR is not necessarily accom m odated for by m odels w ith 2 H iggs boson d01,1b1ets|“’|'_Ql (RHDM ).
In addition one can see on Fig.[l that both sem ieptonic and purely kptonic B decays VupJ
determm inations agree pretty well. In between the 2 sem HHeptonic m ethods sin 2 ) prefers the
exclusive one, w hilke the Inclusive one is still com patible in the CKM tter approach. D oing the
com putation ofthe ratio ofthe BR ofthisB annihilation decay over them ixing param eter m 4
rem oves the dependance to the decay factor fy , . T he com bination ofthese 2 constraints releases
therefore partially som e LQ CD related uncertainties and gives a direct acoess to the param eter
BBd. W hen doing so we cbtain thevalueBg, = 118 0:14 thatis2.7 away from the CKM
global t: 0:52+Oo:fl5 . The tension arising from theBR B ! ¥ ) isclearly not yet an evidence
forNP, but it m otivates m ore accurate m easurem ents at BaB ar and Belk and at possbl future
superB factories.

It has been suggested that the recent LQCD In provem ents in the determm ination of the
param et:erBAK alights a so far neglected additionalm ultiplicative factor in the determ ination of
the param eter % j this is the so called « param eter com puted and estin ated to be equalto
092 002 . This factoracocounts orCP viclation e ects n K K m ixingandm ay hint forCP
violation contrbutionsoriginated from NP .T he com puted value of I jfrom thisrecent work and
within theSM is (178 025) 10 3, while the current experin entalW 27 is @229 010) 103 .
T his suggests an additional tension at the levelof2 manly with respecttosin@ ). Our EL_Q‘,
even w hile accounting for «, show sthat the uncertainty of J'x jis rather lkely to be ofthe order
of0:55 10 3 . This tension arises while dealing w ith pure convoluted G aussian uncertainties or
allthe param eters and including allthe uncertaintieson LQ CD com putations, that are ocbviously
not overw helm ed by statistical e ects. It therefore vanishes while using the R t procedure.

Figure[ll Right) shows that the angle is now determ ined with a good accuracy, at the
evelof5 % orlss: = (89:O+44£4) , whilk the angle ismeasured wihin a precision of4 % .
T he isospin analysis on the channels aln ost fully drives it. It is in excellent agreem ent w ith
the global t (95 :6+83:§3) w thout the related m easurem ent in the t) and the uncertainties
have been reduced by m ore than 20 % wih ect to last summ er. This is due to the new
measurementon theBR 8% ! * 9) by BaBar™® that dom inatesthe W A forthis cbservable. Tk
has ncreased from (182 3:0) 10° upto 240 19) 10°.Inthe  system,thePenguin



to Tree am plitude ratio is much m ore favorabl than in the case of cham lss B decays to
and 3"12, allow ing therefore a relatively an aller j Jjisospin bound.

The BR ofboth channels * © and * are now very sin iar'® and am ost 25 tim es as
biy as that of © O (the Penguin transition), the B and B, related isospin am plitudes triangles
are basically at and do not close, ie. BrB : At + 2+ A%9< A5 (out this is still
consistent w ithin uncertainties). A s a consequence the m irror soluitions that possbly arise while
experin entally m easuring the e ective angle ¢ Penguin dilution), are degenerated into a
single peak. A s it can be seen on F ig.[1l the expected 8-ld am biguities from the isospin analysis
degenerate Into the only 4 geom etric solutions, in the vicniy of0 , 90 ,and 180 .

T he isospin analysis for the system is perform ed usjng6 the 3 BR s, tin edependent CP -
asymmetry parametersC* ,S* ,C %, and ¢ 9, and the 3 longitudinal fractions (fr,) of these
V'V channels that are not stricto-sensu C P -elgenstates, thought the f;, are very close to 1 which
eases the analysis. The anglk is detem Ined to be (899 5:4) and the isospin bound
close to 0 wih a good accuracy: (14 3:7) @t summertinewehad: = (90:9+164::79 ) ). To
test what is the expected uncertainties for this m easurem ent, we have perform ed 1000 pseudo
experin ents (toys). W e have generated the above experim ental cbservableswih 1 around
their best tted value (from global t), where the are the currently m easured uncertainties.
W e m easure that the average expected uncertainty is 75 , slightly higher than the 54 that
we measure. The uncertainty distrbution has a long tail up to about 20 , i corresponds to
revival of pseudo m irror solutions, above thel CL( ). About 34 & ofthe toys where isogoin
triangles close and have sim ilar uncertainties or higher than that of last summ er con guration.
This is a m essage for future experim ents, such as LH Cb, that better uncertainties of the various

observablesm ay not necessarily lead to better accuracy on

D ue to the reached precision, it is legitin ate to investigate for possbl isospin breaking
e ects 12 beyond the G ronau-London SU (2) m ethod. Not all the breaking e ects can be cal-
culated at present, but we can list a few of them : the u and d quarks have di erent electric
charges and m asses (preaking of the order: tmy, mg)= gcop 1 %), the isospin transitions

I= 5=2may benom orenegligble, wem ay need to extend thebasisof EW -Penguin operators:
Q7;u510 ( Ew e 15 ), the m ass and isospin eigenstates are di erent ( ! m ixing at the
velof2 %), the naturalwidth is lJarge enough such that I = 1 contrbutions are possble
© (?=m?) 4%) ..Therearepossblkways out such asexpbitingtheB* ! K ° ' channels
through SU (3) constraints. In order to break the triangle closure we apply the procedure as
described 2. The am plitudesA * % and A * © are corrected by additional Tree ( 1) and Penguin
( ») contrbutionsweighted as: 2 A *0= vV,qv? T* + VyuV] pP*  (the strong phases
are set arbitrarily). W e tested jA *%jasbigas 4, 10, and 15 % . The 2 st corrections break
SU 2) at 90 and restore it in the viciniy of 0 , whik the largest is needed to restore it at
the SM solution. Anyway when combining the and the determ ination on  ism ostly
una ected at1 CL.

W e have updated 3 the constraint on V=VisJj accessible through the ratio of branching
ratio orB ! V  decays, where V holds respectively for ( ;!) and K? vector m esons. T hese
penguins processes com plem ent the box diagram s nvolved in them easurement of m .5y . Any
Inconsistency in between the 2 approaches would teach us in which direction to look forNP.W e
use the param etrization for hadronic e ects as described in 13 . T he sophisticated description of
the am plitudes has non trivial sensitivity to the CKM param eters. O ur new analysis bene ts
from the recent updated BR m easurem ents of all of the above decays 6 . The In provem ent is
such that at 95 $ CL these new m easuram ents constrain the ( , ) plane as accurately as m 4
alone, and at 68 ¥ CL they have sin ilar precision asthat from m (g, at 95% CL.

T here has been a standing issue due to apparently non SM BR m easuram ents for leptonic
decays of D g m esons 13”14, by the B-factory and the CLEO <€ experin ents. T hese decays give
access to the m easurem ent of the decay param eter fp 3 and to VsJj. The cham sector, where



mc ocp s Is an deal Iaboratory to validate LQCD against experin ent. The recent m ost

accurate BR m easurem entsby CLEO —CIE on anniilation decaysD ¢! ( ; ) allow to com pute
fps= @595 66 31)MeV,whilkouraverage on LQCD resultsis 2463 12 53)Me&V.

T here is still som e discrepancy at the 2 Jevel, but it is aln ost tw ice as less aswhat it used to

be. Converting this Into a s jdeterm ination and averaging CLEO ¢ and LQ CD m easuram ents

of fp 5, one com putes Vsj= 1027 0:051, In good agreem ent w ith the global t that yields

0:97347 0:00019. This com parison alighted a 2 tension one year ago and the m easurem ents

d to a unitarity violation of the CKM m atrix 3,

W e also updated the constraint from the measured BR ofthe K * ! * rare decay,
for which a recent update of the E789 and E 949 experim ents has been done wih 5 signal
cand:'dateslm. W e param eterize the BR using the calculations by B rod and G orbahn at NLO
QED-QCD and acocounting for EW ocorrections to the cham quark contrbution. The global t
predicts BR= 08117037 . 00%imeo) 10 ™ whilke the experin entsm easure (1:73'[55)
10 1% . The agreem ent is good and the constraint in the ( , ) plane is such that in the vicinity
of the point (1,0) a non negligbl area is forbidden at 95 % CL for the rst tine. Thise ect
clearly m otivates a O (100) signal event experin ent, such as the future NA 62.

Finallywe re:ii:em the analysis to com pute the constraints set on NP from B 4 g;s~M €son
m ixing. W e consider that NP only a ects the short distance part of the B = 2 transitions.
In addition we assum e that the treelevel m ediated decays proceeding through a Four F lavor
Change get only SM contributions (SM 4FC hypothesis: b ! gqygq (16 6 k)), the cbservables
¥i5j ncdingB* ! Y ), ,and ()= o are not a ected by the NP contribution
and can beused In a (SM +NP) global tto x the SM CKM param eters. W e also consider
only 3 generations of quarks. The oscillation param eters, the weak phases, the sem Heptonic
asym m etries and the B -m eson lifetin e di erencesare a ected by the phase and/or the am plitude
of the NP contribution and allow to constrain the NP deviation to SM quanti ed through out
the m odekndependent param etrization: lB oM 15 *"F Bgi= FFHBqM 5 Bl

ImA,
ImAg

i New Physics in B_ - B mixing
2

B4 system (Left) and n By B system R ight).

In Figure[2 we present the deviations to the SM ( q = 1) ushg the ntuitive Cartesian

coordinates param etJ:izatjonll_z}: gp = Re+ iIm) gp . This param etrization is statistically

m ore robust as uncertainties have G aussian behavior in the vicinity of j gl’ j= 0. In the B4
case, the tension in between sin@ ) and ¥,,] pushes thebest tted §° 21 away from
the SM point whilke i isonly 0.6 away when B* ! * is removed). In the case of Bg,

the deviation is1.9 , it'sm ainly driven by the recent TeVatron m easurem ents of 2 5; S) .



Thism easuram ent is perform ed w ith the tin e dependent analysis ofthedecay B ! J= . It
deviatesby 22  from the SM expected value. In both cases m g ;s constrain the m odulus
3 ZFP d,_Sjto be in the vicinity of1 orbelow . this isthe evidence ofthe KM m echanisn dom inance
for the sensitivity to NP e ects. Ifone tests the M Inin alF lavor V iolation M FV ) scenario (ie.
no additionalNP phase and Yukawa couplingsonly: In " = Oand §° = £7), no tension
w ith respect to SM is cbserved, as theses e ects arise at the present tin e only through EW
phases: sh 2 ) vs. ¥y and s, n both B  g;s System s.

To conclude the KM m echanisn is at work and dom inates the sensitivity to CP violation
and to NP in the b quark sector. Anyway there is still substantial room for NP both in Bg4—
m eson and B g-m eson physics. Som e few deviations to the SM global texist at the present tim e
and atmost at the 2 level. It is therefore fundam entalto nalize the analyzes of the present
B -factory datasets and to wait for the next generation experim ents at the LHC (huge b quark
cross—section production), or at the future superB factories, at KEK and possbly at Frascati
@ =103 ?s?'). Theywillallow forhigh precision m easurem ents of rare e ects. F inally,
continuous progress n LQ CD are currently achieved, but even m ore accurate calculations, n a
coherent m otion of that com m unity, are m andatory and expected to fully exploit the potential

of the physics program in that eld.
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