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ABSTRACT: New physics realized above the electroweak scale can be encoded in a model
independent way in the Wilson coefficients of higher dimensional operators which are in-
variant under the Standard Model gauge group. In this article, we study the matching of
the SU(3)c x SU(2)r, x U(1)y gauge invariant dimension-six operators on the standard B
physics Hamiltonian relevant for b — s and b — ¢ transitions. The matching is performed
at the electroweak scale (after spontaneous symmetry breaking) by integrating out the top
quark, W, Z and the Higgs particle. We first carry out the matching of the dimension-six
operators that give a contribution at tree level to the low energy Hamiltonian. In a sec-
ond step, we identify those gauge invariant operators that do not enter b — s transitions
already at tree level, but can give relevant one-loop matching effects.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics as the gauge theory of strong and electroweak
(EW) interactions has been tested and confirmed to a high precision since many years [1].



Furthermore, the observation of a Higgs boson at the LHC [2, 3] and the first measurements
of its production and decay channels are consistent with the SM Higgs mechanism of EW
symmetry breaking.

Nevertheless, the SM is expected to constitute only an effective theory valid up to a new
physics (NP) scale A where additional dynamic degrees of freedom enter. A renormalizable
quantum field theory of NP, realized at a scale higher than the EW one, satisfies in general
the following requirements:

(i) Its gauge group must contain the SM gauge group SU(3)c x SU(2)r, x U(1)y as a
subgroup.

(i1) All SM degrees of freedom should be contained, either as fundamental or as composite
fields.

(ii1) At low-energies the SM should be reproduced, provided no undiscovered weakly cou-
pled light particles exist (like axions or sterile neutrinos).

In most theories of physics beyond the SM that have been considered, the SM is
recovered via the decoupling of heavy particles, with masses A > M, guaranteed, at the
perturbative level, by the Appelquist-Carazzone decoupling theorem [4]. Therefore, NP
can be encoded in higher-dimensional operators which are suppressed by powers of the NP
scale A:
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Here ES\)/[ is the usual renormalizable SM Lagrangian which contains only dimension-

two and dimension-four operators, Ql(,?,) is the Weinberg operator giving rise to neutrino

masses [5], fo) and C,gG) denote the dimension-six operators and their corresponding Wil-

son coefficients, respectively [6, 7).

Even if the ultimate theory of NP was not a quantum field theory, at low energies
it would be described by an effective non-renormalizable Lagrangian [8] and it would be
possible to parametrize its effects at the EW scale in terms of the Wilson coeflicients
associated to these operators. Thus, one can search for NP in a model independent way
by studying the SM extended with higher-dimensional gauge-invariant operators. Once a
specific NP model is chosen, the Wilson coefficients can be expressed in terms of the NP
parameters by matching the beyond the SM theory under consideration on the SM enlarged
with such higher dimensional operators.

Flavor observables, especially flavor changing neutral current processes, are excellent
probes of physics beyond the SM: since in the SM they are suppressed by the Fermi constant
Gr as well as by small CKM elements and loop factors they are very sensitive to even small
NP contributions. Therefore, on one hand flavor processes can stringently constrain the
Wilson coefficients of the dimension-six operators induced by NP. On the other hand, if
deviations from the SM were uncovered, flavor physics could be used as a guideline towards
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Figure 1: Mass scale hierarchy: the matching of the NP model onto the gauge invari-
ant dimension-six operators is performed at the mass scale A. After the EW symmetry
breaking, the matching of dimension-six operators on the effective Hamiltonian governing
B physics is performed at the mass scale puy. The Wilson coefficients at different mass
scales are connected via RGE evolution.

the construction of a theory of physics beyond the SM. The second point is especially
interesting nowadays in light of the discrepancies between the SM predictions and the
measurements of b — sutp~ and b — erv processes: the combination of B — D*rv
and B — D7 branching fractions disagrees with the SM prediction [9] at the level of 3.9
standard deviations (o) [10]. Furthermore, b — s¢*¢~ global fits even show deviations
between 40 and 50 [11-13]. These deviations have been extensively studied recently.
Many NP models have been proposed to explain the anomalies, (see for example [14-35]
for b — syt~ and [34-47] for b — crv.). Therefore, at the moment, B physics is probably
our best guideline towards NP.

The effective field theory approach is an essential ingredient of all B physics calculations
within and beyond the SM. However, the Hamiltonian governing b — s and b — ¢ transi-
tions is not invariant under the full SM gauge group, but only under SU(3)c x U(1)gm since
it is defined below the EW scale where SU(2), x U(1)y is broken (see for example [48, 49]
for a review of the use of effective Hamiltonians in B physics). As a consequence, the SM ex-
tended with gauge invariant dimension-six operators must be matched onto the low energy
effective Hamiltonian governing B physics (see figure 1). In the flavor sector only partial
analyses exist: the matching effects in the lepton sector were calculated in refs. [50-52],
while in the quark sector b — syt~ transitions and their correlations with B — K®yy
and B — D™ 7rv were studied in refs. [54-58]. However a systematic and complete phe-

See ref. [53] for an analysis of non-gauge invariant effective operators for tau decays.



nomenological study of the gauge invariant dimension-six operators in B physics is still
missing. Such analysis proceeds, in a bottom-up approach, in the following three steps.

(i) The matching at the EW scale py, of the order of My, of the gauge invariant
operators onto the low-energy B physics Hamiltonian by integrating out the heavy
degrees of freedom represented by the top quark, the Higgs and the Z and W bosons.
It is the aim of this article to perform such systematic matching of the gauge invariant

operators.

(ii) The evolution of the effective Hamiltonian’s Wilson coefficients from the scale uyp
down to the B meson scale up, where iy, is of the order of my. This is obtained by
solving the appropriate renormalizarion group equation (RGE) We note that after
the matching procedure the set of operators in the B physics Hamiltonian is larger
than the SM one since new Lorentz structures must be taken into account, therefore
the anomalous dimension matrices get also bigger compared to the SM.?

(#ii) The assessment of the constrains on the dimension-six operators’ Wilson coefficients
(defined at the EW scale py) stemming from the available flavor observables. An
example of such analysis can be found in the section 5, while the complete numerical
analysis will be given in a subsequent publication.

The purpose of the outlined study is to depict the general pattern of deviations observed
in B physics employing dimension-six operators. It is worth noting however that in the
framework of higher dimensional operators, in order to correctly interpret any deviations
of the SM in terms of a specific NP model, it is necessary to map the pattern of deviations
observed at the EW scale back to the scale A where the BSM physics was supposedly
integrated out (see figurel). Indeed due to operator mixing, the pattern of deviations at
the EW scale differs from the pattern of Wilson coefficients at the matching scale A. The
connection between these two mass scales is given by the RGE evolution of dimension-six
operators [63-65].

The outline of this article is as follow: in section 2 we list the operators relevant for
our analysis and discuss the EW symmetry breaking. Then, in section 3, we establish
our conventions for the B physics Hamiltonian and we perform the complete matching of
the dimension-six operators that give contributions to b — s or b — ¢ transitions at tree
level. In section 4 we identify and calculate the leading one-loop EW matching corrections
for b — s processes for those operators which do not enter b — s transitions already at
tree-level. A phenomenological application of the computed matching conditions will be
given in section 5. Finally we conclude.

For the anomalous dimension matrices beyond the SM for AF = 2 processes see for example refs. [59,
60], for 4-fermion operators ref. [60] and for b — sv refs. [61, 62].



2 Gauge invariant operators

In this section we list the gauge invariant operators, following the conventions of ref. [7],
that contribute to b — s or b — ¢ transitions at tree-level. Here we only consider operators
involving quark fields. The importance of flavor physics in constraining operators which
modify triple gauge couplings has been studied in ref. [66]. Recall that the gauge invariant
dimension-six operators are defined before EW symmetry breaking, implying that they are
given in the interaction basis (as the mass basis it not yet defined). After the EW symmetry
breaking, the fermions acquire their masses and the necessary diagonalizations of their mass
matrices affect the Wilson coefficients. As we will see, all these rotations can be absorbed
by a redefinition of the Wilson coefficients, except for the misalignment between the left-
handed up-quark and down-quark rotations, i.e. the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix
(CKM) which relates charged and neutral currents.

2.1 Operator formalism

In table 1 we list the operators contributing to b — s at the tree level (and possibly also
to b — ¢ transitions), while table 2 gives the operators generating at tree level b — ¢ but
not b — s. For the SM Lagrangian we adopt the standard definition

4 1 174 1 174 1 17 1 2
Léay = =G G = JWL, W — 2B, B 4 (Do) (D) + mPelp — 2 (w*«p)

+z‘(m£+éwe+wq+alz>u+8ﬂ)d) - (Z}@egp+qYuu¢+qudg@+h.c.), (2.1)

where ¢, ¢ and ¢ stand for the lepton, quark and Higgs SU(2), doublets, respectively, while
the right-handed isospin singlets are denoted by e, u and d. Here @' = &;;(¢?)*, where
€;j is the totally antisymmetric tensor with €12 = +1. Flavor indices i, j,k,l = 1,2,3 are
implicitly assigned to each fermion field appearing in (2.1), and the Yukawa couplings Y, ,, 4
are matrices in the generation space. Therefore, in table 1 the operator names in the left
column of each block should be supplemented with generation indices of the fermion fields
whenever necessary. Covariant derivatives are defined with the plus sign, i.e. for example

I
. T .
D,q= (0, + zgsTAG;1 + ’Lg?W/f +1ig'YB,) q, (2.2)

where Y is the hypercharge and T4 = %)\A; M and 7! are the Gell-Mann and Pauli
matrices, respectively. With the above definition for the covariant derivative, the gauge
field strength tensors read

G4, = 0,Gi — 9,G — g, f*PCGRGY
Wi, =0,W,) —9,W, — g wIwk,

B, = 0,8, — 0,B,. (2.3)
Moreover the Hermitian derivative terms are defined as
t 2 .t = t g I s oI p I
¢ iDup =ip'(Dy — D), ©"iDy p=ip' (' Dy — Dyt )ep, (2.4)
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Table 1: Complete list of the dimension-six operators that contribute to b — s (and
possibly also to b — ¢) transitions at tree level.

(LR)(LR)
Qﬁequ (Z?ej )Eab (agul)

Qg();u (oM ej)eap(Thomur)

Table 2: The two dimension-six operators that contribute to b — ¢ but not to b — s
transitions at tree level.

e
where goTD#gp = (D#gp)Tcp. For further details concerning conventions and notations, we
refer the reader to ref. [7].

For the operators in the classes (LL)(LL),(LL)(RR),(RR)(RR) and 92p?D (except
for Q,uq), hermitian conjugation is equivalent to the transposition of generation indices in
each of the fermion currents. Moreover, the operators Qqq ,Qqq , Quu and Qgq are symmet-
ric under exchange of the flavor indices ij <+ kl. Therefore, we will restrict ourselves to
the operators satisfying [ij] < [kl], where [ij] denotes the two digit number [ij] = 107 + j.

2.2 EW symmetry breaking

Although the set of gauge invariant dimension-six operators we have just introduced is
written in term of the flavor basis, actual calculations that confront theory with experiment
are performed using the mass eigenbasis which is defined after the EW symmetry breaking.
In the broken phase, flavor and mass eigenstates are not identical and the SU(2), doublet
components are distinguishable. Therefore, we need to rotate the weak eigenstates into
mass eigenstates via the following transformations:

ulL — St ij uf, u’R — Sk ij uﬁ, (2.5)

Z): - Sg ij dy, ZR — Sfl% ij dg%, (2.6)



where Sg, S}i%, S} and S} are the 3 x 3 unitary matrices in flavor space that diagonalize the
mass matrix as

S%Tii’ my? Shjrj = Ma;0i - (2.7)
With these definitions, the CKM matrix V is given by

V= (5" s¢. (2.8)

After these necessary field redefinitions, there are no flavor changing neutral currents
at tree-level in the SM, due to the unitarity of the transformation matrices, and mixing be-
tween generations only occurs in the charged quark current. When dimension-six operators
are included in the Lagrangian, the effect on them by the matrices S% r cannot be elimi-
nated by unitarity. However, these rotations can be absorbed into the Wilson coefficients.
As a first example, we consider the operator Q,q which takes the form:

cmnqre = o (oD | (dpytdy) — Cmp (hiDyg ) (dpSl, A%, dh) . (2.9)
pd p e RV OR| — d prue RPRim" PRnijAR ) - :

Redefining
C =Co' RzmSRn], (2.10)

we can indeed absorb S% r into the overall coefficient:
crpQrs = O D donhd 2.11
vd =Cop | @'iDyup | (dpy*dy) (2.11)

In contrast to the SM, it is not possible anymore to avoid the appearance of flavor changing
neutral currents for all operators. Moreover, the redefinitions of the Wilson coefficients are
not unique, i I L sid d ! 0):

que, in general. Let us consider as a second example the operator (yq:

g —m n
ngq an(l)mn Cfi;) " <90T"Du%0> (ﬂleMQ/LL +dp, ’VMdL> (2.12)
e
- Cgm (soTiDusD) (@83 St ged, + AL Sy SE ) - (213)

In this case we cannot absorb at the same time the rotation for the up quarks and for the
down quarks, so that we can choose to define

00 = O™, 5 214
or
~(1) i 1) mn
Cl = olhymngut gu . (2.15)
obtaining the two equivalent expressions
Cg(oq " Qg (1)mn C’(l)ZJ <<p iD,, > (VmV kb + dL'y“dJ) (2.16)
“(0)ij [ 4: 5 i
=Cpy " (cp szp) (uL’y“uL +VkV]ldL”y dL> . (2.17)



For both definitions, the mass diagonalization leads to flavor changing neutral currents
either in the up sector, for the coefficient denoted with the tilde (~), or in the down sector
for that one with the check (V). The two notations are related through the identity

C = Vy VO™ (2.18)

All operators reported in table 1 must be analogously expressed in the mass basis. We
report in appendix A the explicit expressions for the Wilson coefficients C.

2.3 Qap and Q.

The operators Q 4, and Q, play a special role as they contribute to the quark mass matrices
after the EW symmetry breaking. For example, the down-quark mass matrix receives two
contributions, one from the SM Yukawa interactions and one from the operator Qg,:

v 102

mi = % <Yd’7’ - 5%z dig) : (2.19)

where Y} is the Yukawa matrix of the SM and v = 246 GeV is the vacuum expectation value
of the SM Higgs field. For the coupling of the Higgs with the down-type quarks, defined
by the Lagrangian term Ly = —hd I dg + h.c., the extra contribution is enhanced by a
combinatorial factor of three compared to the contribution to the mass term:

1 o 30 mY 1 v?

h _ i iJ o d J

Unlike in the pure dimension-four SM, the mass matrix and the quark-Higgs coupling
cannot be diagonalized simultaneously: a flavor changing interaction between the SM Higgs
and the quarks appears [51, 67, 68]. Indeed the first term in eq. (2.20) is rendered diagonal
by a field redefinition as in (2.6),

d il d
ULEZ" mzlj UR]’] = mdl(sw y (221)

where the new Ug’ r matrices, necessary to diagonalize the mass in the presence of the Q4
operator, differ from S]‘i by terms of order 1/A%. The quark-Higgs coupling matrix is now

given by
my, 1 0?2 ~i
I = 0 = Eﬁcdfp, (2.22)
where we have defined
Ny 1
7, d d d d
Ci, = (ULTCWUR)M = (SLTCd‘PSR)ij +0 (A?) : (2.23)

Note that in this approximation all Wilson coefficients of the operators discussed above
remain unchanged since the extra rotation induced by the @4, operator would lead to a
1/A* effect. Similar considerations apply to the operator Quep-



3 Tree level matching

In this section we perform the tree-level matching of the gauge invariant dimension-six
operators relevant for b — s and b — c¢ transitions. This matching is performed at the EW
scale on the effective Hamiltonian governing B physics, which is defined below the EW
scale. Therefore, the effective B physics Hamiltonian contains the SM fields without W,
Z, the Higgs and the top quark, while these are dynamical fields of the gauge invariant
dimension-six operator basis. As we will see, the B-physics Hamiltonian contains operators
with additional Lorentz structures compared to the ones relevant in the SM.

3.1 AB=AS=2

In this section we consider Bs-Bs mixing. Here, following the conventions of refs. [59, 69],
the effective Hamiltonian is given by

5 3
HEP=2572 = Z C;0; + Z C’J" O; +h.c., (3.1)
= —

with the operators defined as

0 = (§7uPLb) (E’YMPLb) s Oy = (EPL()) (EPL()) ,
03 = (gaPLbﬂ) (EﬁPLba) 5 04 = (§PLb) (EPRb) R
Os = (SalLbg) (55PRba) , (3.2)

where a and 3 are color indices. The primed operators 0’17273 are obtained from O1 23 by
interchanging Pr, with Pg.

The contributions from the four-fermion operators to the Hamiltonian in eq. (3.1) read:

_ ~(1) 2323 ~(3) 2323
C=-1 [0§q> + ) } : (3.3)
1 ~
= 34
Cy = N C,(s) 2323 ’ (3.5)
1 (1)2323 ~(8) 2323
Cs =43 [20 N C’ , (3.6)

where N, denotes the number of colors. In addition, we include for completeness the effects
of Qqg, even though they are formally suppressed by 1 /A* because the 1/A? effect in the
B-physics Hamiltonian is suppressed due to the my/v coupling of the Higgs to the light



fermions.> Here we get

1 hx 2
02_—2%(%) , (3.7)
I 1 h 2
¢y = T (rh) . (3.8)
Cy = —— T (3.9)
m,

where in 4, is defined in eq. (2.20). Note that we do not include the analogous contribu-
tions from a modified Z coupling since in this case the coupling to light fermions are not
suppressed and especially b — sut ™ processes will give relevant tree-level constraints at
the 1/A2 level.

3.2 AB=AC-=1
For the charged current process b — cf;v; we write the effective Hamiltonian as

4
ap=ac=1 _ _ 55 Cror+ Y. C0;+ClO; (3.10)
=S,V

where the operators are

Oy = (E’y“PLb) (Z’y#PLl/) , Op= (GO'MVPLb) (ZO'H,,PLV) , Og= (6PLb) (ZPLI/) s
(3.11)

and the prime operators are obtained by interchanging P;, <+ Pg in the quark current.*

The four-fermion operators lead to the following contribution to the effective Hamil-

tonian:
2
3)11i3 * 131
Cv = 13V ce Cs =5 AQVCZ Cpltsi (3.12)
2 2
1132 1132
Cs = 55V Crlgi™. Cr = 35V i ™ (3.13)

where the summation over 7 = 1,2, 3 is understood. The operators Q.4 and Qg’q) induce
an anomalous u-d-W coupling. Their contribution to the b — cfv transition reads:

’1)2 ~

Cy = 502 B (3.14)
1}2 ~ oy

Cy = —PVCZ»C};;W’. (3.15)

3Note that this counting argument already suggest, that the EFT approach to flavor changing Higgs
decays has quite limited applicability.
4The operator O’ is identically zero due to Fierz transformations.
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The effect of such modified W couplings to quarks on the determination of V,; (and anal-
ogously on V,;;) has been discussed in refs. [70-80].

In principle, also momentum dependent modifications of the W-c-b coupling can lead
to effects in b — clv transitions as examined in refs. [73, 78] at the level of non-gauge
invariant operators. However, these effects scale like myv/(m¥,A?). Furthermore, also
corrections to Z-b-b couplings can appear which are stringently constrained, making the
possible contributions tiny [79]. Therefore we do not include these effects here.

3.3 AB=AS=1
We describe the b — s¢~¢'* and b — sv transition via the effective Hamiltonian

— — 4GF / /
HAP=AS1 = 1 <Z C; 0; + CLO; + ZZ Cl0 4 0;) : (3.16)
7 i q

where the index ¢ runs over all light quarks ¢ = u, d, ¢, s,b. The operators contributing in
the first part are:

0 = (ETA'yuPLc) (5TA"}/“PLb), Oy = (g’yMPLC) (E’}/‘uPLb),
€ _ v _Gs — v
07: @mb (SJ#VPRb) F“ y Og— 167_(_2mb(8TA0—,LLI/PR b) G“ A,
2 2
v € — i w € . _
Oy = 1672 (‘9 ’VMPLb) (5’7“5/)7 O1g = 1672 (SWPLb) (5’7”’}’55I),
04 = (5Pgb) (20'), 0% = (5Pgrb) (fys¢'),
O = (50"b) (Lo, l'), 0% = (50"b) (lousl') . (3.17)

While in the second part of the Hamiltonian we have four-quark operators with vectorial
Lorentz structures,

04 = (5v,PLb) (gv"q) O = (5T, Pb) (qT*+"q),
O = (3o PLb) @'y vPq),  Of = GT vy, PLb) (@T4"y"v"q),  (3.18)

and four-quark operators with scalar and tensor Lorentz structure (with the notation
o [62]),

01115 - (ngb) (aPRQ) ) 0%6 - (gaPRbB)(gﬁPRQOz) ,
Of; = (5Prb)(@PLq) , Ofs = (34 Prbs)(G5PL4a) »
Ofy = (50" Prb)(qo,u Pry) , Od, = (500" Prbg) (430, PrYA) - (3.19)

The primed operators are obtained by interchanging everywhere Pr, <+ Pr. We recall that
in the SM only the vector operators receive contributions, while for the scalar/tensor op-
erator the matching contribution is zero. However, NP is expected to contribute to the
Hamiltonian also via scalar/tensor operators. We also note that the operators in (3.16) are
redundant since O; and O3 can be obtained from Of_g, when q = ¢, via Fierz rearrange-
ments. We will include all NP contributions into the definition of C’§76 even though for
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q = c they could be absorbed in C and C5 as well. Interestingly, at the leading-logarithmic
order only the operators Of;_,, mix into the magnetic and chromomagnetic operators O7
and Og. The vector operators on the other hand mix neither into the magnetic and chro-
momagnetic nor into the scalar-tensor four-quark operators. The scalar-tensor operators
however mix into the vector ones [62].

Four fermion operators that involve two right handed currents (Qg4q, ind), and Qz(fd)),
give the following contribution to the effective Hamiltonian:

2 2
1q=d,s,b _ U™ ~1123,2223,2333 rq=d,s,b U7 ~1123,2223, 2333
03 = *‘6A2 dd ; 05 T 94A\2 Tdd (3'20)
Through a Fierz rearrangement also the operator ”5321 contributes to
2 2
d V71 s v 1 ~1321
O = "GaT N, N, dd > O3’ = 24A2 N, ’ (3.21)
2
d U7 N1321 1321
CZL — *3? dd P Cﬁ — 12A2C . (322)
Operators with up-type quarks give:
2 2
1 g=u, v 1123, 2223 1 g=u, v 1123, 2223
O3 = — 5Ol i1 = 5Ol (3.23)
! g=u,c v? ~(8) 1123, 2223 'g=uc _ v? ~(8) 1123,2223
C - _WCUCI P CG - 24[\2 (324)

In the set (LL)(RR) in table 1, the operators with right-handed up-type quarks give the
following contributions:

_ 202 - v?
g=u,c _ 2311,2322 g=u,c _ 2311,2322
Cf—e = Wc&) Cf™" = — 55O (3.25)
2
g=u,c _ 2311,2322 g=u,c _ v 8)2311,2322
Cy w(}( ) : G =~ C® (3.26)
For the same operator set, but with left-handed up-type quarks, we obtain
_ 202 — v?
1q=u,c _ ~(1)1123, 2223 rq=uc _ (1) 1123,2223
03 3A2 qu 05 - 24A2 qd ) (327)
20?2 - v? -
1q=u,c _ (8) 1123,2223 rq=uc _ (8) 1123, 2223
C, = 572% , Cs =~ 5IA2 qu ) (3.28)
where C(l 8)iskl _ =V VJ*nCé; 8) mnkl, as defined in section 2. The operators with four

down—type quarks give

Céq:d,s,b 522 0(561[) 1123,2228, 3323 Céq:d,s,b _ _2:12\2 5’;? 1123,2223,3323 (3.29)
ng:d,s7b _ % ~(§3l) 2311,2322,2333 C5q:d,s,b _ _2;’12 (}‘écll) 2311,2522,2333 (3.30)
Cla=deb _ ;XZ ~(§§l) 1123,2223,3323 Cla=dsb _ _222\2 5;2) 1123,2223,3323 (3.31)
o= d,s,b ;}1;22 ~(§2) 2311,2322,23337 o= dysb _ 235\2 0(8) 2311,2322, 2333 (3.32)
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Let us now investigate the set of four-fermion operators with the Dirac structure (LL)(LL).
Recalling that for this class of operators we consider only those that fulfill [ij] < [kl]. We
obtain the following matching contribution from the vertices involving four left-handed
down-type quarks:

2

=sb_ U 2223,2333 2223,2333
ot =5 | ) +3® } , (3.33)
2
g=s,b _ v (1)2223,2333 | ~(3) 2223,2333
ok +573 | + 0 ] (3.34)
cd — v? 5(1)1123 31123 1 G 1321 C( ) 1321 3.35
3__6A2_qq T Coq +ﬁc<qq - ) ’ (3-35)
2
d_ Y ~(1)1123 | A(3)1123 L (A(1)1321 (3) 1321
Cf =455 [qu O (c + )] , (3.36)
2
d_ U (A(1)1321 | ~(3)1321
cé = _W (C§q> + ) ) , (3.37)
d 1)1321 | A(3)1321
Cl = 43577 (CRp B2+ O 1) (3.38)

From the operators with two left-handed up-type quarks we obtain

q=u,c v’ 1) 3) 2 3
C13 = _W Xu,e — Xu,e + i:u,c ) (339)
2
g=ue _ U ) _ 08, 2 =0 4
05 +24A2 Xu,c Xu,c+ Ng‘-‘u,c) ) (3 0)
=u,Cc 2/02 —_
ci = —3?51(3();7 (3.41)
02
u,c 3
="t = +W =3, (3.42)
where the symbols x, and =, stand for
Xt(zl) _ Z ééé) k123quVq»Z + Z 5{5{1}) 23lequq7 i 25( )2323V qb’ (3.43)
[kl]<[23] [kl]>[23]
X¢(13) — Z 5«(52) leBV:]kV:;Z + Z 61(52) 23klv;1k‘/;;2 + 26«( )2323V qb ’ (344)
[kl]<[23] [kl]>]23]
2P = > CERVEVL+ > CIERYAV,, + 200 BBV, (3.45)
[25]<[k3] [73]<[3k]

Dim-6 operators involving scalar currents generate the following matching contribution for
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the operators O15_20 in eq. (3.16) involving u or ¢ quarks:

Oi:u,c . i é(l) 1123 LCN,(S) 1123 V* Vin 0(8) min3 (3 46)
15 T 9A2 quqd 2N, quqd +7 4 ms quqd ) :
! i=u,c U2 ~x(1) 4132 1 1132 * min2
e = e (G - G Coli™ + JvavmC) .
imue V7 [ x@®)i2s « ~(1) min3 1 ~(8)min3
016 T = m |:Cquqd + V ‘/;n <Cquqd — T]\fccquqd >:| s (348)
" i=u,c v? ~x(8) 1132 * ~k(1) min2 1 2k (8) min2
Clﬁ = W |:Cquqd + ‘/znvmb <Cquqd - Tj\fccquqd >:| ) (349)
i=u,c v? ~(8) min3
015 T= 32A2 VT;'k’LS ‘/;ncquqd ) (350)
2
"i=u,c v * min2
C’19 = 32A2 V;nvmbcqz(Lq)d ’ (351)
i=u,c * 1)min3 1~ 8) min3
C’20 = 16A2 Vms‘/ln (Céuzld 2Nc Céu?]d > ) (352)
" i=u,c v? % ~#(1) min2 1 ~«(8) min2
CQO T= 16A2 V;nv <qu(Lq)d - T]\[ccqzsq)d > ) (353)

The operators Qg(ol(;,ng),de and @,q, involving a Z and W coupling with right-
handed fermions, contribute to the four-quark operators in eq. (3.10) in the following way:

;v PR T Ti .2 ~(1)23 | ~(3)23

A= [ (T 3) P (5 + @t ) (G9°+ 097)] . 03
> ’U2 4 7 s 2

Cy' = e §T3 — Q; sin” Oy, C¢d, (3.55)
. 202 1\

C’4 3A2 <T3 + > ZSOQ’ (3‘56)
: 02 T§ ~ ~ 1
i _ VL3 (3w, A2 i

Ci=1; [12 (Cwq +C¢ ) BN, <T3—|— )Z ] : (3.57)
i 'U2 T3

Cli = _ﬁﬁqﬁd’ (3.58)
i v? 1) 5

O = ~Gaz <T3 2) Fer: .
i v i 1 *
i U2 i 1 ~*i2

Cis =33 (Ts+5) Vo Coua; (3.61)

where ¢ = u, d, ¢, s,b and (); and Ti denote its charge and third isospin component, respec-
tively. Moreover we introduced the short notation EZ = C’(g)] 3V Vi + C’é%) 2 VibVij.

The operators involving a vector-current with left-handed quarks directly appear at
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tree level in the coefficients for Oy, Oy in eq. (3.17):

i TV T3 | 53)i2 |, Msij

cgﬂzaAz [cq 8 EPY +qu1} , (3.62)
ig T v? 234 ~(1)i523  ~(3)14523

Oy = 255 O — O - & (3.63)

where the indices i, j = 1,2, 3, corresponding to e, and 7. Similar contributions appear
for the operators Of, O}, from vector-currents involving right-handed quarks:

2

i =T 12 [0”23 + C’ﬂ?’] , (3.64)
2 - .. .

cif = T e - o] (3.65)

Scalar operators contribute to the coefficients of O%, O%:

2
Cy' =Cpl = W Cllaq- (3.66)

Also, for the operators Op,Og we have

02
] ~*j132
CS —Cp = m Crodg > (3.67)
where the hermitian conjugate of the operator QZZR is defined as CN'Z 63;”" (éﬂﬁi) (qrdy) .
These results agree with those in [57] in the case of lepton flavor conservation. Also the

operators Qgp and Qg appear already at tree-level in the effective Hamiltonian through
O7 and 0/7:

B ., My v? M3 ~23

C7 = 2v/2sin 0W cos Oy, Cip —sinbw Ciyr ) (3.68)
a Ty A?
M, ~

C’7 = 24/2sin HWW w % (cos HWC’; — sin GWC'* 32) ) (3.69)

The operators Og and Oqp, and similarly O and O, receive the following lepton flavor
conserving tree-level contribution through the effective s-b-Z coupling appearing in the

operators (04, ng) and Qc(pgq) :

2
i TV (N ~ :
Cy = ~3 <C<(p%1) 2 05(03:1) 23) (—1+4sin®6,,) , (3.70)
2
v
Cii = A2 (C< )23 4 )2 ) (3.71)
Cylt = 7@ 5 3 (—1+4sin?0y) , (3.72)
2
Y _ TV =23
ClO = Eﬁ od (373)
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The operator Q¢ contributes to the Wilson coefficients of Og and Of in the following way:

812 My v? ~
812 My v? ~
/ — 2 * 32 .
Cs \fggs A2 Cac (3.75)

where g and g, are the SU(2), and SU(3)¢ coupling constants, respectively. Interestingly,
as already noted in ref. [57], there is no matching contribution to tensor operators at the
dimension-six level.

The tree level contribution to the four-quark scalar operators stemming from the op-
erator (g, is given by

b _ b

015_017__ m% \/56 A2 dep (3'76)
/ , M in Oy v2 ~

Clly =y = -2 EE W 2 (s (3.77)

my  \2e A? e
4 One-loop matching corrections

In this section we analyze the leading one-loop matching corrections to the b — s tran-
sitions arising from the dimension-six operators in (1.1). Let us define what we mean by
“leading” one-loop matching corrections. First of all, if one of the gauge invariant opera-
tors can contribute already at tree-level to b — s transitions, a calculation of loop effects
is not necessary, since the corresponding Wilson coefficient would already be stringently
constrained. Therefore, the loop contribution would only be a subleading effect. With
this argument, one can already eliminate all operators that do not contain right-handed
up-type quarks: left-handed up quarks always come with their SU(2);, down quark partner
that then contributes to the Hamiltonian at the tree level. Note that it might be possible
that an operator containing quark doublets is flavor-violating for up-type quarks but flavor
conserving concerning down-type quarks (i.e. not contributing b — s transitions due to an
alignment in flavor space). However, we do not consider this possibility here and focus on
operators with up-quark SU(2)r, singlets. Therefore, we are left with the operators given
in table 3.

In the following, we will identify six different classes of matching effects which can
be numerically relevant and discuss each of them in a separate subsection. We have the
following contributions of gauge invariant dimension-six operators to the ones of the B
physics Hamiltonian:

1. 4-fermion operators to 4-fermion operators (AB = AS = 1).

2. 4-fermion operators to 4-fermion operators (AB = AS = 2).

3. 4-fermion operators to Oy and Os.
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V2 X (RR)(RR) (LL)(RR)
Quw | (@o"u;) T oW, | Qe (@ivpes) @y w) Qeu (Cirvily) (@)
Que | (@0o"u) @By | Quu | (@ruwy) @y u) Q4 (@) (@ w)
Que | @™ Tu)3Gh, | QN | (@) (dindy) QW | @ T ) @ T w)
V20D QW) | (@i T uy) (diy TAdy) (LR)(LR)
Quud | (P iDug) (@i d;) Qi (@uj)ean (@)
Quu | (¢1iD,0) @ u;) QW | (@ T u))ea(@T dr)

Table 3: Dim-6 operators that contribute to b — s transitions at the one-loop level.

4. Right-handed Z couplings to Oy, O19 and Of_.
5. Right-handed W couplings to O7 and Os.

6. Magnetic operators to Oz, Os, Og, O19 and Of.

We perform the matching of the operators in table 3 by integrating out the heavy
degrees of freedom represented by the Higgs and the top quark, together with the W and
Z bosons. The amplitudes are evaluated at vanishing external momenta, setting all lepton
and quark masses to zero except for the top quark mass. To calculate the contribution to
the magnetic operators O7 and Osg, as well as the photon and gluon penguins, we expanded
the amplitudes up to the second order in external momenta and small quark-masses. In
order to check our result we performed the calculation in a general R¢ gauge, and we
explicitly verified the cancellation of the £ dependent part in the final results.

In several cases, the amplitudes have ultraviolet (UV) divergences. Such divergences
signal the running and /or the mixing of different gauge invariant operators between the NP
scale A and the EW scale. The divergences can be (and are) removed via renormalization
for which we choose the MS scheme. The residual finite terms constitute in these cases
the matching result. To indicate the exact origin of the logarithms, we used the notation
log(m?/ N%/V) for the one-loop contributions where only the top quark appears in the loop
internal legs, while log(MI%V / u%,v) signals the presence of at least one W-boson in the loop.

4.1 Contribution of 4-fermion operators
to 4-fermion operators (AB = AS = 1)

We start by reporting the matching contribution to the semi-leptonic operators Og and
O1¢ from four-fermion operators that couple up-type quarks and charged leptons: Qp,
and Qey. Obviously, only a charged particle (i.e. the W and the charged Goldstone) can
give a contribution to a bs operator which is only possible via a genuine vertex correction.
Moreover, the result turns out to be proportional to m?2 . Therefore, we include only the
top-quark contribution while u or ¢ quark effects are Vamshlng in the massless limit.
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Figure 2: One-loop diagrams in unitary gauge contributing to the low energy theory
generated by the four-fermion operators in table 3.

Calculating the diagram in figure 2a (and the analogous Goldstone contribution unless
one is working in unitary gauge) gives the following matching contributions:

ij A V% Txiss | Aigss
Gy = — 5o 1 |CB° + 0P| I(a)), (4.1)
w
i Ao % [ oy
Cih = —g— 13 |C47 - CiP| 1(a). (4.2)
w

where z, = m? /M2, and

I(z) =2 [_ In (ﬁ;) + 2(?__;) - “’32(; 2_”31;2‘ i (xt)] . (4.3)

The four-fermion operators involving only quark fields can also contribute to Cé/) and C’flo)
through a closed top loop (figure 2¢) to which an off-shell Z or photon is attached. In this
case the contribution is evidently lepton flavor conserving;:

i = 1) 2833 XZ (88313;9W - % - 3) In (Z%i) , (4.4)
Cll = Cq(i) 2333 11122851?1)1% In <Z§/> , (4.6)
clii — &332 12 S;:gew In (Z;i) . (4.7)

Furthermore, through a W-boson exchange (figure 2b) the operators under discussion
give a one-loop matching contribution to AB = AS = 1 four-quark operators of the form:

2 2N\ T 2
i o233 XV (T 3% Ti :vt 2 i = Vil I(xt)
s = Cau A A2 { " (:“IQ/V _Q + 3 * #9sin 6y, + *2) sin?6,

(4.8)

b

' 2 INT . (3x, 2 . 27 8 (. 1\ |Vul?I(x,)
Ccli — 0(1)3323 o v ] my . T | 2 _ t _S iz ti t
3 ud ar A2\ 13 Q 2 + 3 % sin? 0y 3 2 sin? Oy, ’

(4.9)
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5 § 2 AL I(x)
O — ((8)2333 vt o 1 my o Ti_ - ti ¢ 410
4 it AZ 247 " . + 6r \'® 2 sin? Oy ' (4.10)
2 2
i _ g3 v f s (mi 2a Ti _ 1\ [Vl I(z) i1l
04 Cud A2 247T <M%/V> T < 3 9 SlIl 9W ; ( . )
o PG L Bl = ey (/A WS S S RS 4.12
5T T 327 sin? 0y A2 gt @ + 3 2 Vil I (z2) | (4.12)
SRR, L B Rl e PO 0 W S S VAR 4.13
=0 e, a2 | B ) Ty (B g ) el ) (413)
i ~ o v? (1 i
G5 = O ™% Y sin® 6, A2 (2 - 3) Vil I(2,) , (4.14)
/s ~ 2 . 1
Cf =C0®H 2 (-5 ) ValfI( 4.15
6 ud 247 sin? 0, A2 2 Vil I (@.). (4.15)

where Q; is the charge of the quark, T4 = 1/2 for ¢ = u,c and T4 = —1/2 for ¢ = d, s, b.
Four-fermion operators not containing the flavor violating current sb contribute to the

four-quarks operators in (3.16) in the following way:

2

Ci:d,s,b _ - v 40( )33ii 1) 1133} I(z 4.16
3 Y6 sin 0w AZ L ( )
C” e _ o ﬁ 4 [ Giis3 _ 01331 1)u33 ) (4.17)

67r sin? 0y A% | u (), '
2
i=d,s,b _ « v ~(8)33ii  (8) 1133}
= \N———— |4C C’ I(x 4.18
Ca Y6 sinZ 0y, A2 L ud (4.18)
4 ~ 6 sin2 Oy A2 L uu qu ) '
2
i=d,s,b _ @ U™ T X(1)433 _ ~(1) 33
O = Mg O = C¥ 1w, (4.20)
Ci=ue — ) « Lz _5«(1)1‘1‘33 _ (33 ic”vi33i I(z,) (4.21)
5 Y947 sin? 0y, A2 | wa t) ‘
2
i=d,s,b o U™ [ X(8)ii33 _ ~(8) 334

Cl 2= tmp _ngu) s _ Cud u:| I(I’t) s (422)

ci=we _ o v '5(8) @33 | o (i33i| J 4.93
6 T Aran?e, A2 |Ca +2C" | (), (4.23)
where here we used also the notation introduced in section 2: Cg, L) ikl _ = Vim V* Cou CL8) mnkl,
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4.2 Contribution of 4-fermion operators
to 4-fermion operators (AB = AS = 2)

The Hamiltonian for Bs-B, mixing in eq. (3.1) gets a one-loop matching contribution
through the graph in figure 2b:

- 1 L\ ~8)2333 ~(1)2333

C, = Atmpl(xt) {(—1 + Nc> C{®2333 _ o0 , (4.24)
a ~(8) 3323
o 1 1) 3323 3323

Cs = Ath (z,) [ 20"!) —qu) ] . (4.26)

4.3 Contributions of 4-fermion operators to O7; and Og

Four-fermion operators with scalar currents contribute to the low energy Hamiltonian (3.16)
through the diagram in figure 2d:

o= g () [+ cr o). o
o= e () [+ o] )
on=- i () [eti - o] )
Ch = i:;: 1221 (;’%i) :5;5213332 B 21]\%5,;%3332] ’ (4.30)

where Cp = (N2 — 1)/(2N,.). Note that the contribution to C; or Cg from 4-fermion
operators involving vector currents vanishes (excluding QCD corrections).

4.4 Contributions of right-handed Z couplings to Og, O19 and O3_g4

The operator (), involving only right-handed up-type quarks, gives through a Z-penguin
(figure 3f) a matching contribution to the AB = AS = 1 Hamiltonian in eq. (3.16) of the

form:

2
i o v ~33 . 92 1
Cg = —Atmpl(xt) CQO’U, <Ql Sin GW + 3T3> s (431)
2
. (6] v
Cl=)\——— 033 T, 4.32
5 127 sin? 0,y A2 I(@,) 3 (4.32)
cii = N ”26‘331 1+ 4sin20 4.33
9 — SIHQH F pu (‘Tt) (_ + Sin W) 9 ( . )
g by 2 L
cih = —L 288 I(x,), (4.34)

where I(z,) has been defined in eq. (4.3). The possibility to probe the anomalous couplings
of the Z boson to top quark with rare meson decays were also studied in [81].
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Figure 3: One-loop diagrams in the unitary gauge for b — sV transitions (with V = Z,~,¢)
originating from the operators Q,p, Quw and Q.. The red dots represent an operator insertion.
For each of these diagrams a symmetric one must also be considered, with the effective operator
in the W-t-b vertex. Box diagrams and self energies on the external legs (not depicted here) must
also be included.

4.5 Contributions of right-handed W couplings to Or and Og

The operator @ uq couples the W boson to right-handed quarks, which induces a non-zero
contribution only to the magnetic terms Oz, Og:

Cr=t Xg E7.(@) Cfha Vis. (4.35)
= Y (e) L Ve, (4.36)
G = VB ) G, Vi (4.37)
= B L Vi, (4.39)

where the z,-functions, in agreement with [82, 83], are

__<—5x3—k31xt——20_+ z,(2 — 3z,)
24(z, — 1)2 4(z, —1)3
2+, +4 3z,

E@A):—&%_U2+M$_”1M@y (4.40)

In(z,) , (4.39)

4.6 Contributions of magnetic operators to O, Og, Og, O1¢ and O]

In this subsection we summarize the matching contributions arising from the magnetic
operators in table 3. The operators Q.5 and Q,w contribute to the effective Hamiltonian
for b — sy and b — sl transitions via the one-loop diagrams in figure 3.
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For simplicity, let us first consider the operators C3W and C33 5 that generate an extra
term for the top anomalous magnetic moment resulting in a chirality flipping vertex with
the W boson. We will later analyse the case when the vertices with the photon and the
Z are flavor violating. Here we include only the contributions to four-quark operators
arising from gluon-penguin diagrams, which are of O(a;), and we neglect the subleading
EW penguin diagrams, of O(«). We obtained the following contributions to the effective
Hamiltonian in eq. (3.16):

Qs Mt \/51)

Ci=x N— Vv A (z,)Re (C3) (4.41)
m V202 33 P33 cos Ow [ x33 F33 I
C7 = )\tMW A2 {C WEuW(xt) C (xt) + sin Oy [C BEuB<xt) C ( )} ’
(4.42)
me V202 [~ ~.
Cs = Mgpge | Ol Bow () + G Fly ()] (4.43)
my V202 ~33 Yuw(z,) _ cos by ~a33
G = nvgp Ve R (@) (et = Zuw () ) - o Re (G Zunt)|
(4.44)
) 202Y . ~
Cii = — )\t V202 Vi () p (033, (4.45)

My A% sin?6,

where the explicit expressions for the x,-dependent functions are

1 M2 —923 + 6322 — 61 19 32t — 1223 — 922 + 20z, — 8
El(z)=2In ( QW) e 0o, 39@ + a e —Z 2 P n(x),
8 iy 48(x, — 1) 24(z, — 1)
(4.46)
323 — 1722 +4 4 2-3
FT (g = — S0 — Moy Az d w232, o (4.47)

Uz, — 17 | Am— 1)

M2 T, 2 xf T, —
El,(z,) = —lln < N%:f) - 12(35;‘_—1)1)2 - 8(5} _ 1:)2 In(z,), (4.48)

Fly(x,) = —3 (4.49)
322 - 13z, +4  51,—2

ES, (x,) = PR +4(xt_1)4 In(z,) , (4.50)
FS (z,) = xg(;fftl;f N 4(;? it () (4.51)
A (1)) = 5””; 4_(;9?;320 +y é = ?)4 In(z,) | (4.52)
Yow (@) = 4(:c3tx—t 0 4(;% e (@) . (453)
L () = 22— ;g(ﬁ;?_—ligxt +50 24z —éiﬁj )147% 2 () (4.54)
Zopay = T t3T =2 Bw=2 (4.55)

4(z, — 1)? 2(x, — 1)3
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We found that the expressions for the functions E, F' Y, and Z,, are in agreement
with the results reported in [82, 83], while A,w, Z,p, E7, and F', are new to the best
of our knowledge. Note that the effect on the magnetic operators O7 and Osg is divergent
while it is finite for the four-fermion operators. Moreover, all these effects scale like 1/A?
and do not possess an additional suppression by 1 /MI%V

Now we turn our attention to the operators Q?W and QZSB, where i = 1,2.° These
operators lead to an anomalous W-t-d* coupling, plus two flavor-violating neutral currents
(Z/~)tc and (Z/~)tu, so then in the diagram 3b one top quark propagator becomes g = u, c.
However, we recall that this amplitude is non-zero only for the v penguin, or the transition
b — sy — the effective coupling is proportional to c#¥¢,,, where ¢ is the momentum of the
boson. Only the functions arising from a v penguin will be modified in this case, i.e. the
functions Z, E7, F7. Repeating the calculations performed for 6’3% and 5’3%‘/ we obtain the
following results for the matching:

i s M \/§U2
Cy= ?Mi‘; A2 Auw () Zuw (4.56)
m ﬁvz i * ! AV G *
07 - Milf[/ A2 {Cu%/[/‘/ls‘/thuZ/V(xt) + Cum?/)‘/zbv;sFZW(:L‘t)
cos O [~z s " e i3 Y
sin Oy [CuBVithbEuB (z:) + Cup Vil VisFup (‘Tt)i| ) (4.57)
7m \/§U2 i * ki *
Cs = MVtV A2 [Cu?i/VVZSWb ESW (mt) + CuVéVlb‘/ts Ffw(ft)} ) (4.58)
Loy V202 Yow () , cos Oy ,
w _ - E’U, JuW A\t _ Eu Z ’ 4
. My A2 [ v < sin? Oy, uw (@) sin 0, B uB(21) (4.59)
. 2 2 Y .
Cih = - V207 Yoy (2 Sy (4.60)

My A2 sin2é,

where S = (Ci3y ViV + CoipVieVi) /2 and Sup = (CifVitVis + CofVaVia) /2 (the
summation over ¢ = 1,2 is implied). The new functions introduced above are:

bda} — 5927 — 35z, + 34 1537 — 27af + 10w + 1

! = 1 4.61
uW(xt) 18 (xt _ 1)3 3($t _ 1)4 n(xt)7 ( )
1
wp(®) = 7—— (@), (4.62)
t

B _ 1 M2, —323 + 6322 — 67z, +19 32} — 1823 — 322 + 20, — 8 |

uW(xt) n 2 3 4 n (xt)
8 T 48(x, — 1) 24(x, — 1)
(4.63)
/ 1 M2 z, +1 2

El(x,)=—=1 W : — L] : 4.64
wlr) = =gh ( Wy ) P61 8 e oy

The operator Qi?é gives a chromo-magnetic coupling with the top quark, that con-
tributes at one-loop to Og and O4 through the gluon-penguin diagrams in figure 3b,3f.

®The effect of a right-handed W-t-d coupling on b — dvy was studied in ref. [84].
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The explicit matching contributions are

. m \/51)2 ~
Ci =\ 1%9;2 Mvtv 5 Re(Ci) Auc(a). (4.65)
m \/57}2 ~ ~
Cy = /\tgiMisy Az [nga Eng(z) + CF ng(a:t)} ; (4.66)
S
where A,¢ = ZyB, ESG = EZ 5 and Fg = FJB. Moreover, the operators Q?G lead to a

flavor violating neutral current involving a gluon and up-type quarks, whose effects in the
effective Hamiltonian are

. g9gs my V202, CB Vi Vit + CraViy Vi

m \/§U2 ~i * ! i *
Cs = giMi{fV A2 Cu?)GI/tb‘/zs Eu8G($t) + Cué‘/lbv;s FSG(:Ct):| ) (468)

I o '8 _ 7
where A) » = Z, p and E, = E 5.

5 Phenomenological example

As an example of phenomenological applications of the matching conditions reported in
sections 3 and 4, we will consider the operator @iid that gives rise to a one-loop contri-
bution to C7 and Cy (see eqgs.(4.35) and (4.37)). We can employ the inclusive B — Xy
branching ratio to constrain the the Wilson coefficient CN‘gid. Let us denote the Wilson
coefficients in (3.16) as Cy;(u) = CPM(u) + AC; (1), where AC;(11) are possible non-SM
terms. The calculation of the contribution to the decay B — X,y proceeds precisely as in

the SM case:

e The evolution of the Wilson coefficients in (3.16), from the mass scale p = py down
to pu = pp, where pyp is of the order or my, by solving the appropriate RGE.

e The evaluation of the corrections to the matrix elements (sv| O;(u) |b) at the scale
p = pp, and the subsequent shift induced in the branching ratio B(B — X,7).

The beyond-SM effect on B(B — X47), driven by the new additive contribution involving
AC7 g, can be compactly written as

8.22 AC7 + 1.99 ACy

BN(B = Xv) x 10* = (3.36 £ 0.23) — ,
( ) ( ) ViV

(5.1)

where ACrg are defined at the mass scale uy = 160 GeV [85]. The theoretical pre-
diction (5.1) incorporates NNLO QCD corrections as well as nonperturbative effects. The
input parameters and their uncertainties can be found in Appendix D of ref. [86]. Moreover
it is assumed that the quadratic terms in AC7 g are negligible.
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For the purpose of this example we assume 6’3‘3 4 to be real and we neglect the imaginary
part of Vi, and V. Identifying the non-SM terms AC7 g with the results in eqgs.(4.35) and
(4.37), and taking into account the current world average [10]

B¥P(B — Xyv) = (3.434+0.21 +0.07) x 1074, (5.2)

we can find the current 95% C.L. bounds
2

~3.3x 1072 < OB, [uw = 160GeV] % < 2.7x 1073, (5.3)

This quite strong bound takes place due to a relative enhancement m;/my, compared to the
SM case: the SM chiral suppression factor m,/Myy is replaced by the factor m; /My [87].
It can be interesting to compare (5.3) with the Wtb vertex structure searches at the LHC.
The 8 TeV data on the single top quark production cross section and the measurements of
the W-boson helicity fractions allowed the authors of [88] to set a bound on CN'gid (v2/A?)
at the level of 107!, Also, ATLAS searches for anomalous couplings in the Wtb vertex from
the measurement of double differential angular decay rates of single top quarks produced
in the ¢t-channel show similar sensitivities [89].

6 Conclusions

In this article, we calculated (at the EW scale) the matching of the gauge invariant
dimension-six operators on the B physics Hamiltonian (including lepton flavor violating
operators) integrating out the top, W, Z and the Higgs. After performing the EW symme-
try breaking and diagonalizing the mass matrices, we first presented the complete tree-level
matching coefficients for b — s and b — ¢ transitions. Operators involving top quarks do
not contribute to b — s processes at the tree level, as the top is not a dynamical degree
of freedom of the B physics Hamiltonian. Therefore, we identified all operators involving
right-handed top quarks which can give numerically important contributions at the one
loop-level:

1. 4-fermion operators to 4-fermion operators (AB = AS =1).
2. 4-fermion operators to 4-fermion operators (AB = AS = 2).
3. 4-fermion operators to Oy and Os.

4. Right-handed Z couplings to Og, O19 and OF_.

5. Right-handed W couplings to O7 and Os.

6. Magnetic operators to Oz, Og, Og, O19 and Of.
Once the necessary running between the EW scale and the B meson scale is performed,

our results can be used systematically to test the sensitivity of B physics observables on
the dimension six operators.
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A Dimension-six operators in the mass basis

Here we explicitly relate the Wilson coefficients of the gauge invariant operators in the
interaction basis to the mass basis. This translation is necessary, if the results obtained
in this article have to be related to a UV complete model, where the interaction basis is
specified. For the notation, we refer the reader to the original paper in ref. [7].

Table 4: Operators with quarks, gauge and/or Higgs bosons

Operator | Definition in the mass basis

— I
Qup | Cify [Via whom dhyot + dporvdf, (“52°)| B,

Cilp = Cg' ST St n
Quw | City [Vis Tomvdgt —dyorvdfy (g ) W, + ..
QuB 6’39 [ﬁ‘ia“”uﬁ (%) -V aioﬂ”ugw’} B,

Cilp = O Sy St

Quw Cy [ﬂLoWu] <7”+fi/’§“”0) + Vi dLa“”u}igo_} W2, +...
Cilhy = Ot SE Sty
Qac Cil [Vki af o TAdG o +EZUWTAd§2 (7v+h+wo>} G

V2
~ij _ ~vmn Qdt d
CdG - CdG LimSan

Ouc 53& [ﬂiLUWTAu;% (U+2/—§i¢°) v EEUWTA%'% @7] GA

v
~ij  _ mn Qut u
CuG - CuG SLimSan

(1) é(l)ij TB Vo Vo aMaky™ El udj
®q ®q P miVp; U Y ur +apytay

~(1)4j 1) mn od
Cv(rq) T = C<(Pq) SLTimS%nj

~(3) i .<—>1 . .
& | 6@ (oD ) (Visupard, + i, Tva) +.

Cod ¥ = Cod ™" 1 51

Lim
Qua | CY, (WDM) (@)
U

~ij _ vmn d
de = Cod"SRim Sk nj

Rim
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Operator

Definition in the mass basis

Qe | Gl (D) ()
ég” - C‘Zlnsl’étmsl%nj
Qoua | Cla (P1iD) (Tho )
Cua = ChitSmStens
Quo | Cip (1) [V e+ Dy (224557

A~ _ vmn Qdf d
Cd(p - Cd<p SLimSan

Table 5: Four-fermion operators with four quarks

Operator | Definition in the mass basis
| ORI (Vi wparat, + i) (Vs Vi @ + dyyd,)
Cad 7 = Coa " 511,52 1y ST ST
| ORI (Vi Vi gy, — Ay d] ) (Vi Vi Ty, — dyedly ) + .
6’52) IR = ng) pqmsifz’psg qj SZTkTSg sl
QY | G (ViniVigywpyug + Ay, ) (T
Coid "™ = 0P8, 51 43 SR St
QW | GBI (VinsViy apy TAug + Ty TAd ) (T TAdY, )
553) UM~ Céi) pquSzTipSg qu?;krS?{ sl
G| ORI (Vi wpara, + dinrd, ) (o)
5‘(5114) VH = C«gle) quSSzTipS% qjs}?krsz% sl
G| ORI (Vv g A + diy TAG, ) (@ Tt
éq(i) IR = Céi) pqrssgfipsg qjsgkrsl% sl
O () (o)
B
Q5 | () (BT )
éfi) I = Cq(il) pquS}%TipSI% qu;i%TkrS?% sl
Qdd 6’;@“ (3337“ d%;) (dljﬂule)
é;{;kl = ngrs’s’;?ips% quRTkrS}dz sl
Qua | Ciat (i, ) (whou)
Gl = OB Sy Sy Sikr S
Q| COn [(wh) (Trdle) = Vin Vi (@) (mhdy)]
éq(i)q?kl = Céilﬁqrssﬂpsﬁz quZTk:rS?C sl
Q| oM [(@raudy) (dirAdyy) = Vis Vi (47 T4 ) (@4 dl) |
é;i)qfijkl = CéiﬁﬁqrsSﬁpS}é quszrS?{ sl
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Table 6: Four-fermion operators with two quarks and two leptons

Operator | Definition in the mass basis

R — ,
Qé;) C’é;) ! (VL'YHV] +€L7”€JL> (Vink Vi @ Pt + diyudt)

T

Q| O (T —eiared) (Ve Vi@ gyuut — dfyudl) -

C(B) ijkl _ C(S) z]mnsg]‘kmSL o

Qeu Cight ( RY'e ) (@hyuls)
C”kl Cl]mnsllgkmslznl
Qua | C (Fhred) (@hmdl)
G = O™ S S

~ijkl (4 J =i J —k l
Qeu Cru (VzLV“V L tepte L) (@hyuu's)
~Nijkl _— ~igmn gut u
Céu - C SR km*~ Rnl

jkl =
Qua Cé?l (VLVMV +6L’7H6L) (dByudl)
C" = Cll" SRm St
Que | CM (Vo Vi P +di7udy,) (e

1jkl mnkl dt d
C C SL zmSL nj

Queaa | Cithy [Vin (Pe ) (@hup) + (ehed) (@hds)]
Céi'if; = CZZTSR kmSL nl

Q. | i [v,m (uLe )(dm L) = (eieh) (@ub)]

~(1)ijkl iymn w
O@equ - CEequ SL kmSR nl
(3) ~(3) gkl * = nv,J am l =i uv,J —k l
Qzequ Ceequ Vin (ZL0Me R (d L qu“R) — €0 €eR (ULUHVUR)
~(3) ijkl igmn qut w
Céequ - CZequ SL kmSR nl
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