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ABSTRACT: In recent years, experiments revealed intriguing hints for new physics
(NP) in semi-leptonic B decays. Both in charged current processes, involving b — c7v
transitions, and in the neutral currents b — s¢™¢~, a preference for NP compared to
the standard model (SM) of more than 3¢ and 50 was found, respectively. In addition,
there is the long-standing tension between the theory prediction and the measurement
of the anomalous magnetic moment (AMM) of the muon (a,) of more than 3o. Since
all these observables are related to the violation of lepton flavor universality (LFU),
a common NP explanation seems not only plausible but is even desirable. In this
context, leptoquarks (LQs) are especially promising since they give tree-level effects
in semi-leptonic B decays, but only loop-suppressed effects in other flavor observables
that agree well with their SM predictions. Furthermore, LQs can lead to a m;/m,
enhanced effect in a,, allowing for an explanation even with (multi) TeV particles.
However, a single scalar LQ representation cannot provide a common solution to all
three anomalies. In this article we therefore consider a model in which we combine two
scalar LQs: the SU(2), singlet and the SU(2), triplet. Within this model we compute
all relevant 1-loop effects and perform a comprehensive phenomenological analysis,
pointing out various interesting correlations among the observables. Furthermore, we
identify benchmark points which are in fact able to explain all three anomalies (b — c7v,
b — s(t(~ and a,), without violating bounds from other observables, and study their
predictions for future measurements.
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1 Introduction

While the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN has not directly observed any parti-
cles beyond the ones of the SM (see e.g. Refs. [1, 2] for an overview) intriguing indirect
hints for NP have been acquired in flavor observables. In particular, measurements
of semi-leptonic B meson decays, involving the charged current b — c7v or the flavor
changing neutral current b — s¢*¢~, point towards the violation of LFU. Furthermore,
also the AMM of the muon, which measures LFU violation as it vanishes in the massless
limit, points convincingly towards physics beyond the SM. In order to explain these
deviations from the SM predictions — also called anomalies — one thus needs NP that
couples differently to tau leptons, muons and electrons. As we will see, LQs are prime
candidates for such an explanation in terms of physics beyond the SM.

Let us now review these anomalies in more detail. The first anomaly arose in the
AMM of the muon a, = (g —2),/2 in 2006. Here, the E821 experiment at Brookhaven
discovered a tantalizing tension between their measurement [3, 4]

as™® = 116,592,089(63) x 10~ (1.1)
and the SM prediction!
Sa, = al® — a3 = (278 £88) x 107" (1.2)

of around 3-40%. This discrepancy is of the same order as the electroweak contribution
of the SM. Therefore, TeV scale NP needs an enhancement mechanism, called chiral
enhancement, to be able to account for the deviation [35]. For LQs this factor can be
my/m,, ~ 10® which provides the required enhancement, making LQs prime candidates
for an explanation in terms of NP [35-53]. In fact, there are only two LQ representations

IThe SM prediction of a . is currently re-evaluated in a community-wide effort prompted by upcom-
ing improved measurements at Fermilab [5] and J-PARC [6], see also Ref. [7]. With electroweak [8-10]
and QED [11] contributions under good control, recent advances in the evaluation of the hadronic
part include: hadronic vacuum polarization [12-18], hadronic light-by-light scattering [19-25], and
higher-order hadronic corrections [26, 27].

2During the publication process of this article, the Budapest-Marseilles-Wuppertal collaboration
(BMWec) released a lattice QCD calculation from hadronic vacuum polarization (HVP) [28]. These
results would render the SM prediction for a, compatible with the experiment. However, the BMWc¢
results are in tension with the HVP determined from ete™ — hadrons data [13, 16, 29, 30], combined
with analyticity and unitarity constraints for the leading 27 [18, 29, 31] and 37 [32] channels, covering
almost 80% of the HVP contribution. Furthermore, the HVP also enters the global EW fit [33], whose
(indirect) determination disagrees with the BMWec result. Therefore, the BMWc determination of the
HVP would lead to a significant tension in EW fit [34] and we therefore use the (conservative) estimate
of Eq. (1.2).



(under the SM gauge group), out of the 10 possible ones [54], that can have this
enhancement: the scalar LQ SU(2), singlet and the scalar LQ SU(2); doublet with
hypercharge —2/3 and —7/3, respectively.
In tauonic B decays, BaBar measured in 2012 the ratios
Br[B — D¥ry]

)y — i =
R(D™) BB = DO with ¢ = {e,u} (1.3)

significantly above the SM predictions [55]. This is in agreement with the later LHCb
measurements [56-58] of R(D*), while BELLE found values closer to the SM in its
latest analysis [59]. In combination, these deviations from the SM amount to 3.10 [60]3.
Interestingly, also the ratio

_ Br[B. = J/yTv]
"~ Br[B. — J/yuv]

R(J /) (1.4)
lies above its SM prediction [62], supporting the assumption of NP in b — crv [63, 64].
This picture is confirmed by different independent global fits [65-68] which include in
addition polarization observables. Interestingly, these hints for NP are accompanied by
data on b — w7y transitions.

Once more, LQs are prime candidates for an explanation. Despite the U; vector
LQ SU(2),, singlet [69-86] and scalar LQ Sy option [41, 87-95], the scalar LQ ®; [36,
40, 50, 74, 89, 96-110] or the combination of ®; and ®3* can explain these data [49,
74, 111, 112].

Finally, the statistically most significant deviations from the SM predictions were
observed in observables involving b — s¢*¢~ transitions. Here, the LHCb measure-
ments [113, 114] of

Br[B — K™ty

() —
R(K™) = Br[B — K®ete] (1.5)

indicate LFU violation with a combined significance of ~ 4¢ [115-125]. Taking in
addition into account all other b — sutpu~ observables, e.g. the angular observable
P! [126] in the decay B — K*ut ™, the global fit of the Wilson coefficients even prefers
several NP scenarios above the 50 level [122-124]. Furthermore, b — d¢* ¢~ transitions
measured in B — wutpu~ [127] deviate slightly from the LHCb measurement [128].
While this is not significant on its own, the central value is very well in agreement

3This tension would even slightly increase by around 0.3¢ if the new theory prediction of R(D*) of
Ref. [61] was taken into account.
4®, and @3 are also called S; and Ss, respectively, in the literature.
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Table 1: Values of the hypercharges for the LQ and fermion fields.

with the expectation from b — s¢T¢~ assuming a V,4/Vjs-like scaling [129] of the NP
effect as obtained in models possessing an U(2) flavor symmetry in the quark sector
(see e.g. Refs. [76, 130-132] for accounts in the context of the flavor anomalies). This
means that an effect of the same order and sign as in b — s¢*/~, relative to the SM,
is preferred. Once more, LQs are prime candidates for an explanation. In particular
the U; vector LQ SU(2), singlet [69, 70, 72-77, 79, 80, 82, 84-86, 133, 134], the Us;
vector LQ SU(2)y, triplet [70-73, 75, 80, 83, 84, 134, 135] and the ®3 scalar LQ SU(2),,
triplet [71, 73-75, 80, 84, 134, 136] can explain data very well via a purely left-handed
current.

From the discussion above it is clear that there are several options for a combined
explanation of the flavor anomalies with LQs. Here we will consider the singlet-triplet
model introduced in Refs. [49, 111] which was also studied in the context of Dark
Matter [137]. Within this model, a combined explanation can be possible since ®; can
account for the anomaly in a, and affects b — crv transitions while ®3 can explain
b — s¢t¢~ data and enters b — c7v processes. Furthermore, their combined effects
in b — svv processes can be destructive, relieving the bounds. However, in order to
perform a complete phenomenological analysis, an inclusion of all relevant loop effects
is necessary. We will compute these effects and extend the analysis of Ref. [49], allowing
for couplings of ®; to right-handed fermions.

The outline of the article is as follows: In the next section we will define our setup.
The conventions for the various observables as well as the results of the matching,
taking into account the relevant loop effects, are given in Sec. 3 before we perform our
phenomenological analysis in Sec. 4 and conclude in Sec. 5.

2 Setup

The scalar LQ singlet-triplet model is obtained by adding a scalar LQ SU(2), singlet
(®1) and an SU(2)y triplet (®3), each carrying hypercharge —2/3, to the SM parti-
cle content. While the couplings to gauge bosons are completely determined by the
representations of the LQs under the SM gauge symmetry, their couplings to the SM



fermions and the SM Higgs® are free parameters of the Lagrangian

Lrg = (NQimLi+ psts) @1 + w7, Qjira(r - @) L+ pry ]! (H' (v @) H)

M
N Z M<I>1 - 5?11/HTH) (I){TCD{/ B Z ((M<I2>3)JJ' §JJ'HTH) CPJT(I)J +h.c.
{I,1'}=1 {J,J"}=1

(2.1)

Here, @ (L) is the quark (lepton) SU(2); doublet and u (¢) the quark (charged lep-
ton) singlet. The superscript ¢ denotes charge conjugation, f,i are flavor indices and
I J" denote the number of LQs in a given representation (ie. {I,I'} = 1,..,N
for ®; and {J,J'} = 1,..., M for ®3)°. For the hypercharge Y we use the convention
Qem = T3 + Y /2, where Q.p, is the electric charge and T3 the third component of weak
isospin (see Tab. 1).

After electroweak symmetry breaking the Higgs acquires its vacuum expectation
value v &~ 174 GeV. The last term in Eq. (2.1) then leads to a shift in the bi-linear mass
terms of the LQs. However, this shift can be absorbed by defining

® -
(M(%m)}a(/ v = ( él?’)KK’ ' (22)

Thus, the terms & KK?’/ have (at leading order in perturbation theory) no impact on
the low energy flavor phenomenology of the singlet-triplet model but would only enter
processes with an external Higgs (or at higher loop level). Furthermore, by unitary
rotations of the LQ fields, we can now diagonalize their bi-linear mass terms via unitary
rotations Uj o:

UlTMq)lUl = d1ag<m17 ,m?\,) = mél ,
B (2.3)
USME Uy = diag<m§, ,m@) =m2_.

In turn, these rotations lead to an effect in the couplings to the Higgs which can however
be absorbed by the definition
UlTpUg, =). (2.4)

The LQ field rotations in Eq. (2.3) have to be applied to their fermionic interactions
as well. Here, they can again be absorbed by a redefinition of the couplings

A UlKI—)‘fzv N UlKI—)‘fzv ’{}TiUg,KJEK;(i' (2.5)

>Couplings to the Higgs lead to mixing among different LQ representations. Via this mixing LQs
are able to generate Majorana masses for neutrinos [40, 112, 138-143].

6In the R-parity violating MSSM this would correspond to the number of generations for the singlet.
However, in general N and M do not need to be equal.



Hence, we are left with diagonal bi-linear mass terms with entries (mfpl) ;; and

(m3,) ,, and off-diagonal ®; — ®3 mixing governed by p;;. While the LQs with
Qem = {2/3,—4/3} are already in their mass eigenstates, we have to diagonalize the
resulting full matrix of the ®; — &3 system with Q.,,, = —1/3

m2.  v?p )
wi (U2;}[ mg) W = diag (m7,... ,m3n) (2.6)
3

with a unitary matrix W. Working in the down basis, i.e. in the basis where no CKM
elements appear in flavor changing neutral currents of down-type quarks, this leads to
the following interaction terms with fermions

Lrg =Tl i a§ PLl® > 4+ T ag Pty ®, ™ + T b ds P>

+ F'L{fuiﬂfPLViq)?j/E}* + ijgiczjcPL&@f/g* , (2.7)
where the superscripts of the LQ fields refer to their electric charge and
Lot = Vi (Wi = &5 Wiink)
Ff}g - S‘IiWI*Ka
FcLlfIV{ = A Wik — l{;in—i-N,Kv (2.8)
Fifl’i - \/5‘/}3’@3]@’

J J

Recall that the indices take the numbers I = {1,..,N}, J = {l,..,M} and
K ={1,..,M + N}. In the limit with only one generation of each LQ and without
mixing we have

Dol = Vi idik — Kjidarc) » Do = Aidirc

(2.9)
Ff;)f = —Api0ix — Kfilak Lo = \/§Vf*jﬁjz‘, Lape, = —V2k5i,

where the indices 1 and 2 correspond to ®; and ®3, respectively.

3 Processes and Observables

In order to illustrate the phenomenology of our model, we will limit ourselves to the case
of one LQ singlet ®; and one LQ triplet ®3 without mixing among them. Therefore,
we will derive the corresponding expressions for the relevant processes in this simplified
limit in this section and denote by M; and Mj the singlet and triplet mass, respectively.



In the appendix we will provide the most general expressions for the Wilson coefficients
allowing for an arbitrary number of LQs and include mixing among them.

Let us now study the various classes of processes. For each class, we will first define
the effective Hamiltonians governing these processes and perform the matching of the
model on them. Then we discuss the relation of the Wilson coefficients to observables
and review the related available experimental information.

3.1 dd¢f and ddv Processes
To describe dj, — djfjifj transitions, we use the effective Hamiltonian

4G

ddee F k k fi fi

Hes __\/_thk ch OJ+ZCA]k Ak |
A=T7.8 A=9,10

. 6(93) = v o u

Oty = Tgz ™414i0™ (T) Prdil Fiu(G) (3.1)
1 [0 _

Og,jk = E[dﬂ’“‘ Prd] [0y,4]

i o - _
O{O,jk = E[dﬂMPLdk] [ ryuvstal)

and define the covariant derivate as
D, =0, +ieQA, +igG,T". (3.2)
At tree level, the only matching contribution to C’g ‘., and 010 i stems from @3

__ V2 mhukj
2GpVia Vg, o0 Mg

Cgfjk = _C{(;,jk (3-3)

As in any model, the Wilson coefficients of the (chromo) magnetic operator can only
be generated at the loop level. The left two diagrams in Fig. 1 (given for concreteness
for b — s transitions) with on-shell photon and gluons result in

—V2 1 (1A N 7/%2'/‘?}
4GFV;de;d 24\ 3 M? M: )

V2 ANy KR
Cjk 7t 3 Ji
a) = 4GV Vi, o Mg )

at the matching scale pr,q.

C§ (MLQ)




Figure 1: Feynman diagrams in our LQ) singlet-triplet model generating contributions
to b — sy and b — st~ at the 1-loop level. The left two diagrams show the matching
contribution to the (chromo) magnetic operator. The diagram on the right, with an
off-shell photon, is generating the mixing of OF” into O.

Concerning the QCD evolution of these coefficients, Og mixes into O7 at O(«y),
yielding the relation [144, 145]

(erm) = &t (11 35)

with

R 77331—62f §<7]331—42f — 77331—62f>
U (i) = ’ : (3.6)

14
0 n33-2f
Here, f denotes the number of active quark flavors, pup) refers to the high (low) energy
scale and

_ as (i)
as()
where a, needs to be evaluated with the number of active flavors at a given scale as

(3.7)

well.

Even though b — s/T¢~ can be induced at tree level in our model, there are still
scenarios in which loop effects are phenomenologically important. As pointed out in
Ref. [82], the large couplings to tau leptons, needed to explain b — c7v data, also

; ; TT . __ (7T T ; ; ][44
lead to huge Wilson coefficients Cg7, = To.sp- In turn, Og7, mixes into Oy

p via
the off-shell photon penguin [146], shown in the right diagram of Fig. 1. In our UV
complete model, we cannot only calculate this mixing, but also the finite part of the

effect, contained in the matching contribution

V2 AN KRk pi,
cl = iL 319 4 1210g [ 222 . 3.8




This means that even if couplings to light leptons are absent at tree level, they are
generated via loop effects in the presence of tau couplings. Since we will mainly focus
on b — s transitions, we shorten our notation in the following and write C%S?s) = Cy(s),
Cg(ilo),sb = C’g(ilo). The logarithm involving urq in Eq. (3.8) originates from the fact
that the right-diagram in Fig. 1 is divergent. To get rid of this dependence one has to
solve the RGE governing the mixing between Of with different lepton flavors:

preACATD

o

with v = é—j Here, we do not take into account the running of a and do not consider
the running of C¥ (i.e. just the mixing of Of into C}’ with ¢ # j). This then has the
solution

=vC{(n)  (f#1) (3.9)

i) = Citma) + 7105 (L) ! (7 #10), (3.10)

For B meson decays, this amounts to replacing the high scale prq in Eq. (3.8) by
the low scale of the processes p,. In addition, at the B meson scale, OF7 gives a ¢*
dependent contribution to C§’g, which however is numerically small [146] and currently
not accessible with the SM independent fit. However, there are intriguing prospects that
with improved future data this effect could be distinguished from the ¢*-independent
Cy effect [147].

QCD corrections to the matching of scalar LQs for semi-leptonic processes (both
charged and neutral current) can be taken into account by applying the following shifts
to the Wilson coefficients of vector (V'), scalar (S) and tensor (7') operators [148]

g 17
14— kel
C’V—>CV( +47TCF<3ZM+ 2)) ,

@%@O+wm0, (3.11)

27
CT — CT <1 + %CF (lu + 2)) )
with 1, = log (u?/M?) (where M can be either M; or M;) and Cp = 4/3 as the
color factor. Since QCD is insensitive to flavor, electric charge and chirality, these

corrections can be applied in a straightforward way to all other semi-leptonic processes,
particularly to b — svv and b — crv.

Observables

As mentioned in the introduction, a main motivation for this anlysis is the explanation
of the hints for NP in b — s¢*¢~ data. In order to resolve this discrepancy between SM



and experiment, an O(20%) effect to Cy 19 is required compared to the SM contribution
which is given by [149, 150]

CM(4.8 GeV) = 4.07, CM(4.8 GeV) = —4.31. (3.12)
In a global fit one finds preference for scenarios like C{* = —CI{', as generated in our
model at tree level. However, a C§* = —C1{* effect complemented by a LFU one in Cg

gives an even better fit to data [122, 151]. As we will see, this is exactly the pattern
that arises in our model, taking into account the loop effects discussed above.

For b — s7t7~ transitions we have on the experimental side [152]
Br[B, —» 7] <68x107% (95%C.L.). (3.13)

For By — 777~ there is a (unpublished) measurement of BELLE [153] and an upper
limit of LHCb [152]

Br[By— 77|00 = (4391038 £0.45) x 1077,

LHCh (3.14)

Br[By— 77|, <21x107° (95%C.L.).

These measurements are compatible at the 20 level. The SM predictions read [154, 155]

Br[B, — 7777 ], = (7.73£0.49) x 1077,

S 3.15
Br[Bs — 777 |, = (2.22£0.19) x 107°. (3.15)
In our model we find )
Br[Bs, — 7777] Cg
=11 3.16
Br[Bs — 777 gy ‘ i CRtl ( )

and the analogous expression for b — d transitions. Also the branching ratios of semi-
leptonic b — s7T7~ processes can be expressed in terms of NP Wilson coefficients [156]

Br[Buy — X7t77] x 107 = AY + AXCJ™ + A CJ] + AL O™ + AF Oy + AX(C7)?
+ A (C15)" + AF(CT)? + AZ(CIy)? + Ay G570y + AR Cls Oy
(3.17)

These branching ratios together with the corresponding coefficients are shown in Tab. 2.
Turning to b — sTp transitions, we have [157]

Br[B — Krtu®] =10~ [9.6 (|O§,”|2 + 10;“]“’) 410 (|C{‘OT|2 o 2)] L (3.18)

— 10 —



X | ¢?[GeV? Ay A Ay As Ay As

K [15, 22] 1.20£0.12 | 0.15£0.02 —0.42+0.04 0.15£0.01 0.15 4+ 0.04 0.02

K*| [15,19] | 0.98+0.09 | 0.38+0.03 —0.1440.01 —0.30 + 0.03 0.12 0.05

6 | [15,18.8] | 0.86+0.06 | 0.34£0.02  —0.11  —0.28+0.02 0.10 0.05
AG A? AS A9 AIO

0.05 £ 0.01 0.02 0.05 £ 0.01 0.04 0.10 £ 0.01

0.02 0054001 0024001 —0.08+£001  —0.03
0.01 0.05 0.01 = 0.02 —0.08 —0.02

Table 2: Numerical values for the coefficients given in Eq. (3.17) for the different decay
modes involving b — s77~ transitions together with the corresponding ¢? ranges.

and
Be[B. s 0-0+] = CE [y e 2 2 2
1"[ s 7 by z} = m‘ th Vs fBSTBSmBS(mei +m€f) 77(%'7%”)
. 12 My, — My . . 2
sz . C/f’L 1 . P — 2 L—f (Cfl . C/fz) 1 . ; 2
X [’ 10 10 ( (zi — ) )+ e, + e, 9 9 ( (zi + ) ) 3
(3.19)
with zy = my, /mp, and
n(z,y) = 1-2(x+y) + (z —y)?. (3.20)

We neglected the contributions of (pseudo-)scalar operators, since they do not appear
in our model. The relevant experimental limits are [158, 159]

Br[B — K75 e <48 x 1077

3.21
Br[B, = 75T oy < 4.2 x 1077 (3.21)

ddll operators contribute to 7 — ¢u as well. This gives relevant constraints on the
parameter space of our model. We use the result of Ref. [73] and obtain

2

F3m3T | Kokhs|” m} m}
Brlr — ¢ul = T 3 ) (14222 3.22

which has to be compared to the current experimental limit of [160]

Br|r — ¢u] <84 x107% (90%C.L.). (3.23)

- 11 -



3.2 ddvv Processes

To describe dj, — d;v¢v; processes we use the Hamiltonian

_4Gp

/Hddm/ - \/— V;fdk (Cz,ljkoﬁjk + Cléz,]kogjk) ’
N (3.24)
OLrys = 1= 47 Praydi] [Ppy (1 =75) v] -
At tree level we find contributions from ®; and ®3 resulting in
ofi = V2 o {A’“M;f + '{’“H;f} . (3.25)
BIE 4G pVig Vi o | ME M2

Since these processes are generated at tree level, we do not need to calculate loop
effects, which would only amount to numerically small corrections. Again, we simplify
the notation for b — s transitions, writing C{fsb = C’zi. The QCD matching corrections
are given in Eq. (3.11) and there is no QCD evolution of these operators.

Observables

For B — K®uw we follow Ref. [161] and use C$M ~ —1.47/s2. The branching ratios
normalized to the SM read

Mgy + Of'
K() Z| fit L‘

- (3.26)
fz 1 CEMl

This has to be compared to the current experimental limits RY < 3.9 and
o < 2.7 [162] (both at 90%C.L.). The expected BELLE II sensitivity for
B — K®uw is 30% of the SM branching ratio [163].

3.3 dufrv Processes

For the charged current semi-leptonic processes we define the effective Hamiltonian as
AGF

Hduél/ —
V2

Jk(C\j;lL ik [wv" Prdg] [@%PLVJ + CSL ik [w; Pr.dg] [ngLVZ} (3.27)

+ Cif“iL,jk [ajU'UVPLdk’] [éfauuyi] ) )

where in the SM C$M = 1. The contribution of our model to the SM Wilson coefficient
from ®; and &3 is given by

—V2 VN Vs
8G Vi M12 Mg ’

C\%:,jk — (3.28)

- 12 —



while scalar and tensor operators are generated by ®; only

A A /2 A\t
Cli w = —ACL, . = V2 A i (3.29)
’ ’ 8GFV7k Ml
Since we are mainly interested in b — ¢ transitions, we abbreviate
C o i
O‘J;ZL,cb = O\J;ZL ) Oé'CZL,cb = ng ) C’{"Zl/,cb = C(T%L : (330)

Again, the QCD matching corrections are given in Eq. (3.11). We also include the
2-loop QCD and the 1-loop EW RGE. Using the results of Ref. [164], we have

Ol (i) = CYL (1 TeV),
Cli () = 1.737 CLE(1TeV),

; : (3.31)
Clplm)\ _ (1752 —0.287\ [CLy(1TeV)
O’ (1) —0.004 0.842 ) \cf aTev) )
Observables
With these conventions, the ratios R(D™)) are given by [165]
R(D) 2 2
~ |14 CY/ 1.54Re| (1 4+ C77) CLF 1.09|C%7
R(D)sw ‘ + VL} + e[( + VL) SL] + ‘ SL
+ 1.04Re[(1 + O;TL)C;TL*] 4 0.75|Co7 2,
(D) (3.32)
2~ 14 O | — 0.13Re| (1 + CF) C5| +0.05]CZ |
R(D")su ‘ + VL} e[( +C7)C3p } + } SL

2

Y

— 5.0Re [(1 + C;TL)C;TL*} +16.27|C7

in terms of the Wilson coefficients given at the B meson scale. Furthermore, the
branching ratio of B, — 7v reads [165, 166]

fBC ’ TT TT T 2
Br[B. — 1] = 0.02 (m ‘1 + Oy, +4.3(C5f — C3) (3.33)
In this work we use the most stringent limit of Ref. [167]
Br[B. — mv] < 0.1, (3.34)
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even though this bound might be too restrictive (see Refs. [67, 167] for theoretical
discussions). However, we will see that even this limit does not constrain our model
significantly.

A further constraint comes from the determination of the CKM element V., when
comparing electron and muon final states. Here Ref. [168] finds that

e

1%
=2 =1.011+0.012, (3.35)

cb

where

1/2
vcg:vcb[\1+oeL;2+Z\cef; } | (3.36)

(£l

For observables including first and second generation quarks such as 7 — 7y,
K — uv/K — ev or D decays, the Wilson coefficients can be applied using appropriate
indices. The corresponding formulas and analyses can be found e.g. in Refs. [52, 169].

3.4 AF = 2 processes

Dealing with AF = 2 processes, concretely B, — B, mixing, we use the effective
Hamiltonian

HEP = ¢ [5a7uPrba) [357" Prbg] - (3.37)

In our model we obtain

—1

R D,

(A;i)\SjA;j)\SiCO (0, M12’ M12) + 55;’533‘5;]‘531'00 (O, M??, M??)
(3.38)

-+ 2)\%)\3“‘%;%3]'00 (O, Mlz, M32) >

at the high scale yi1,q. Here the first term originates only from ®; and the second one
only from ®3. The last term originates from a box diagram where both LQ represen-
tations contribute. One of the corresponding Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. 2.
The formula for B; and Kaon mixing follow trivially. We can write the mass difference
Amp, (including NP) normalized to the SM one as

Ch

A?’I”LBS
SM
Amp

= ‘1 + : (3.39)
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Figure 2: Left: LQ boxes contributing to B, — B, mixing. Middle and right: Loop
diagrams induced by ®;, generating effects in ¢; — ;. In case of a top quark, as
depicted, a chirally enhanced term can arise.

with [170]
(Vi Vi Grmw)”
472

given at the high scale. Since both the SM and LQ contribute to C, the QCD running
down to 4 is the same for both and therefore cancels in Eq. (3.39), neglecting the

CM =235

(3.40)

evolution from py,q to the EW scale.

Observables

B, — B, mixing has been measured to very good precision [171] and the current world
average reads [172]

AmEP = (17.757 £ 0.021) x 10257 (3.41)

The theoretical prediction suffers strongly from the uncertainties in QCD effects. While
Ref. [173] and Ref. [174] fit well to the measurement (with rather large errors)

AmP' = (18.3 £2.7) x 10?57, (3.42)
Ref. [175] obtains a larger SM value
AmP" = (20.01 £1.25) x 10"2s7". (3.43)

The bounds on the imaginary part of the Wilson coefficient is even more stringent. In
our phenomenological anlysis we will assume real couplings and allow for NP effects of
up to 20% with respect to the SM prediction.
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3.5 £f~ Processes

In case of charged lepton interactions with on-shell photons we define

o
Hed = Ci,07.4, + CLy, Oy, (3.44)
with
L(R € 7
zf(fz‘) = 1672 [Efo'/"' PL(R)&} F/.Ll/ . (345)

We obtain the following matching contribution in case of a top quark in the loop
m)\*)\i+m.5\*5\i M Ak 2 3My, Kh K3
Cng.:— Ly N3FN3 2& 3f3+ t3f?;kk 7+4log &tz i Ly 32f3
(3.46)
from the Feynman diagram given in Fig. 2 with N, = 3 already included. Note that

we have Ceszi = C’éﬁ}f due to the hermiticity of the Hamiltonian. Here we quoted
explicitly the formula for the top quark, which we integrated out together with the LQ
at the scale M ~ M; ~ Mj. In case of light quarks, some comments concerning the
use of Eq. (3.46) are in order: in principle, one has to integrate out only the LQ at
the scale M but keep the quark as a dynamical degree of freedom. In this way, the
matching contribution to CZ} o, acquires an infrared divergence, which is cancelled by
the corresponding UV divergence of the contribution of the tensor operator’, obtained
by integrating out the LQ at tree level. This amounts to a replacement of m; by
pLq in the logarithm in Eq. (3.46). Now, at the low scale, the solution to the RGE
(disregarding QED effects) leads to a replacement of py,q by the scale of the processes,
or by the quark mass in case this mass is bigger than the scale. Therefore, in the case
of light quarks, Eq. (3.46) can be considered as an effective Wilson coefficient at the
low scale, which includes the effect of 4-fermion operators (up to QED corrections) and
can therefore be used for the numerical evaluation.

Considering ¢; — ¢; transition with an off-shell photon, we define the amplitude

Al = £py") = —€Q2 Zf(ﬁpf) ¢*(Q2) (gf‘/iPL + gﬁ-PR + 5fz'> i(pi) (3.47)
with

2L _ — N, [ VikAigs ﬁ>\liF m; N ij/izfvﬁ/ﬁz’F m:. +2/€;ff€jz‘G mj,
I 57672 M? M? M3 M2 M2 MZ) )

NCIB 2
zr _ —Ne Ajpii o (M,
T 5t6m2 M2\ M2 )

(3.48)

"See Sec. A.3 for the matching to the uwuy and uufl operators.
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where

Y =182 + 27y — 10+ 2 (y° + 6y — 4) log(y)

F(y) ( _ 1)4 ’
Y (3.49)
=17y + 36y — 27y + 8 + (8y® — 6y + 4) log(y)
G(y) = (y — 1) '

Observables

We can now express the branching ratios of flavor changing radiative lepton decays in
terms of the Wilson coefficients as

Brlt o 0] = 2 (108, P+ |CF, 3.50
r[l; — f’Y]—W%(‘ efzi| +’ zfzi”a (3.50)
where 74, is the life time of the initial state lepton. The AMM of a charged lepton /; is
given by
my,
a, = —5Re|CF, | (3.51)

The expression for the electric dipole moment of the lepton is quite similar to the one
for the AMM, namely

(&
dy, = =5 Im |CF, | (3.52)

In case of the AMM of the muon we already discussed the experimental situation in
the introduction. In summary, the difference between the experiment and the SM
prediction is

Sa, = (278 £88) x 107"

corresponding to a 3.50 deviation. Note that in our case the Wilson coefficient is in
general complex and could therefore lead to sizable EDMs [35]. The current limits for

radiative LFV decays are [176, 177]

Briu — ey] <4.2 x 10713
Br[r — ey] <3.3 x 1078, (3.53)
Br[r — py] <4.4 x 1078,

representing relevant constraints for our analysis. The off-shell photon penguins con-

tribute to processes like 7 — 3p which we will consider later.
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Figure 3: Feynman diagrams in our singlet-triplet model contributing to Z — 6;@
and Z — vyU; processes.

3.6 Z¢¢ and Zvv Processes

In this subsection we compute the amplitudes for Z — ¢, K}r and Z — vy; processes
for massless leptons. At zero momentum transfer (or equivalently vanishing Z mass),
these amplitudes are directly related to effective Z¢¢ and Zvv couplings, which will
enter flavor observables like for example in 7 — 3u. We write the amplitude in an
analogous way to the case with the off-shell photon

A(Z — E;Ej) = ciﬁ(pf,mef)% (AW (¢®) P+ AM (g )) v(pi, my, ) (q) )
i 3.54
A(Z — viy) = f—zxufw (@) alps) v Pro(pi)e(q) ,

where ¢ is the polarization vector of the Z and
L(R L(R L
AT (@) = A (@05 + A (A) B (0) = Bsml(@®)dri + B4 (¢?) . (3.55)
At tree-level the SM couplings read
L 1 2 2 1
ASM = 5 —Sw | > ASM = "Sw> Ysm = _57 (356>

with s, being the Weinberg angle. Beyond tree-level, the SM coefficients receive
momentum dependent corrections which are included in the predictions for EW ob-
servables. The corresponding Feynman diagrams, generating these amplitudes in our
model, are depicted in Fig. 3. For the calculation we include the up-type quark masses
(which become relevant in case of the top) and the Z mass up to the order m; /M7,
and m% /M7, respectively. In this setup we obtain

AJL%(q2) ij)\kfv )\M}"L(mij,qQ,Mf) + ij/ikfvl/ilz-FL< my, 7(127M§)
+ 2675501 (a7, M3)
AB() = NPl 2, M),
EIJ:ZQ( 2) - >\Jf>\]z%1( , ) T (q M, ) + 2‘/}k’€kfvl"€ll%2( My, ’qg’Mi’?) :
(3.57)
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The corresponding loop functions F, g, G and H;o are given in Eq. (A.17) and
Eq. (A.22). In case of Z decays we have ¢> = m?%.

For the effective Z¢¢ and Zvv couplings (at zero momentum transfer), we define
L2 — 92 [Zf <AeLfgi(0)'yuPL + AZ&-(O)’YMPR> o) zm,

Zvv 92 _ " (358)
L - C_ZVfVi(O) [VfVMPLVi] Z".

int

In this case, only the top contribution is relevant and the effective couplings become

g2, (0) = A5y (0)ys

N.m? ‘/?;k/\]:f‘/gjz)\lz m? Vakh  Vaikii m?
c +1o IS RC LAY S Y
T 3o ( M2 e\az) ) T T Hloe\az)) |

N.m? 5\3 ;\31 m?
1

3272 Mf
N.m? Vapri  Vaikii m?
S0 (0) = Sgar(0)d; + = ! 1+1log(—5) ).
0) = (0035 + e (1 tog (o
(3.59)
Note that Z — (; (] has also been considered in Ref. [178].
Observables
The branching ratio of a Z decaying into a charged lepton pair reads
Grpm3 1 2
—p+1 A
Br [Z-)gfgz} —Eg—ﬂ_m <| fff ‘ +‘A£f£ )| ) . (360)

with T'yoy &~ 2.5 GeV. The case for a pair of neutrinos in the final state follows trivially.
The effective number of active neutrinos, including the corrections in our model, are
given by

Q( 2 ) 2

i
it ESM Z)

(3.61)

At LEP [179] the lepton ﬂavor conserving Z boson couplings were measured pre-
cisely. We give the experimental results for each flavor separately

AL (m%) = 0.26963 £ 0.00030, A (m3) = —0.23148 £ 0.00029

exp

ALt (m%) =0.2689 £0.0011, AL (m%) = —0.2323 £ 0.0013, (3.62)
ALZ(m%) = 0.26930 £ 0.00058 , AL (m7) = —0.23274 & 0.00062 , '
BL (m%) = —0.5003 £ 0.0012.
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Figure 4: Feynman diagrams contributing to W~ — £, ;. The right diagram is only
present for the triplet since the singlet does not couple to the W boson (at tree-level).

The SM predictions at the Z pole are

Akg(m%) = A (m%) = AL (m?) = 0.26919 =+ 0.00020
Afi(myz) = Agii(mz) = AF(m7) = ~0.23208 33812, (3.63)

Ssvi(m) = —0.50199* 555557

Concerning lepton flavor violating Z decays the limits from LEP are [180-182]

Br[Z — e ] <75%x 1077,
Br[Z —e77] <9.8x107°, (3.64)
Br[Z — p™r7] <1.2x107°.

From Z — vv one can determine the number of active neutrinos to be [179]
N, = 2.9840 £ 0.0082 . (3.65)

As mentioned before, Z¢¢ couplings (at zero momentum transfer) contribute to pro-

cesses like 7 — 3u. Furthermore, Z¢¢ couplings in Z decays can be measured much
more precisely at an FCC-ee which could produce more than 10'! Z bosons [183].

3.7 W/v Processes
Computing the amplitude of this process (also considered in Ref. [178]), we obtain

AW™ = ;) = —%Am (@®)@(pey s mey ) v Pru(ps,)e (a) (3.66)

where

AV (@) = A& ()65 + A7 (4P - (3.67)
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At tree level in the SM we have A¥y;(¢?) = 1. The Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 4

result in
NIR(0) = gs | Vit Vi (2,62 ME) + Vit ViosaoF (2, a2, M3 )
8K 11 q>
oMz |’

(3.68)

with the loop functions Fj 5 given in Eq. (A.29). Again, we set all down-type quark
masses to zero but included the up-type quark masses, which are relevant for the top.
At the level of effective couplings, we define the Lagraigian

v g 0 —
L = —EAZL’W(O) (Gt PLvi )W, (3.69)

The LQ contribution then reads

V3N Vs Ak m? Vakl Vo Kok m2
1+21 _t — = o 71491 _t .
AM? (* o (Mf)) M2 (* 0% (M))

(3.70)

2
_ Nemj

AMQ(0) =

Out of this formula one deduces a destructive interference between the contribution of
the singlet and the triplet in case of lepton flavor conservation.

Observables

Experimentally, the modification of the Wrv coupling extracted from 7 — pvv and
T — evr decays reads [172, 184]

IAY(0)].., ~ 1.002 £ 0.0015 (3.71)

exp

and provides a better constraint than data of W decays. Here we averaged the central
values of the muon and tau mode, but did not add the errors in quadrature in order
to be conservative. We see that a positive NP effect is preferred which means that the
triplet contribution should exceed the one of the singlet.

3.8 4¢ Processes

We define the effective Hamiltonian as

MHif =Heogd + > (CHHFOUE + oniforiE+ eafkosiiy+ Lo R, (3.72)

a a a
a?b7f7i
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Figure 5: Feynman diagrams contributing to ¢; — £;{,(;. Left and centre: Penguin
diagrams with Z boson and photon exchange. Right: Box diagram involving two LQs.

with
O(‘L/b?ZL = [Za’yMPLgb} [gf’}/,uPL&] s
Oz‘z/b]szR = [lA"Prly) [57,PrE] | (3.73)
Ot = [C.PLG,] [ PLe;]

Here we sum over flavor indices. In this way, no distinction for the cases of equal flavors

are necessary in the matching and tensor and scalar LR operators do not need to be
included since they follow from Fierz identities.

The photon contribution reads

VLL =L =L |, =L—L
Copi = —Ta (= ab=fi + ‘—‘az_‘fb) ; (3.74)
C(‘l?)?iR = —2ra ~£b~?@ )
where
.—.L R ,—L R
SL(R)

The effective photon off-shell couplings =" are defined in Eq. (3.48). Using the
effective couplings defined in Eq. (3.55), the Z penguins give

2Gp

Cuft =~ 75 (AROM(0) + AROAL )
4G R

Canfit' = 5 D (0)A7:(0)

Note that CV RL(RR) are obtained from CbeLzR(LL by interchanging L and R for both

the photon and the Z contribution. Finally, we have contributions from box diagrams

(3.76)

involving two L(Qs. Since they turn out to be numerically irrelevant in our model, we
omit to list them here analytically. However, in Eq. (A.30) we give the results in full
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generality, i.e. including LQ mixing with multiple generations. The LQ contributions
are depicted in Fig. 5.

The expression for the branching ratios, which are in agreement with Ref. [185],

read
¥ Tt m} o) o2 1 m2 m2 SLL|2 SLL|2
Br{r™ = w¥ete™) =os ot | 72 O (Og(m_g> -3) + (ol + o
SLL ~SLLx VLL|2 VLR|2 VLR|2
- Re [CMTECCNCET } + 16|CMTCE‘ + 4‘CMT€€ } + 4‘C[L€€T )
20 Lx ( ~VRL VRR
~ =2, Re (Gl (CrRE 200 + L+ R
(3.77)
and
3 2 2
F ) = T o (g2 - 1)
Br 77 = pFutp] 76873 ot |:7T2|Cl“' log m? 4

2
+ (\CSLL |* 4+ 16| CVEL | + 4|CYER? 4 4OV EE 2>

HRHT KT i KT i HRHT

2 Re [Oj: (evhr 4 2OVRR)} +L<+ R}

. e pTpp
(3.78)
with T''" as the tau lepton’s total decay width. The experimental bounds are [186, 187]
Br 77 — pFete ] <1.5x107°,
Br[rF — pFpfp] <21 x107°, (3.79)
Br[uF — efefe ] <1.0 x 10712,

3.9 {lvv Processes

We define the effective Hamiltonian as

W = (Dpfop + Do) | (3.80)
with
L(R),fi - _
Oza(eb)f = [laruPrmlo] [75y" Prii] - (3.81)

At the 1-loop level, LQs can contribute to these processes through three types of Feyn-
man diagrams: W-penguins, Z-penguins and pure LQ box diagrams, see Fig. 6. Again,
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Figure 6: Penguin diagrams that contribute to ¢, — {,1;7; transitions. In case of the
Z boson, lepton flavor is conserved at tree-level vertex (f = i). For the W penguins we
applied Fierz identities in order to match on the effective operators. The box diagrams
look similar to the one in Fig. 3 but turn out to be numerically insignificant.

00000000 ———<—-—-—~- -
g P q g //x/ g ////‘(/ P
q o g \\x\\ q \\\\\(I)

LQQAQQQQ ) - ——>» - - —- h

Figure 7: Tree-level Feynman diagrams contributing to gg — ®®.

o e,

- - <= — —

/

the boxes are numerically not relevant due to the small couplings to muons. Therefore,
we only present these results with full generality in the appendix.

The W penguin given in terms of the modified W v couplings of Eq. (3.70) gives

Dyl = WAZbVVf(O)AZZW(O) . (3.82)
Finally we also have the Z-penguins, yielding
. 8Gp . 8Gp
Dyl = ==L, (0)5,,,(0), DMt = —=AL, (0)S,,,,(0), (3.83)

V2 V2

where we used the effective Z¢¢ and Zvv couplings given in Eq. (3.59).

4 Phenomenology

Now we turn to the phenomenological analysis of our singlet-triplet model. We consider
the processes discussed above and include the loop effects calculated in the previous
section. Our strategy is as follows: First we will discuss the LHC bounds on third-
generation LQs. Then we will consider how one can explain b — c7v data taking into
account these limits and then study the impacts on other observables like B, — 777~
and W — 7v. For this purpose, only couplings to tau leptons (but not to muons
or electrons) are necessary. In a next step we will include b — s¢*¢~ data in our
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Figure 8: Tree-level diagrams contributing to ¢q¢ — ®® and g¢g — L®. Except

for the left diagram, the cross-sections depend on the couplings of the LQ to SM
fermions. L can be either a neutrino or a charged lepton, depending on the specific LQ
representation.

analysis and thus allow for non-zero couplings to left-handed muons, while disregarding
couplings to electrons due to the strong constraints from p — ey [188]. In a final
step, we search for benchmark points which can explain b — crv, b — s¢*¢~ and a,
simultaneously. For this purpose we also include couplings to right-handed muons in
our analysis.

4.1 LHC bounds

Both ®; and ®3 could obviously be produced at the LHC. Since LQs are charged under
SU(3). they can be pair produced via gluons (depicted in Fig. 7), which in general gives
the best bound. However, for a third generation LQ), which is the case for our model to
a good approximation, also t-channel production from bottom fusion is possible as well
as single production via bottom-gluon fusion (see Fig. 8). ATLAS and CMS performed
searches in these channels. In particular, in Ref. [189] CMS analyzed data taken at
a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV with an integrated luminosity of 35.9 fb™" for the
scalar singlet ®;. Assuming Br [@1 — tT] = 100%, LQ masses up to 900 GeV are
excluded. ATLAS searched for typical signals of the scalar triplet ®5, using 36.1 fb™*
of data at /s = 13 TeV [190]. Focusing on NP effects in third generation quarks and
leptons, i.e. ®3 — tv/br and ®3 — ¢7/bv, they find a lower limit on the LQ mass
of 800 GeV. This limit can be raised up to 1 TeV if one of the aforementioned decay
channels is dominating. Therefore, a third generation scalar LQ with mass above 1 TeV
is consistent with LHC searches. We will assume this as a lower limit in the following
phenomenological analysis of flavor observables. For more extensive analyses of LQ
searches in combination with the flavor anomalies we refer e.g. to Refs. [107, 191-196].

4.2 b — cTV

Concerning b — c7v processes one can address the anomalies with couplings to third
generation leptons, i.e. the tau lepton and the tau neutrino, while disregarding cou-
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Figure 9: Correlation between Br [BS — T+T_] and R(D™), both normalized to their
SM values, in the scenario with only left-handed couplings for M; = Ms = M =
1TeV (left plot) and M; = My = M = 1.5TeV (right plot). Here we scanned over
A9z, Koz € [—1,1} for all points and A3z, k33 € [—1, 1} (blue) or Ass, k33 € [—2,2}
(red), respectively. The blue points are displayed on top of the red ones, showing only
points that are allowed by RY.. The dark gray points are in agreement with RY., but
excluded by B, — B, mixing. The horizontal contour lines depict the LFU contribution
to C¢ while the green band represents the region for R(D™)) preferred by data at the
1o level.

plings to muons and electrons. In a first step we consider the simplified case of left-
handed couplings only, i.e. A =0. Furthermore, we can safely neglect CKM suppressed
effects from first-generation quark couplings and are therefore left with the couplings
A23.33 and Kag 33, involving second and third generation quarks (i.e. bottom and strange
quark in the down-basis). In this case the box contributions to B, — B, in Eq. (3.38),
together with the tree-level effect in b — svv in Eq. (3.25) put an upper limit on the
possible contribution to b — c7v processes (see Fig. 9). While the relative effect in
b — svv compared to b — crv is independent of the LQ mass, the relative effect in
B, — B, mixing compared to b — crv amplitudes turns out to have a quadratic scaling
with the mass. In fact, assuming real couplings and an exact cancellation in R;(D(*),
Amp, can be expressed in terms of the NP effect in R(D™) as

2
2172 1/2 (%)
Amg, 1 GRV2M ( R(D®) _1> | 1)

AmSM — T g2 o R(D™)gy
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Figure 10: Correlations between the NP effect in Amp, and the corrections to the
effective Wrv, coupling AY, (0), constrained from 7 — pvv and 7 — evp. Like in
Fig. 9 we only considered the couplings Ag333 and kg3 33, i.e. only couplings to left-
handed taus, scanning over Aoz and ko3 (As3 and k33) between +1 (42) and setting
My, = M3z = M =1 TeV. The blue region is preferred by 7 — uvv and 7 — evv data
at the 1o level.

with My = M3 = M. This relation holds once small CKM rotations are neglected
which is possible in the case of an anarchic flavor structure, i.e. VA33 < Ag3 and
Vipkss < Ko3. The tau loops also generate an effect in C; as well as a LF'U contribution
to C§¢. Both these effects are directly correlated to b — s777~ processes, induced by
the tree-level coefficients C§7 = —C7j. We find

% a AR P
Co (k) = 5| 14+ 9log{ -5 | | G5

ba (27 16 48 14 o
Cr(p) = “36n (ﬁﬁ”’ - 57723)09 )

(4.2)

neglecting the different running of C7 from pi1,q down to m;. One can also relate these
two coefficients, yielding

14 4+ 9log i
4 M2
Cge(,ub) = 7 16 45 14) C7(Nb) . (43)

15 %nﬁ — ﬁnﬁ

This situation is illustrated in Fig. 9, where we show the correlations
between B, — 71777 and R(DY). Note that for left-handed couplings
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Figure 11: Correlation between R(D) and R(D*), both normalized to their SM values.
The (light) red ellipse shows the preferred region at the 1o (20) level. The yellow points
yield an effect in B, — B, mixing of < 10% with respect to the SM, while for the blue
points the NP effect is in the range of 10-20%. Only points allowed by b — svv are
shown. The black (green) solid line depicts the scenario where one generates the vector

(scalar and tensor) operator only. We scanned over the couplings Aoz ss, k2333 and
Aoz € [—1.5,1.5] and the LQ masses My = M3 = M € [1,2]|TeV.

R(D)/R(D)sy = R(D*)/R(D*)sy is predicted. The bound from B, — B, mixing limits
the possible effect, both in B, — 77~ and R(D®™)), depending on the L mass. Heav-
ier LQs lead to larger effects in By — B, with respect to B, — 777~ and R(D™) than
lighter LQs. For the same scenario, i.e. only left-handed couplings to tau leptons, we
also show corrections to the Wrv coupling in Fig. 10. Note that effect of ®; has oppo-
site sign than the one of ®3. Furthermore, if one aims at increasing R(D™), the effect
of ®; (P3) in W — 7v is destructive (constructive) such that it increases (decreases)
the slight tension in 7 — pvv data.

Next, let us allow for non-zero right-handed couplings 5\23,33 of ®; to quarks and
leptons. In this case the left-handed vector current encoded in C77, (originating from
®; and ®3 via Ag333 and Koz 33 only) is now complemented by a C7] = —4CT] effect
from ®;. This breaks the common rescaling of R(D)/R(D)sm and R(D*)/R(D*)sm,

depicted by the green line in Fig. 11. The constraint from By — By only limits Cy,
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Figure 12: Correlations between C7 and CE, both given at the B meson scale. Here
we imposed that the points satisfy B, — B, mixing (i.e. yield a maximal effect of 20%)
and lie within the 1o (yellow) or 20 (blue) region preferred by the global fit to b — cTv
data. Note that non-zero effects in C7(y3) and C§¢(11,) are mandatory in order to explain
b — crv data at 1o and that C§¢(u) has the sign preferred by the fit if this is required.
Both coefficients include O(ay) corrections. Again we scanned over the couplings a3 33,
K333 and Aoz € [—1.5,1.5] and the LQ masses M; = M3 = M € [1,2]TeV.

but not Cs;, = —4Crr. The resulting correlations between R(D) and R(D*) are shown
in Fig. 11. One can see that for deviations of R(D™)/R(D™))gy from unity of more
than ~ 10%, our model predicts R(D)/R(D)sm > R(D*)/R(D*)sm-

The size and correlation between C7 and a LFU effect in C§f, induced by the tau loop,
is shown in Fig. 12. Interestingly, to account for b — c7v data within 1o, we predict
—0.5 < C§* < —0.2 (including right-handed couplings) which is in very good agreement
with the global fit on b — s¢*¢~ data, especially if it is complemented by a C§* = —C'
LFUV effect [122, 151].

In the same way, b — d7v data can be addressed. Here, it was shown in Ref. [109]
that already a 10% effect with respect to the SM could lead to a neutron EDM
observables in the near future.

4.3 b—crvand b— slT0~

Let us now turn to the case where we allow for couplings to left-handed muons as well.
Here, it is clear that, disregarding for the moment R(D™)) and thus tau couplings,
one can explain b — s¢T¢~ data with a tree-level C{* = —C1{' effect from ®3 without
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Figure 13: Correlations between Br[B — K*ru| and Br[r — ¢p] (left) and be-
tween Br[B — K*ru] and RYY (right). The blue points lie within the lo ranges
of both the b — crv and b — sfT¢ fits, give an effect of less than 20% to
B, — B, mixing and do not violate any other constraints. We scanned over the cou-
plings {)\23733,/@3,33,5\23} € [-1.5,1.5], {Aa2,32, ka232} € [—0.3,0.3] and the LQ masses
M, = M;=M € [1,2] TeV.

running into the danger of violating bounds from other flavor observables. However,
the situation gets more interesting if one aims at explaining b — s¢*¢~ and b — cTv
data simultaneously. In this case LF'V 7 — p effects necessarily arise e.g. in B — K7pu,
T — ¢u, Z — 7 and 7 — 3p. Note that our model does not possess scalar currents
in the down sector, therefore By — 71 does not receive a chiral enhancement. The
correlations between B — K7p and 7 — ¢u are shown in Fig. 13, finding that they
are in general anti-correlated despite fine-tuned points.

4.4 b—crv, b— sl and q,

Finally, we aim at explaining the anomaly in the AMM of the muon in addition to
b — crv and b — sft¢~ data. Accounting for da, alone is possible and the only
unavoidable effect occurs in Z — ptp~, which can however only be tested at the
FCC-ce [197]. Furthermore, explaining da,, together with b — s¢*¢~ data does not
pose a problem either since ®; can account for da, while ®3 can explain b — s*(~.
However, once one wants to account for b — crv data the situation becomes non-
trivial. Scanning over 10 million points® we found approximately 350 points which
can explain all three anomalies at the same time. The corresponding range for the

8First we individually scanned over two million points for couplings to muons only and over one
million points for couplings to taus only. From each of both datasets roughly 3500 points passed all
constraints while lying in the 1o range of the global fits for b — s¢¢~ or b — crv, respectively. The
combination of the two datasets was then used as seed for the final scan over all parameters.
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Figure 14: Possible ranges for the couplings of the points in parameter space which
can explain all three anomalies at the 1o level. We found these points by performing a
parameter scan over the couplings { A3 33, K23 33, 5\23} € [—1.5,1.5], {Na2.32, K22 32, 5\32} €
[—0.3,0.3] and by setting the LQ masses M; = M3 = 1.2TeV. In color we depict the
values of the four benchmark points given in Tab. 3. We found roughly 350 points that

passed all constraints at the 95% C.L. while allowing for an effect in B, — B, mixing
of up to 30%.

couplings of these 350 points is shown in Fig. 14. Only allowing for an effect of 20% in
B, — B, mixing, the number of points is reduced to 40, where an effect as low as 10% is
possible. In addition, we choose (out of these 350 points) four benchmark points, shown
in color in Fig. 14. The predictions for the various observables for these benchmark
points are given in Tab. 3. Interestingly, even though in general 7 — p7y represents
the most restrictive constraint on our model in case one aims at an explanation of all
three anomalies, we still find points that give a relatively small contribution of roughly
one order of magnitude below the current experimental bound. The branching ratio
of By — 777 is enhanced by a factor of roughly 100 with respect to the SM, which
also is below the current experimental bound. While the effects in AY are small, they
are always positive, reducing the slight tension in the effective Wrv coupling. The
effects in B — K7p and 7 — ¢u range from being negligible to close to the current
experimental bounds while effects in 7 — pee and 7 — 3p lie roughly two orders of
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Figure 15: Possible ranges for the couplings of the points in parameter space which
can explain all three anomalies at the 1o level and are compatible with D° — D°
mixing. We found these points by performing a parameter scan over the couplings
{X23.33, K23.33, Aos.3s } € [—1.5,1.5], {Asa, ko250, Ag2} € [—0.3,0.3] and by setting the LQ
masses M, = M3 = 1.2TeV. In color we depict the values of the four benchmark points
given in Tab. 4.

magnitude below the current experimental limit. Furthermore, the effects in Z — 7771
would clearly be measurable at an FCC-ee [183].

4.4.1 Update

In Ref. [198] it was pointed out that our benchmark points in Tab. 3 are in conflict with
D°—D° mixing. While this is true under the assumption of a vanishing SM contribution,
we point out that with fine-tuning between the SM and the NP contribution our model
is not excluded, as the SM effect can currently not be calculated. Furthermore, it was
claimed that our points are in tension with Dy — 7v. While it is true that for points
p1 and py in Tab. 3 a very slight tension with the experiment (below the 20 level) is
observed, the points p3 and ps do not suffer from any tension at all. Nevertheless we
decided to extend our analysis and present 4 new benchmark points in Tab. 4. In this
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K22 K32 K23 K33 A2z As2 A23 A33 Az2 A23
®p, | —0.019 | —0.059 | 0.58 —0.11 | —0.0082 | —0.016 | —1.46 | —0.064 | —0.19 1.34
®p,| —0.017 | —=0.070 | —1.23 | 0.066 0.0078 | —0.055 | 1.36 0.052 | —0.053 | —1.47
ps| 0.0080 0.081 1.18 | —0.073 | —0.0017 | 0.16 —0.76 | —0.068 | 0.023 1.23
®p,| —0.0032 | —0.21 0.44 | —0.20 0.014 —0.10 | —1.38 | —0.068 | —0.032 | 0.57
R(D) R(D*) By =711 | T—uy day, Ve/VE —1 Z =T

cb

pp _ o o
gt = -Cyg Cy

R(D)su | R(D)sut | B, — 7]y, | x10° | x10" x 106 %1010
® p, —0.52 —0.21 1.15 1.10 59.88 4.35 207 291 0.117
® p, —0.56 —0.28 1.14 1.10 99.76 0.766 199 448 2.38
D3 —0.31 —0.31 1.14 1.09 112.5 3.62 255 17 0.129
®p, —0.31 —0.31 1.13 1.11 112.5 0.734 230 934 45.6
g =—top | o | myo | AmE | B K rooulr o pee | ASOL [ _25(mE)
Am x10f x10 x10 x10 AH x 1075
® p 0.023 0.040 2.33 0.1 0.512 1.27 44.94 1.11 —3.64
[ 0.020 0.040 0.87 0.16 3.32 4.73 7.783 0.90 —-3.02
D3 0.023 0.037 1.08 0.19 4.07 1.00 37.89 0.89 —-3.51
® p, 0.010 0.047 2.43 0.18 3.69 0.0021 18.60 3.12 —10.04

Table 3: p;-ps are four benchmark points that can simultaneously explain all three
flavor anomalies (b — s¢T¢~, b — crv and da,) at the 1o level and pass all other
constraints at the 95%C.L.. Here we show the values for the fermion couplings, the
results for b — s¢*¢~, b — crv and da, as well as the predictions for several flavor
observables which can be measured in the future. Note that the effect in 7 — 3 (not
depicted here) is of comparable size as the one in 7 — pee. The LQ masses were set
to M = My = M3z =1.2TeV.

scenario we neglected the coupling A\yy but used the coupling A3 to tune 7 — Wy as
suggested in Ref. [198]. In Fig. 15 we show the allowed range for the new benchmark
points. Note that these benchmark points are favored compared to the ones in Ref. [198]
by 7 pair searches (see e.g. Ref. [74]) as our couplings to charm quarks are smaller and
the LQ mass bigger.

5 Conclusions

Motivated by the intriguing hints for LFU violating NP in R(D™), b — s¢*¢~ processes
and a,, we studied the flavor phenomenology of the LQ singlet-triplet model. We
first defined the most general setup for the model, including an arbitrary number of
LQ 7"generations” as well as mixing among them. With this at hand, we performed
the matching of the model on the effective low energy theory and related the Wilson
coefficients to flavor observables. Here, we included the potentially relevant loop effects,
e.g. in By — B, mixing, b — s, LFU contributions to C§’ and a,,, as well as in modified
Z and W couplings.
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K22 K32 K23 K33 A32 A23 A33 A32 A23 A33
®p;| —0.0024 | —0.36 | 0.18 | —0.47 | 042 | 0.23 |0.14 | 0.0074 | —1.42 | 0.0032
ps | 0.0020 0.57 0.16 | —0.52 | —0.61 | 0.24 | 0.16 | —0.0058 | —0.97 | 0.003
® p; | 0.0022 0.44 | —-0.18 | 0.46 0.55 [ 0.23]0.16 | 0.0055 | —1.23 | 0.003
® ps | —0.0017 | —0.58 | —0.15| 0.51 | —0.50 | 0.26 | 0.15 | —0.0064 | —1.21 | 0.003
R(D) R(D*) By =711 | T—uy day, VeV —1 Z =T

cb

pp _ o o
oyt ==Cyg Cy

R(D)SM R(D*)SM BS — TT‘SM x 108 X 10” X 106 X 108
® p; —0.41 —-0.30 | 1.21 111 107 4.23 210 —304 8.20
P —0.54 —-0.30 | 1.17 1.10 108 3.63 238 —224 25.19
®p; —0.45 —-0.29 | 121 1.11 105 3.07 202 —959 12.07
® g —0.48 —-0.27| 1.20 1.10 93 3.67 217 1194 24.86
o — acr | oo | grer | AmE | B K [t ou |t pee | [AFO)] | _Af(m3)
5L L TVE AmiM x10° %101 | %10 x10° Al x 1075
®ps 0.054 0.028 | 1.34 0.19 1.88 0.21 2.74 13.76 —50.76
P 0.041 0.029 | 1.96 0.19 3.90 0.12 7.36 16.78 —62.07
®p; 0.052 0.029 | 1.69 0.19 2.86 0.18 3.85 12.80 —49.77
® ps 0.050 0.028 | 1.46 0.16 3.44 0.08 7.19 16.59 —60.97

Table 4: Four benchmark points (ps-pg) that simultaneously explain b — sft¢~,
b — crv and da,, at the 1o level and pass all other constraints at the 95%C.L.. Contrary
to p1-pa, they do not yield a big effect in D — D° mixing and therefore do not require
fine-tuning with the SM contribution. Again the L(Q masses were chosen to be M =
M, = M3 =1.2TeV.

Our phenomenological analysis proceeded in three steps: First, we disregarded the
anomalies related to muons and considered the possibility of explaining R(D™)) and the
resulting implication for other observables. We found that, including only couplings to
left-handed fermions, the size of the possible effect depends crucially on the mass of the
LQ: the larger (smaller) the mass (couplings) the bigger the relative effect in B, — B,.
Together with b — svp, this is the limiting factor here. For M = 1TeV and values of x33
up to 2, a 20% effect in R(D™) is possible, while for M = 1.5 TeV and |x33] < 1 only
a 10% effect with respect to the SM can be generated (see Fig. 9). At the same time,
an enhancement of B, — 77~ of the order of 10? is predicted, which, via loop effects,
leads to a LFU C§f ~ —0.3. Once couplings to right-handed leptons are included,
larger effects in b — c7v processes are possible and R(D)/R(D)sm > R(D*)/R(D)&y
is predicted, see Figs. 11 and 12.

In a second step, we aimed at a simultaneous explanation of b — s¢™/~ data
together with R(D™). In this case, effects in lepton flavor violating processes like
B — Krp and 7 — ¢pu are predicted as shown in Fig. 13. These effects are still
compatible with current data but can be tested soon by LHCb and BELLE II.

Finally, including in addition the AMM of the muon in the analysis is challenging
since then right-handed couplings to muons are required which, together with the cou-
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plings needed to explain R(D™), lead to chirally enhanced effects in 7 — py. It is still
possible to find a common solution to all three anomalies but only a small region of the
parameter space can do this. Nonetheless, we identified four benchmark points which
can achieve such a simultaneous explanation to all three anomalies (see Fig. 14).

In summary, the LQ singlet-triplet model is a prime candidate for explaining the
flavor anomalies and we would like to emphasize that there is no renormalizable model
on the market which is more minimal (only two new particles are needed here) and
capable to address all three prominent flavor anomalies together.
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Appendix

In this appendix we define the loop functions appearing in the calculation of the ob-
servables and give the most general expressions for the Wilson coefficients, including
multiple LQ generations (NN singlets ®;, M triplets ®3) and mixing among them. Let
us recapitulate the definition of the masses:

e The singlet and triplet representations with electromagnetic charge Qe,, = —1/3
have the masses my with K = {1,.... M + N}.

e The LQ with electromagnetic charge Q. = 2/3 and Q.,, = —4/3, stemming
from the triplet representations, have the same masses m; with J = {1, ..., M }.

A.1 Loop Functions

Throughout this article we used the loop functions Cy and Dy o, defined as

1 C (mQ m2 m2) _ 26/ dDe 1
I N G | G [ i
[ 2 2 2 2\ __,,2¢ dDE 1
T2 Dol i Mz 1) = / (2m)P (2 = mg) (2 — md) (2 — m3) (2 — m3) °
LDQ(mQ mQ m2 m2) :[I/Qe\/ dDE £2
T e A (= | Gl R

with D =4 — 2e.
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A.2 ddee

For d; — d][]?fj processes we match on the effective operators defined in Eq. (3.1).
The tree-level contribution gives

V2 T nge Faf*ef

Clly=—Cli = "= -, (A.2)
9,7k 10,5k 4GF‘/tde;§J o gt m%
while the loop calculations yield
LK <L, K% .
C]k‘(lu ) _\/§ 1 ]\iw del/lrd s + E M ngfirjjfi
YT 4GV Vi | T2 m2 36 4= m2 |’
N+M LK L,Kx* M 1J Jx
C']k(uL ) \/§ 1 Z deljz d 1z + Z defirdjéi
@ 4GFde V;fd 24 -1 mK J=1 m3 ’
LK L,Kx* M Jx
) V2 = Lol Lat, ( (NLQ))
o s = 14 4+ 9log
97]]€(/JLLQ) 216GF‘/tdk‘/tzj — m Jz: J
(A.3)

At the low scale of the processes, one has to include the effect of the diagram in
the effective theory. This results in a so-called effective Wilson coefficient which also
depends on the lepton mass in the loop and ¢?

" V2 RAE i 5 PR N
Cuek( ) * L kl q 7mzam27,u2 )
9.5 216G pVia, ;i Kzzl ; DT 1)
(A.4)
with
2 9 2 2 1 2 ”2 2 2
F(QambMu:u):? 9(] lOg W —q _36m8
18 2\ 2 2 2 4 1
_ (Q2)2 o ) ( (q ) —2mjq® — 8m£> arctan —X(m?, 7))
(A.5)
where we defined for convenience
Aa?
X(a,b) = b—‘; —1 (A.6)
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A.3 wuvy and EDM
We define the effective Hamiltonian as
Hid = C2FOF + CIFOIk + CIFTORT (A7)
with
Oik =e [ﬁja‘“’PRuk} E.,
ng = gs|ujo" PRT uy | G
OiF = (@0, Pruy| [To™" Prt]

and obtain in the case of one generation of LQs and no mixing among them

. 1 M, VENG Vi AS - 4 Mo AN 12my A Vi A: I
k o k kL J mi j 7 0 ki Vil LQ
O3 (hia) = 13552 M? BT <4+310g(ﬁf))
My, Viikii Vim k.
3 ug ¥kl Y gmivimg
+ 0 :
" 1 [ma Vi Vim N + ma, My 6mg Vi, 3ma, Vs Vimk
Oy (q) = — +
g 38472 M? M? M2
: Vi A,
kT kl 3
1
(A.9)

The contributing diagram is depicted in Fig. 1. For the neutron EDM we set j =k =1
and reproduce (setting m, = 0) our result from [109], where also the relevant RGE can
be found. In case of LQ mixing, we have

M J J* M+N LK L,Kx* R K R,Kx*
Cjk - \/§ ]- 2 FukViF’u]‘I/i 7 muk]‘—"ukfirujgi +mujrukfirujéi
7 (Hq) = 1G9 E —5 - 5
F m5 My, £ miy
MAN RK LK 2
0 urli T uil; L
+12) b (4+310g<—2Q>) ,
g Ma Mg mi
M J Jx M+N L,KL,Kx* R, K R,Kx
C]k o \/§ 1 Fukl/i UGV 1 mukruk&;ru]'&; +muj]‘—‘uk€i w;il;
3 (Hq) = 1G94 Z S Z 3
MAN RK LK
l; upl; u]'fi
+6 ) — - ,
K=1 Uk K
L,Kx* FRK
jkT upls ~ ujls
Cr" = 5
8m,

(A.10)
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A4 dubv
For the effective Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (3.27) we find

_\/5 N+M 1K L,K*

ol =" _evi” uily
3
J 8GFVujdk *e1 mﬁ(
MAN [ PR (A.11)
ol — _ycfi _o V2 oy lady
SL,jk TL,jk SGFVujdk ~ m%{

A.5 ddvv and B, — B, Mixing

The effective Hamiltonians for ddvv and B, — B, mixing are given by Eq. (3.24) and
Eq. (3.37), respectively. We find for b — svv

N+M 1K Kx
ofi V2w i Vil dv (A.12)
Lk ™ 4G pVia, Vi m? ’ '

K=1 K

and for B, — B, mixing

N+M
Cl 12871'2 ( Z Ffl(;/zrégl/ FCIIDQ*V Fg;;u CYO (07 m%{a m%)
L (A.13)

+ Z FdQ;}Fc?ge L T Co (0,m, m 2)).
(7,Q}=1

A.6 by, Z¢l and Zvv
In case of ¢; — {7 transitions and the effective Hamiltonian given by Eq. (3.44) we

have
NAM LKL, Kx R,KR,Kx* L KR Kx* 9
C Z m fFuJ F’u, iy +m 1Fuj 1Fu ily . muj]'—‘u]'firujff 7 + 410g muJ‘
bt 28m?2- 4m?3. m3
n f: mffrd 2 Iy e
—~ 4im? ’
(A.14)
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with N, = 3 already included. For the off-shell photon, as given by the amplitude in
Eq. (3.47), we obtain

—N, gz Lf* Ve m? al * d ¢ d
=L uily = ujls U f
~4h T 576 Q{fﬁz m3 ( 2) Z G(m;)}’
K Mk —~  m 7
_N M+N RK*FRK mg (A15)
=R c ) . Z uily ~ujls F( “J)
=t 576m2 | —  mi m2 /)|’

where the loop functions F(y) and G(y) are defined in Eq. (3.49).

For Z decays, where the amplitude is given by Eq. (3.54) and the A]Lci(R) are intro-
duced in Eq. (3.55), we find

N+M
Af(q? Zrﬁjz* LfFL< N mK)"‘ZFdef U060 (¢°,m3)
N+M (A.16)
) = 3 TR (o )
with
F ( 2 2 Ar2) = Ne 2 m_i 22 2
L (mo, ¢, M?) = TEYVE] 3¢%(4s% — 3) +27m? ) log E so(5q”° + 48ms)

1
+3(¢% + 3m2) + 6X (2, ¢%) (452 (¢ + 2m2) — 3¢° + 3m? ) arctan <—X(m3 e )) !
N, ¢? q? ) .
2M?) = — (652 —9)log|—=) +253(1 —
Gr (¢*, M?) TIIIVE ((6sw 9) log <M2 + 257 (1 — 3im) + 9im |,

N, 2
v

1
+ GX(mi, q2> <4S$u<q2 -+ 2777/3) — 9m3> arctan (W)) >
(A.17)

again using

X(a* b)) =1/ — —1. (A.18)
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At the level of the effective couplings (¢> = 0) we have

N+M
A%L(0) = Z rﬁSZ*rgjfL (m7,0,m%) ,
Noar (A.19)
AF(0) Z I‘S”SZ* o Fr (m, 0,m%) .
The functions F7, /g then become
2 2
2 mi Ne my _ 2 2
Fr(m?,0, M?) = TIVE (1+log(M2>) = —Fr(m;,0,M7). (A.20)

The amplitude for Z — vv is again given by Eq. (3.54). For the EI}?ZQ (¢%), introduced
in Eq. (3.55), we obtain

N+M

= D T T Hald® mi) +ZFi*yfFi/H2< W @m3), (A21)
K=1 J=1

with

2 a2 N.¢* 2 q* : 2 2
Hi(g", M*) = —————— 3(3 — 2s3)) log e —3in(3—2s) —3+s, ),
2

N,
Ho(m2, ¢%, M?) = —(3((452 3)¢® + 9m >log<M2

) — 252 (q* + 24m?2)

1
+9m?2 46X (m2, ¢*) <4312U(q2 +2m?2) — 3¢* + 3mi> arctan (W)) ,
(A.22)

where we again neglected to down-type quark masses, but kept the dependencies on the
up-type ones due to the heavy top quark. If we work with effective couplings instead
of full amplitudes, the results are

M
SEN0) =) T, T, Ha(my, 0,m3) (A.23)
J=1
with
N.m? m2
2 t
Ho(m?, 0, M?) = Ve (1+10g<M2>) : (A.24)
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AT Wev

For the AIJ?? (q2), defined in Eq. (3.66) and Eq. (3.67), we obtain

LQ N, [N +  pLEKsxpLK 5 5 o LKL T
A ( ) 6471_2 Z udkFu Zf dey FW <muj,q 7mK> +F

ugéf usl; m%{
N+M M m2 m2
S o S St ()
K=1 J=1 M =y d
3 M M
Z Z q (WJ+N kL Z*FJ Wj—&-N,KngZ*FékV >HW (mic, m3) }
K=1 J=1
(A.25)
with
1 m2 6m4
2 2 a2\ _ 2 2 u
Fw (mu,q .M ) =9 {6(2(] —3ms) log(MQ) ( = )
ms ¢
+6(2¢2 ~ 3m2 + (q2)2) log (1 - Wﬂ (A.26)
2, .2 2,2 2
9 oy T +vy 2x Yy T
HW(SE » Y ) _($2 — y2)2 - (x2 — y2)3 lo (E) .

Additionally, there are terms that do not trivially decouple, however, they vanish in
the decoupling limit. They read

AL

N[N y
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Note that the scale dependence p drops out exactly. If we work at the level of effective
couplings, we have

L, Kx~L,K * LK L,K*
LQ Ncmf gl Fugéf Fugéi 2 u3dkrdeiFU3€f m%
Ay (0) = 6472 Z 2 - 2 log| —;

K1 My My Ui A
M FJ* F‘] N+M M FL’é(*FJ m2 ( 28)
+ L Y2 Wiink A log( K) .
In the limit of no L mixing, the loop functions used in Eq. (3.68) become
2
m
«Fl (mivq27M2) = JT_‘W (miaq27M2) + Vg
) (A.29)
mu
Fo (m2,q*, M?) = Fy (m2,q°, M?) — STk

A8 T —3u, 7 — pete  and pu — 3e

The relevant effective Hamiltonian is given in Eq. (3.72). The contributions of the
photon and Z penguin diagrams are given by Eq. (3.74) and Eq. (3.76), respectively.
Now we use the effective couplings as defined in Eq. (A.15) (photon) and Eq. (A.16)
(Z boson).

Finally, we have the box diagrams. Contrary to the vector current operators, the
scalar operators O3, are always proportional to m?] /MfQ Therefore, we only consider
contributions from the top quark. The box contributions read

N+M
—N,
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- 25677'2 (defardkfb]‘—‘djffrdjfi + Fdjfardkfbrdkff Fdjfi CO (07 mJ’ mQ) )
{1Q}=1
N N+M
VLR _ ~iVe z : L,PxpL,K +R,KxR,P 2 2 2 2
Cabfi o 1287T2 [Fukﬁa Fukebru][f Fuj[i 'D2 (muk7 mU,j ? mK’ mP)
(K,P}=1
LK« L, K +~R,Px~R,P 2 2 2 2 2
- 2Fu34a Fugfb Fuggf Fu3€imt DO (mt ) mt ) mK7 mP):| )
mzN N+M
SLL _— "tVe E R,PsxL,K 1nR,KxL,P R,K+«~L,K nR,Px~L,P 2 2 2 2
Cabfi - 647T2 (2Fu3£a FugaFu;;éf Fug,ei - Fugfa Fugfb]‘—"ugef FU3€1> DO (mt ’ mt ) mK7 mp) .
(K,P}=1

(A.30)
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Again, C’;/b/ff RL(RE)

are obtained from C’;g/ff LR(LL) by interchanging L and R.

A9 7 —>4lvvand p — evi

As it was the case for the previous results, we consider the top as the only non-zero
quark mass and in cases where the result is proportional to the quark mass (squared),
we directly write the result in terms of the top. The effective Hamiltonian for the

process is given in Eq. (3.80). The box diagrams read

Lifi _
Caly —

R.fi __
laly —

N+M
{ Z FLP*FLKFLK*FLPCO(muwm%{’m%)
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K=1 J=1
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uké ukéb d Vf ug?

N+M
R.P+RK LK LP 2 2
64#2{ Z r-, T C’o(m mK,mP)
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N+M M
-2 Z ZFRK*FRKFJ* r’ fDo(mf,m?,m%,mg)}

uzly ~ uzly ™ usvys usy;
K=1 J=1

The contributions of the W and Z penguins are given by Eq. (3.82) and Eq. (3.83),
respectively. Now the effective couplings from Eq. (A.25), Eq. (A.16) and Eq. (A.21)
have to be used.
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