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Abstract

The Z'-gauge boson in an U(1)r,_r, gauge symmetry has two interesting features: one is its
vector couplings to the charged leptons, and the other is the decoupling from the electron. Based
on these properties, we investigate the feasibility to simultaneously resolve the Ry (., = BR(B —
K®utu™)/BR(B — K®ete™) and Ry = BR(B — D¥71i,)/BR(B — D™"){;) anomalies in
an U(1)r, 1, model, where the former is expected to arise from the Z’-penguin-induced b — sp™* =
process and the latter from the tree-level b — ¢77- decay. In order to achieve the intended purpose,
we employ one vector-like doublet lepton and one singlet scalar leptoquark (LQ), in which the new
particles all carry the U(1)p,—r, charges; the b — sZ’ effective interaction is generated from
the vector-like lepton and LQ loop, and the b — c¢7r, decay is induced from the LQ. When the
constraints from the b — sy, Bt — Ktviu, BS — 7i,, AF = 2, and 7 — ull processes are
included, it is found that Rp and Rp+ can be enhanced to fit the experimental data, and the

Wilson coefficient Cg from the LQ-loop can reach C’QL Qe

~ —1, which can explain the Ry and Ry~
anomalies. In addition, in this simple model, the Higgs lepton-flavor violating h — u7 decay can
occur at the tree level, and its branching ratio can be as large as the current experimental upper

limit.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A 2.60 deviation from the standard model (SM) prediction in Rx = BR(BT —
K*utp™)/BR(BT — K¥ete™) with Rg = 0.74570599 4 0.036 was earlier reported by
the LHCD collaboration in B], where BR(B™ — K™¢t{7) (¢ = e, 1) denotes the branching
ratio (BR) of the B decay; the integrated dilepton invariant mass square range is 1 < ¢* < 6
GeV?, and the SM prediction is unity in that region [2]. Intriguingly, LHCD recently finds
a similar deviation in Ry« = BR(B® — K*°utu~)/BR(B® — K*%Te™) as [3]:

0.667005 +£0.03  for 0.0045 < ¢ < 1.1 GeV?,

RK* - 0.11 (1>
0.697041 +0.05 for 1.1 <¢?<6.0 GeV2.

The SM prediction at leading order is R &~ Ri+ ~ 1. When QED radiative corrections are
included, it is found that the influence on Ry x+ does not exceed a few percent |[4]. Thus,
the importance of R0, < R indicates a violation of lepton-flavor universality E]

The lepton-flavor universality is also confronting a test in the terms of b — c¢77, decay.

BaBar E B Belle H—B} and LHCb @ l | experimentally observed excesses in the ratios
of BR(B — D®7,) to BR(B — D®/{1y), and the averaged values are obtained as B]

Rp = 0.407 4 0.039 + 0.024 ,
Rp = 0.304 4 0.013 + 0.007 , (2)

where the SM predictions using different approaches are closed to each other, and they
are given as: Rp = 0.299 + 0.011 [13], Rp = 0.300 £ 0.008 M] in lattice calculations,
and Rp = 0.299 + 0.003 ] Rp« = 0.252 £ 0.003 @ Rp~ = 0.262 4+ 0.010 ], and
Rp- = 0.257£0.003 ] The measurements of Rp and Rp+ exceed the SM results by around
2.30 and 3.40, respectively. When the correlation between Rp and Rj, is considered, the
deviation from the SM is about 4.10 [12]. Based on these observations, various interesting
extensions of the SM have been proposed to explain anomalies .

It is known that the B — D"ty (¢' = e, u, ) decays are the W-mediated tree processes
in the SM; however, the B — K™ ¢*¢'~ decays are flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC)
processes, and are generated at the one-loop level, including box and penguin diagrams. If
the Ry and Ry anomalies simultaneously arise from the tree diagrams from the same
source (e.g., a scalar leptoquark), inevitably, they will encounter the strict bounds from the
AF =2 EH : 8|, B, — 10, @ and b — svv decays B, @, Q] Therefore,



if a unified resolution to R and Ry is from the tree level, which is the approach most
frequently used in the literature, it is better that the interactions involved are from different
media.

In this study, we propose that, like the situation in the SM, the b — sutp~(7777) decay
arises from a penguin diagram, whereas the b — ¢7, decay is produced through a tree-level
charged current. It is found that the proposed effects can be easily achieved in a gauged
U(1)r,—r, model, where the associated Z'-gauge boson only couples to the - and 7-lepton,
but not to the electron M, M] In the literature, an U(1)r,—z, model with vector-like
quarks (VLQs), which is used to resolve the B — K™yt p~ anomalies arising from tree
effects, was studied in @, , @] Although the loop-induced b — su*u~ decay can be
generated by the Zs-odd VLQs and scalar ], the new physics effects cannot be applied
to the b — ¢7, decay. The authors in H] resolved the b — su™p~ decay issue with the
gauged L, — L, symmetry when doublet and singlet VLQs and a second Higgs doublet were
introduced to the model. In spite of the attractive implications on other flavor physics, the
FCNC b — sut ™ process was induced at the tree level through the mixing between VLQs
and the SM quarks. Here, we provide an alternative version without the vector-like quarks
and second Higgs doublet.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We introduce the model and the
resulting effective interactions for b — ¢7v and b — s¢7¢'~ in section II. We discuss possible
potential constraints in section III, where they include the neutrino trident production,
b— sy, B. — tv, AF =2, and 7 — ull processes. The physical implications on Rp), Cy
Wilson coefficient, h — p7 decay, and muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment ( muon

g — 2) are also shown in this section. The summary is given in section IV.

II. THE MODEL AND THE EFFECTIVE INTERACTIONS FOR b — cr. AND

b— st/t—

Since violation of lepton-universality concerns lepton properties, we assume that the
breaking effects only occur in the lepton sector; that is, only leptons or particles carrying
a lepton-number can have the U(1)r,_r, charges. If the flavor-changing b — sZ’ and
b — c7i, arise from the same origin, the most promising mediator is a leptoquark (LQ),

which can couple to a quark and a lepton at the same vertex. Thus, in order to generate



the b — sZ’ and b — c¢7v, decays from the same mediator via a loop and a tree diagram,
respectively, we introduce the vector-like doublet lepton LT = (2, —1/2), the singlet scalar
LQ &% = (1,-1/3), and the singlet scalar S = (1,0) under (SU(2).,U(1)y) gauge
symmetry, where S is responsible for the spontaneous U(1)z,_z, symmetry breaking, for
which the U(1)z,—z, charges of the relevant particles are given in Table [l Particles not
shown in the table have no U(1)r,_y, charges. The earlier studies using the same singlet
leptoquark to explain the R, anomalies can be found in [27, 44, @] Accordingly, the

gauge invariant Yukawa couplings are expressed as:

—,Cy = LZYZHKR + (LTiTQgPRQz + %RWPLUE + L4Lfi’7'2PRQE) q>_1/3

+ yTE4LHTR + yLE“L4RS + mLZL4LL4R + H.c. , (3)

where we suppressed the quark-flavor indices, L] = (v, ()1, and QF = (u,d);, are the left-
handed doublet lepton and quark, respectively, Q is the charge-conjugate of Qp, LI =
(N, 7"), and H is the SM Higgs doublet. From Eq. (@), it can be seen that only 7 and
vector-like leptons can couple to the scalar LQ. Since the scalar potential was discussed
in [82, 183], we skip this explanation. If we take S = (vg + ¢g)/v/2 with vg being the
vacuum expectation value (VEV) of S, the Z’ mass can be obtained as myz = 2gzwvg in this

model [82]. Although these new Yukawa couplings generally are complex, in the following

analysis, we take these parameters to be real numbers.

TABLE I: U(1)r, -, charges of involving leptons, scalar LQ, and S.

e 0 T Ly p-1/3 S

L.-L, 0 1 -1 -1 -1 2

If we decompose Eq. [B]) and use the quark mass eigenstates, the relevant Yukawa cou-

plings can be written as:

~Ly O (v,gPrd; — 78 Pru§, + TwPLuG) @73 + (N £ Prd; — 7' Prus) &/

Yr = y:L — — /
+ “—=(v+ h)T PgT + —=(vs + U,PrN; + iPrt") + H.c., 4
\/5( )T Pr \/5(5 ¢s) (7uPr [PRT') (4)

where g’ = gVT, f = fV1| V = UgUzlT denotes the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
matrix, Uz’d are the quark-flavor mixing matrices for diagonalizing the quark mass ma-

trices, and the flavor mixing matrices of U¢ and U% can be absorbed into g(f) and w,
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respectively. Following Eq. (), the tree diagram for b — ¢7v, and the penguin diagram
for b — sptp~(7777) are sketched in Fig. [l Accordingly, the effective Hamiltonian for

b — cTv, can be written as:

G295

%lf_Q)C = %E’}/MPLb’T"}/MPLVT
. 1
+g§?(—6Hﬁ%PM@+iamJﬁbﬂﬁﬁim), (5)
[}

where mg is the LQ mass, and the Fierz transformations have been used. The four-Fermi

interactions for the penguin b — s¢/*¢'~ can be formulated as:

GrV;Vip Qem - _
i, = RO s P (6)
CLQ,Z’ _ f2f§Xe’ g%,m% Jo <m_2L> (7)
? (47)2Corpr my(¢> —m%) ~ \m3 )’
1 Inx
Jo(x) = -

z—1 (z-1)2

where X, . = (0,1, —1) are the lepton U(1),_r, charges, Csy = GV Viptem/(V27) =
—8.14 x 107! GeV~2, and ¢? is the dilepton invariant mass. It can be seen that like the
enhancement factor m?/m#, in the SM, we have the potential enhancement factor m?2 /m2
in C’QL @, Although the Z’-gauge boson can emit from the LQ inside the loop, since the
diagram is suppressed by my,/mp, we have ignored its contribution. We note that the lepton
current in Eq. (@) has no axial-vector current, the By — p*pu~ decay cannot provide a strict
bound on the parameters. In the following discussions, we focus on C’QL @1 in Bq. ([@) since

we consider the b — su™u~ process.

bL V- @1/3"¢ s~‘
\\/ bL 'I NT/ \‘ sy
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A i
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FIG. 1: Sketched Feynman diagrams for the b — ¢, and b — s(up~,7777) decays.



III. PHENOMENOLOGICAL DISCUSSIONS AND NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In the following numerical estimations, we take the values of the parameters as:

Gr~1.166 x 107°GeV~2, Vi, ~ 0.04, Vig~ —0.04, Vi~ 1,
my ~ 174GeV , mp.p, p. ~ (5.28,5.37,6.28) GeV , my() ~ 4.6(1.3) GeV . (8)

For illustrating the constraints of new free parameters, we fix the LQ mass to be mge = 1000

GeV, unless stated otherwise.

A. Constraint from the neutrino trident production

To calculate the penguin contribution, we need to know the constraints of gz and my:.
If we focus on my > 10 GeV, basically, two main experiments are involved: one is neutrino
trident production |20, @], and the other is the Z — 4¢ measurement @, @] According
to the results in [35], the limit from the neutrino trident production can be expressed as
gzr/mz < 1.9 x 1073 GeV~! and is stronger than that from the Z — 4¢ process when
my > 40 GeV. If we take gz /my ~ 1.8 x 1072 GeV~! and my/me ~ 2, then C’QZI’“ ~ —1.1,
which is used to explain Ry, anomalies, can be achieved when fof; ~ 0.06 is taken.
However, we need to further investigate if the required value of fsf; can be satisfied by the
current data. We note that when gz /mz ~ 1073 GeV is used, we have mz < 3.5 TeV for
gz < V4m due to the perturbativity requirement. In addition, due to vg = mz /(2g2/), we

obtain vg > 263 GeV from the neutrino trident production constraint.

B. Constraints from flavor physics and LHC

In the following, we discuss the possible constraints from flavor physics, such as the
b— sy, b— svv, B = t0,, AF =2, and 7 — ull processes. Since our motivation is to
demonstrate whether b — sZ’ and b — c¢70,, which are induced from the same mediator,
can simultaneously resolve the Ry and Rp anomalies in the gauged L, — L, model, but
not to give global fitting to all experimental data, for simplicity, we will take the irrelevant
parameters to be small or non-existent in the following discussions.

The similar loop effects for b — sZ’ shown in Fig. [[] can also contribute to the radia-

tive b — s7v decay, but the photon can only be emitted from the charged LQ. Hence, the



dimension-5 electromagnetic dipole operator from the LQ loop can be easily obtained as:

HEQ =~ th/tbc [mbesaWPRbFW] 9)
cra_ VB Qubfi (mh
n T TGV dmg ?p ’

1 z(x +2) ?Inz

Ji(z) = 12(x — 1)? + 6(x —1)3 B 2(x —1)*7

where Qg = —1/3 is the electric charge of ®~/3. With the values of parameters used in
Sec. [ITAl and |fofs| ~ 0.06 for Cy9* ~ —1, we get |C7v | ~ 4.5 x 107*, which is three
orders of magnitude smaller than the SM result of \C’%M | ~0.3. Clearly, the b — sy decay
cannot significantly bound the parameter f;fs.

Next, we discuss the limit from the b — svv decay. Compared with the inclusive de-
cay mode, the experimental measurement in the exclusive channel is more closer to the
theoretical prediction; therefore, we consider the constraint from BT — K*vp, where the
SM prediction is BRSM(BT — K*vi) ~ 4 x 1079 [86], and the current upper limit is
BR>P(BT — KTvp) < 1.6 x 1075 |87]; that is, the new physics effects can at most enhance
the SM result by a factor of 4. In this model, it is found that the b — svv can be induced
from tree and loop diagrams. Except where only the left-handed neutrinos are involved, the
loop contribution is the same as that for b — s¢/*¢'~. Thus, from Eqs. {]) and (@), the tree

and loop effective interactions can be combined as:

Hb—)sw/ - _CZQ(§b>V—A(77V)V—A ) (10)
LQ,vy
Uyt 9293 Cg Csmr
Clly = g Cu+ =

with Cy, 0 = (0,0,1), (ff')v-a = fvu(l —7s5)f’. Since the induced four-Fermi operators
are the same as those in the SM, the BR for the Bt — K*vi decay can be simply formulated

as:

1
BR(BT — K¥op) = 5 (Z ‘1 - e

2
G!F V;Z ‘/tb Qem < my

C%y = ~ —2.81 x 107
M V2 2msin? Oy m%,v) ”

2
) BR*M (BT — KTvp), (11)

with X (y) ~ 0.65y%°7 @] Using |C9"| ~ 1, it can be seen that the loop contribu-
tion in C7,/C%yy is Cy @Y Cypr /(4C%,,) ~ 0.07; that is, the Z'-mediated penguin cannot
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significantly contribute to BT — Ktvi. If we take the tree diagram as the dominant
effect, to satisfy the current upper limit, the magnitude of gog5 can be in the range of
—0.096 < gog5 < 0.048. If we ignore the small CKM matrix elements, it can be seen

G205 ~ g2g3. Then, the contribution of the first term in Eq. (H) to Ry can be written as:

\/5929§

Rpw =[1+67 R0, o~ : 12
pe =[1+6" R, S GV (12)
The magnitude of gog3 can be determined as:
8m3,Gr| Vel Rpe
|9203| = —"—=—= —1]. (13)
V2 Ryt

Accordingly, we obtain |g2g3| ~ 0.41 for Rp = 0.4 and |g2g5| =~ 0.25 for Rp« = 0.3. It is
clear that the gog; effects bounded by the BT — K*vw decay cannot suffice to explain the
observed R ). Thus, we need to rely on the scalar- and tensor-type four-Fermi interactions
shown in Eq. (@) to resolve the R excesses.

In addition to the B~ — D®7i, decays, the effective interactions in Eq. (&) can also
contribute to the B. — 77, decay, and the BR can be formulated as:

2
ch

14— P
m.(mp + me)

BR(B. — 70,;) = BR®™ (B, — 770, ep| (14)

where BRSM(B, — 177,) ~ 2.1%, ep = V/2w1g5/(8GrVym?), and the contribution from g,g4*
has been dropped. As pointed out by the authors in |31, [\);_;, |, due to the enhancement
factor m2BC /m.(my+m,.) ~ 3.6, the B. — 7, decay can give a strict bound on the associated
parameter. Since the sign of wsg; for enhancing R is negative, with wyg; ~ —0.3, we
obtain ep ~ —0.114. In this case, we get BR(B, — 7i;) ~ 0.7 %. It can be seen that the
preferred values of wqg; will destructively interfere with the SM so that BR(B. — 77,) <
BR*™(B. — 17,). Hence, the upper limit of BR(B,. — 7i,) < 10% obtained in [79] cannot
severely bound the LQ couplings in this model.

The next constraint that we would like to focus on is the AF = 2 process in the neutral
meson system, where the associated observable is meson mass difference Amp. Based on the
analysis above, what we are concerned with is whether the parameters fsf; and wqgi can
largely suffice to explain the Ry and Rp.) anomalies. In order to focus on the Yukawa

couplings fa3, g3, and wy, we can suppress the irrelevant parameters by using the scheme

with g1 9, f1, w13 < 1. Then, we can ignore the constraints from Amy and Amp, and only



need to focus on D — D and B, — B, mixings. With the taken scheme, Amp and Amp, can

be formulated as:

AmE@ ~ Bpfpmp

(g (T (15)
Do 3(4m)2m2 |12 2 m3 )|’
B]}f2 mpg. m2
A LQ ~ sJ Bg s *\ 2 L 1
mBs 3(47T)2m<21> (f2f3) J2 m(gp ) ( 6)
1 zlnx

JQ(LL’) = —

-1 @-12’

where the hadronic bag parameters By and the meson decay constant fr are Bp ~ 1.18 @],
Bs ~ 1.28, fp ~ 0.222 GeV [87], and fp, ~ 0.231 GeV E] Due to f1, Vi, Vg, < 1, the
Yukawa couplings fi, can be approximately expressed as fj ~ foVis and f; ~ f; that
is flfy ~ |f2/*Vus. It can be seen that the D — D mixing can directly constrain the f,
parameter. Taking AmpP ~ 6.4 x 107! GeV and Amp, ~ 1.17 x 107! GeV [87] as the

upper bounds, the limits on |f2| and | fof;| can be obtained as:

2 1/4
| fa] < 4.84 x 1073 (%) ,

1/2
fofi] < 1.23 x 1074 (mi‘%)) . (17)

Jo(mi/mj
With mp/me ~ 2, it can be seen that |fa| < 0.21 and |fofi| < 0.23. Compared to the
requirement of fyf5 ~ 0.06 for CQL @ —1, the bounds from Amp and Amp, are mild.

It has been investigated that the lepton-flavor violating (LFV) effects for explaining R,
and Ry« excesses can be constrained by the precision measurements, such as Z — Tu,
T — p(m,p), and 7 — 3p |91, 192]. We examine these constraints in our model. From
Eq. (@), it can be seen that the right-handed 7-lepton and left-handed muon can couple to
the heavy VLL. Therefore, the coupling Z7u can be generated at the tree level via the lepton
Yukawa couplings. However, in order to obtain the same chiralities in both tau-lepton and
muon when they couple to the Z-boson, one of leptons has to flip the chirality; as a result,
the tree-induced Z7p coupling is suppressed by m., ,/v. Using y, ~ Yy, ~ 0.1 and vg ~ 264
GeV, the resulted BR for Z — ut is BR(Z — pt) ~ 3.9 x 10713, which is far below the
current upper limit with BR(Z — ut) < 1.2 x 107° [87]. In addition to the tree effects, the
Z T coupling can be induced through the loop penguin diagrams, where the main Feynman
diagram is shown in Fig. Bl We note that since the Z’-boson does not couple to the quarks,

the similar diagram for 2’7y, where the Z’ is emitted from the LQ, is suppressed by m. ,/v;
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therefore, their effects can be neglected. Accordingly, the effective interaction for Z7u can

be expressed as:

9CLfigr [ Yuvs mi\
Hrz = Jz | —= Prrzt
urz 2cosOw \V2my, ’ m2 FubLT

4 1
Cp=1-gsin®fy, Jsla) = ‘ TR

11—z (1-x)?2’ (18)

where C} is the Z-boson coupling to the up-type quarks. Since the induced Z7p coupling
is related to the up-type quark mass, we only show the top-quark contributions due to
Mue < my. Although the Z7pu interaction can contribute to Z — 7u and 7 — plf, since
the current upper limit of Z — p7 is much larger than that of 7 — 3u with BR(7 — 3u) <
2.1 x 1078 @T

we focus on the analysis of 7 — ulf, where ¢ can be the neutrinos and

charged leptons. Thus, the Z-mediated BR for 7 — uf/ is given as:

_ TmdG?
BR(T — plt) = NTW?)F (ICR + |CLP) [ X-l?,
v figh ([ Yuvs m?
X, , =L = Js | —& 19
#= 2y \Vamg )\ e

where Cf% ;, are the Z-boson couplings to the leptons, and they are given as C'}, =0, C} =1,
C% =2sin? Oy, and Cf = —1+2sin* Gy Using f' ~ ¢’ ~ 1, Yy, ~ 0.1, and vg ~ 264 GeV,
we get BR(T — pwi) ~ 9 x 1071 and BR(7 — 3pu) ~ 1.5 x 10719, Tt is clear that with a

smaller y/, the f; and g3 parameters can scape from the strict constraints of the rare tau

decays.
d-1/3 (S)
PN |
/ . \ |
T [ L 1 7 H
Z

FIG. 2: Sketched Feynman diagrams for the induced Z7u coupling.

Finally, we briefly discuss the constraints from the L(Q production at the LHC [103].
According to Eq. @), the LQ couplings to v;b, 7(t,c) are g3, g5, and wsq, respectively. If
we assume that the scalar L(Q predominantly couples to the third-generation leptons and

quarks, the upper limits on the L(Q mass in pair production at the LHC are as follows: using
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the v;b channel |104], ATLAS obtained mg < 625 GeV, and CMS got mg < 634 GeV when
the 7¢ channel |103] is used. That is, the LQ with a mass of TeV in our case still satisfies

the LHC limits, which are from the LQ-pair production [106]. In addition, the single ®~'/3

135, and gec — ®~/37F processes. If we take

production can be produced via the gb — &~
BR(®7Y3 — f) ~ 1/2 with f = v,.b and 7t, using the values of wy and g5 which can explain
Rp, the single production cross section can be calculated to be around 1 fb for me ~ 1

TeV [44]. The result is below the CMS upper limit of 4.2 fb [107], where the ppj channel is

used to search for the second-generation LQ.

C. Numerical analysis for R, CQLQ’“, muon g — 2, and h — ur

To estimate the numerical results for the B~ — D®{'D, decays, we use the B — D)
form factors based on the heavy quark effective theory (HQET) |93, 194]. The BRs for
B~ — D®{¢D, in the SM are obtained as:

BR(B™ = [D, D*|(w,) ~ [2.33 ,5.46]%, (20)
BR(B~ = [D, D*|ri,) ~ [0.72,1.39]%,, (21)

where the experimental data are BR*?(B~ — [D, D*|{y,) = [2.27+0.11, 5.69 £ 0.19]% and
BR**(B~ — [D, D*|tv,) = [0.77 £ 0.25, 1.88 + 0.20]% [87]. It can be seen that the 7o,
measurements are somewhat larger than the theoretical estimations. Hence, our calculation

ratios Rp and Rp« in the SM are given as:
RD =~ 0307, RD* ~ 0.254 . (22)

The obtained results are consistent with those shown in ] To understand the influence
of scalar LQ on the b — ¢7v; decay, we show the contours for BR(B~ — [D, D*|Ttv,;) and
Rp p- as a function of wegs and me in Fig. B (a) and (b), respectively, where due to the
Bt — K*vv constraint, we have ignored the gog4° contributions, and the renormalization
group (RG) running effects from LQ scale to my, scale have been included [94]. From the
results, when Rp and Rp- are enhanced by the singlet scalar LQ, the BR(B~ — D™ri,)
can be consistent with the current data within 20 errors. In addition, we also put Rp (solid)
and Rp+ (dashed) together as a function of wegs and me in Fig. @l From the plot, it can be
clearly seen that the L.QQ contributions can simultaneously explain the Rp and Rp- excesses

in the same parameter region.
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FIG. 3: Contours for (a) BR(B~ — Dt,) (in units of 10~2) and Rp and (b) BR(B~ — D*77,)

(in units of 1072) and Rp- as a function of wog3 and mg.
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FIG. 4: Contours for Rp (solid) and Rp+ (dashed) as a function of wogs and me.

In addition to the R observables, BaBar also reported ¢? distributions of the detected
events for B — (D, D*)7v in [6]. To understand the LQ influence, we show (1/T")dI"/dq?
as a function of ¢* for B — Dru, in Fig. B(a) and for B — D*ri; in Fig. B(b), where
the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed lines denote the results of the SM and LQ with weg3 =
—0.2, —0.3, respectively. The experimental data are obtained from [37]. It can be seen that
the LQ curves are slightly different from the SM results. That is, the ¢? distribution of the
differential decay rate may not be a good candidate for testing the new physics. Belle recently

measures the tau-lepton polarization, defined as P, = ("=t — I'"==1) /(Dh=* 4 T"=-1) in
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B — D*r., and the result is P,(D*) = —0.38 £ 0.517)%¢ H], where the SM prediction is
PSM ~ —(.497 ,]. According to the formulas in |37], we find that the LQ contributions
to tau polarization in B — D*ri, are P.(D*) ~ —0.488 for wyg; = —0.2 and P,(D*) ~
—0.479 for weg; = —0.3. Clearly, P.(D*) is not sensitive to the LQ effects in our model.
In addition, we also calculate the tau polarization in B — D7, as P.(D) ~ 0.401 for
wogs = —0.2 and P.(D) = 0.434 for wygi = —0.3, where the SM result is PSM(D) ~ 0.324.
In our model, the deviation of P.(D) from the SM can be ~ 30%.

030 —— SM j 030]
-=-= wg3=-03
0250 B—- Drv 025!
~ il
L 020} = 020
2 <
<) &
. 0.5 = 015
2 =
[ [
2 010 < 010}
) &
0.05} = 0050
0.00 0.00
- . . . . , , . -0.05
0.05 4 5 6 7 [ 9 10 11
£ (GeV?) 7 (GeV?)

FIG. 5:  (1/T')dl'/dg?® (in units of GeV~2) with respect to ¢* for (a) B — D7, and (b) B —
D*7p,, where the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed lines denote the results of the SM and LQ with

wag; = —0.2, —0.3, respectively. The BarBar data are quoted from [37].

To analyze the Ry and Rg- issues, we take the results obtained from a global fitting to
the experimental data ], where the required Wilson coefficient C3'"" from new physics
used to explain the b — su*pu~ anomalies can be in the region of C&F = [—1.61, —0.77].
According to Eq. (), we then show C’QL @# as a function of fofs and gz /mz in Fig. [0l where
the solid and dashed lines denote my,/mg¢ = 2 and my/me = 3, respectively; the constraints
from the neutrino trident production and Ampg, are included, and the shown range for the
Wilson coefficient is taken as Co®* C [—1.61, —0.77]. From the plot, it can be seen that the
allowed parameter spaces are still wide.

After showing the contributions to Ry and CQL @1 in the model, in the remainder of
this paper, we discuss some interesting implications on the muon g — 2 and the Higgs LF'V

h — pr decay. Since we concentrate on the case with my > m,, the Z’-mediated muon

13
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FIG. 6: Contours for CQLQ’“ as a function of fof3 and gz /mz: (in units of 1073), where blue and
red region respectively denote mp/me = 2 (solid) and 3 (dashed). The bounds from the neutrino

trident production and Amp, with mz/me = 2,3 are also given.

g — 2 can be simplified as:

g%/mi
12m22/

Aa?' ~ <34x1071°, (23)

where the upper limit is from the neutrino trident production constraint @, B] Although
the resulted muon g — 2 is smaller than the current experimental value of Aa, = (28.7 £
8.0) x 10719 [87], a factor of around 5 improved measurements will be performed in the E989
experiment at Fermilab [98] and the E34 experiment at J-PARC @] The result in Eq. (23))
falls within 30 accuracy of the new muon g — 2 measurements and can still be tested.

In addition to the explanation of the R and Ry anomalies, from Eq. [, the Higgs
lepton-flvaor changing h — 7 decay can be induced at the tree level in this simple model,
and the associated BR can be expressed as:
_mvdlyry,|?

BR(h — pr) ~ — 50T
(h = 7)™~ =t

(24)

where [';, &= 4.21 MeV is the Higgs width. From the limit of the neutrino trident production
and my = 2g7vg, it is known vg > 263 GeV. Thus, with vg ~ 264 GeV and y, ~ y;; ~ 0.1,
the BR for h — p7r can be BR(h — pt) ~ 0.20%, which is close to the CMS upper

bound of BR®*P(h — ut) < 0.25% [100]. Intriguingly, the tree-induced coupling hut can

generate the radiative LF'V 7 — pvy process via Higgs-mediated one-loop and two-loop

14



Feynman diagrams [101), [102]. Since the one-loop effects are suppressed by the factor my /v,

which is from the SM coupling h¢¢, the loop-induced BR for 7 — pu7vy is dominated by

the two-loop effects. With above values of parameters and the results in [102], we obtain

BR(T — py) ~ 3.2 x 1071° and the result is well below the current experimental upper
limit with BR(T — puy) < 4.4 x 1078 @] We note that 7 — py can be also produced
through top-quark and L@ loop, where the related couplings are ws, f3}, and y}’u since we

have taken w3 < 1, such loop contribution could be taken to be small.

IV. SUMMARY

We studied the U(l)Lu_LT extension of the SM to resolve the R and Ry - anomalies.
In order to achieve this purpose, we introduce one vector-like doublet lepton, one scalar
leptoquark, and one singlet scalar, in which they all carry U(1)z,—z, charges. As a result,
the b — su™p~ process can arise from the Z’-penguin diagram via the leptoquark loop,
whereas the b — c7i. decay can be induced from the same leptoquark. When considering
the constraints from the flavor physics, such as the b — sy, Bt — K*vi, B. — 10,
AF =2, and 7 — pll processes, it is found that Rp and Rp- can simultaneously fit the
data in the same parameter space, and the Z’-penguin induced Wilson coefficient can be
Cy@t — [<1.61,—0.77], for which the result is from the y? analysis and can be used to
explain the b — su™p~ anomalies. In this model, due to the vector Z’ coupling, the Wilson
coefficient C’lLOQ’” automatically vanishes; therefore, the rare By — putpu™ process cannot give
a strict bound on the parameters. The BR for the Higgs lepton-flavor violating h — ur
decay can be as large as the current experimental upper limit. The Z’-mediated muon g — 2
can reach the 3 x 1071 level, which can be tested in future new muon g — 2 experiments. In
addition, we find that the tau polarization in B — D7r, is more sensitive to the LQ effects

and can have a deviation of 30% in our model.
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