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In this paper we analyze the dilepton mass sqyéréependency of single lepton polarization asymmetries
and CP violation foB — K(1430/¢* ¢~,¢ = u,T) in the 2HDM context. Also, we study the averages of these
asymmetries in the domaim# < ¢ < (mp — my;)?. Our study manifests that the investigation of the above-
mentioned asymmetries f@& — K (1430/¢* ¢~ processes could provide useful information for probing new

Higgs bosons in the future B-physics experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Now that last missing ingredient of the Standard Model (S8)(Higgs particle) has been experimentally discoveredeattiC by the
ATLAS [1] and CMS [2, 3] collaborations, with a masg; ~ 125 GeV, the possibility of discovery of an enlarged scatatar becomes
very plausible. On the other hand, between the spectrumtehsions of the SM, there are predictions that anticipateertitan one scalar
Higgs doublet; for instance, the case of the Minimal- Supareetric-Standard-Model (MSSM)). Based on this we caniclems prototype of
extensions of the SM which are including a larger scalaosecalled generically the Two- Higgs-Doublet-Model (2HDPMhere are different
types of such 2HDM models. In the model called type I, one Blidgublet generates masses for the up and down quarks, @m@oiltsly. In
the model type I, one Higgs doublet gives masses to the pp-gyarks and the other one to the down-type quarks. Thesmodels include
a discrete symmetry to prevent flavour changing neutrakcsr(FCNC) at tree level. However, the addition of theserdie symmetries
is not required and in this case both doublets are contrigut provide the masses to up-type and down-type quarkseliiterature, such
a model is known as the 2HDM type Il . It has been used to sefarchhysics beyond the SM and specifically for FCNC at treellein
general, both doublets can acquire a vacuum expectatioe V®IEV), but one of them can be absorbed redefining the Higgsrbfields
properly. Nevertheless, other studies on 2HDM-111 usinffedént basis have been done and there is a case where bdifetdoget VEVs that
allows to study the models type | and Il in a specific limit[4].3

In the 2HDM models, the two complex Higgs doublets includgtescalar states. Spontanoues Symmetry breaking pracgeénerates
five Higgs fields: two neutral CP-even scalafsand H, a neutral CP-odd scald®, and two charged scalafs. While the neutral Higgs
bosons may be difficult to distinguish from the one of the S, ¢harged Higgs bosons would have a distinctive signaltigsips beyond
the SM. Therefore the direct or indirect effect of a chargégigd boson would play an important role in the discovery oéatended Higgs
model. The limitations which come from the experimentaltssof B — B mixing, F(b— sy), T(b— cTVr), po,R, and the electric dipole
moments (EDMS) of the electron and neutron|30, 32| 37, 38lccoonstrain the range of variation of masses of Higgs besoa that of the
other related parameters such as vertex parameteendA,, .

FCNC and CP-violating are indeed the most sensitive prob&Pocontributions to penguin operators. Rare decays, iediloly FCNC
of b — s€T¢~ (¢ = e, 4, T) transitions are at the forefront of our quest to understamwfland the origins of CP violation asymmetry (CPV),
offering one of the best probes for NP beyond the SM, in palgicto explore 2HDM.
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Although the branching ratios of FCNC decays are small irBiflg interesting results are yielded in developing expentseThe inclusive
b — X0 ¢~ decay is observed in BaBaR [12] and Belle collaborationses€hcollaborations also measured exclusive m@desK (¢~
[13-+15] andB — K*¢T ¢~ [16]. These experimental results show high agreement Wabretical predictions [17-19].

There exists another group of rare decays inducedl bys transition, such a8 — K;(1430¢*¢~ andB — K;(1430¢"¢~ in which B
meson decays into a tensor or scalar meson, respectiveseltiecays are deeply investigated in SMLin [20, 21] and theetktransition
form factors are formulated within the framework of lighoit quark model [21-23] and QCD sum rules method [24, 25heaetively.

In this paper, we will investigate the exclusive de@ys K(1430¢ ¢~ (¢ = u, ), whereKy(1430 is a scalar meson, both in the SM and
2HDM. We evaluate the single lepton polarization asymrastand CP violating effects with special emphasis on the hidad 2HDM.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section Il, we desdtieecontent of the general 2HDM and write down the Yukawa aagian for
model lIl. In Section Ill, the effective Hamiltonian and miatelements of8 — K (14301 ¢~ transition in SM and 2HDM are presented.
Then the general expressions for single lepton polarizaigymmetries and CP violation have been extracted outioBdtt is devoted to
discussion and our conclusions. In the final section a buefreery of our results is presented.

II. THE GENERAL TWO-HIGGS-DOUBLET MODEL

In a general two-Higgs-doublet model, both the doubletsamauple to the up-type and down-type quarks. Without misaimgthing, we

use a basis such that the first doublet produces the masséthef gauge-bosons and fermians[32]:

0
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wherev is due to the¥ mass byMy, = $v. Based on this, the first doublet is the same as the SM doublet, whereas all the new Higgs fields
originate from the second doublgt. They are written as
1 V2G* 1 [ veH*
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whereG® and G* are the Goldstone bosons that would be absorbed in the Higghanism to provide the longitudinal components of the
weak gauge bosons. TH&" are the physical charged-Higgs bosons afds the physical CP-odd neutral Higgs boson. ‘leeand xg are
not physical mass eigenstates but are written as linear ioatitns of the CP-even neutral Higgs bosons:

xY = HPcosa —%sina (3)
X3 = HOsina +#rcosa , (4)

wherea is the mixing angle. Using this basis, the couplingsx@ZZ andeW*W* are disappeared. We can present[34] the Yukawa

Lagrangian for model Il as
- = nﬂﬁ@UjR + Uﬁ@%DjR + Eilfﬁ(l;zUjR + fﬁﬁ@Dm +hc., (5)

wherei, j are generation indiceé@lﬁg =i02P 2, nf]].’D andEl.lj/‘D are, in general, nondiagonal coupling matrices, @pdis the left-handed
fermion doublet and/;z and Dz are the right-handed singlets. Note that thésg, Uz, andD;z are weak eigenstates, which can be
expanded by mass eigenstates. As we have mentioned apqueyvides all the fermion masses and, theref%rgU-D will become the up-
and down-type quark-mass matrices after a bi-unitary toamtion. Applying the transformation the Yukawa Lagramgbecomes

% = —UMyU —DMpD— ZML(HO cosa —h0sina) (UMUU +5MDD)
w
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whereU is a symbol for the mass eigenstates:af,r quarks and is a symbol for the mass eigenstatesi/of, » quarks. The diagonal mass
matrices are defined by p = diag(my, 4, me,s,m; ) = %(D%U,D)TQU=D(%U7D), EUD _ (ZLy.p)T€Y'P(%y p). The Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa matrix[5] is given byckm = ()T (%p).

The matricest%D contain the FCNC couplings. These matrices would be givd6]as

m,-m,-

FUD _ )
T

by which the quark-mass hierarchy is ensured while the FCiGHe first two generations are suppressed by the small quasses, is

@)

allowed for the third generation.

III. ANALYTIC FORMULAS
A. The Effective Hamiltonian for B — K(1430/(* ¢~ transition in SM and 2HDM

The exclusive deca — K(1430¢* ¢~ is described at quark level bly— s¢*¢~ transition. Taking into account the additional Higgs

boson exchange diagrams, the effective Hamiltonian isutatied in 2HDM as:

AGR 10 10
Hogs (b= st707) = —2 v,bv,?z{, ClmOoi+ cQ,<u>Qi<u)} , ®)

where the first set of operators in the brackets are due tolheffgctive Hamiltonian. Also note that the contributionfsobarged Higgs
diagrams are taken into account in the aforementioned sgiexfitors by modifying the corresponding Wilson coeffitseThe second part
which includes new operators is extracted from contributbthe massive neutral Higgs bosons to this decay. All dpesas well as the
related Wilson coefficients are given in_[33-35]. Now, usiing above effective Hamiltonian, the one-loop matrix elets@fb — s¢+¢~ can

be given as:

M = < 0T | Hg|b >

G
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+ Cg,5(1+ )b bl +Cp,5(1+ ys)be_yse}. (9)
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The Wilson coefficients??fﬁ Ce Cyp are obtained from their SM values by adding the contribtidne to the charged Higgs bosons

exchange diagrams. Note that this addition is performedyathy scale, and then using the renormalization group equatibaegoefficients

are calculated at lowen;, scale. Coefficient€p, andCyp, describe the neutral Higgs boson exchange diagrams’ batitins. The operators

0;(i=1,---,10) do not mix withQ; andQ> and there is no mixing betweedy andQ,. For this reason the evolutions of the coefficiefits

andcCy, are controlled by the anomalous dimensiongefandQ, respectively[35]:
CQ/ (mb) = nin/ﬁOCQ; (mW) , i=1,2,

wherey, = —4 is the anomalous dimension of the operajdrz.

The coefficients’; (mw ) (i = 7,9 and 10) and’g, (mw ) andCp, (my ) are given by:
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It should be noted that the coeﬁicieﬂ?@“(u) can be written by three parts:
C8" (k) = Cok) +Ysp (i, §) +Yip (e, §) (16)

where the parameters, andsare defined asi"= m./my, § = ¢° /m,%. Ysp (m.,$) describes the short-distance contributions from fourmqua

operators which can be calculated in the perturbative yh&dre functionYsp, (., $) is given by:

Ysp = g(iie,5)(3C1+C2+3C3+Ca+ 3Cs5 +Cp)

1 ~
- 58(175)(4C3 +4C4+3C5+Cg)

1 ~ 2
- Eg(O,s)(C3+3C4)+ 5(3C3+C4+3C5 +Cp), 17)

where the explicit expressions for thdunctions can be found in_[33]. The long-distance contitmgY; (17, §) originate from the reatc
intermediate states, i.el/y, Y ---. TheJ/y family is introduced by the Breit-Wigner distribution fdret resonances through the following
function[7 [ 8]:
gt
Yip= 3—ZC<O) > ki —rgvl %f g Jmy ;
a V= . my, —q°—imy Ty,
wherea is the fine structure constant an®) = (3C1+ C2 + 3C3+ C4+ 3C5+ Cg). The phenomenological parametétsfor the B —
Ko(1430¢1 ¢~ decay can be fixed froBr(B — J/WK(1430 — Ko(1430/07¢7) = Br(B — J/YK(1430)Br(J /Y — £7¢7). However,
since the branching ratio & — J/(@K(1430 decay has not been measured yet, we assume that the valesrefin the order of one.

Therefore, we usk; = k» = 1 in the following numerical calculations[8].

B. Form factors for B — K(1430¢* ¢~ transition

The exclusiveB — K (1430 /(7 ¢~ decay is described in terms of the matrix elements of thekqoperators in eq[{9) over meson states,

which can be parameterized in terms of the form factors. Eeeled matrix elements for the calculatiorBofs K(1430/¢* ¢~ decay are:

<E6(l43Q(17K3) syu(1+ VS)b’E(PB)> = i[f+(‘12)(PB+I7K3)u +f-(@)qu], (18)
2
(Ro(1430 () [T0uva” (1 )b Bp)) = 2L (i + i) 2 — (o ] 19)
(Ko(1430 (pi;) L 16)01 Blps) ) = = (Ko(1430 (pi;) 576 Blpm) ) = =, - im [F+(@®)(ps+ prg)-a+ - (@P)?) (20)
2
— AL (o),
(Ko(1430(pi;) 3B/ B(ps) ) = O. (21)



TABLE I: Form factors forB — K (1430 transition obtained within three-point QCD sum rules atedito the 3-parameter form.

F F(0) ar br
775 0314008 081 —0.21
£P7%0 _0.3140.07 080 —0.36

#27K0 _02640.07 041 —0.32

whereg = pp — pg; and the functioryp(42) has been extracted from

(= mg.)
f-(¢%) = To [fo(qz) I+ (412)]~ (22)
For the form factors we have used the results of three-po@ ®um rules method|_[24] in which thg dependence of all form factors is
given by
F(0)
F(q?) = :
= L ar (@) +br (P

where the values of parametd?§0), ar andby for theB — K(1430/¢* ¢~ decay are exhibited in tadlk I.

(23)

C. The lepton polarization asymmetries and the CP-violating asymmetry of B — f’(§(143(M+ (-

Making use of edf{9) and the definitions of form factors, thanm element of the8 — K(1430/¢* ¢~ decay can be written as follows:

GFraQ, «
= T;nmvmvrme
{[w(pg + prg + BV U+ € (s + pr; + D)) OF vl + [ 2000 + [JVM_)GK} (24)
where the auxiliary functions?, - - -, 2 are listed in the following:
2

o = 72~eff 2 _4 Neeff fT(q) ) 25
Co' f+(q°) —4(mp +ms)C3 7m3+mK3’ (25)
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7 = =2C10f-(4), (28)

(mgme*)
_ 2
2 = 20, fold*) =, (29)
(mgme*)
N = =2C 2 — o0 30
0,f0(q%) iy ms (30)
with ¢ = pp — pg; = pe+ + pr-
The unpolarized differential decay rate for e+ K(1430¢* ¢~ decay in the rest frame & meson is given by:
dr (B — Kg0te— G2a

B2 M) Cidenin s 2, (31)

ds - 21478
with

A = 16mmp(1— ig; RECA ]+ 45m§v?| 2|2 + 166mimB| 7| + 32mimG (1— iy, )R 77|
+ 165mmERDN *] + 25mb| N |? + gm?;)\ (3—1?)| |2

+ G — (1= )2 - 3L ), (32



wherey = , /1—4m§/q2, §=q?/m3, gy = mié/mg andA = 1-i—f12<6 +§2 25— 27k (1+5).
The CP-violating asymmetry of the— K (1430 ¢~ decay is defined by:

dar dr
A@m=§—%, 33)
4t

where‘fj—r'; is the unpolarized differential decay rate given by@.am)‘j—xf is the unpolarized differential decay rate for the antipichannel.
In order to obtain the latter one we should change the pasasig}V;;,, A, andA;, of the former one intd;;V;, A;; andA;.

Having obtained the CP-violation asymmetry, let us now mersthe single lepton polarization asymmetries assatiaiéh the polarized
leptons. For this purpose, we first define the following ogthrmal unit vectorsii“ in the rest frame of*, wherei = L,N or T are the
abbreviations of the longitudinal, normal and transvespél projections, respectively:

-0 (o)

" |Be-|

s = (o) = |0 T8l

I

Pk X Pe- ’
spt = (0.87) = (0.8y <2 ) .

S Do+
i = o) = (057

s (0.) = o Pkg X P+

st = (0,2f) = (0,25 x¢&;f) , (34)

wherep= andpg; are in the CM frame of ™~ £t system, respectively. Lorentz transformation is used tisbthe components of the lepton
polarization to the CM frame of the lepton pair as:

—

(ﬁp) _ ( x| EoPes )
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cM N Jrr’
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whereRF refers to the rest frame of the corresponding lepton as wella= —j,- andE, andm, are the energy and mass of leptons in the
CM frame, respectively.

@

The single lepton polarization asymmetries can be defined as

dar  _ dar . _ dr _ dar _
(%(Si vs?)"‘ﬁ(si 7—si+)) - (ﬁ(_si 57) %(_si 7—si+))
P($) = g ; ; g (36)
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where d';(f) 's are calculated in the CM frame. Using these definitionsttiersingle lepton polarization asymmetries, the followaxglicit

forms for &7;'s are obtained:

2
dvmg
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o3
2% = %{+2m5|m[9(g*]+|m[mg*]¢|m[moz*]}7 (40)
Asm
PF = %{iﬂ?e{%%*]i 4’?‘(1—;,(5)Re[@ffg*}i4mERe[@f@*}+zv2Re[<w*]}. (41)
N

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we would like to study the asymmetriggp and ﬂii’s and their averages for the exclusive de@y» Kp(1430¢1 ¢~
in SM and model Il of 2HDM. The constraints on 2HDM paramsteome from the experimental limits of the electric dipolennemts of
neutron(NEDM),B° — B® mixing, po, R, andBr(b — sy)[30,132/37| 38]. A simple ansatz fdf;A, would be:

AtApy = |)\rt)\bh‘ €i6~ (42)

Considering the restrictions of above references on thanpeters of model 1l of 2HDM and taking§ = 11/2, we use the following three

classes of parameters throughout the numerical analg$is[3

CaseA: |Ax| = 0.03; [Ay| =100
CaseB:[Ay| = 0.15; |Ay| =50,
CaseC:|A| = 0.3; |Ay|=30. “3)

In addition, in this study we have applied four sets of mas$étiggs bosons which are displayed in taHlell[32].

TABLE II: List of the values for the masses of the Higgs pdetic

Mps Mpo Mo Mpo

mass set- 1 200Gev 125Gev 125Gev 160Gev
mass set-2 160Gev 125Gev 125Gev 160Gev
mass set 3 200Gev 125Gev 125Gev 125Gev
mass set-4 160Gev 125Gev 125Gev 125Gev

The corresponding averages are defined by the followingtiseu£]:

(1-Vin)? 4
/ M ddﬂ

—ds
_ Jait
<£{> - «]ﬁﬁ)z d@d,\ ) (44)
/4,;,; P

where the subscript M refers #6,(1430 meson and the subscript refers to the asymmetries¢p and ,%i’s. The full kinematical interval
of the dilepton invariant masg is 4m§ < ¢? < (mp — myy)? for which the long distance contributions (the charmoni@sonances) can give
substantial effects by considering the two low lying resures/ /¢ andy/, in the interval of 8GeV? < ¢° < 14 GeV2. In order to decrease

the hadronic uncertainties we use the kinematical regias? 66r muon as|[8]:

I 4m? < % < (myy —0.02GeV)?
Il (myy+0.02GeV)? < g2 < (my —0.02GeV)?

- (myy +0.02 GeV)? < ¢? < (mp—my)?,



and for tau as:

| 4m? < ¢? < (my —0.02GeV)?

Il (my +0.02 GeV)? < % < (mp —my)?.

We continue our analysis regarding t#s and their averages by plotting a set of figuféE (IL-11) ardemtation of a class of tables|{IT[V1).
In these tables the theoretical and experimental uncéigainorresponding to the SM averages have been evaluatesich a manner the

theoretical uncertainties are extracted from the hadrongertainties related to the form factors and the experiah@mcertainties originate

from the mass of quarks and hadrons and Wolfenstein paresnete

Analysis of .</cp asymmetry for B — Koutu~ decay: The relevant plots in figuriel1) show that while the SM prédit of this
asymmetry is zero, it is quite sensitive to the variationtef parametera,; andA,,. For example, by enhancing the magnitude of
|AuAps| the deviation from the SM value is increased. Also, this asgtny is quite sensitive to the variation of masstbF, this
happens due to the reduction of massof, such that the deviations from the SM value in mass sets 2 amd tore than those in
mass sets 1 and 3. By combining the above analyses it is uodérthat the most deviations from the SM prediction occuh#case

C of mass sets 2 and 4. Nextd® = mfp, in the afore-mentioned case and mass sets, a deviationca#@ud5 is possible as compared
to the zero expectation of SM. In addition, it is found oubtigh the corresponding tabl&slI 1V) that the valuesvefrages show

ignorable sensitivities to the presence of new Higgs basons

Analysis of 2] asymmetries for B — Kou™ 1~ decay: As it is obvious from figure[{2) the predictions of all of masgts throughout
the domain 43 < g2 < (mp — my;)? apart fromg® = (mp — m;)? are the same and highly coincide with the SM prediction. At
¢ = (mp— mKS)Z the deviation from the SM value in the case A of mass set 3 i®ri@n the others which is +1. At such point the
SM prediction is zero. Moreover, it is seen from the tabl#amid[IV that the most deviations «éf@[) from the calculated SM value
happen in the case C of mass sets 2 and 4 which are very smalbcedito SM prediction {3.2% SM). Also it is clear from equation
(39) while by ignoring the signs of?,” and ,@L* in SM the magnitudes of them are the sarﬁéﬂ( = -, in SM), those asymmetries
do not have any symmetrical relationship with each otheHBRI. As it is obvious from figure[(3) as well as tables Il dnd ivat
the predictions of all of mass sets and cases throughountbe/al 4nf, <¢® < (mp— mKS)Z coincide with that of SM very much.
The most deviations o(f,@j) from the calculated SM value happen in the case C of mass sets 2 which are-3.2% SM. Ignoring

¢? = (mp —mKS)Z and using the mentioned parameter space for 2HDM, it is fcmlmlclihat,@L+ = —2; inboth SM and 2HDM.

Analysis of & asymmetries for B — Kou™ 1~ decay: The relevant plots in figuré{4) show that this asymmetrytigegsensitive

to the variation of the parameteks andA;;,. For example, by decreasing the magnitud&\gf\,;,| the deviation from the SM value is
increased. Also, this asymmetry is quite sensitive to thiatian of masses aff® andH*, this happens due to the reduction of mass
of H® and the increment of mass Hf", such that the deviations from the SM value in mass sets 3 ame more than those in mass
sets 1 and 2. By combining the above analyses it is understadhe most deviation from the SM prediction occurs in tasecA

of mass set 3. Next tg? = (mp — mKS)Z in the afore-mentioned case and mass set, a deviation arOuittlis possible as compared
to SM expectation of zero asymmetry. In addition, it is found through the corresponding tables that the values obgesrshow
ignorable dependencies to the existence of new Higgs bogdss it is clear from equatiori (40) whereas in S = Py =0,in

2HDM 2 = -2y,

Analysis of 2] asymmetries for B — Kou™ i~ decay: It is found out from figures[(5)[{6) anfl(4) that the asymreste?;; and
25 show similar sensitivities to the variations of mass setba@ses. For example, in these asymmetries by decreasintatimgtude
of |AiAup| Or the mass off% and increasing the of mass Hf* the deviations from the SM predictions increase. Accordinthis the
largest deviations from the SM predictions arise in the @dasémass set 3. Next tg? = (mp — mKS)Z in the mentioned case and mass
set, deviations around +50% SM and -100% SM are possibleAprand 32; respectively. In addition, it is found out through the

corresponding tables that the most deviation$:#f. ) and(#7;") from the calculated SM values which happen in the case A ofmas
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set 3 are+24% SM and-22% SM, respectively. Moreover it is clear from equation) @hile in SM 22, = — 2}, there not exist any
symmetrical relationship among them in 2HDM. Neverthel@ss evident from the relevant figures and tables that irrs@&and C to

alarge extent? = — ;..

e Analysis of </p asymmetry for B — K,TT 1~ decay: The relevant plots in figuréX7) show that while the SM prédit of this
asymmetry is zero, it is quite sensitive to the variationtaf parameterg,; andA,,. For example, by enhancing the magnitude of
|AuAps| the deviation from the SM value is increased. Also, this asgtny is quite sensitive to the variation of masstbF, this
happens due to the reduction of mas#6f such that the deviations from the SM value in mass sets 2 arelmare than those in mass
sets 1 and 3. By combining the above analyses it is underst@addhe most deviations from the SM prediction occur in thgecC of
mass sets 2 and 4. Next4d = mfp, in the afore-mentioned case and mass sets, deviationscht@UB16 are possible as compared to
the zero expectation of SM. In addition, it is found out tigbuhe corresponding tablds](V and VI ) that the values ofayes show

ignorable sensitivities to the presence of new Higgs basons

e Analysis of 2] asymmetries for B — Kot 7~ decay: The relevant plots in figuréi(8) show that this asymmetryisensensitive to
the variation of the parameteds, andA,,. For example, by decreasing the magnitudéigfA,;| the deviation from the SM value is
increased. Also, this asymmetry is quite sensitive to thimtian of masses off® andH=, this happens due to the decrease of mass of
HO and the increase of mass Hf= such that the deviations from the SM value in mass sets 3 and share than those in mass sets
1 and 2. By gathering the above analyses it is understoodhbahost deviation from the SM prediction occurs in the casd Aass
set 3. Whereas the SM prediction is zerajat= (mp *mKS)Z a deviation around +0.7 is possible at that point. Besides,found
out through the corresponding tables that a deviation aredr® times of that of SM arises in the case A of mass set 3 at. Ads0
it is clear from equatior{{39) while by ignoring the signs& and 9’[ in SM the magnitudes of them are the sarﬁéﬁ( =2
in SM), those asymmetries do not have any symmetrical oglstiip with each other in 2HDM. Nevertheless, it is evideonT the
corresponding figure§](8) andl (9) and tables that in casesiECao a large extenWL+ = —&;. The maximum deviations QVZL
relative to the SM predictions which are observed in thegetye diagrams and tables take place in the case A of ma3s\dgéth are
around +0.7 as compared to SM expectation of zero asymmieify=a (mp — mKs)2 and+-6.6 times of the calculated SM prediction

for the related averages.

e Analysis of 2 asymmetries for B — K171~ decay: Itis clear from figures[(10) andi(8) that the asymmetriés and %, show
the same sensitivities to the variations of mass sets ams.cBsr instance, in these asymmetries by reducing the toagndf|A;App|
or the mass oH? and enhancing the of mass Hf* the deviations from the SM predictions increase. Accordmthis the largest
deviation of #; from the SM prediction arises in the case A of mass set 3. Next = mfp in the mentioned case and mass set,
a deviation around -0.04 compared to the zero predictionMisSpossible forZ?,,. In addition, it is obvious through the respective
tables that the most deviation ¢, ) from the calculated SM value is0.024 which happens in the case A of mass set 3. Moreover
it is clear from equatior{(40) while in Sy = 27 =0, in 2HDM &, = — 2.

e Analysis of 2] asymmetries for B— K17 1~ decay: Since our analyses for the afore-mentioned all mass setstsiat 7, SHDM =
P gy in all cases and@T*ZHDM = ,@;SM in cases B and C we have only presented the plots of mass set®fdn figure [11).
In this mass set the most deviation from the SM valuedtj arises somehow in the case A of the ramfp < ¢ < (mp —mka)2 a
discrepancy about25%SM is seen. Also it is clear from the corresponding tatilas the largest deviation from the calculated SM
anticipation for(ﬁ”?) is —15%SM which occurs in the mentioned case and mass set. Maréoe clear from equatior (41)that
Pf =—P5 inSM.

Finally, let us see briefly whether the lepton polarizatisgrametries are visitable or not. To measure an asymmjetfyof the decay with
branching ratioZ atno level in experiment, the required number of events (i.@ rthmber oiBE) is given by the relation
2

N=—"__
Bs152(/ )2’
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wheres; ands; are the efficiencies of the leptons. The values of the effidéenof ther—leptons differ from 50% to 90% for their different
decay modes[39] and the errorirlepton polarization is nearlfl0— 15)% [40]. So, the error in measurements of théepton asymmetries
is estimated to be abo(20— 30)%, and the error in obtaining the number of events is about. 50%

According to the above expression férin order to measure the single lepton polarization asyme®ein theu andt channels at 3 level,

the lowest limit of required number of events are given byfficiency ofr—lepton is considered B):

o for B — Kp(1430u™ u~ decay

1074 (for (ercp)) »
)19 o) (o).
108 (for( ;) (),
102 (for {2y ), (2y)) .
e for B — Kp(143071 1~ decay
1077 (for (ercp)) ,
N 10% (for(2; ) (2)) .
10 (for (2 ) (2])) .
109 (for (7). (7).
V. SUMMARY

In short, in this paper by considering the theoretical argbemental uncertainties in the SM, we have presented afallysis related to
the CP violating effects and single lepton polarizatiomasetries forB — EB(MSO)EW* decay in model Il of 2HDM. At the same time we
have compared the results of battandt channels to each other. Also, the minimum required numbevarits for measuring each asymmetry
has been obtained and compared with those in LHC experimemmgaining ATLAS, CMS and LHCb~ 102 per year) or expected to be
produced at the Super-LHC experiments ( supposed to b&'3 per year). In conclusion, the following results have beetaioled:

i) For the u channel of single lepton polarization asymmetriﬁ%ﬁ(qz)i = L,N,T ) only the results obtained from case A differ from the
SM expectations. This fact indicates that these asymnsedrie quite sensitive to the reduction|#fA,|. Also, the decrease of the mass of
HO and simultaneously the increase of the mas&6fcan enhance the deviations from the SM predictions. Basédeoabove explanations
in all single lepton polarization asymmetries the most @ons from the SM values happen in the case A of mass set hdttier hand, for
the u channel of CP violating asymmetry#t»(¢2)) the results obtained from all cases are different from afithie SM somehow the biggest
deviation from the SM anticipation occurs in case C. This fladicates that this asymmetry is quite sensitive to theaanbment ofA;; A |.
Also, while this asymmetry is quite insensitive to the viioia of mass ofH®, the deviations from the SM prediction increase by decregsi
the mass off*. Based on the above explanations in CP violating asymmiéryrost deviations from the SM value happen in the case C
of mass sets 2 and 4. Paying attention to the minimum requinetber of events for detecting each asymmetry it is infewbile all single
lepton polarization asymmetries are detectable at LHC, iGRting asymmetry is not measurable in neither LHC nor SLHC

i) For the channel of;. (¢%) any sensitivity to the 2HDM parameters is not seen and for ttleannel of other single lepton polarization
asymmetries {75 (43, ,@f(qz)i = L,N) only the results obtained from case A differ from the SM etpons. This fact indicates that these
asymmetries are quite sensitive to the reductiofAgh,,|. Also, the decrease of the massHf and simultaneously the increase of the mass
of H* can enhance the deviations from the SM predictions. Baseti@above explanations in all single lepton polarizatioynasetries
except that??; the most deviations from the SM values happen in the case Aastraet 3. On the other hand, for thehannel of CP
violating asymmetry ¢c»(¢?)) the results obtained from all cases are different from dfiche SM somehow the biggest deviation from the
SM anticipation occurs in case C. This fact indicates thit dsymmetry is quite sensitive to the enhancemendi;;|. Also, while this

asymmetry is quite insensitive to the variation of mas&/®fthe deviations from the SM prediction increase by decrepsie mass off*.
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Paying attention to the minimum required number of eventsiftecting each asymmetry it is inferred tha" and 2] are detectable at
LHC, &5 is measurable at SLHC and CP violating asymmetry is not ttkein neither LHC nor SLHC.

iii) For p channel, in(2;") the results of cases B and C for all mass sets don't lie betwreefimits of SM prediction. The maximum
deviations of these asymmetries from the calculated vaiti& happen in the case C of mass sets 2 and 4 which-a2% SM. In(Z7)
the results of case A for all mass sets don't lie between thigdiof calculated SM prediction. The most deviations frdwa zero predictions
of SM happen in the case A of mass set 3 which-6e004. In(2}]) the results of case A for mass sets 1, 3 and 4 don't lie betwreen t
limits of SM prediction. The most deviations ¢£; ) and(22;") from the calculated values of SM happen in the case A of masswhich
are+24% SM and—22% SM, respectively. Ife/cp) the results of all cases for all mass sets don't lie betweedithits of SM prediction.
The most deviations from the zero prediction of SM happemhéndase C of mass sets 2 and 4 which are +0.005.

iv) For T channel, in(#?]") the results of case A for all mass sets don't lie between thigdiof SM prediction. The most deviations of
(2 ) and(2}") from the obtained values in SM happen in the case A of masswhich are—4.9 times that of SM ane-6.6 times that of
SM, respectively. InZ)) the results of cases A and B for all mass sets don't lie betwletimits of SM prediction. The most deviations
from the zero predictions of SM happen in the case A of mas8 setich are0.024. In(27}), the results of all cases and mass sets lie
between the limits of SM predictions although the most déwieof (2;}) from the calculated value of SM is15% SM. In(</p), the results
of all cases and mass sets don't lie between the limits of SMiption. The most deviations from the zero prediction of Bippen in the
case C of mass sets 2 and 4 which are +0.004.

v) By comparing the asymmetries of two channels it is undexsthat firstly the(.«7-p) and(27;f) of u channel are more sensitive to the
presence of new Higgs bosons than thoseafiannel and secondly the?;") and (7)) of T channel show more dependency to the existence
of new Higgs bosons than thosefthannel.

Finally, it is worthwhile mentioning that although the myowiarization is measured for stationary muons, such exyatis are very hard to
perform in the near future. The tau polarization can be stliy investigating the decay products of tau. The measureofi¢au polarization

in this respect is easier than the polarization of muon.
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TABLE IlI: The averaged CP violation and single lepton pidation asymmetries faB — K (1430 u™ u~ in SM and 2HDM for the mass
sets 1 and 2 of Higgs bosons and the three casés-A /2, |A;| = 0.03 and|A,,| = 100), B @ = 11/2, |A;| = 0.15 and|A,,| = 50) and C
(8 =m/2,|A;| = 0.3 and|A,,| = 30). The errors shown for each asymmetry are due to the thesdrand experimental uncertainties. The first
ones are related to the theoretical uncertainties and twndeones are due to experimental uncertainties. The ttearencertainties come
from the hadronic uncertainties related to the form factord the experimental uncertainties originate from the roassiarks and hadrons

and Wolfenstein parameters.

SM Case A CaseB CaseC CaseA CaseB CaseC
(Setl) (Setl) (Setl) (Set2) (Set2) (Set2)
(efcp)  0.0007050720% +0.001 +0.004 +0.004 +0.002 +0.004 +0.005
(2[) —0.952"0902r0.001 _0.945 —0.934 —0.929 —0.945 —0.928 —0.922
(2r) —0.1587399570092 _0.179 —0.156 —0.154 —0.170 —0.154 —0.153
(2y) 0.0007393575-999 —0.002 —0.000 —0.000 —0.001 —0.000 —0.000
(2[) +0.952"090270.001 1+ 0.950 +0.934 +0.930 +0.948 +0.929 +0.922
(2F) +0.1587399570092 10.140 +0.154 +0.154 +0.149 +0.154 +0.153
(2y)  0.0007393575-999 +0.002 +0.000 +0.000 -+0.001 +0.000 +0.000

TABLE IV: The same as TABLETII but for the mass sets 3 and 4 ajg4 bosons.

SM Case A CaseB CaseC Case A CaseB CaseC
(Set3) (Set3) (Set3) (Setd) (Setd) (Set4)
(ecp)  0.00073990+0.500 +0.001 +0.004 +0.004 +0.002 +0.004 +0.005
(2[) —0.9520902r0.001 _0.942 —0.934 —0.929 —0.943 —0.928 —0.922
(27) —0.158"2995+0.002 0,196 —0.156 —0.155 —0.183 —0.155 —0.153
(2y) 0.0007393575-999 —0.004 —0.000 —0.000 —0.003 —0.000 —0.000
(2[) +0.952090275.091 +0.952 +0.935 +0.930 +0.950 +0.929 +0.922
(2F) +0.1587359570092 10.123 +0.154 +0.154 +0.136 +0.153 +0.153
(2{) 0.00073935-8-090 10.004 +0.000 -+0.000 -+0.003 +0.000 +0.000
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TABLE V: The same as TABLETI except faB — Ko(1430 7+ 7~

SM Case A CaseB CaseC Case A CaseB CaseC
(Setl) (Setl) (Setl) (Set2) (Set2) (Set2)
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(
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FIG. 1: The dependence of th&-p polarization org? and the three typical cases of 2HDM, i.e. cases A, B and C andoBMe p channel

of B — K, transition for the mass sets 1, 2, 3 and 4.
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FIG. 2: The dependence of th#; polarization ory? and the three typical cases of 2HDM, i.e. cases A, B and C andoSMe u channel

of B — K, transition for the mass sets 1, 2, 3 and 4.
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FIG. 4: The dependence of th#,, polarization ory? and the three typical cases of 2HDM, i.e. cases A, B and C andoSMe u channel

of B — K, transition for the mass sets 1, 2, 3 and 4.
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of B — K, transition for the mass sets 1, 2, 3 and 4.
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FIG. 6: The dependence of tlj@T+ polarization ong? and the three typical cases of 2HDM, i.e. cases A, B and C andoSMe p channel

of B — K, transition for the mass sets 1, 2, 3 and 4.
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