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Abstract

We present the invited lectures given at the second AsiaftedPacific School
of High-Energy Physics (AEPSHEP), which took place in Pladja in Novem-
ber 2014. The series of lectures aimed at graduate studeptsticle experi-

ment/theory, covering the very basics of flavor physics aRdviBlation, some

useful theoretical methods such as OPE and effective fieloriths, and some
selected topics of flavour physics in the era of LHC.

1 Short introduction

We present the invited lectures given at the second AsiafiedPacific School of High-Energy Physics
(AEPSHEP), which took place in Puri, India in November 20T4e physics background of students
attending the school are diverse as some of them were doaigRhD studies in experimental parti-
cle physics, others in theoretical particle physics. Thtulees were planned and organized, such that
students from different background can still get benefifigasic topics of broad interest in a modern
way, trying to explain otherwise complicated concepts ssasy to know for understanding the current
ongoing researches in the field, in a relatively simple laggufrom first principles.

These notes present a small compilation of several refidtover the years has become standard
in particle physics, and more concretely in the area of flapbysics. These are by no means a complete
and self-contained course in flavour physics, but ratheied imtroduction to several topics that should
be explored in more detail by additional references for therésted readers. For the topics addressed
in these notes there are several textbooks and revieweasrticht have become standard references; here
we compile an incomplete list:

e For aspects concerning the building blocks of gauge theaie the standard model see, for
example,[[1]

e For C'P and flavour aspects in particle physics the books1[2—4] apeeixeellent sources, as well
as the more specific reviews [5+18]

e For topics related with effective field theories we refer ithader to[[19-23]

2 The building blocks in particle physics
2.1 What is flavour and why do we care?

In Particle Physics one attributes quantum numbers togbestin order to classify them as representa-
tions of the symmetries describing the dynamics of the uyider model. This classification allows us
to extract a lot of information just from first principles. frature there are several copies of the same
fermionic gauge representation, i.e. several fields thatassigned the same quantum numbers. We
then say that different copies belong to different flavowrsfémilies). Flavour physics describes the
interactions that distinguish between flavours, i.e. betwthe different copies.

The fermions can interact through pure gauge interactidrgese interaction are related to the
unbroken symmetries and mediated therefore by masslege gasons. They do not distinguish among
the flavours and do not constitute part of flavour physicsmi@rs can also have Yukawa interactions,
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i.e. interactions where two fermions couple to a scalar.s€heteractions are source of flavour arié
violation. Within the Standard Model (SM), flavour physiesars to the weak and Yukawa interactions.

Flavour physics can predict new physics (NP) before it'eatly observed. Some examples are:

The smallness df (K, — u™ =) /T(K* — ptv) allowed for the prediction of the charm quark
The size ofAm g allowed for the charm mass prediction

The measurement ef; allowed for the prediction of the third generation

The size ofAm g allowed for a quite accurate top mass predictien150 GeV)

e The measurement of neutrino flavour transitions led to teeadiery of neutrino masses

2.2 Discrete symmetries in particle physics

In this section we present the discrete symmettie® andT’, which play a leading role in the construc-
tion of the present model of particle physics. These threensgtries do not leave, separately, the SM
Lagrangian invariant but their produ€tPT does (at least everything points on that direction). These
discrete symmetries give rise to multiplicative consdorataws. They have three levels of action: on
the particle states, on the creation and annihilation @pesaand on the fields. The action on one level
determines the action on the other two. The main properfiflsese symmetries are:

e Charge Conjugation
Charge conjugation on the states reverses the quantum meioflparticles that are associated with
internal symmetries. The charge conjugate of a particledgheer particle with the same energy
and momentum but opposite charges (anti-particle). Chemggigation on the fields converts a
field ¢(z) into a field°(x) with opposite internal quantum numbers. If charge conjogat a
symmetry of the quantum field theory, there must exist a gnidperatorC which represents it.
We can use charge conjugation in order to eliminate finadstir scattering and decay processes
and to provide a link between different processes involdhgrged particles.

e Parity
Classical parity is any element in the component of the Lizrgroup that contains the matriX =
diag(1l,—1,—1,—1). Parity, like charge conjugation, gives rise to a multiglice conservation
law. For example, thg meson and the pions are pseudoscalars (eigenstates wathvaiige— 1
as opposed-1 for scars), and so the decgy— 77~ is forbidden by conservation of parity.
However, since parity transforms space, the eigenvalugmuity depend on the orbital angular
momentum of a state and the intrinsic parity of a state ismgeneral conserved.

e Time Reversal
The idea of time reversal is to take the time evolution of seysem and reverse it. To separate
the effects of charge conjugation from those of time reveitss customary to assume that time
reversal preserves the internal quantum numbers of alicfet In classical mechanics, time
reversal can be implemented by changing the sign of the Ham@h. If we suppose that this
effect is achieved in quantum theory by a unitary transfaiongl/;, we get

Uleup = et = ULHUr=—-H = HUrn) = —E,Ur|n), (1)

for any statgn), entering in conflict with the principle that energy shoudmunded from below.
The way to solve this is by dropping the unitary operator amtesent time reversal by an anti-
unitary operator operator.

Tabled 1ER summarize some of the most important transfaynsatinder these symmetries.



Table 1: Discrete symmetry transformations for photon, gluon, clexgcalar and fermion fields. We have
defined:y¢ = C’ET ands® is+1 fora = 1, 3, 4, 6,8 while —1 for a, 2,5, 7.

Fields transformations

Photon: Gluon: Complex scalar:
PA,,7)PT = A“(t, —7) PG (t,7)PT = G*(t, —F) Po(t,7)Pt = erg(t, —7)
TAL, F)T‘ Al(—t,7) TG“(t AT~ =G (~t,7)  To(t,MNT ' = (~t,7)
CA (t F)ICT = —A,(t,7) CG¢, (t 7)CT = —sGy(t,7) Co(t,)CT = el gl (t,7)
CPA,(t,7F)CPT = —A,(t, —F) CPG“(t FCPT = —s9Ga(t,—7) CP¢(t,7)CPT = ew‘qu(t 7)
Fermion:

Pip(t, 7F)PT = ePryOy(t, —7) Py(t, F)Pt = e=#raj(t, —7)7"

To(t, AT = ePrgnzCy (—t,7) T, AT = e Pegpl (—t,7)(C) 2

C(t,7)CT = ePegpt(t, ) Ci)(t,7)CT = ePerpe(t, )

CPY(t, F)CPT = eien0Cy” (t,—7)  CPY(t,7)CPT = emoyT(t, =) C 140

Table 2: Symmetry transformation properties of some fermionigieitirs under the action of discrete symmetries.
Overall phases and the coordinates have been omitted.

Bilinear P T C CcP CPT

px X hx X X XY

Pysx —thysx Pysx X5 —X5Y —X5¢
YPLrx  YPrrx  YPLrx  XPLrY XPr,L XPr,t
ytx VX Pyux X" XVt —XYH
Pyysx —Uvsx s XYY XY XYY
YYWPLRX Y VWPrIx  YWwPrerx  —XV'PrrY —XvuPrrY =XV PLrY
Yol x ¢0'qu _¢U,LWX —xXoH" _Yo'uzﬂb Xt

2.3 Basic Building Blocks of the SM

In this section we shall briefly present the building blockshe SM, taking special attention to the rel-
evant sector for flavour physics. Modern Quantum Field Tiesare based on the gauge principlée
Lagrangian is invariant under a continuous group of local transformations. For each group generator
there necessarily arises a corresponding vector field called the gauge field, responsible for ensuring the
Lagrangian invariance under the local group transformations.

Following the above principle, modern theories are dewaddrough three simple steps:

(1) Define the gauge symmetry
(2) Choose the representations of the matter content undeytin@eatry
(3) Choose the way your original symmetry is broken

The first two steps define the model in the unbroken phase. &vertéed a way to break this symmetry
since at low energies we know that only charge (and colounasifestly preserved.

The best example satisfying the above three conditions amohdy an enormous success when
confronting with data is the SM. The model construct upongiege group (ste@))

QSM = SU(?))C X SU(Q)L X U(l)y . (2)



From the gauge principle, each generatogef; has a associated gauge vector field (first four lines of
the table on the right in Tablg 3). The known matter fields anbexdded in irreducible representations
of Gsm (step(2)) and are presented on the left table in Tdble 3. The gauges fieleract with matter

Table 3: Standard model particle content, symmetry representatiod forces.

Matter Flavour Gsm

_ (urq uy, Cr, tr Bosons Force
o= (dLoc> (dL> 7 < ) (bL> (3,2,1/6) Ge Strong
UR« Ur, Cr, tr (37 1’ 2/3) Wj: ) Zg Weak
dRa dR7 SR, bR (3717_1/3) A,U« EM

VLa VLe VL Vs ot Yukawa-type

lra = , k) 1,2,-1/2 =
=) () C) () wzm o= () S50
€Ra €r, LR, TR (1,1,-1)

through the covariant derivative, which can be expresséerins of the physical gauge bosons as
CaNa _
D, =09, — zgSGME —ig(W,ST + W, T_) —ieA,Q — ZO (T — sy Q) | (3)

with (Tw)i; = (leij| £ €ij)/(2v/2) and (Ts);; = 6;5(—1)¥ /2 for the SU(2) doublet representations.
The electric charg€) is a linear combination of the generatorf1),  and the diagonal generator of
SU(2)r, and reads) = Y + T5. The full SM Lagrangian is now a combination of several ‘idist’
parts which can, in many scenarios, be studied separatelywVe it as

Lsm = ﬁ%?#ge—i- D;?,Bmlon + Lhiggs + Lyukawa+ Lgf + Lrp. (4)

The termsCy and Lrp denote the gauge fixing and Faddeev-Popov Lagrangian,atésge While these
contributions are very important for the self-consistentyhe model, for flavour physics they play no
role and, therefore, shall be ignored in these notes. Ther diigrangian terms are presented in Table 4.
A useful summary of Feynman rules for the SM can be found ih [24

Table 4: Standard model Lagrangian equations for the four relewetoss. With the following definitions);,, =
.G — 0,G% + go f*°GLGY  (a,b,c = 1,...,8), Wi, = 0,W2 — 9,Ws + ge®**WsW} (a,b,c = 1,...,3),

[l 2 -
B, = 0,B, — 9,B,, Y%“% the up, down and charged-lepton Yuwaka coupling matricdssan it ¢*.

Sector Lagrangian

L' —1GWGe, — SWWE — IBM By,

cjermion @)D+ Wi Dy, + Ay DY, + 6 iDL, + 1D,
Lhiggs (Duo) (D) =V (¢)

Lyukawa ﬂ qLaqbdRB Y5 qLaqbu?w - Y(fﬁ Egzﬁe%ﬁ + h.c.

In the SM, stef3) is is achieved through the scalar doublet fig|dbr Higgs field. In the Higgs
sector, the Lagrangiafiniggs contains the scalar potentitl(¢) which has the general form

2\ 2
V(¢) =g ¢'e + %(qfﬁqﬁ)? = % (ququS + i—Z) + const. (5)



The Higgs potential is responsible for the electroweak sgtnyrbreakingSU (2);, @ U(1)y — U(1)q.
This can be achieved spontaneously when the mass para;rj)ethfr Eqg. (8), becomes negative. In
this scenario(¢’¢) = 0 becomes a local maximum and the absolute minimum is shitietiet non-
zero vacuum expectation valde’¢) = v*> = —2u3/)\s. The Higgs field can be rewritten in a more
convenient basis, making use of the gauge freedom, in whibhtbe physical components (the ones
associated with physical particles) are present. Thisdsvknas the unitary gauge and the scalar doublet
takes the form

¢t and Im{¢°} are the Goldstone bosons. “Rotated away”;

0 degrees
o= |v+h ], of : . ©)
/2 freedom Re{¢"} was shifted, such thdt represents the true

oscillations around the absolute minimum.

In this basis it becomes clear that the gauge part of theikitetm in the Higgs Lagrangian induces
masses to some of the gauge bosons, i.e. to the ones asdodgtatthe broken generators,

w2 O e O
1 , : ,
(D) (D6) ~ miy W WH ™ 5m 20200+, with: 4 @)

maq =0 and mag =0.

Before closing this short overview on the SM building blockss useful to do a simple consistency
check and look at the degrees of freedom in the process oftaspmwus symmetry breaking (SSB).
We can restrict ourself to th8U (2);, ® U(1)y — U(1)q sector. Before SSB, the theory consists
of one complex scalar doublet field (four degrees of freedand) four gauge bosons (two degrees of
freedom each); there arfe+ 2 x 4 = 12 degrees of freedom. After the SSB, orily(1), remains as
an explicit symmetry, i.e. only one generator leaves theiwacinvariant, so one would expect three
Nambu-Goldstone bosons associated to the broken gerser&iace we are working with a local gauge
group, the Higgs mechanism allows these bosons to be alosastibe longitudinal polarization of gauge
bosonsW* and Z°. So, in the end, we will have one real scalar field (one degféeedom), three
massive gauge bosons (three degrees of freedom each), amdassless gauge boson (the photon with
two degrees of freedom). Summing up, after SSB theré ar& x 3 + 2 = 12 degrees of freedom, the
same as in the unbroken phase.

Note that no field except for the Higgs has a mass term in theoeh phase. The Higgs mecha-
nism is responsible for the mass generation of fermions andeybosons, but not of its own mass!

2.4 The flavour structure of the SM

The origin of a non-trivial flavour structure in the SM is ditly related with the presence of Yukawa
interactions and gauge currents. The fermionic kinetimtisrresponsible for the weak charged currents
(CC), weak neutral currents (NC) and for the electromagmetutral currents. They are given by

Charged Current: Lcc = % <@7“d%aWJ + el Am VeaW, ) + h.c., (8a)
Neutral Current: Lyc = leﬁfy“fOAu + %F’Y“ (9{/ - 9,{;’}’5) fOZu : (8b)

where . .
g0 = 5T —svQs, gh=3T. ©)

are the vector (V) and axial (A) couplings of the the gaugeohdg’ to the fermions, respectively. The
letter f denotes any of the fermion fields. The charge of a fermionmetbe byQ ¢, while T:{ denotes
the weak isospin associated with the left-handed fermion.
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When a theory has several fields with the same quantum nur(flamsurs) one is free to rewrite
the Lagrangian in terms of new fields, obtained from the pebbnes by means of a unitary transfor-
mation which mixes them. Why only unitary transformatioria?rinciple, one can mix particles with
the same quantum numbers in ‘any way’ we want. However, bpikgeit unitary we guarantee that
the kinetic terms remain unaltered. This is important simaeing the kinetic Lagrangian with no cross
terms, known as the canonical basis, allow us to easilyiigemir field content. We can define a set of
transformations called weak basis transformations (WBiWsEh are defined as transformations of the
fermion fields which leave invariant the kinetic terms aslhaslthe gauge interactions, i.e. they respect
the gauge symmetry in the unbroken phase. The WBTs deperteayatige theory that one is consid-
ering because, if there are more gauge interactions, theumiriciple there will be less freedom to make
WBTSs. In the SM we define the WBTs as

= W]y, W,
0 =Wilq), uly = Wiy, d% = Wid,
ar, 9L > Ur R»9R RYR>
WBTs: - Yi=wlv,wg,  (10)
O =Wt &% =Weel,
Y! =W, Y. W5,

whereWLq’é andWﬁ’d’e are3 x 3 unitary matrices acting in the flavour space. The transfdrivikkawa
matricesY, , . have the same physical content as the original ones. To sags#fulness of WBTs let
us start from a general basis where the mass majyix. have 18 free parameters each (9 modulus and
9 phases). An arbitrary x n complex matrixA can be diagonalized by a bi-unitary transformation as
UzAVR = diag. This is known as single value decomposition. Usingitiformation we can pass from

a general basis to the new basis

flavour basis 1: y WBTs ﬂavm,lr basTis 1I:
9 _77d U _ U d _ y/d 11
Yy = UV Wi =UE, Wi =Vie, Wi =Vie Y] =g ,ub
W =U¢, W§=V§
Y, = UgAVS Ly R R V=X

with X, = diag(yu, Ye, Yt), Aa = diag(yq, ys, yp) and . = diag(ye, y,, y-) the real and positive fermion
Yukawas (defined from the fermion masses, iyg.= \/§mf/v), andVekm = Uz‘TUg. This unitary
matrix is the well known Cabbibo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKMiack mixing matrix [25], 26]. As we
shall see in a while, this matrix only has four degrees ofdome. Therefore, in the flavour basis Il we
only have6(massesy- 4(mixing) = 10 free parameters in the quark sector, mush less than in tlegaen
flavour basis I. Note that this is actually the minimal numbiiree parameters that one can have, since
it is equal to the physical ones. Basis with less free parametannot be obtained by WBTs and they
would have physical implications (correlations betweepsidal observables).

The WBTs become much a more fundamental aspect of the modst Whé¢ — 0. In this
limit the WBTSs given in Eq.[(10) leave the whole Lagrangiawmainant and therefore are promoted to
symmetry generators of a globi@(3)> symmetry

Ggloval = U(3)° = SU(3)3 x SU(3)} x U(1), (12)
where
SU(3)3 = SU(3)q, x SUB)uy x SU(3)a, and SU(3)7 = SU(3)s, x SU(3)ey, - (13)

In the presence of Yukawa terms only a reminiscent of their@igglobal symmetryGgiopal remains
unbroken. The easiest way to see which symmetry is left iawhis to look at the flavour basis I,
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introduced in Eg.[(111), in which the number of parameterse@uced to the physical ones. In this
basis the only field transformations that leave the Lagmang@ivariant are rephasing rotations, and the
presence of th&ckm matrix only allows one rotation in the quark sector. Frons tsimple inspection
we see that after the introduction of the Yukawa terms weedtanviith the residual symmetry

Gglobal — gglgcgg?”ta'z Ul)p xU(1)e x U(1), x U(1),, (14)

with, of course, the gaug€(1)y symmetry unbroken. These are called accidental symmethieg
were not imposed in the SM construction but end up appeasng @nsequence of renormalizability
and perturbativity.

Looking at the WBTs as symmetry generators is actually verywenient in order to count the
number of physical parameters present in the model. No médieh parameterization we choose for the
SM flavour couplings’,, 4 ., the number of physical parameters always remains undlt@&celearn how
to count these parameters, let us first look at the chargeoneplevant flavour couplin ;B@aqﬁe%ﬁ.
Our goal is to find out how many of the 18 real parameters angafigtphysical. Now, if we look at
the limitY¢ — 0, we know that the Lagrangian will enjoy of a larger global syetry, i.e. al/(3),, x
U(3)., global symmetry. Another piece of information that is caliés the residual symmetry of our
model. Concerning the leptonic sector, as was seen abovegwedhe accidental (1), xU(1),xU(1).

In other words, the presence Xf induces the breaking

Higgs Leptons
— = -
U(1)y xU(3)e, X U(3)ep — U1)e xU(1), x U(1), x U(1)y, (15)
1+9+92;gnerators ’ 1+1+1+?rgenerators

J

~
15 broken generators

leading to the existence db broken generators. We have included the Higgs and the hypere
symmetries for completenE}ss\Ne can now use the broken generators to rot&tento a “convenient”
symmetry-breaking direction. These rotations are nothige that the WBTs described in Ef.{11),
resulting in three physical parameters, i.e. the chargpbtemasses. The result found in this simple
exercise is actually more general and can be stated as follow

# Physical parameters = # Total parameters — # Broken generators (16)

Let us apply this result to the quark sector, we have

Y, Yy
/—’L ——
# Total parameters: (9 +9)+ (9+9) = 36

—>  # Physical parameters: 10. a7
# Broken generators: 3 x9— 1 =26
N——" N~~~

Ui UDLs

Note that Eq.[(I4) is only true at the classical level since-perturbative quantum effects break this
down to just one abelian group(1)s5— 1. However, this does not affect the parameter counting.

The Yukawa sector of the SM is responsible for the mass gioeraf the fermion species, after
SSB. The fermion mass assignment in the SM is given by a Dirrerm,—mfff = —mf(foR +
frfr). Although it is invariant undet/(1)¢, the fermion mass term is not invariant undév (2), ®
U(1)y. Indeed, a fermion mass term is not a singlet ungi€r2),, and, besides, the right- and left-
handed components gfhave different weak hypercharges. As a result, no pure @imimass terms

INote that while in the SM these symmetries can be ignoredsipthcess of counting broken generators, they play a crucial
role in several extension of the SM.



can be constructed consistently with gauge invariant jpies, as it was mention in the prevous sec-
tion. In the SM fermion masses can arise from Yukawa int@astwith the scalar Higgs doublet, i.e
the Lagrangian parfyukawa Using the Higgs filed given in Ed.(6), one can see that theaWuakLa-
grangian splits into two parts, one relative to the fermicaseesLmass and another corresponding to
the interaction of the Higgs field with the fermion&s,

Mass:  — Lmass= MSg el ehg + Mg ud uls + Mg dd d%s +hec., (18a)
1
hff: —Ehff = EY;;B eLaeRBh‘i‘ \/_ aﬁ ULauRBh+ \/_ d%ad h+hC, (18b)
with the fermion mass matrices given by
Mf =2yl with f={ud.e}. (19)

V2

At this stage it is worth pointing out that, in the SM, no remaltizable mass term for neutrinos can be
constructed due to the absence of the right-handed figldAlso, a particular feature of the SM is to
have the mass terms proportional to the Yukawa couplingsling to the absence of flavour changing
neutral currents (FCNC) in the scalar sector. Extensiogsrmk SM in general “struggle”, i.e. need
additional assumptions beyond new particles, in ordergooduce this alignment [27].

The Higgs mechanism breaks th& (2), group, which means that in the broken phase we are able
to rotate the fields in the santd/(2); multiplet through different unitary transformations. Téfere,
we see from the new weak basis defined in Eql (11) that we cafimedhe fieldd; asd, = Vekwmdr
such that the mass matrices are both diagonal and chargeshtsector becomes

_ 9 (7 n I—— -
Lcc = NG (ULa (Vekm) o V' drsW, +€Lay VLaWu) +h.c., (20)
with
Vud Vus Vub
Vokm = UFTUL = [ Vig Vis Vi | (21)
Via Vis Vi

The unitary matrix present in the leptonic sector is the titematrix sincer? can be rotated freely
through a unitary transformation, due to the absence of & tems. Therefore, in the SM the only
tree-level flavour-changing interactions are presenténctimarged currents. Since the mafvixy is a

3 x 3 unitary matrix, it ha9 free parameters. However, the additional freedom

Voxm — Kl VekmKa (22)

with K, 4 phase diagonal matrices, reflecting the freedom in redefithia phases of the quarks in the
mass basis, leads tbmixing parameters. Therefore, as stated before the weak imaEq. [11) has

4 mixing + 6 masses= 10 parameters. This is known as the quark physical basis, #ireceumber of
free parameters coincides with the number of physical ovesking in the mass eigenbasis, i.e. in the
basis where the mass matrix of the fermions are real andymsine can shift all the non-trivial flavour
structure into the charged current sector. This is a veryamient basis to work in, since the fermion
propagation gets quite simple. Still, we could opt to workitther basis at the cost of introducing extra
complexity in the model.

In the SMC P violation shows up in the complex Yukawa couplings. If @& conjugate a typical
Yukawa term we get, see Talfle 2,

CP (Yradbrs) CPT = Vrgd tLa - (23)
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We then see that by requestingP invariance in the Yukawa sector we get
CPLYwCP! = Lyw = Yag =Y, (24)

i.e. real Yukawa couplings are the necessary conditiofBrinvariance. We can do the same exercise
but now for the charged current Lagrangian, in the mass bagas,

CPLccCP! = Ly = Vag =V.3, (25)

i.e. real CKM mixing matrix as the necessary condition. Efiere, the complex nature of the Yukawa

couplings (or CKM mixing matrix) is the origin of CP violatioin the SM. The above results are basis
dependent. We know, that there are always phases that caalbedraway. So the question is whether
we have a basis independent way of checkingfétviolation. The answer is yes, the above conclusions
can be formulated in a basis invariant way through the qtyaj28]

Tr[Hua Hd]3 = 6¢ Z Z = mim%mi,m%, |mQaa/65/ (26)

— ! -
a,f=u,c,t,... o/ ,f'=d,s,b,...

where
QQO/BB/ = VO(QI VBB/ V;ﬂ/ VB*QI (27)
is the rephasing-invariant quartet. For three generatibiesabove invariant reads

Tr[Hy, Hof* = 6i(m? — m2)(m} —m2)(m? — m2)(m — m?)(m} — m3)(m? —m3) J,  (28)

u s

with J = ImQysc = IM[V4,s Ve V3, V] known as the Jarlskog invariant [29]. The CKM-mechanism is
the origin of C' P violation in the SM and lead to the nobel prize attributior2D08 to Kobayashi and
Maskawa who were the first to propose three flavours of quarkiseaorigin of CP violation [26].

Different parametrizations for the CKM mixing matrix can liged. We shall follow the standard
procedure and use the Particle Data Group (PDG) parant&iriZ&0]

Vekm = Ri(623)T(6) Ra(013)T'(—0) R3(012)
is

C12€13 512€13 S13€ (29)
i i
= | —S12C23 — C12523513€"°  C12C23 — 512523513€" 523C13
i i
512823 — C12C23513€"°  —C12523 — $12€23513€"  €23C13

wherec;; = cos 6, sij = sinf;;, R(6;;) is the rotation in the plane— j andT'(§) = diag(1, 1,¢%).
The threes;; are the real mixing parameters afds the Kobayashi-Maskawa phase. While the range
of this phase i9 < § < 27, the measurements GfP violation in K decays force it to be in the range
0 < § < w. From experiments we know that there exists a strong hieyano the mixing angles, i.e.
813 K 893 K 812 < 1. We can write the mixing angles as

512 :)\ = |Vus| s §93 — 14)\2 = )\ ﬁ s
VIVl + [Vus|? Vus (30)

iS5 3 - AN (p + i)Vl — A2\

s13€"’ =V, = AN’ (p+in) = -
V1= M1 — A2)4(p + in)]
With these relations we ensure that
5+ iy = — etV (31)
P T TV,

is independent of any phase convention. The above expneahigavs us to express the CKM matrix in
terms of: \, A, p and7. While the parametrization in term of these parameter istexas common to



approximate this result for small. Up to fourth power corrections, we can expand the bar paeme
asp = p(1 — A2/2) andij = n(1 — A\%/2) known as Wolfenstein parametrization [31]

1—)%/2 A AX3(p — in)
Vekm = -2 1—)\%/2 AN? + 0. (32)
AN(1 —p—in) —AN? 1

The unitarity on the CKM matrix implies relations betweenentries:

Columns Orthogonality: »  Vi;Vii. = 0
i

(33)
Rows Orthogonality: Z Vij Vk’} = 0L .

The six vanishing combinations are sums of complex numbehat they can be represented as triangles
in the complex plane. The most used triangle is given by

(A7)

1l

}Iml’“ }h,h;.

Irr.""r{,

(0,0) 1 (1,0)

Fig. 1: Unitary triangle representation in the complex plang

V Vb+Vchb+thth—0 (34)

In Fig.[I we have divided each side by the best-known valee,Vi,;V;. The angles of the unitary
triangle are also represented in Fig. 1 and are given by

VedVy ViaVi, VudVy,
Measurements of’ P-violating observables can constraint these angles amdtlaés parameters, p.

Using the Wolfenstein parametrization as a give line, we gainsimpler expressions for the unitary
triangle angles

B =n+arg(VeaVy) — arg(ViaVyy,) =~ —arg(Via) ,

(36)
v =7+ arg(VuaVyp) — arg(VeaViy) ~ —argVis) -
With the help of the unitary triangle where thHequark is replaced by thequark, i.e.
VusVJb + ‘/cs‘/;[; + ‘/tsv;;l; = 0, (37)
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we can define another angle

Vis Vi
B, = arg (—ﬁ) = 7+ arg(Vi, Vi) — arg( Ve Vi) ~ 7 + arg(Vi,) - (38)
CcS cb

This allow us to write the CKM mixing matrix up t®(\°) as

| Vud | | Vus | | Vub | eiW
Vekm = | =Veal Vsl Vel |- (39)
Viale®®  —|Vigle® Vi

The area of all triangles is the same and is given by half ofitieolute value of the Jarlskog invariant,
i..e Arean = |J|/2. The Jarlskog invariant in the parametrizations preseaibeye take the form

1
J=1Im[V,aVes Vi Vi = 3 sin(26012) sin(2613) sin(263) sin § ~ A%\%7. (40)
The absolute values of the CKM matrix can be found in the Yailhy processes:

o |Viil|: p-decay(A,Z) — (A, Z + 1)+ e + Ue;
|Vius|: K-decayK+ — 70 + 0+ + uy;

|Veq|: v-production ofc's vy +d — ¢~ +¢;
|V.s|: charm decayD®™ — K9 + (* + u;

|V |: B-decayb — u + £~ + vy;

|Vep|: B-decayb — ¢ + £~ + vy;

|Via| @and|Vis| : Amin B® — BO;

|Vip|: top decays.

The result of a global fit gives [30]

0.97427 £ 0.00014  0.22536 + 0.00061  0.00355 + 0.00015
\Vora| = | 0.22522 £0.00061  0.97343 £ 0.00015  0.0414 + 0.0012 (41)
0.00886 0 000aa 0.0405%0% 5 0.99914 =+ 0.00005

or in terms of the Wofenstein parameters
A = 0.22537 +0.00061, A=0.81470023 " 5=0.1174+0.021 and 7 = 0.353 4+ 0.013. (42)

The Jarlskog invariant i§ = (3.067533) x 107°. The angles of the unitary triangle can be tested in
B-decays:

e sin23: BY — J/UKg
e sin2a: Bg —atn~
e sin2y: B — D?K¢

2.5 GIM mechanism

We have learned that the structure of the SM is such that itreaghe absence of the tree level flavour
changing neutral currents. Both neutral gauge boson angsHigson couplings are diagonal in the
flavour mass eigenstate basis. Thus, the flavour changirtgaheurrent processes involving quarks are
generated in higher orders in the electroweak interactiSirece they are strongly suppressed in Nature,
it is interesting to discuss the predictions for them in theeteoweak theory. For the quark sector, the
generic examples of flavour changing neutral-current itians are the reactions:

11



e d5 — ds (AS =2), bd— bd(AB=2);
e s—>dy(AS=1), b—sy(AB=1).
Such transitions are responsible for physical proceskegl? — K0 and B® — B9 mixing, for radiative

flavour changing decays of strange and bottom mesons ancetaysd like K — meTe™ or B —
K*eTe~. On dimensional grounds, we then get the following estinfatethe 5d — 5d transition

K

(a) (h)

Fig. 2: In (8) AS = 2 box diagrams. In (bAS = 1 penguin contribution.

amplitude, depicted in Figl 2a , with doulifé-boson,u- and/orc-quark exchange (the contribution from
the top quark exchange is strongly suppressed by its verit smxang with the first two generations of

quarks):
m2  m2.
1 + O qi , qj
<M5V Mg,

2

—
2
My,

4
e 1
A~ — ) — E ViV VEV:
(ﬁsw) M e

w i,J=u,c

(43)
~aGp |(ViaVi)2 + 0 | ) ViViaViy;

i,J=u,c
In the last step we have used the CKM unitarity conditi@i; jmue ViiVia = —VisVia. We then see that
the leading term is suppressed by very small CKM angles agahbkle top quark exchange contribution.
The remaining terms, which are proportional to larger CKIglag, are in turn suppressed by light quark
masses.

Such a mechanism of suppression of the flavour changingatewtrent amplitudes is known as
the Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani (GIM) mechanism [32]. THeag suppression of the flavour changing
neutral-current transitions is indeed a SM prediction. leesv, this follows not only from the structure
of the theory but also depends on the empirical pattern ajtiaek masses and mixing angles. Therefore,
from the SM point of view, the successful predictions for flagour changing neutral-current processes
are rather accidental.

Let us now look at theA F' = 1 transitions at the qualitative level. At one-loop, theyeige
contributions from box diagrams and also from the so-cafledguin diagrams like in Fidgl 2b. The
corresponding amplitude goes as

m2. m2
A~aGp Y ViVisln M—g + O(VigVis) = aGpVygVus In —5 + O(ViiVis) (44)
w

1,]=u,c ¢

Note that the dimensionless coefficient of the first term aimistlogarithms of light quark masses. Since
the masses of the up and charm quarks are quite differemg ikv@o additional suppression except for
the usual one in this case (unlike the previously considecaddiagrams). We can then say that the GIM
mechanism is power-like in the case of box diagrams, but laigigrithmic in the case of certain penguin
diagrams.
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3 Effective theories and their use in flavour physics

p A (New physics)

. Chor
SM Ln::\[ | Z A_PQP
SU(3)e x SU(2), x U(l)y

Y= EW breaking

L+ Liggen =+ Z%Q}? L Short-distance
’ Physics
Perturbation Theory

QCD ’

SU@B)e x U(l)g = 112y (Heavy quarks) RGE

\

p = few x Agep

Long-distance
I—IQET h l"'l:'l'D-"hl' | O(]‘JIFHQ} !L'.JILP:JE}SH:‘::J; e

SU(2ng) Spin-Flavour techniques

= Agep

Fig. 3: General schematic idea behind effective field theories

Effective field theory formalism is a very powerful tool wheeveral scales are present in a quan-
tum field theory. The principle in effective field theoriestisjust include the appropriate degrees of
freedom to describe physical phenomena occurring at a givale. By integrating out degrees of free-
dom at shorter distances we try to simplify the model at lomtigtances. This approach works best when
there is a large separation between length scale of intenelsthe length scale of the underlying dynam-
ics. Figurd_B summarizes the general philosophy behindafipsoach. We summarize the effective field
theory formalism in three simple steps [23]:

e Step 1: Choose a cutoff scalé < M (with M some fundamental scale) and divide the field into
high- and low-frequency modes, i.e.

o= bH + or . (45)
—~— ~—
Fourier modes  Fourier modes
w>A w< A

The componend;, describes the low-energy physics through the correlatioetfons

O (o (o) o0 = 51 (i )+ (i ) 200

where the generating functional is

, (46)
J1=0

2101 = / Do Doy SO om i [P2@on®)  and S(gy, op) = / dPxL(z). (47)

We have used for the space-time dimension and only the external sour¢beofow-frequency
modes is relevant for the correlation functions computddvatenergy.
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e Step 2: Integrate out the high-frequency modes below the skalee.

210 = / Dby eiSAGLH [dP2T @01@)  gng ISa(0r) — / DoyeSéron  (g)

No ¢z dependence

The actionSx(¢r,) is known as “Wilsonian effective action”, which is non-lbca scaleAz* ~
1/A and depends on the choice made for the cutoff stale

¢ Step 3: Expand the non-local action in terms of local operators amsed of light fields, which is
known as operator-product expansion (OPE). This expatisioossible in the low-energy regime,
i.e. E < A, and leads to

Wilson local
coeff. operator

S\6n) = [aPatfi@), wih f@) =Y T Q@) @)

Effective Lagrangian

The procedure described above is quite general and powatfalving us to obtain the Lagrangian
relevant for a given scale. However, the effective Lagrands a sum of infinite operators which would
naively destroy the predictability of the effective theohy order to understand why this is not the case
one can use the remarkably simple and powerful “naive dilnaakanalysis” (NDA) approach:

m] = [B] = [p] = o] =[] = 1
then C; = giMiw . (50)

(e=h=1) Assuming[C;] = —;

The couplingg; is dimensionless and form “naturalne€3(1), while M is the fundamental energy scale
of the theory. Taken for simplicity the effective Lagrangidimensionless, the effective operai@y
scales forlE < A < M as
ey [0) =0
Ji (M) =¢ K1 if v, >0 (52)
>1 if v <0

This tell us that only the couplings that haye< 0 are relevant. Therefore, given a precision goal we can
truncate the series ifi; in a given order inE’/M . This implies a finite number of operators, which brings
back the predictability of the effective theory. The dimiensy; can change due to interactions, this is
known as anomalous dimension. We can be more formal andreetipg action to be dimensionless. In
this case ifd; = [O;] the coefficient dimension is; = §; — D. We summarize the operator relevance
classification in TablEl5.

As a final comment note that while most of the timg is identified with a heavy particle, the
method presented above is much more general. As opposetegpdate out some heavy particle, we
can work on a scenario where only light particles are predarthis case we can lower the cutoff scale
A by a small amount\ — §A and integrate out high frequencies of the light particleisTimplies that
the operator®);(¢1) will remain the same, as no contribution from extra particlee present. And the
effects of lowering the cutoff scale must enter into theetfie coupling”;(A). This approach gives an
intuitive understanding of the running of the coupling danss.

3.1 Weak currents and OPE
Hadrons can decay through weak interaction mediation, dexvitheir quark constituents. The typical

binding energy of quarks in hadrons @1 GeV), much below the weak scat®(Myy 7). The idea
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Table 5: Classification of operators based on their dimension.

Dimension Importance for £ — 0 Terminology
Relevant operators (super-renormalizable)
d0; <D, <0 grows e usually unimportant;

e protected by symmetries
Marginal operators (renormalizable)
e renormalizable QFT
Irrelevant operators (non-renormalizable)
0; >D, v >0 falls ¢ the most important (relevant)
e sensitive to fundamental scale

0;=D,~ =0 constant

behind the OPE treatment is to start from short-distanceujcs and refine it step-by-step with non-
perturbative corrections. Let us look at the part of gefggafunctional containing th&/’ boson [6],
ie.

Zw ~ / [dW T [dW ~]Exp (z / d4xﬁw> , (52)
with

1
Lw == 5 (OuW, = 0,W,]) (W™ = 0"W ) + MW Fw
(53)
+ == (W W

VAL )
the Lagrangian density containing the kinetic terms of Wieboson and its interactions with charged
currents. These interactions can be extracted from[Ef. §&0¢e we are not interested i as external
sources, we have omitted gauge self-interactions. Fatigwyie usual procedure in QFT, we can perform
a Gaussian functional integration which leads us to a noatlaction for quarks

Sop = / d* 2Ly — 22 g dzdy I, (2) A (2, y) 1] (y) (54)

whereA* (z, y) is theWW boson propagator. In the unitary gauge it reads

y d*k ik(o— y -1 kuk,
A (z,y) :/Wﬁw(k)@ Hemw) A (k) = 2 _ M2 (9;111 - ]\22 ) . (55)
w w

The idea now is to formally expand il)/M‘%V powers the propagator, which allows us to get a local
action. To lowest order the propagator becomes

g“”

5(4) (z—y), (56)

which in turns lead to the effective Hamiltonian

~ LT Tw) = = TV Vi (us)v- (o - 57)

We have adopt the notatio)x)y+a = ¥7*(1 F v5)x. This simple example introduces the main
idea behind OPE, as already mentioned in the previous sedlwe above computation is nothing more
than the usual ‘integrating out’ in effective theories. Wéhive have used a path integral approach, the
computation done is equivalent to the expansion oflifidboson propagator in the amplitude matrix
element, obtained from the usual Feynman rules approagti4Fi

Heff =
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//®\\
g d.. U d

x ; oy

Fig. 4: Diagrammatic representation of the new local operatoraginiitom OPE formalism

Therefore, in general the OPE allows us to write an effedtiaeniltonian of the form

Hop = E ZAKMC )Qi (58)

wherell,,, contains CKM factors (1 for semi-leptonic operators, 2 foadk operators);(u) are the
Wilson coefficients an@; is a local operator governing the process in question. Th#ficentsC;(u)

are weights of the operatoe2; on the effective Hamiltonian, i.e. they describe the sttiemgth which a
given operator contributes to the Hamiltonian. These afesiependent couplings and can be calculated
using perturbative methods (as long the sgaie not too small). The operato€; are the leading terms

in the short-distance expansion described above; in trescas are interested in, these will correspond
to four-fermion operators. Therefore, at short distances@e processes mediated by heavy particles as
point-like interactions.

We are interested in evaluating decay amplitude for a giypa bf mesonP. With the help of the
effective Hamiltonian this can be done quite ‘easily’ using

A(P — F) = (F[Hcs|P) = ZA km Ci (1) (F| Qi (1) | P, (59)

where F' denotes the final state, i.e we are lookingPat— F'. The matrix elementF|Q;(u)|P) is
evaluated at the renormalization scaland is the step that in general requires non-perturbatithads.

Equation [[59) and Fid.l5 compiles the essence of the OPE ahethih allow the calculation of
an amplitudeA(P — F') to be factorize into two contributions:

Full theory OPE description

§ + % + =03 X \/§\/+ + -
l |

Short-distance Long-distance

Fig. 5: Typical full theory description vs. OPE description

Short-distance effects

The computation of short-distance effects, or perturkatslculation, are all contained in the
Wilson coefficients; (). These coefficients will include the contributions fromeigitating out
the heavy particles such as top quarks, gauge bodosd 7, and any new heavy field present
in SM extensions. All effects of QCD interactions above taetdrization scale, are contained
in these coefficientsC; (1) are independent of external states. This means that theg\aeg's
the same no matter we consider the physical amplitudes vguerds are bound inside mesons, or
any other unphysical amplitude with on-shell or off-shelhdks in the external lines.
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Long-distance effects

The computation of long-distance effects is present in éheutation of the matrix elemeri; (1)).
This means that all low-energy contributions below thedezation scalg: are encoded in the ma-
trix element. The task is then to evaluate local operatonsd®n hadron states. This is the hardest
task to do in the OPE treatment, since it requires in genemahgperturbative analysis.

As we saw, the most difficult aspect of OPE is the non-pertivdaomputation of Q;(x)). Still the
method offers a considerably simplified approach to the dutiplitude computation. Next we shall
illustrate the OPE in the context &° — 77— decay. We are, therefore, interested in the transition

d dd

l l

Tree-level Typical QCD

Fig. 6: General representation &° — n+tx~ decay. The two diagrams on the right are the typical leading
contributions.

s — uud as shown in Fid.J6. A convenient choice is to take all the lmylirks to be massless and with
the same off-shell momentum The Wilson coefficient§’; (1) can then be found in perturbation theory
from the 3 simple steps:

(1) Compute the amplitudeA(r,;;) of the process in the full theory, i.e. in the presence ofifhe
propagator, for arbitrary external states

(2) Compute the matrix elemef);(x)) with the same treatment for external states
(38) ComputeC;(u) from the relationA s, = Acrr = % > Ao 1 Ci(1)(Qi(1)); this is known as
matching of the full theory onto the effective one

Note that the choice of momenta leads to a gauge dependetituatap However, this cancels out
with the gauge dependence frof®; (1)) such thatC;(u) is physical. To orde®(ag) we have four
diagrams contributing: 1 with judt’ propagator; 1% 3 combinations) withHd” and gluon. Without
QCD corrections we get the effective dimension 6 operator

Qs = (Bius)v—a(wjdj)v—a, (60)

with 4, j color indices (the notatiod; is for historical reasons.). When QCD corrections are takenm
account we at at orde€?(«a¢) the effective operator

Q1 = (Siuj)v—a(ujd;)v—-a, (61)

which resemble®s apart from the different color structure (see Elg. 7). Thiacture is obtained with
the help of theSU (V) Gell-Mann matrices identity

(8iTij ) (u; Tjpdy) = —%(Eiuz')(ﬂjdj) + %(giuj)(ﬂjdi)- (62)
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Fig. 7: Colour structure of typical QCD correction

Gluonic corrections to the matrix element of the originaéi@tor 9, involve not just contributions from
itself but additional structure fror@,. We say that the operato; and Q> mix under renormalization.
Therefore, a convenient basis for the above operators is

:QQin

Qi 5 Cy=0Cy+(C, (63)
where the renormalization ef and— are independent. We can then evaluate the full amplitudeshwh

gives

G MZ M3
—iAp = —iTQVu*sVud Kl + Y+ In —pMQ/> St + <1 +7-asln _—;5) S—} ; (64)

where S is the tree-level matrix elements gf. and~. some numbers to be specify. This ends our
first step. Next, we compute the matrix elements in the effet¢heory, which is given by

. Gp_ . 1 u?
— Z<Q:|:> = —zﬁVusVud 1 + Y+ g E + hl ) S:t . (65)

The last step is matching. From EQ.|64) and Eql (65) oneyeaesids the Wilson coefficient to be
M2
Ci=1+7vrasln ,u—gv . (66)

A note of caution is in order. In the computation of the anyolé we did not perform any quark field
renormalization. However, the renormalization in the @ffe theory can be explicitly seen in EQ.[65).
Having divergent Wilson coefficients would be a clearly sigof inconsistency. Therefore, the above
result was obtained after a renormalization(gh.) and using the MS schemle [6]. The presence of this
divergence in Eq[{85) is directly linked to the My, dependence of the decay amplitude in the full
theory, which diverges in the limit/yy — oc.

Summing up, the effective Hamiltonian describiRg — 77~ decay is given by
Gr .
Heft = ﬁVusVud (Cy () Q4 + C-(1)Q-) (67)

up to O(aslog) and withC given by Eq. [(66). In obtaining the decay amplitude from E&y)( the
matrix elementg27| Q. | K) have to be taken, normalized at an appropriated gcaketypical scale for

K decays isu ~ 1GeV <« My. Going beyond leading logarithmic approximatiGh«slog) makes
the Wilson coefficients and matrix elements scheme depéndidis scheme dependence is unphysical
and cancels out in the product of Wilson coefficient and matiéments, as long as both quantities are
evaluated with the same scheme.
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In the example above we have whitenessed in first hand the @®R&rization. Schematically, its
has the following structure

M2 M? ’
(1 + agy+ In _—;g) — (1 + agy+ In ,u—gv> <1+@S’Yi ln_‘u—p2> ) (68)

which is achieved from the splitting of the logarithm inteethum of two terms. From the integration
over virtual moment point of view this splitting reads

My k2 Miy )2 ” k2
/ e L =7 /ﬁ - (69)
N——— N——
Short-distance effects Long-distance effects
or or

large virtual momenta  low virtual momenta

At this stage it is important to have a closer look to the Wilsoefficients found above. We can
rewrite them, for convenience, as

2

Cp=1+ %mﬁ—%, with 4 (ag) = O‘Z—gf‘)yf’, and ¥ = { ‘i8 . (@0)
The factor multiplying the logarithm i©(1/10) for . = 1 GeV and therefore sizeable for perturbation
theory; the logarithm itself is larg€(10) making perturbation theory to fail. We then have the scenari
where the coupling constant is small, but we have large itbgas. This is actually a common situation
in QFTs. The naive perturbation done in terms of the cougdimmgstant is no longer enough, and we must
resum the terméag In /My )™ to all ordersn. This procedure reorganizes the pertubation series by
solving the renormalization group equation (RGE) for thdés®h coefficients. The RGE for the Wilson
coefficients follows from the fact that the unrenormalize@fﬁcientscf) = Z.Cy arep independent.
This then leads us to

d
dlnp

4
dln p

Ci(p) = v2(os)Cr(p) with v =—Z" (71)
The parameters. («g) are also known as anomalous dimensiorCaf. The Wilson coefficients are
dimensionless numbers in the usual sense. However, beghilmepresence of the scaldy, in the log-
arithm, these coefficients will depend on the energy scalEherefore,y. (ag) are scaling dimensions,
measuring the rate of change of these coefficients with agthgrscaleu. In general, when not working
in the diagonal basis, these scaling dimensions are matnibeng all Wilson coefficients. Using the
RGE for the coupling constant

dag a%
ding _2&)5’ (72)
we can solve Eq[(71)
©) /95 @ /28
OCS(MW) :| Y+ / 0 1 Y+
C = | =77 Ci(Mpy) = , 73
=[5 VW) = | 5, (s () A I (V2 ) 79

where we have used the conditiéhy. (Myy) = 1, since no large logarithms should be present at
My . The expression above contains the logarithmic correstignin My, /i to all orders inag. This
shows the general result that renormalization group medghoa's us to go beyond the naive perturbation
theory.

Two final remarks are in order. This approach can be genedatia go fromMy, down tom,.,
for example. Then we can do this by steps, first evolving dawhé scalen, and then see the theory
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below this scale as an effective theory wherettlygiark has been integrated out. One should satisfy the
continuity of the running coupling at the threshold, alsown as threshold effects. These effects should
be, in general, taken in consideration in the running. These important effect is the generation of
QCD penguin operators.

3.2 Effective Hamiltonians: Some examples

In this section we summarize the Standard Model operatads li@sFCNC processes, which is useful
when computing quantities based on the OPE formalism. Weheseotationy = u, d, s, ¢, b. The loop
functions appearing in the Wilson coefficients are given by

Bo(a) = — 5+ O(1/2)
z 4 125
g(x) =— % - glnx + O(1/x).

e Current-current operators

w & U

d u

Fig. 8: Tree-level contribution and typical QCD correction topgiks

' ‘ 11 ay
A =G )v-a@;t)v-a, Ci(Mw)=1-- %

. . 11 o (m )7T (75)
Qb =Ep )v—a@b)v_a, Co(Mw)= 5 %

e QCD Penguin operators:

4 q

Fig. 9: QCD penguin topology

Qi) =G )v-a > ([ @¢")vga, Css) = ~=Fo
: 1 2 (mw) (76)
5 a.q" = m as(m
Que) =Gt )v-a Z(qjq Jvra, Cue) = 5 Eo (_;) TW
q
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Fig. 10: Electroweak penguin topologies

e Electroweak Penguin operators:
Q —(5.b° 3 =
70) =G )v-a 5Qa(@; @ )va,
q

Co=f mi\ almw) f mi L mi \] almw) -
’ m? 6 9 m? 52 g m2 47 (77)
w w w w

i 3 0
Q8(10) =5 )v-a E §Qq(qu WVEA, 08(10) =0
q

e Electromagnetic and chromo-magnetic dipole operators:

Fig. 11: Topology for electro- and chromo-magnetic dipoles. Thesmeans mass insertion.

€ —_— 2% 1 ’I’I’L2
Q?»\/:—meSLiO'M bRF,LW’ 077:—§+O<m—v;/>
o, (78)
Og, = — imbﬁ-a“”(T“)"»bj G, Cgg = 1 +0 (_mw>
g Q2 i JUR o g ) m?
e AS = 2 and AB = 2 operators
d
b,s
Fig. 12: Box topology
Q(AS =2) =(5id" ), (5;d ) v—a, QAB=2)= (bd)v,(bjd)y_4 (79)
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e Semileptonic operators:

¢

Fig. 13: Semileptonic penguin topology

Qva =Gd)v_a@e)va, Qovioa= Gb)v_afin)va, (80)

Qo =Gd ) v_a(Wv)v_a, Quu= GEd)v_alfp)v-a

With the list ofd = 6 operators we are able to describe several SM flavour champgowesses.
For example, the relevant interactions to the parton peices s + Gg can be parametrized though the
Hamiltonian

s+qq G * *
e = =75 | 20 ViVes 2 Gl Q@ +ViVes 30 Ci(w)Qi| - (81)

p=u,c 1=1,2 i=3,--,10

If we are also interested ih— s transitions with a photon or a lepton pair in the final statiitonal
dimension-six operators must be included. We then get,

sl vrer Gro .
Hgﬁ ) HY T Tthths [Crny (1) Q7 + Csg(1)Qsg + Cov (1) Qov + Croa(1)Q104] -
(82)

3.3 Effective theories for heavy flavours: a brief introduction

What is there to integrate out, when there are no heavy fEa#ticThe answer to this question is in looking
for different scales, e.g. iB—physicsm;, > Agcp. Then we can use the effective theory approach and
integrate out all short-distance fluctuations associatéuisgaless> Aqcp. In this scenario physics at the
my, Scale are short-distance effects, while heavy quark elzéeronic physics governed at confinement
scaleAqcp reflect long-distance effects. The separation of the ditieténce and long-distance effects
associated with these two scales is vital for any quantéatescription in heavy-quark physics.

The prime example of this separation is on heavy quark @ffeéield theory (HQET)[1B]. What
is the physical picture behind HQET?

e Scale hierarchyn, > Aqcp, a2(mp) is perturbative (asymptotic freedom)
e Heavy quark - heavy quark system is perturbative
e Heavy-light bound states are not perturbative

e Characterized by a small Compton wavelenghigy ~ 1/mq < 1/Agcp ~ Rhad(typical
hadronic size)

These requirements simplify the physics of hadrons madef @pheavy quark. In mesons composed
of a heavy quark(, and a light antiquarkg (and gluons anggq pairs), the heavy quark acts as a static
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color source with fixed four-velocity;,, , and the wave function of the light degrees of freedom besome
insensitive the mass (flavour) of the heavy quark. Since thgrmetic moment of a heavy quark scales
like g ~ 1/myg, its spin also decouples. This results in

SU(2nq) spin-flavour symmetry: In heavy-quark limit (mg — 00), configuration of light
degrees of freedom is independent of the spin and flavour of the heavy quark.

Hadron:

—
-‘-rf.?r

Fig. 14: Pictorial representation of the Hadron. The black centoakdpresents the heavy quark and the gay are
the light degrees of freedonf), is the size of the hadron whille, the Compton wave length of the heavy quark.

In the effective description that we are looking there araesather important aspects:

e Heavy quarks carries almost all momentum;
e The momentum exchange between heavy quark and light degfrfresedom is predominantly soft
(soft gluon exchange):

APQ = —Af)light = O(AQCD) = AUQ = O(AQCD/TTLQ) ) (83)

¢ Heavy-quark velocity becomes a conserved quantum numbepin- oo limit. This is known as
the Georgi “velocity superselection rule”;

e Spin doublets such asB, B*) should be degenerate in the heavy quark limitz« — mp =
46 MeV <« AQCD;

e Away from the heavy-quark limit, /m¢ corrections are expectetlip- —mp = (c1—co) A2 /mp+
O(1/mj);

e The approach gives a prediction fong- — mpg)/(mp+ — mp) ~ m./my ~ 1/3; Not far from
the experimental value of 0.32.

We can now construct an effective theory that makes theteffeicthe heavy-quark symmetry
explicit, i.e. the HQET. The heavy quaék in the interactions with soft partons (ligh quaslkand gluon
g) is almost on-shell, such that we can expand the momentum as

plé - mQu" + kH (84)
hadron residual off-shell
rest frame momentum
v* = (1,0,0,0) k| = O(Aqcep)
Expanding the heavy quark propagator we get
i _iB+mg) _ilmept+ktmg) i 1+§ )

p—mg  p?— mg 2mqu.k + k2 vk 2

We can see that in this expansion the propagator is no lomgemdlent on the mass of the heavy quark, a
clear manifestation of the heavy quark flavour symmetry. éiive the effective Lagrangian is convenient
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to decompose the Dirac spinor components into ‘upper’ €pemd ‘lower’ (small) pieces
hy(z) = €U Py Q(x)

Q(x) = e[, (2) + H,(x)], with (86)
—— ——

Hv — iva.xP_
carry the (z)=e Q)

residualk

and Py = (1 + ¢)/2 are projector operators. In the rest frame of the heavy gqifark= (1 + 7°)/2
project onto the heavy quark components. An useful ideofithese projectors is
P+’}/MP+ = P+’UMP+ = ’UMP+ . (87)
Note thath, (z) and H,(x) are eigenstates of the velocity operator, #&,(x) = h,(x) andyH,(z) =
—H,(z). In terms of these fields the QCD Lagrangian can now be wréten
Lo =Q(ip—mq)Q
=hyilDh, + Hy(iD— 2mq)H, + hyilpH, + H,ilDh, (88)
=hyiv.Dhy, + Hy(—iv.D — 2mq)H, + hyilp) H, + HyilD) hy

where we define@lﬁi = iD* — v*iv.D, orthogonal to the heavy-quark velocityD, = 0. In the

rest frame,D!/ = (0, 5) contains the spatial components of the covariant derivatWe see from the
Lagrangian above that the componénptz) is a massless mode describing a quantum fluctuation around
mass-shell, while?, (z) is a massive mode with mass: describing a hard quantum fluctuation. This
heavy component can be integrated out by using the clagsjcaition of motion

1 1 [ wD\" D Aoep
H=———493Dh,=—— E — D hy — Hy~|— | hy, ~ hy .
v 2mQ—|—Z‘1}.DleJ_ v 2mg “— < 2mQ> ij_ v Y <mQ> v < mg > v
n=0. ,

small
E<mg
(89)
The effective Lagrangian can then be written as
LHoeT = hyiv.Dghy + hytdD) Wiﬂhhv —  non-local
(90)

— . 1 — . w.D\" .
= hyiv.Dgsh, + %Zfzo hyiIDy <_2mQ> i) hy, — local

Therefore at leading only, (z) contributes, and the effects @f,(x) are suppressed by powers of
AQCD/mQ, i.e.
Luget = hyiv.Dshy + O(1/mg), with iDF =i + g,G* . (91)
N~
soft gluons

It is straightforward to extend the above result for higheteo of power corrections. At the next to
leading order we get

—Ev(iﬁs)th —4Ev§-§chv
— 1 - U 9s+ '
EHQET = hviv.Dshs +—2mQ [ hv(ZDSL)2h'U + Cmag(M)EhUUHVG/;th] —|— sy (92)
SU (2nq) kinetic-energy chromo-magnetic
spin-flavour operator from pert. theo
symmetry ' '
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where we have make use of the identity
Puiiip Py = P, |(iD1)? + %UWGW P, (93)

and:[DH*, D¥] = g,G*" is the gluon fields-strength tensor. HeSeis the spin operator an&’ =
—1/2€7%GI* are the components of the colour-magnetic field. The Wilsoeffcient is computed
through RGE-improved perturbation theory [33]. The legdierm isSU (2n¢) spin-flavour invariant,
i.e. no reference to the heavy-quark mass (flavour symmatigl)invariant under the spin rotations
hy — (1 +i/2€.6)h,. The flavour symmetry is broken by the operators arising @erwt/m¢g and
higher. Note, however, that at this order the kinetic termseoves the spin symmetry, while the chromo-
magnetic operator breaks the both flavour and spin symmeiigure[I% shows the changes in the
Feynman rules in the new formalism.

QCD HQET
U _ J | ———
F=mg i P (0)d;
W, a Lgfy/"gz)"_f 1, a 'ig?,!'u'[/\;}U
J J

Fig. 15: Feynman rules QCD vs. HQET

Up to now we have integrated out small components in the hgaayk fields and obtained an
effective local Lagrangian that describes the long-distaphysics in the full theory. The way heavy-
guarks participate in the strong interaction is througlirtt@uplings to gluons. These can be soft (virtual
momentum small, of the order of the confining scale) or hairtl@ momentum large, of the order of the
heavy quark mass). In the approach used above we have te@gua the hard gluons as they, contrarily
to the soft ones, break the heavy-quark symmetries. Howleaedt gluons are important once we decide
to add short-distance effects. Their effects lead to a reatization of the coefficients of the operators
in the HQET Lagrangian, which are calculable in perturbatioeory. There is no renormalization at
leading order. Nor renormalization of the kinetic operatoe to Lorentz invariance (“reparametrization
invariance”). However, the chromo-magnetic interactiah e affected.

Heavy-quark symmetry is particularly predictive for exsilte semi-leptonicB decays such as
B — D™¢p. It allow us to extract the CKM matrix elemenitg.;| and|V,,;| with controlled theoretical
uncertainties, through the correlations shown in [Eig. 16 .

A clever use of heavy-quark symmetries allows us to caleula decay rate at the special kine-
matic point of maximum momentum transfer to the leptoms= '), i.e. “zero recoil” point. How can
we deal with confinement effects in this hadronic processtaMeconsider elastic scattering oBame-
son, B(v) — B(v'), induced by the vector currert = by*b. The heavy quark acts as a static source
of color, and the light quarks orbit around it before the @ttof the vector current. On average, the
guark and theé3 meson have the same velocity. The action of the current eytiace instantaneously (at
t = ty) the color source by one moving at speédNothing happens if = ¢/, i.e. the final state remains
a B meson with probability 1 (case (a) in F[g.]17). However, do# ', the probability for an elastic
transition is less than 1. The light constituents find theifs seteracting with moving source. Soft
gluons will have to be exchanged in order to rearrange theirf@am a B meson moving at a different
speed, leading to a form factor suppression. In the Heaaykgmass limit, i.em; — oo, the process is
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Fig. 16: Spin-flavour symmetry betweds- and D-system

described by a dimensionless probability functidn.v’) called the Isgur-Wise function. The hadronic

matrix elements describing the scattering process is then
1 - — _ .
——(BO)bur"bu| B(v) = ) (0 + ), with Ewa)) <1.6(1) =1  (94)
B

Thel/mp factor on the left-hand side of the equation compensatesdimalization of the meson state,
i.e. (B(p)|B(p)) = 2mpv’(27)36(7 — p'). We can then use the flavour symmetry to replaeeby
c—quark in the final state, thereby obtainind3a— D transition. This transforms the scattering process
into a weak decay process.

Nothing will happen to the matrix element since in the hequgrk limit the Lagrangian is invari-
ant under thé,, — ¢, replacement (case (b) in FIg.]17), i.e.

L (BW)[eu bl B(v)) = £wal) (v + )P (95)
mpmp

This is a very interesting prediction of the heavy-quark Byatry. Since in general the matrix element
of a flavour-changing current between two pseudo-scalaonsas given by

(D(V) [y y"by| B(v)) = f(¢*)(p+ D) — f-(@®)(p — )", (96)

with f1(q¢?) the form factors andg = p — p’. The heavy-quark symmetry relates the two a priori
independent form factors to one and the same function hieelsgur-Wise functiort f (¢?) o £(v.0')).

Next, we can use the spin symmetry to flip the spir-efjuark in final state, thereby obtaining a
B — D* transition (case (c) in Fig. 17). The current gets transémi o

(D* (v, €)[ey" (1 = 75)bu| B(v)) = (D*(v', €)[Cy"bs| B(v)) — (D™ (v, €)[eu 1500 | B(v))  (97)
with

1
————(D*(v/, €)[Eyy"by| B(v)) =ie" P v vpé(v.0))
mpmp
vy o5
W<D*(U,> €)[Cor " v5bs| B(v)) =[e* (v + 1) — vHe* w]€(v.))
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t <ty t=1p t > 1

Fig. 17: Evolution with time of the hadron for the different scenanghere spin-flavour symmetry is applied.

wheree denotes the polarization of the* meson. The general Lorentz-invariant matrix elements of
these hadron currents are given by

21

D* / a ., /,,vaB — Vo *xv Il 6‘/’ 2

(D*(v', €)[eyy"by| B(v)) i CwaB€ PP (¢%)
D*(v', €) ey y5b0| B(v)) = DerAr(g?) - — P NuAz(q 99
(D*(v', )[eyy"v5by| B(v)) =(mp + mp+)e;, A1(q°) mBJFmD*(erp)u 2(q”)  (99)

€*. €*.
— 2mp- q—;’quA?,(q?) +2mp- q—fqqum?)
with n

Aa(g?) = MBTMD 4 2y  MB T MDD, 2y 100
3(q ) M. 1(q ) M. 2(q ) ( )

In general, these exclusive semileptonic decays processebe described by six a priori independent
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hadronic form factors

[ For 0~ — 0~ transition: I — F/{y,

(FW)IVEI()) = yimmr (€4 (0.0) (v +0), + € (02)) (0 — 0'), ]

[ For 0~ — 1~ transition: [ — F*/{i, (101)

(F*(V)|VP(v)) = iy/mpmp=Ey (v0))epwage v 0P
(E ()AL (0)) = mrmp[€a, (00) (0.0 + D)ef, = Eay (v0:0)€ vv,

—&Eaz (v )" vv ]

with V,, and A, the vector- and axial-currents, respectively. The heawgrkylimit imposes the relations:

Er(va) =&y (va) =Ea(v0) = Eay(v0)) = E(vd’) and € (vd') =€, (v") =0.  (102)

These relations are model independent and are a consequféQGD in the limitm;, m. > Agcp. For
the processes described below the form factor correlaties

= IPTD p () = LIETD y) — ZUIETD )

/
{(v.v) mp tmp * mp + mpx mpg + mpx (103)
2./ mpmp~ 2./ mpmp= 2 -1
— SVIMBMD” ) (2 = BMMD 1y q Ar(?),

mp + mp+ mp + mpx (mp + mD*)2

with ¢2 = m% +m?2,. — 2mpmp-v.v'. These from factors play an important role in describingitm
tonic decays a® — D™ /v. In terms of the recoil variable = v.v/, the differential decay rate in the
heavy quark limit for these processes is given by

2 _1\1/2 2 for B D*
)y 2 92 (w*=1)"*F(w), forB—
o = Do) _ i@”éwmbr? x F x . (104)
v m (w? —1)32F2(w), forB— D

with 7., ~ 1 a parameter accounting for the electroweak correctionsetéaur-fermion operator medi-
ating the decay and

4 1—-2 2 .
m%r3(1—r)2(w+1)2<1+ w rw—i—r)j mp
w

I g r= for D*

F= mB (105)

(mp +mp)*m3 for D

Both F(w) and.F..(w) are equal in the heavy-quark mass limit and are normalizeld thatF,(1) = 1,
allowing a model independent extraction|®f,|. The above differential decay rate expressions receive
symmetry-breaking corrections, since the mass of the hgasyk is not infinitely large:

e Corrections of orde© (a7 (mq)) (hard gluons) can be calculated perturbatively;
o Power corrections of ordeP((Aqcp/m¢g)™) are non-perturbative and more difficult to control.
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These corrections have been estimated and schematioadly gi

Luke lattice/
Theorem models
A A2
Full) =1 + ca(as) + 0 x =22 4 consx —2P ...
N—— mqo mQ
Perturbative (106)
/_/H A
F(1) ~1 + ey (a,) + constx =22 4 ...
mq
~—_——
lattice/
models

The absence of th&(Aqcp/mg) term for B — D*(v, at the zero-recoil limit, ie.w = 1, is a
conseguence of the Luke theorem:

The matrix elements describing the leading 1/mg corrections to weak decay amplitudes vanish at
zero recoil, to all order in perturbation theory.

The reason why in the semi-leptonic deddy— D/v, this is no longer true is more subtle and can be
found in [34]. Therefore, from the value &, (1) the value ofiV;| is estimated to be

[Vep| = (39.48 £ 0.502p £ 0.7445e0) x 1073 from lattice QCD,

cb| = . Dex Otheo) X 107 rom sum rules
% 41.4 £ 0505, £ 1.0 1073 from QCD | (107)

showing the power of HQET in describing non-pertubativaeys.

4 Some aspect of C P violation
4.1 CP violation in the Universe

One of the currents issues related with flavour physics@htviolation is the Baryon asymmetry of
the Universe. Our understanding of the Universe is baset@Standard Cosmological Model, where
the Universe expanded from a primordial hot and dense ligitéde at some finite time in the past (the
so-called Big Bang) and is then followed by a period of inflatiry expansion that ensured the curvature
to become approximately zero [35]. After this inflationapoeh, the Universe continued to expand but
at a low rate. The rate of expansion is determined by the capmgaf energy density that dominates the
total energy density; at the present time this is the sedallark energy component, which causes the
expansion to accelerate due to its negative pressure.

In our surroundings the objects are mostly made of mattgr, ganets, stars, etc.. The present
value of the baryon asymmetry of the Universe inferred froflAP seven-year data combined with
baryon acoustic oscillations is [36]
np—npg
LB

6.19 +0.14) x 1071 (108)
Ty

nB =
whereng, ng andn, are the number density of baryons, antibaryons and photbpsesent time,
respectively. The smallness of this quantity poses a aigdi¢o both particle physics and cosmology. If
we take inflation for granted, then in the early Universe armmerdial cosmological asymmetry would
be erased during the inflationary period. This is one argartteat strongly suggests this asymmetry
to be dynamically generated, instead of being an initialdsrtal state. Sakharov realized the need of
three ingredients in order to create a baryon asymmetry &onmitial state with baryon number equal
to zero [37]. The three conditions can be stated as follows:
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i) Baryon number violation;
i) C andC P violation;
iif) Departure from thermal equilibrium.

The first condition is rather obvious. If there is Boviolation, the baryon number is conserved in
all interactions and, therefore, commutes with the Hami#to at any time, i.e.

t
[B,H|=0 = B(t) :/ [B,H]dt' =0. (209)
0
The second condition is a little more delicate. Let us stamvliting the baryon number operator
> 1 IV 2 ) .
B= gz:/d x Yl (E 0i(E, 1) (110)

where;(Z, t) denotes the quark field of flavourand:: denote the normal ordering. Tl& P andT
transformations of these fields are given in Tablés 1-2. ;thedermionic number satisfies the following
transformations

Pyl (@ t)i(@,t) : P~ =l (~F )i~ t)
C ol (T, t)i(Z,) : C71 =— s ] (T, )i (~ 2, 8) (111)
Tl (@ (T, 1) : T =l (&, — )i, 1)

We can, therefore, find how the baryon number operator tvamsf under these operators. One gets
CBC™'=-B, (CP)B(CP)'=-B, (CPT)B(CPT)!=-B. (112)

Now, if C'is conserved, theft, ] = 0 and the expectation value of the baryon number is given by
<B’(t)> _ <ei7{té(0)67i7{t> _ <Cflcei7-lté(0)efi7-lt> _ <emtcé(0)cf167im>

o . . (113)

_ <esz(0)e*mt> = - <B(t)> .

We see that the expectation valxé@(t)> is only different from zero ifC' is not a symmetry of the
Hamiltonian. The same is true f6fP.

The last condition can be understood as follows. In thermailierium, the thermal average

are weighted by the density operator= ¢~?*, with § = 1/T. AssumingCPT invariance of the
Hamiltonian we get

<B(t)>T =Tr [e”‘ff] =Tr [(CPT)‘l(CPT)eWB] —Tr [eﬁH(CPT)B(CPT)—l 1

This means that, within & PT invariant Hamiltonian, the thermal average is zero and ndoagyon
asymmetry is generated since the inverse processes witbgaghe asymmetry generated in the direct
decays. Departure from thermal equilibrium is very commmotié early Universe when interaction rates
cannot keep up with the expansion rate of the Universe.

All three of these condition can be found in the SM, howeverdamount ofC' P violation from
the CKM mechanisms is to small in order to generate such anmsyry.
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4.2 Weak and strong phases

CP is violated in nature by the weak interactions. The impositdf C'P invariance in a transition
amplitude is expressed as
(CP)T (cP)' = (115)

In classical physics, the square of i@ transformation is identical to the identity transformati@and
therefore(CP)? corresponds to a conserved quantum number. The val(@R)¥ for initial and final
states must be identical, and is a purely arbitrary phasehdi loss of generality one can choose
(CP)? = 1. TheCP transformations read

CP i) = €'

iy, CPli)=e "), (116)
with &; an arbitrary phase. Th& P constraints on the transition amplitudes from an initiatest to the
final statesf andg are

T 13\ = o &—E8) (F| T |5 1 — i(Ei—E) (7| T |7
Final state 1T =e <f|T‘Z> Final state gl T i) = e ) (@l T i)

1/f (F| T liy = &+ (| T'[7) 9/9 (@ T |i) = e&+) (g T [7)
(117)
From these transition amplitudes one sees that the modtikesch process is equal to the modulus of

the C'P conjugated one. Therefore, th&P-violating quantities are

matsiate | |7 IATR] e [ 1670 |07
" ‘Gﬁm\ - ((f!fm( v \ g Tm\ - ((mf@‘ (118)
7}0 = CP violation = #£0

If we only had one final state, sgy the relevant expressions would be the ones presented finghiane

of Eq. (117) and(118). In Eq._(1L7), we only have two phasesido complex equations and therefore
no other quantity beyond the one presented in [Eq.](118) waaldte C' P. The fact that we have two
final states,f andg, leads to three arbitrary phases but four complex equat®inge we only have four
realC P-violating quantities in Eq[(118), a physiaalP condition on the phases of the decay amplitudes
must remain. One can find that the quantity

(FIT 13y (FIT i) (9| T [i) (gl T i) — (gl T |i) (g| T i) (F| T [3) (fIT i) (119)

must vanish ifC' P invariance holds.

The presence of complex phases is closely related @ihviolation. One simple argument to
support this statement is dued@PT invariance. IfC PT is conserved thef' P violation is the same as
T violation. SinceT transforms a number into its complex conjugate, @ violation must be related
to the presence of complex numbers. One should stress, bowleat the phase of a transition amplitude
is arbitrary and non-physical, due to the freedom of phadefir@tion of the kets and bras. Only phases
which are rephasing invariant can lead¥@ violation. These are in general relative phases of tramsiti
amplitudes. There are three types of phases that can atisasitions amplitudes:

e ‘weak’ or C' P-odd phases.
The weak phases are defined as the phases that change sigrCuhdenjugation, and usually
originate from complex couplings in the Lagrangian.

e ‘strong’ or C P-even phases.
The strong phases are the ones that remain unchanged@idsnjugation. They may arise from
the trace of products of an even numberyahatrices together withs, or final-state-interaction
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scatterings from on-shell states. The last one appears tlibdatal amplitude for the decay— f
includes contributions from — f' — f, where the decay — f’ is through weak interactions
and f’ — f through strong or electromagnetic ones. If the intermeditdtes are on mass shell
this creates an absorptive part. These are also typicakplaggpearing on absorptive parts of loops
diagrams in perturbation theory.

e ‘spurious’ C P-transformation phases.
The spurious phases are global, purely conventional velgihases between the amplitude of a
process and the amplitude for tli&°-conjugate process. These phases do not originate in any
dynamics, they just come from the assunie transformation of the field operators and on the
kets and bras they act upan [2].

4.3 Types of C P Violation

e (' P-violation in Decays (direct C P violation)
This type ofC P-violation occurs when a mesdn and itsC P-conjugate decay at different rates
to the same final state (up @P conjugacy). This can be characterized by the relation

Ay

7, £1. (120)

In charged meson decays, where mixing is not present, tthieisnly source of’ P violation:

L(P~ = ) -T(Pt = ) [ Af/AP -1
D(P~ = f7)+ (P — f*)  [A7/As2+1°

ajs = (121)

In order to have” P violation in transition amplitudes from(:) to f (), the transition amplitudes
need to be a sum of two or more interfering amplitudes. The weyan see this is through an
explicit example. Consider for instance

(fIT )iy = Ae'CH) - (F| T [i) = Ae'O=9+0) (122)

with A a real positive numbed, a strong phasej a weak phase artila spurious one. It is easy to
see that these transition amplitudes satisfy the first emuaf Eq. [117) with

§i—&=20—-10, (123)
leading to B
(AT )| = [(f|T[)] =A-A=0. (124)
Therefore, na” P violation is generated in such a transition. This is no lorigge when there is
interference. For that, we consider
(FIT li) =AreiCr+00) 4 AgeiCarton)

<ﬂ T |i) :Alez‘(51—¢1+91) + Azei(62—¢2+92) ’ (125)

whered;, ¢; andd; are the strong, weak and spurious phases, respectively, iN®mno longer
possible to satisfy Eq._(117). We can evaluated@he-violating quantity

WATE - [FITHE _ —44 Agsin(d) — 8a) sin(é1 — 62)
TP+ [(FITRF 245 + 243 + 44142 cos(01 — o) cos(61 — 6)

(126)

This expression will be used later on (in a different formdl aherefore, it is useful to make a few
remarks:
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— The existence of both weak and strong phases is crucidl foviolation;

— Only relative phases (weak and strong) are relevant inigdiyisrocesses;

— The limiting casd¢; — ¢2| = |01 — d2| = w/2 and A; = A, gives the maximum value of
the C P asymmetry;

It is possible to havé€’ P violation without strong phases, if we have more than oné $itzéie and
its C'P conjugate. For example, having the transition amplitudes

(fIT i) = sz’((‘iﬁrdh)7 (| T i) = Alei(517¢1+0)7

I 1) = Apc 502 (g T[i) = A ort) =
with f = f andg = g, we can build the quantity
(FIT 1) (gl T [0y = (gl T 18) (| T |i) = 2iA1 A" 24D sin(gy — ga). (128)

In this quantity the strong phases are basically irrelegadiC' P violation is dictated by the weak
phases. However, these two distinct final states must belated such that the decay involve
both simultaneously, otherwise this can not be an obsezvdliis is actually the case in kaon de
decays tart7— andr'7° (see Sed._414).

C P-violation in mixing (indirect C'P violation)

This type ofC'P violation occurs when degenerated neutral mesons are @df theigenstates.
This can be characterized by the relation

‘2‘;&1. (129)
p

This is the only source af' P violation in semileptonic final states suchB% — [T X. In such a
scenario the asymmetry can be observed in

D (POphys(t) = 1T X) =T (P, (t) = 1"X)  1—|q/p|?

asy = =5 n p — _1+| / |2. (130)
D(POphys(t) — 1+ X) + T (P, (t) = 1= X) a/p
The mesoanhys(t) represents the time evolved state. As we shall see if Séc. 4.4
I'yo
=m{— 131
asr <M12> ( )

This means that in our model we just need to knbiy, andT';o, in order to compute thé'P
violating observable. However, in genelal, is plagued with large hadronic uncertainties, making
this computation more cumbersome.

C P-violation in interference decays

This type of C' P violation only occurs in decays where the final st#its common for bothP?
and PO. This can be characterized by the relation

ImAs#0, (132)

where); = (q/p)(A(PY — fop)/A(P° = fcp)). One example is where this asymmetry can
be observed is in decays involviril® eigenstates with-1 eigenvalues. Then we have th&P
violating observable

I'(PY = fep) —=T(P° = fcp)

= . (133)
[(PY — fop) +T(P° — fcp)

Gfcp (t) =
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In the B-system this leads to

_1 — ’)\fCP‘Q
1+ ’)\fCP‘Q

2lm )\fCP

(Amet) 4 L Mep
cos(Ampt) + I P‘fcp’z

afep(t) = sin(Ampt) (134)

The fist term on th I.h.s. correspondsd® violation through mixing, while the last term is due to
interference. In decays withhcp| = 1 only the interference effect survives

afop(t) =1MAg., sin(Ampt). (135)

We know Amp so we can measure Ixy,,. This quantity is the phase between mixing and
decay amplitudes. To a good approximatijegt{ P9 — fop)| = |A(P° — fcp)| and since in the
standard parametrizatian'p = ¢??, we have to a good approximation

q 14(ﬁ — fcp)

ImM\ =Im|-—M—~
Jer pA(PY = fop)

] ~sin203. (136)

4.4 Neutral Meson Mixing: General description

In this section we shall follow closely the the discussianf9j. We are interested in describing haw’
violation arises from the mixing of a neutral mesBg with its antiparticleP?. Consider the simplest
scenario where the two state8?) and |PO) that are degenerated can neither decay or transform into
each other. In such a system an arbitrary state can then tesegped as

W (t)) = a(t)|P°) + b(t)|PO) (137)

and evolve through the Schrodinger equation with diagorshittonian. This scenario is exactly what

happens in the neutral meson system when only QCD interacéice active. Turning on the electroweak
interactions will induce, even if small, off-diagonal Hadtohian entries mixing both states leading to the
breaking of the degeneracy. In general, to describe thedimltion of this new state we would require

the state

[%(t)) = a(t)|P%) + b(t)[ P°) + Z ci(t)|ni) (138)

(2

wheren; are final states of th&° and PO decays. However, we may study the mixing in this particle-
antiparticle system separately from its subsequent détag fiollowing conditions are satisfied{0), b(0) #
0 and¢;(0) = 0; time scale larger than the typical strong-interactionlescao interactions between fi-
nal states (Weisskopf-Wigner approximation). In this wiag heutral meson mixing is described by
two-component wave function

t
w0 = (311 (139
evolving according to a Schrodinger equation

7 7
d . My — §F11 Mo — §F12
. 7
it = (M= 57) wio) = _ ew. o
i i
~~ My — §F21 Myy — §F22

with ¢ the proper timeH a2 x 2 matrix written in theP? — PO rest frame and/, T its Hermitian parts.
The meson flavour basi%|P0>, |ﬁ>} satisfies the following relations:

— Orthogonality: (P°|P%) = (PO|P%) = 0 and(P°|P°) = (PO|PY) = 1.
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— Completeness: |P°)(P°| + |PO)(PO| = 1.
_ PO
— Effective Hamiltonian decomposition: H = (\P0>, \P0>) H QED

In terms of the total Hamiltonian

CP CPV
— =
H = Haocp + Hoep+ Hew (141)

we can have the usual perturbation expansion, up to secded or

8 {i[H[n) {n|H|7)
<M—§F>ij—<\Hm—i—;mo_(En_ie) (142)

wherei and;j can beK® or K0 and|n) any eigenstate 6fqcp + Hoep With eigenvaluek,,, but with
n # K°, KO. Using the identity
1 1

=P —i - F 14
mo — (En — ie) moy — En Z7T5(m0 n) ( 3)

we can find the Hermitian matricdd andI’ up to second order in perturbation theory. They are given
by

MU el infHewl)
. B ? EwW|T) Y| TTEW|]
Mi; = (i[H]5) +ZP p— ; (144)

Dy =2y 8(mo — En) (i Hewln) (n|Hewls) ,

with P projecting out the principal part. The gene€aP transformation of the states is given by
CPIP’()) = —¢*|P°(=p)) and CP|PY(p)) = —e *|P°(=p)). (145)
We then see that th@ P-invariant combinations are given by

1

V2

1

\P) = 7%

(1P% = <[P, |1Pa) = —= (IP°) +€[PD)) (146)
in such a way that

Requesting”' P invariance is equivalent to the Hamiltonian conditiin= (CP)H,(CP)'. This in turns
imply Hyo = e~ %¢ Hy; andH;, = Hay. Note thatt is a spurious phase without any physical relevance,
therefore, we conclude that the phasedief and H,; also lack meaning. We can then summarize, in
Table[®, the physical conditions given the present dis@gtemetries. In these notes we are interested
in CPT-invariant theorieB. As a result, the matrix responsible by the evolution of owstemy is given
by 4 4
(M1 — 5T Mg — 5010

i = <Mf2 — 52 My — %F11> ' (148)
If C' P was a symmetry of the system, i[€P, | = 0, the state$P; ») would be the true eigenstates of
Eqg. (140). The presence 6fP-violating terms will destroy this result, in order to se&stive go to the
mass basis. The time evolution in Eg. (140) becomes trimitthé mass basis where the Hamiltonidn

2the general framework can be foundlin [2], for example.
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Table 6: Constrains on the mixing matrix when the system respect some discrete symmetries.

Conservation Constraints
CPT H11 = H22 (MH = M22 andF11 = PQQ)
CP Hyy = Hop and|Hya| = [Ho|
T |Hio| = [Ha|
None H is general

is diagonal. The complex eigenvalugs; () and corresponding eigenvector® x)) of H are given
by (using the phase conventign= 0)

Eigenvalues: Eigenvectors:
. 1 —
Py pa=pp =y IPL) = ———— (pIP*) = gIPY)) ,
M — 3T —pg = prL =myg 2FL, /Tp]Z + [q2 (149)
A i 1 —
My = 4T +pg = i =my = 2T | |Pu) = ———— (pIP*) +q[P7))
2 VIpl* + laf?
where , ,
(3 (3
p* = My — g2, ¢* = M, — 5th2- (150)

Note thatm g 7, andl'g 1, are not eigenvalues dif andI” but, nevertheless, satisfy the relations\Ir=
my +myp =2My; and Ti' = 'y + ', = 2T'11. They can also be written as

mp, =M1 — Repq, mpy = M1 + Repg,

(151)
I'p=I'y1 +2Impq, I'yp =T —2lmpgq.
We are using a convention in whickim = my — mp, > 0. Itis also convenient to define
EWE?TL—%P, A,uEuH—MLEAm—%AF. (152)
with
myg +mp,
Am =my — myp, = 2Repg, m = — 5 = M1,
153)
r T (
AT =T'y —T; = —4lmpg, T = % =Ty.

The relation between these parameters and the elemestsrothe flavour basis can be found through
the diagonalization procedure, leading to

q Hy _ 2Hy

M 11 22, M 124121 , v Hyy AL ( )
Which in a more familiar form can be written as
1
(Am)* — 2 (AT)” = 4|Myo|* — [T12]*,  (Am)(AT) = 4Re(M7,T'12) |
(155)

l—€_q_ My — 51T, 2Mj, — i,  Am— AT _

1+é p \|Mp—ily Am—iAT  2Mp—ilyp

re'®

The small complex parametedepends on the phase convention chosen foPthe PO system. There-
fore, as a spurious phase, it shall not be taken as a phys&asure ofC P violation. Nevertheless,
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the quantities Reandr are independent of phase conventions. Therefore, departdir from 1 are a
measure of ' P violation. If r = 1 (¢ = 0) thenp = ¢ and the mass eigenstates in Eq. (149) coincide
with the C'P eigenstates in Eq._(1I46). When this parameter isiribére is a small admixture of théP
eigenstates in the final (mass) eigenstates, i.e.

(I1P) +€lP2)) ,  [Pu) = (I1P2) +€[P1)) (156)

1 1
|Pp) = —/—— —
V1+|e? V1+e?
The physical observables measured in neutral meson d¢scikecan be parametrized by the dimension-
less parameters

Am AT q
_ = - = 1= =1. 157
o= v=5r 1|4 (157)
On can check, after some algebra, that
Pl —lgl*> 177 Im(M75T12)

_ _ , 158
PP IE 170 VP T Ta/2P + L(am)? 1 (AT/2 (158)

which is actually the quantity which measures the non-grtinality between,, g, i.e.

1 — 72 2Ree
Pygl|Pr) = = . 159
(PulPL) =177 NEE (159)

Concerning time evolution. For tH@B,H> states the solutions is rather trivial
‘PL7H(ZL/)> = TL,H(t)‘PL,H> s with TX (t) = Gith = efl‘xt/2efimxt . (160)

The states produced in strong interactions areé B9 and|PY). It turns then useful to look at the times
evolutions for these states. Using Hq. (1160) and [Eq.](146)ind

PO(1)) =7V'p'22;'q'2 T3 ()P} + To(8)| L)) |

() :7”9\22;\(1,2 Ty ()| Par) — To(8)|PL)]

(161)

This form is useful for studies in th&® — K0 system. An alternative expression, useful in ffe— B0
system

IPO(1)) = f4(8)|P°) + gf_<t>rﬁ> . [PO() = f1(0)[P) + gf_ (t)|PY, (162)
where
Fo(t) = w _ % [e—imHte—FHt/Q + e—imLte—FLt/Q] _ (163)

One see right away that fer= 0 one has, for example, a purB?) state, which as time evolves mixes
with | PY). The probabilities of finding these states at later time laee given by

PP’ — PYt) =P(PY — PYt) = |f.(t)]* = %exp [—%} (cos(Amit) + cosh(AT'/2))
0_.,p0 q|? 2 llg ’ It
P(P° — PYt) = ‘]—) lf—()]" = 3 ‘5 exp [—7} (—cos(Amt) + cosh(AT'/2)) (164)
2 2
P(PO — PYt) = ‘g () = % ‘g exp [——} (— cos(Amt) + cosh(AT'/2))

Note that several important aspects in meson oscillaticare wot covered here. For example, the
existence of a reciprocal basis and its importance, this tpd many others can be found (in([2, 9].
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4.5 Neutral Meson Mixing: The K° — KO and By, — B9, , systems

The general formalism for meson oscillations, shortly désd in the previous section, can now be
applied to the particular systems which we are interested in

4.5.1 The K° — KO system: |K°) = |d5), |KO) = |ds)
In this system instead of using the notation heavy (H) oftligh for the mass eigenstates we change it
to the standard notation of long (L) and short (S) life timetipke. This means

|Ks) =|Pr) and |KL)=|Py). (165)

From the calculation of th&';, — K¢ mass difference, Gaillard and Lee [133] were able to esértiat
value of the charm quark mass before its discovery. Alsonkaszillation offers, within the Standard
Model, a viable description @P violation in K;, — 7w decay.

In the kaon system we have

1 1

7L = 5o =5L16£0.21ps, 79 = o= (0.8954 + 0.0004) x 10~!ps (166)
L S

my = 497.614 +0.024MeV, Amg = (3.484 £ 0.006) x 1072 MeV (167)

end up having to a good approximation

1
Amyc ~ 2|Mia| = —5 ATk = [Tpa] (168)
which lead us to )
1—r 1 Flg
- ~IIm( == 1
1—|—7”2 4m<M12> ( 69)

In order to relatef to measurable quantities we need to look at decays in the &g&tem. The best
channels to look at are the decay to pion. The pions are pssaalars, which tell us that under the
discrete symmetrie§, P andT they transform in the same way as the bilingag y in Tab[2. Therefore,
underC P we have

One pion state: CP|r°’) = —|7Y),
Two pion state: CP|797°) = +|7°7%), CP|xt7") = +|zTn7), (170)

Three pion state: CP|7'7n'7%) = —|7%7°20) | CP|atn= 20 = (1) |z T7 =) .

For the statér 7~ =) the relative angular momentu(h) betweent® and=*7~ is relevant. We can
then conclude, from the above properties, that a two piohdtage isC P-even and a three pion final state
(with zero angular momentund) P-odd. The kaon decays to two or three pions can then be charasct
as

Kg — 27 (viaKl) Kg — 3rm (ViaKz)
CP conserving: CP violating: (171)
Ky — 3w (ViaKz) Ky — 27 (viaKl)

This type of C P violation is called indirect since it comes from the pregent a small admixture of
C'P eigenstates in the final mass eigenstates, and not from miekpéaking in the decay. We define
the decay amplitudes:

((m7) 1=0| H|K) = Aget®
Decays: ' )
(m7) [=o| H|KO) = Age?

CPT ((77) =0 [H|K0) = — Afeido

decays : (172)

((770) 12| H| KO) = — A}
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Heredy andd, are the phase shifts where isospin quantum nuniber0 and/ = 2 in wr scattering.
These are strong phases, and thus they do not change sign@iR@econjugation. These phases were
factored out explicitly so that the phases4y, are all of weak nature

Ag = |Aolexpligo], Az = |Ag|explips] . (173)

From the combination of Eq._(172) and Eg. (149) we get

Ag £ gA? . 1+6)A 1-¢6)A} .
AFY =((nm) 1= Hew|Ks,L) = %exp[zéo] _ 3+ AF( — 2 0 explido] ,
PP +1aP) 201+ ) 172
Ay £ qA5 _ (14+€A2F(1—€)AS _
AT =((n) o[ Hpw | Ks.p) = 222922 expisy] = 2 expfids)
i [Pl +1aP?) 2(1+[eP)
Using the isotopic spin decomposition for the two pion State
1 2
(7070 = (7)== — <<m>1:2|\ﬁ ,
V3 3 (175)

1 _ _ 2 1
ﬁ((ﬂ+7T |+ (7)) = ((W)I=o|\/;+<(m)1:2|%,

where the charged pion state is correctly normalized, testtion amplitudes are defined as follow:

1 2
A(K&L — 7TO7TO) E(WOWO‘HEw‘KS7L> = %Ag’L — \/;Ag’L,

5 . (176)
A(K&L — 7T+7T_) E<7T+7T_’7'[waKS7L> = \/;Ag’L + ﬁAg’L,
and
ACKY = 7t 77) =t n i |K°) = — [\@Ao + ei(éf‘%)Az]
V3
AKO — 7t77) =(ntn~ | Hpw|KO) = —% [\/5146 + ei(‘sr‘sO)A;}
77
A(K? = 197%) =270 Hpw | K°) = L [Ao — \/561'(52750)142}
V3
— _ 1 _
AR — 7970) =(n%70 | H gy | KO) = -7 [AZ; - \/56“52_50)14’2‘} .

Experimentally the decay df’;, to two-pion final state is observed and one can define useantdies
that measure this CP violation, i.e.

A(Kp, — 707Y) AOL - \/iAé 2¢
= = = €— — 5
M0 = 4(Ks — m0n0) ~ 45 — JoAS 1—v2w (178)
AKp — ntr™)  V2AL + AL N ¢
_ = = e+ ———,
T TAKs s wrr) T V2AS 1 AS 1+ w/v/2
wherew = R/ Ay /Ag)e’%2-%), The experimental values for these quantities lare [30]
Moo =(2.221 £ 0.011) x 1073 expli(43.52 £ 0.06)°] , (179)
- =(2.232 +£0.011) x 10~3, expli(43.51 + 0.05)°], (180)
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showing how close these two quantities are. However, thetfat noy # 14— is the source of” P
violation in the kaon decay to two-pion final states. The petere is the measure of indireet' P
violation, which can be parametrized by amplitude ratio

eim/4 |m[A0]
—C  (Im My + 26ReMyy) , € = .
\/EAmK ( 12 g 12) g Re[A(]]

Both e and{ have phase dependent conventions; however, ginceandr, are experimental quantities

e is convention independent (similar . For directC P violation parametet’, where we have a direct
transition of aC' P-odd (even) term to & P-even (odd), it is convenient to parametrize it through the
following relation

L
ezj—%:€+i§: (181)

1 (AL A5 AL
€ = — <—§ - —2—0> . (182)
V2 \a5 T A A3
For smalle, i.e|é| < 1, we can then write
_ |m[A0] ’ —ieiqy Re[Ag] |:|m[A2] |m[A0]:|
€E~E+1 , €~ — . 183
Re[,) V3 RdA| |Red;] ~ ReAg (183)

It is possible by a choice of phase convention to sétdlmh= 0, known as Wu and Yang phase conven-
tion. The expressions are then simplified to

€ = 5(2ni— + o) =€

In Wu-Yang phase convention: ) (184)

—

where®’ = 7/2 + 2 — dy ~ w/4. The parametet’, which is only non-zero if there i€’ P violation
in the decay amplitudes is proportional to the difference_of andrg, which almost cancel. A more
practical quantity to evaluaté is the ratio given by

2

) . (185)

The parametew is small, i.e.|Jw| ~ 1/25, and often ignored. This quantity can be accurately medsure
on the rationd" (K, — 7°7%)/T(K; — 7tn~) andI'(Kg — 7°7%)/T(Kg — ntx~), in terms of
which

PSS S SR
R /) =~ T T/ V) (1

700
N+—

100 2_ (K — 7% /T(Kp — 7nt77) (186)
ne_| T(Ks— m970)/T(Kg — 7tn—) "
From the fit toK — w7 data we get [30]
le| = (2.228 £0.011) x 1072, Rele'/e] = (1/65 £ 0.26) x 1073 (187)

Another important observable is th&P asymmetry of time integrated semi-leptonic decay rates

Wu-Yang
—
_ 2Rd] SRele]
‘2 L[ 14

_D(Kp = Ty ) —T(Kp —» Cogmt) - ‘%

- F(KL — erVg?T*) + F(KL — €71747T+)

‘ 2

o,

= (188)
q

1+ ( 1
This observable measure the orthogonality betw€grand K g, see Eq.[(158).

We can now shortly evaluatewithin the SM. The off-diagonal elemeit/;, in the kaon system
is given by o
2my Mty = (KO HZ72KO) (189)
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where the factom x is due to the normalization of external statgg2°=2 is the effective Hamiltonian

for the AS = 2 transitions, this in lower order is given by the box diagrambig.[Za. We can integrate
out the heavy internal particles and run down to low energigls the renormalization group. By doing
this we obtain the contact term

QAS =2) = (5d)y-a(5d)y-a. (190)

The effective Hamiltonian, including leading and nextaading QCD corrections in the improved
RGEs, for scaleg < p. = O(m,) is given by

Hery = 1oz Miv [(VVea)*mSo(we) + (VisVia)*1280(2e) + 2(VesVea) (Vi Vi) So e, )]
(3) (k)

x [a® ()] 720 |14+ 2

Js| Q(AS =2) + h.c.

(191)
with a(3) the strong coupling constant in an effective three flavoeoth andJ; = 1.895 in NDR
schemel[B]. TheS, loop functions are given by{ = m?/MZ,)

my

1.52
So(xt) =2.39 <m) . So(xe) = xe

Ty 3x¢ 3:6? In z;
In— — —
e A1 —z) 41— 24)?

(192)
SO (ww xt) =T

The factorsn; » 3 are correction factors describing short distance QCD tsffand at NLO read [6]:
m = 1.38 £ 0.20, o = 0.57 £ 0.01, n3 = 0.47 £+ 0.04. We can now take the matrix element of our
contact interaction, the non-perturbative part of thewakion, we get

(RQ(AS =2)| K = S Bie(u) Fimi . Br = Bie(n)lof? (u)] >/

(3)
1+ LU‘)J3] . (193)
47

whereBy is a renormalization group invariant parameter &id= 160 MeV is the kaon decay constant.
We finally find the matrix element to be
G2

Mo = 19,2

— L F2 Brmg My [(ViVea)*m So(ze) + (ViiVia) *12.So ()
+2(V*‘Qd)(‘/}s‘/¥d)77350(55c,xt)] :

Inserting this last result into Eq._(181) we obtain, in the-Wang phase convention,

(194)

¢ ~ C.BrIm[V;iVig] {REV: V] [m1S0(2e) — 13S0 (e, 2¢)] — REV;iVialnaSo(ze) } €™/* . (195)

with 22 )
F M,
= ZPTKMEBW 3837 5 107 (196)
6\/_772AmK
Corrections of the order R Vigl /REVEVLg] = O(A*) have been neglected and we have used the
unitary relation Ini(ViV.q)*] = Im[VtSth] Using the standard CKM parametrization, Hq.l(29), and

comparing Ed._ 195 with the experimental value [Eq.(187) wesndract the CKM CP phase important
for the unitary triangle analysis.

The K, — K¢ mass difference is now trivial to extract from Eds. (1194) g68). Using the fact
that| Vi V| < |V V.|, the charm-quark contribution in the loop dominates and &te g

G2 . .
12;:2 FEBrmg ME |\ VEVea*So(ze) - (197)

Ampg ~

41



452 The By, — B%y, system: |BY) = |bd), |B%s) = |bd), |BY) = |bs), |B%,) = |b5)

Contrarily to thekK? — K0 system, in theBg’S — ﬁdﬁ system the long distance effects are very small
IT'12| < | Mi2| (see discussion in[9]). Therefore, to leading ordef iy /M;2|, we get

q q*q q q Mf; 1 F6112
AmBq = 2\M12\, APBq = 2Re(M12F12)/\M12], Z_? = |M1q2| 1- §Im ]W—f2 ) (198)

with ¢ = d, s and the notation oH, L states given in the general discussion is kept here. InBthe
system we haveV;; Vi, | ~ |V V|, however due to the quarks spectrum, iig, . < my, the top quark
contribution is now the one dominating.

b d b

b d

Fig. 18: Box diagram contributing t&° = B° mixing

In a similar way as was done for thé-system, the off-diagonal eIemeMl(g) is given by
2mp, |M{3)| = |(B%[Ha 2| BY). (199)

The effective Hamiltonian , obtained from integrating che top quark, is given by

5)
1+ 70‘54(’““1) Jy

- G? . ,
Hait' 2 = T My (VisVig) " So(we) [ (1g)] /% -

1672

Q(AB =2)+h.c., (200)

with 11, = O(mg) andJs = 1.627. The contact term is given by

Q(AB =2) = (bq)v—a(ba)v—a. (201)

Taking the matrix element we get, in an analogous ways afiéktsystem,

(5)
_ ~ _ Qs
(B, IQ(AB = 2)|BY) = By, (1) 3, m, . Br, = B, (]of)(ug)) 012 |14 S a) g,

)

W] oo

(202)
with Fp, the decay constant fds,. Using Eq.[(19B) and the first relation in EQ. (198) one gets

G? ~
Amp, ~ 6—7£anBqBBqF§qMWSO($t)|Wq|2- (203)

This relation for the mass difference in important in thenderd analysis of the unitary triangle.

5 Flavour Physics Beyond the SM

CP violation in the SM comes from the flavour sector. HoweveF, violation observed so far is too
small by a factor ofl0~!6 to explain the absence of anti-matter, which means thatighy®yond the
SM (BSM) must exist. Therefore, a right question wouldn’tvideether BSM exist or not, but at which
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scale it will show up. For particle physicists, there ar@aigo different reasons hinting us that surprises
might be awaiting to be discovered by at around TeV scale.

The first reason is coming from so-called ‘the fine-tuningraichy problem, which is related
to the lightness of the Higgs particle compared to a arliigraigh scale (below PLACK scale). The
recently discovered Higgs particle, which is the only niiggdiece of the Standard Model (SM), may be
the first fundamental scalar particles we have discovetteid.employed for the electroweak symmetry
breaking (EWSB) and for generating masses for the fermidkhkile it explains why the weak force,
unlike all other forces, is very short-ranged, it also pdeviis a problem. In order to obtain the observed
~ 125GeV, which is far much smaller than the size of quantum ctimes from seemingly unrelated
forces, a miraculous fine-tuning has to be invoked. Howehies, naturalness’ problem can be solved, if
new physics exists beyond the Higgs particle. And the cpmeding new physics and new particles are
predicted to be observed in the scale of EWSB.

The other reason is coming from cosmology. According to thedard model of cosmology,
which is now well established, some twenty percent of theggnef the universe comes from matter that
does not shine (that is, electromagnetically neutral),ibumuch more massive than neutrinos. There
are no candidates among patrticles in the SM for this type dfamao called “dark matter (DM)”. The
cosmological and astrophysical observations suggestatithit mass of the DM particles is light enough
to be produced and observed at the TeV scale.

In a general picture of physics beyond the SM one can see thttade of a given process being
described in the form
Csm CNP]

Mg, Agp
The coefficientLs (v p) Will the depend of the process and SM extension. However,amesee that
flavour physics can place strong constraints on new phys®s beyond the LHC reach. In scenarios
where new physics does not respect the SM symmetries oribgepéttern, the coefficients tend to be
hierarchicalCs;; < Cnp, allowing to probe large scales.

For example, in the SM there are only tW&dF| = 2 operators entering ik® — K° and B — B°
mixing, see Sed.J4. A common feature in NP flavour models igptesence of additional four-quark
operators, which change the flavour number by two units. @lmtgractions can place a strong bounds
on the NP scale. Without specifying its origin we can tydicalescribe them through the effective
Lagrangian

A(in — out) ~ A { (204)

5 3
AF|=2 1 o o 1 ~Ja N9
e o Ly e e . L5 s s (205)
i=1 =1

with the dimension siXAF'| = 2 operators given by [44]

Q1" = (@srmtar) @srvmdar) s Q™" = (Tsrudor) (@srndar)

QY = (@sraar) (sRYaL) S anqﬂ = (3s090r) (@sr9aR)

Q™ = ThpaerTondar - Q™ = TyudanTsrdan, (206)
Q1P = (%RQQL) (%LQaR) ,

Q5™ = TR Tirdor -

Table[7 summarizes the bounds on the new physics scale coWbtsefficient. As seen in Tallgé 7 new
physics scale tends to be pushed to very high scales (serdesak above the TeV scale) due to flavour
constraints. Saying it in other way, in order to have new msyat the TeV scale we need it to have
specific flavour structure not so different from that of the 8Mow energies. The quest for viable
new physics models is known as “New Physics flavor problem"this section we will look at some
extensions and their confrontation with flavour obsengble
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Table 7: Summary of the most relevant boundsd#s: 6 four-quark flavour operators. Taken from [42]

Bounds on A in TeV (c¥* = 1) Bounds on c}? (A = 1TeV)

Operator e Im Re Im Observable
(5zy*dr)? 9.8 x 10° 1.6 x 10* 9.0x 107 34x107? A
(srdr)(szdgr) 1.8 x 10% 3.2 x 10° 6.9x107%  2.6x 101 MG €Kk
(o' ur)? 1.2 x 103 2.9 x 103 56 x 1077 1.0 x 1077 N
(erur)(eLug) 6.2 x 10 1.5 x 10* 57x 1078 1.1x 1078 mp; la/pl, ép
(brytdy)? 6.6 x 10° 9.3 x 102 23x107%  1.1x107° A : S
(brdr)(brdr) 2.5 x 103 3.6 x 103 3.9%x1077  1.9x 1077 MBa; DyKs
(bry*sp)? 1.4 x 10? 2.5 x 10? 50x107° 1.7 x 107 A - S
(brsy)(brsp) 4.8 x 102 8.3 x 102 88x1076 2.9 x 1076 B> Oyg

5.1 Minimal flavour Violation hypothesis

One popular solution to the flavour puzzle is the minimal flawgolation (MFV) hypothesis [43]. The
MFV is not a model, but a simple framework for the flavour stuwe on new physics seen from and
effective field theory point of view. The main assumptions: ar

— No new operators beyond those present in the SM;
— All flavour changing transitions are governed®¥ M, i.e. no new complex phases beyond those
present in the SM
A(In — out) o< Moy ns (Fépy + Fivp) - (207)
N———

real

In the SM the CKM is the only source of flavour violation and geoximately a unit matrix. The SM
has no flavour changing neutral currents at tree level, atitisnvay CKM-induced flavour change in-
teractions are guarantee to be small. If new physics is fladimgonal such that all the flavour-violation
goes through the CKM, then we are guaranteed to have smetiteff Therefore, just like in the SM,
Yukawa couplings are the only sources of flavour symmetrghking in physics beyond the SM. In MFV
we then have a CKM and GIM suppression working in a similar veethe SM, allowing and EFT-like
approach.

The effective approach of MFV takes into account the largaroflir group in the SM when the
Yukawa intersections are absent, see Edl (12). This symrisetaxplicitly broken in the presence of
the Yukawa terms, but we can formally restore it by promoting Yukawa matrices to be spurions
(appropriate dimensionless auxiliary fields), which tfarma under the flavour group in the appropriate
way to make it invariant (see Fig.]19).

SU(3)q, % SU(3)up, X SU(3)g,

qr

1/11(331) }/(1(3 13)

Fig. 19: Global flavour symmetry and spurious fields transformations
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Using theSU(3)§’ x SU(3)? symmetry, we can rotate the background values of the aofiield
Y, as we did in Eq[(11),
Ya=X, Yu=Vieyd, Yo=X. (208)

MFV requires that the dynamics of flavour violation is contglg determined by the structure of the
ordinary Yukawa couplings. In particular, &lP violation effects originates from thé€' K M phase.
From the hierarchical structure of the Yukawa matrix, i.alydop Yukawa is large, we can define the
new physics flavour coupling

Y Yd)ij = g2 ViiVag, i #
()‘Fc)ij :{ é )J Yi V3 V3j zij (209)

The basic building blocks of FCNC operators are

Table 8: Relevantd = 6 MFV flavour operators and their bounds on new physics. Tak@an {45].

MFY d = 6 operator Observables A [TeV]
(@A revuar)? €, Amp, 5.9
qﬁT(@)\d)\FCUWqL)(eF“”) B — Xy, B — X0 6.1
oM (drAaAFco W TqL)(egsGH) B — Xgv, B — Xt~ 3.4
(@AFCyuqr)(eD, ) B — X 00~ 1.5
{(@CAFCYuqL) !t DR B = XJt0, By — ptu~ 1.1
i(q_L)\FcfyuT“qL)wT“D“(b B — X0 0, By — ptu~ 1.1
(Q_L)\FCVMQL)(EWMEL) B — X0, By — ptu~ 1.7
(q_L)\FC'yMT“qL)(EL'y“T“EL) B — XSEJrg*, By, — MJF/L* 1.7
(@ ArcYuqr) (@R er) B — Xt~ By — utpu~ 2.7

@YuYiar, drY)Y.Yiqr, drY]Y.Y[Vdg (210)

expanding in powers of the off-diagon@l K M matrix elements and in powers of the small Yukawa
couplings, such as o
qrArcqr  and  drAgArcqr (211)

The MFV framework is general and can be implemented in a g&8M scenario, e.g. SUSY and
composite Higgs models, resulting in reducing the cutoffles¢flavour bound) fron®¥’(1000) TeV to
O(1) TeV, which in turn makes it a very predictive theory framekdZompared to SM, only the flavour-
independent magnitude of the transition amplitudes canduifiad. A fingerprint of this framework is
the prediction(sin 23) gk, = (sin 28) k.5, Which can be identified by experiments.

5.2 Partial compositeness

Partial compositeness is a completely different way of flayarotection mechanism [46]. The idea is
to generate quark and lepton masses through linear cospifntipe Standard Model fields to composite
operators, i.e.

ALGLOR + ALTROY + ARdrO% + - - (212)

where Ay, r are known as pre-Yukawa couplings a6t} r are fermionic operators arising from the
strong sector. The nice aspect of this linear coupling isrtbaelevant operator can be built out®@f, r,
since both have a classical mass dimensioh/af Also, the quadratic operato€;Or,, OrOr vanish
due to spinor identities an@;,Or, is forbidden by gauge invariance. Therefore, the lowestedision
operators on can build out of the composite operatorsy@0O;, and Or@Or, which have classical
dimension six and therefore irrelevant.
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The physical light fermions will then be a mixture of bothrakentary and composite states, known
as partial compositeness,

W}phys> = COSs ijelem> + sin 6‘¢comp> . (213)

The flavour problem in theories with strong dynamics can h@awved if partial compositeness is imple-
mented.

ALAR

my ~guf —  Ysu (214)

Partial compositeness provide partial solutions to botloflaand hierarchy puzzles. Still, thisis a
partial solution since from the kaon systemande’, /¢ one still needs some sort of alignment, at least
in the down sector. On the other hand, in this framework wehzam a naturally sizable non-standard
contribution toAac p. This approach can be an alternative to MFV.

5.3 B physics at the LHC

Rare decays based on the flavour transitions s have for some time call the attention of the flavour
community, as they can be sensitive probes of new physi¢Z8}7

hadronic: B — ¢K, B - 'K, B — ¢¢, B— Kn, Bs — KK, ---
radiative: B — X;v, B - K*vy, By — ¢, - -

semi-leptonic: B — X ¢, B — KV, B — K*l, B — ¢, ---
leptonic: By — up

neutrino: B — Kvv, B — K*vv

The most relevant ones in order to constrain new physicsail HiC era are the leptonic, semi-leptonic
and radiative exclusive decays.

Recently, the LHCb collaboration observed an excess in K*ut i~ decay [49] by measuring
the angular observables with a minimal sensitivity to theioh of form factors([50]. This tension can
be soften by the presence of new physics. One useful way totséa new physics that could induce
these deviations is to look at the effective Hamiltoniaevaht for this transition. From the complete list
presented in Se€l] 3, the current-current, QCD penguin aurelveak penguin operators ar typically
dominated by the SM contribution at low energies and wilyadntribute to the considered observables
though mixing with the dominant operators. This effect isréiore small. The chromomagnetic dipole
operators, for leptonic and semi-leptonic decays entey tmbugh mixing. Tensor operator do not
appear ind = 6 operator expansion the the SM. Having this information we waite the relevant

effective Hamiltonian

Hegy =~ 2V Y (C10f+ 0y (215)

with « the fine structure constant and the operators considered are

O7 = %(EJWPRZ))FW , O = %(gaWPLb)FW ,

0§ = (57, Prb)((410) Of = (59, Prb)(1y"0),

Oy = G PLb)(By*s6), - Offy = (57, Prb) (" 5s0) (216)
qu = (8Prb)(L0), O,Sg = (sPLb)(U0),

Op = (5Prb)({vs¢) , O% = (5PLb)(bys¢) .

The operator®);_1¢ have been listed before, they are just written in fhdt notation instead o¥/, A
one. The scalar and pseudo-scalar operators were also, aldedthough their impact is small in the
observables. The prime operators are not present in the $iheion, they therefore correspond always
to new physics effects.
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The presence of new physics in the relevant observables edmbtked to the corresponding
operators:

e B Kuty—: V., ¢, cl
e B Kt ), ), )
e B Ky Y

e B— opupu: Cfg, g,)P
Lepton-nonuniversalityC{’, ./
B— putu: Cﬂ)), Cs,p

InB — Kutu=, B — K*utp~,andB — ¢utu~ the form factors and contributions of the
hadronic weak Hamiltonian are the main theoretical chgksn DirectC' P asymmetries inB decays
can give a hint of new physics, specially #h — K*v since theB factories measurements and LHCb
are so precise. However, new physics in this observableogptional to the strong phase that appears
as a sub-leading effect and is also plagued with many unictes

Several global fits have been donel[47, 48], under the assumgt new physics entering only
through one operator or two real Wilson coefficients. Thesgyasis tend to favour valuegsy’” < 0'in
order to accommodate the recent anomalies. New physicsrenteroughCy can also contribute to the
meson mixing.B,-mixing is in general the most constraining observable.

Lepton-nouniversility is also a power probe of new physiisthe SM the process — séf is
lepton flavour universal. However, beyond the SM new flavaoliating interactions can give substantial
deviation form lepton-universality. Ratios of branchimgdtions, as well as double ratios can serve as a
clean probe of new physics [52,53]. A big advantage of casid ratios is the automatic cancelling of
several uncertainties. Recently, the LHCb collaborattuas reported [51]

RIFCY = 0.74570:0% + 0.036 (217)

which shows &.60 deviation form the SM predictio®;? ~ 1 + O(m2/m3) [52], in the dilepton
invariant mass squared binGeV? < ¢> < 6GeV2. The branching fractions rations of rare semi-
leptonic B decays of dimuons over dielectrons arge given by [52]

1+A++E+, H:K

Ry — B(B— Hpp) )] 1+A_4+3_, H = K,(1430) (218)
B(B — Hee) | 14+p(A-—-A +3X -3 )+A1+35;, H=K"
1+ 3(AC+AL+3_+35y), H =X,

while the double ratios are defined as

R 1+ (A_—A, +%_—%,), H=Ky1430)
Xp="Z~ld 14pA_—A,+X_—3%,), H=K* (219)
K 1+3(AL AL +3_-%y), H=X,

with
Re (chwgv Pp g q;“)*) +Re (CfOM(C%P“ + C;g)*)

AL =2 —(u—e (220)
SR+ IO =)
the new physics contribution from the interference with &, and
NPp 2 NPp ap)
E:l: — |09 + 09 | + |C10 + C110| _ (,Uf N 6) (221)

CEME+ IO
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the pure new physics contribution. At the, scale we have for the SM Wilson coefficienffggM =
—COfM ~ 4.2, The factorp is the polarization faction and is close to 1 (it is exactlyt zero recoil).
These expression are valid to a very good accuracy givenutient experimental uncertainties. The
double ratios are very useful tool for precision tests neysfas. They are only sensitive to new physics
coupled to right-handed quarks, and therefore can be semmgdementary td .

Another clean probe of new physics in tBesector are the leptonic decaggs— ¢¢. The model
independent average time-integrated branching rati@gfor> /¢ decays is[[54]
B(B, — tf)
B(Bg — t£)SM
with v, = 7.7, ye = (my/me)y, = 1.6 x 10> andCps_ = Cpgs — CfD,s- The current reported
experimental value foB, — p T~ decays is[[55]
B(ES N Iquluf)e;cp
B(Bs — ptu—)SM
Being a purely leptonic final state, the theoretical praoiicbf these processes is very clean and serves
as a good probe for NP.

2
= |1 —0.24(CN"" = C15) — 9eCh_| + yeCs_, (222)

=0.79+0.20. (223)

6 Brief conclusions

We have presented a short overview in the topics of flavoulcaRdriolation in and beyond the SM. The
most relevant aspects can be summarized as:

e Often we have seen the indirect evidence of New particlesairoflr physics before directly dis-
covering them;

e The SM flavour sector has been tested with impressive anddsitrg precision;

¢ Inthe SM, fermions come in 3 generations of quarks and leptitevour physics is all about them;

o All flavour violation in the SM is from the CKM matrix;

e CPVin SMis small, and comes from flavour;

¢ We have developed non relativistic QM tools for meson mixing

e We have schematically shown how to calculate hadronic vbbkes;

e Theoretical tools to understand the underlying physicsigartant. For example, effective field
theory allows separation of different scales (separationatculable parts and nonperturbative
parts);

e Any sensitivity to high scales (including to physics beydhd Standard Model) can be treated
using perturbative methods;

e Flavour structure of New Physics has to be special in ordbetoompatible with TeV scale New
Physics. A popular example is MFV, but other possibilitizsesuch a partial compositeness, etc;

o If new particles discovered, their flavour properties catleus about the underlying structure of
New Physics: masses (degeneracies), decay rates (flavxaamgesition), cross sections;

e Flavour physics provide important clues to model buildinghie LHC era;

e LHC erais also a Flavour Precision era, and a lot of intargstieasurements are coming, as we
have already seen some tensions with SM.
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