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ABSTRACT: As one of the hypothetical principles in the Standard Model (SM), lepton flavor
universality (LFU) should be tested with a precision as high as possible such that the physics
violating this principle can be fully examined. The run of Z factory at a future e™e™ collider
such as CEPC or FCC-ee provides a great opportunity to perform this task because of the large
statistics and high reconstruction efficiencies for b-hadrons at Z pole. In this paper, we present
a systematic study on the LFU test in the future Z factories. The goal is three-fold. Firstly,
we study the sensitivities of measuring the LF'U-violating observables of b — cTv, i.e., Rj/y,
Rp,, Rp: and Ry, where 7 decays muonically. For this purpose, we develop the strategies for
event reconstruction, based on the track information significantly. Secondly, we explore the
sensitivity robustness against detector performance and its potential improvement with the
message of event shape or beyond the b-hadron decays. A picture is drawn on the variation of
analysis sensitivities with the detector tracking resolution and soft photon detectability, and
the impact of Fox-Wolfram moments is studied on the measurement of relevant flavor events.
Finally, we interpret the projected sensitivities in the SM effective field theory, by combining
the LFU tests of b — c7v and the measurements of b — s777~ and b — svv. We show that
the limits on the LFU-violating energy scale can be pushed up to ~ O(10) TeV for < O(1)
Wilson coeflicients at Tera-Z.
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1 Introduction

Lepton flavor universality (LFU), as one of the hypothetical principles in the Standard Model
(SM), requires the leptons of all three generations to couple to gauge bosons universally. Any
deviation from the LFU would be an unambiguously signal for physics beyond the SM. So,
the LFU should be tested with a precision as high as possible such that the relevant physics
can be fully explored.

Given its significance in particle physics, the LFU has been tested in various experiments.
One class of such tests involves the b — c7v transitions mediated by flavor changing charged
current (FCCC). The relevant observables are usually defined as
_ Br(Hy, — H.1v)

R = Br(H, — Hylv) '’

(1.1)

L. Since systematic errors from

where Hj, and H. refer to exclusive b- and c-hadron states
hadron physics tend to be canceled for the observables defined in such a way, any noteworthy
deviation from the SM predictions in statistics may indicate the existence of LFU-violating
new physics. In Tab. 1, we have summarized SM prediction and experimental measurement
for a set of Ry, observables. Notably, some anomalies in relation to Ry, were reported in
the last years. Addressing these anomalies further strengthens the necessity and significance

of performing dedicated and more complete LFU measurements.

Hy H, SM Prediction >  Experimental Average
Rp B° B* D° D* 0.307 [1, 2] 0.340 £ 0.030 [3]
Rp- BY B* D* D** 0.253 [1, 2] 0.295 + 0.014 [3]
Ry B. J/p 0.289 [4-6] 0.71 £0.17 £ 0.18 [7]
Rp, By D, 0.393 [2, 8-13] N/A
Rp: By D 0.303 [2, 8, 10, 13] N/A
Ry, Ay A 0.334 [14-18] 0.242 +0.076 [19]

Table 1: SM prediction and experimental measurement for Ry, observables.

Future Z factories, namely the Z-pole runs of next-generation ete™ colliders [20-22],
would provide a great opportunity for performing this task. Their advantages are generic,
manifested as relatively high production rate and reconstruction efficiency of heavy flavored
hadrons.

Consider first the expected b-hadron yields in Belle II, LHCb and two representative
future Z factories (see Tab. 2). At Tera-Z, the statistics of BY/B? and BF are ~ 1.2 x 101,

!Throughout this paper, we take a notation implicitly including the relevant charge-conjugation mode.

2The calculation of R J/4, Rp,, Rpx and Ry, and the relevant references are shown in App. A. The results
listed in Tab. 1 are slightly different from those in the literatures, due to the update of form factor values or
the variation of parameter setup.



Belle 11 LHCb Tera-Z 10x Tera-Z

B° BY 53x10% 6x10% 1.2x10" 1.2x 10"
B* 5.6 x 1010 6 x 102 1.2x 10" 1.2 x 102
By, By  5.7x10% 2x10% 3.1x10° 3.1 x 10"
B* - 4x 10" 1.8x10® 1.8x10°

C

Ay, Ay - 2x 108 25x101% 25 x 10!

Table 2: Expected b-hadron yields in Belle II, LHCb and the Tera-Z, 10xTera-Z facto-
ries [25]. There is no statistics on the B¥ and A,/A; productions at Belle IT because of the
limitation of energy threshold.

about twice as those in Belle II [23]. However, for the heavier Bs/Bs, the difference in
statistics between the Tera-Z and Belle II increases to nearly two orders of magnitude. The
future Z factories are thus especially suitable for studying flavor physics involving such heavy
b-hadrons. Unlike Belle I and Z factories, LHCb produces b-hadrons mainly through parton-
level QCD processes. However, although the expected yields can be even larger at LHCb [24],
the event reconstruction efficiency is significantly limited by its noisy data environment.

The boosted kinematics of b-hadrons at Z-pole and the relatively clean environment for
their production represent another set of advantages for the future Z factories to measure the
b — crv transitions. The b hadrons produced at Z-pole tend to be energetic. This feature
weakens the multiple scattering of charged particles such as the ones from the 7-lepton and
c-hadron decays inside the tracker, improving their energy /momentum [26] and motion direc-
tion [20, 21] resolutions. Moreover, the boosted particles tend to displace more before decay,
which may further reduce the uncertainties of reconstructing their decay vertexes. Several
recent studies [27-43] have illustrated the potential of the future Z factories in measuring
the 7-related physics. Separately, the clean data environment can benefit the measurement
of missing energy, a crucial observable for reconstructing the b — crv events. With relatively
few particles in final states, negligible pile-up effect and fixed /s value, the measurement
of missing energy is expected to be significantly improved at Z-pole [29]. In this paper, we
will focus on the four representative measurements of Ry, listed in Tab. 1: R;,,, Rp,, Rps,
and Rjp,. Currently, the experimental constraints on these observables are either weak or
unavailable.

From a broader perspective, the LFU can be tested also in the b — SZ?{E; transitions
mediated by flavor changing neutral current (FCNC). Here Két denotes the charged leptons of
all three generations. Different from the FCCC, the FCNC in the SM are loop-suppressed,
with the leading contributions arising from electroweak (EW) penguin and box diagrams.
So the width of the FCNC-mediated b-hadron decays is typically smaller than that of the
FCCC-mediated ones by a factor ~ O(a?/1672). This fact has motivated the introduction of



the LFU-violating observable

_ BR(Hy, —» Hyu" ™)

R f—
" = BR(H, — Hyete )

(1.2)

which involves the first two generations of leptons only, where Hy and Hg stand for the
exclusive b and s hadronic states. Interestingly, anomalies were reported in the LHCb mea-
surements of Ry« [44], where H, = B and H, = K® . If LFU is respected, Rx and R+
shall be close to one. However, the measurements indicate that Rx and Rg~+ are both lower
than this prediction [44], with a significance ~ 2 — 30.

The test of LFU firmly calls for the extension of FCNC measurements from Ry, to
the b — s7t7~ transitions since there is no known first principle that forbids large FCNC
amplitudes in the third lepton generation. Such a measurement will benefit our understanding
of the Ry () anomalies also. Moreover, some models addressing these anomalies predict an
enhancement of the b — s7t7~ transitions, such as the singlet-triplet model [45, 46]. The
measurements of the b — s777~ transitions are highly challenging, given the complexity of
reconstructing multiple-7 events. None of the b — s77 7~ channels have been experimentally
observed so far. However, the future Z factories could perform the b — s777~ measurements,
as explored at detector level recently [42], with a precision sufficient for probing the SM
predictions.

Besides b — sf{{ég , another class of FCNC measurements relevant to the LFU test
involves the b — svv transitions. These measurements cannot be applied to probe the LFU
violation directly since neutrino flavor is untagged at colliders. However, the inclusive signal
rate contributed by the neutrinos of all three flavors is still relevant, which can yield an
overall constraint on the possible LFU-violating couplings. Notably, neutrinos do not couple
with gluons or photons directly. The b — svi processes receive weak radiative corrections
only and thus enjoy a lower theoretical uncertainty for their SM predictions. Currently, the
upper limits for the b — svv branching ratios are ~ O(10~% — 107?), not far from their SM
predictions [47].

Each of these FCCC and FCNC measurements provides an independent test of LFU in
experiments. Any deviation in data from their SM predictions could be a hint or indication
of the violation of this principle. Theoretically, the LEU-violating physics could either yield a
signal correlating these observables or leave an imprint in only a subset of these measurements.
For example, the SU(2) gauge symmetry may relate the b — sy amplitudes with those of
b — ctv or b — s77 or both of them. More discussions about these issues can be found
in Sec. 7. So the LFU measurements should be performed with a coverage broad enough
and a precision as high as possible. The future Z factories allow us to extend the existing
measurements to the more challenging ones, which suffer from either a small production
rate in Belle II or low reconstruction efficiency at LHCb, of heavy flavored hadrons. To
demonstrate the potential capability of these machines in testing the LFU, in the paper,
we will take a sensitivity interpretation in the SM Effective Field Theory (SMEFT), where
the SM gauge symmetries are respected. We will focus on a subset of 6D operators which



encode the LFU violation arising from the third generation only to converge the discussions.
Especially, considering the possible hierarchy between the measurement scale and the new
physics scale, the effects of renormalization of the relevant Wilson coefficients will be taken
into account.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce general strategies for our
simulations and analyses. The analysis of measuring R/, is taken in Sec. 3, while the
ones for measuring R 0 and Rp, are performed in Sec. 4 and 5, respectively. The sensitivity
robustness against detector resolution and potential improvements from event shape for these
analyses are then explored in Sec. 6. We present the SMEFT interpretations for the projected
sensitivities at the future Z factories in Sec. 7, and finally conclude in Sec. 8.

2 Strategy for Event Simulation

We use Pythia8 [48] to simulate both signal and background events for the Ry, measurements.
In each of them, two signal modes are involved, namely H, — H.7"v, and H, — Hop'v,.
The signal events of these two modes contribute as the mutual backgrounds also in their
respective measurements. Signal samples are generated via the Z — bb production at the
Z-pole, forcing the b-hadrons (together with H.) to decay into the relevant states exclusively.
These events are then reweighted according to the dI"/dq? differential cross section obtained in
App. A to reproduce the correct kinematic distributions. Background samples are generated
via the Z — bb process also.

The detector effects are simulated using Delphes 3 [49]. Given that the relative impact
on the results is of percent level and hence tiny between the ILD [50] and IDEA concepts [51],
we take the former detector profile as our benchmark in the analyses below. Notably, some
features, such as particle identification (ID) efficiency and impact-parameter resolution for
tracks, are not hardcoded in these profiles. As these features may play a crucial role in our
analysis, we simulate them with a set of benchmark values and discuss the potential impacts
of their variance in Sec. 6.1.

One such feature is muon ID. Our study relies on muon tagging significantly. The four
Ry, analyses are either based on the three-muon system or requesting at least one tagged
muon. However, due to the comparable mass of 7% with muons and their large multiplicity
in hadronic final states [52], the 7% could be misidentified as muons and yield visible negative
impact for the B, reconstruction. So we will consider this effect in our analysis. Concretely,
we assume the muon mis-ID probability €, to be 1% [52], an optimal value which is expected
to achieve at FCC-ee [53] and CEPC [20] by the time of their operation. As for the ID for
charged hadrons (e.g., 7/K, K/p, and 7/p mis-ID), it is less relevant for reconstructing the
H, resonances. So we will not simulate its effects directly. At last, to simulate the effects
of finite spatial resolution, we smear the decay vertex of particles by turning on independent
and isotropic Gaussian noise in the tracker. Such smearing is also applied to the impact
parameter of the muon tracks, which arise from (semi-)leptonic hadron and 7 decays. We set
the overall noise level to be 10 pum, a typical tracker resolution suggested in [20, 53].



The background analysis is highly involved for the Ry, measurements. Because of the
complexity of the b-hadron decay chains, it is not realistic to make an exhaustive list of the
backgrounds. But it is beneficial to understand the general background sources and their
characteristics first. Motivated by this, we classify these backgrounds into five categories:
inclusive, cascade, combinatoric, muon mis-ID, and fake- H.-resonance backgrounds.

Inclusive backgrounds We refer to H, — H.7(u)v + X as “inclusive backgrounds”. Here
Hj, decays semi-leptonically. X arises from either resonant H} decay or non-resonant contribu-
tion. In the simulation, any non-signal b-hadron events, if containing the H.+ p produced via
semileptonic b-hadron decays at the truth level, will be recognized as inclusive backgrounds.

Cascade backgrounds We refer to H, — H.7(n)v + X as “cascade backgrounds”. Here
H, decays hadronically. In the simulation, any non-signal b-hadron events, if containing the
H.+ p produced not via semileptonic b-hadron decay at truth level, will be recognized as the
cascade backgrounds.

Combinatoric backgrounds We refer to H.7(u)v + X as “combinatoric backgrounds”.
Here H. and 7(p) do not share a parent particle at the truth level. In the simulation, any
reconstructed b-hadron events, if containing the H.+ 1 but not identified as the inclusive and
cascade backgrounds, will be recognized as the combinatoric backgrounds.

Muon mis-ID backgrounds We refer to H.pr + X as “muon mis-ID backgrounds”. Here
1y denotes the muon misidentified from pion. In the simulation, any H.m + X events will
be recognized as the mis-ID background, weighted by the mis-ID probability €, = 1% as
mentioned above.

Fake H. backgrounds We refer to H.pp + X as “fake H. backgrounds”. Here H,.p
denotes the fake H. resonance, with the latter decaying as: J/¢ — utu~, Dy - KtK 7,
or A7 — pK 7~ in this study. These backgrounds represent the chance that the remnants for
reconstructing H, are not from H. decays at the truth level. In the analysis, they appear as a
continuous distribution of the reconstructed mpy,. A good width resolution of resonance is thus
essential for suppressing these backgrounds. In practice, the resonance width is determined
by the resolution of the tracking system, given I'y, < O(keV) < Agrack, where Agpack denotes
the tracker smearing effect. We can estimate the level of these backgrounds from the relevant
LHCb studies [7, 54, 55]. As summarized in Tab. 3, the rations of the H. events and the
continuous backgrounds in the resonant bin for the reconstructed mpy, are at most a few
percent. The reconstructed resonance widths are expected to be further improved at the
future Z factories [7, 54, 55]. Furthermore, the fake H. background sizes can easily be
extrapolated by sideband my, distributions. So the effect of this type of background can be
safely neglected in Ry, precision projections.



H,. fake H. ratio H. widthrer, H. widthyz factory Estimated

J/(—= ptp) 4.5% 9.1 MeV [7] 8.3 MeV < 2.3%
Do (= ¢ 3.8% 7.6 MoV [54] 6.1 MoV < 3.8%
AZ (= pK o) 1.5% 5.5 MoV [55] 4.5 MeV < 0.3%

Table 3: Estimation of the fake H. backgrounds. The first column represents the estimated
yield ratio of the fake H,. background over the real H, resonance from the reference studies.
The second and third columns are the reconstructed H,. resonance standard deviation values
of the reference and our study, respectively. The last one is the estimated yield ratio of the
fake H. over the real H. resonance contributing to our studies.

PV g A I

Figure 1: Schematic of the Bf — J/¢7"v, process. Since J/1 is short-lived, its decay
vertex can serve as a good approximation of the B decay vertex. Additionally, the ¢ quark
paired produced with the B is hadronized to another c-hadron (H.), which tends to move
along with the B,

3 Measurement of R/

3.1 Method

To measure Ry, we consider the exclusive Bl decays, i.e., Bf — J/¢(— p*tp~)p*v, and
Bf — J/y(— ptu)7 (= ptvuir)v,, as the signals. Both signal modes contain 3y in their
final states. The schematic of the B — J/¢77 v, process is shown in Fig. 1. The same
decay modes have been considered in the R/, measurement at LHCb also [7]. We also show
the schematics of several topologies for the universal backgrounds in Fig. 2. Below are a set
of cuts applied to preselect such events.



Figure 2: Schematics of the universal backgrounds in the R;/, measurement. Left: The
typical topology for the inclusive backgrounds and the combinatoric backgrounds, where B
is reconstructed combining muons produced by the J/¢ (red), and the unpaired muon from
semi-leptonic Hj decay (brown) or irrelevant particle decay (orange), respectively. Middle:
The typical topology for the cascade backgrounds and the Mis-ID backgrounds, where B is
reconstructed combining the muons decayed from J/1¢ (red), and the unpaired muon from
intermediate hadron decay (brown) and pion misidentification (orange), respectively. Right:
The typical topology for the fake H. backgrounds, where the muons which do not share a
parent particle (brown and orange) are used to reconstruct J/1).

e The 34 selection. The events with exactly three muon tracks (pr > 0.1 GeV), and at
least two of them sharing the same vertex, are selected.

e The J/v selection. Two of the three muons need to be oppositely charged. Their mo-
mentum satisfies |[p] > 2.5 GeV. The leading transverse momentum must be > 0.75 GeV,
while their total pr must be > 1 GeV. These two muons form a common vertex, with
its distance to the primary vertex (PV) > 0.1 mm. Besides, these two muons must have
an invariant mass with |m,+,- —mj,;| < 27.5 MeV for them to be considered as the

J /¢ decay products.

I

e The B selection. We divide the space into signal and tag hemispheres with a plane
perpendicular to the displacement of the reconstructed J/1. The J/1 vertex appears in
the signal hemisphere. The unpaired third muon (u3) appears in the signal hemisphere
also and has pr > 0.375 GeV and |p] > 1.5 GeV. The 3u system needs to have an
invariant mass smaller than m B

The Tera-Z yields for the preselected signals and the backgrounds are summarized in Tab. 4.
The requirement of narrow J/v and B reconstruction excludes most of the backgrounds
except the inclusive ones, as expected.

The preselected events are then subjected to the BJ reconstruction. Such a task is highly
involved since the signal events contain at least one neutrino. For reconstructing the four-



Channel Events at Tera-Z N(3p) N(J/) N(BH) Total eff.

Bf — J/yrTv, 9.83 x 103 6.53 x 10° 3.83 x 10° 3.08 x 10° 31.34%
Bf = J/yutv, 2.39 x 10° 1.63 x 10° 9.66 x 10* 8.40 x 10* 35.13%
Inclusive bkg. 1.27 x 10* 8.20 x 10? 5.29 x 10° 3.90 x 10° 30.63%
Cascade bkg. 1.81 x 10* 4.89 x 103 3.32 x 103 1.84 x 103 10.15%
Combinatoric bkg. 4.64 x 107 3.93 x 107 2.66 x 107 7.78 x 10* 0.17%
Mis-ID bkg. €ur X 145 x 10°  €,r x 1.03 x 10°  €,r X 6.96 x 10°  €,x x 1.10 x 108 7.61%

Table 4: Tera-Z yields for the preselected signals and the backgrounds in the R/, measure-
ment. The preselection criteria are defined in the text.

momentum of B (pB;r), thus we will take several approximations. Firstly, as J/v decays
promptly, we will use the J/1 decay vertex to approximate the B decay vertex and define
its displacement from the PV as the B direction. Secondly, we calculate the total energy
of the particles inside the signal hemisphere Eg, with the relation

2.
£ (3.1)

Y

2 2
Mipg + Mz — M
Ege =

2my

where mgije and myag are the invariant masses of visible particles in the signal and tag hemi-
spheres respectively. This relation is generated by applying the energy- and momentum-
conservation conditions to the two-body decay of a Z boson at rest [29]. No missing particles
are involved in this case. To calculate Eg,, we have mimicked these two bodies with the col-
lection of particles in the signal and tag hemispheres, and replaced their invariant masses with
Mgig and Mmiag. Clearly, this relation becomes exact only if no neutrinos have been produced.
With this calculation, the B} energy F B is reconstructed as

EB;" = Fgg — Z Ei+Ejy+ Eu (3.2)

i€sig-hem

where the index ¢ goes over all visible particles inside the signal hemisphere. With the
direction message of p p+ and the value of £ B+ the four-momentum p p+ can be completely
determined using the B[ on-shell condition. We show the distributions of the reconstructed
Epy for the BY — J/7%v, and Bf — J/yu*v, signals and their common backgrounds
in Fig. 3. A sharp edge at mz/2 can be seen for the signal distributions where the Z — bb
events tend to be hadronized into two b-hadrons only.

With the reconstructed four-momentum of B}, we are able to define two Lorentz-

invariant observables:

q2 = (ij _pJ/w)2 ) mr2niss = (ij — PJ/+y — Punpaired u)Q . (3.3)

These two observables are visualized in Fig. 1. For the SM events, they measure the mass
of off-shell W boson and produced neutrinos, respectively. Similar observables can be de-

fined for the other Ry, measurements. As ¢ and m?2  receive contributions from more



neutrinos for the signal events of B — J/¢7tv,, compared to the ones of Bf — J/yuty,,
their values and variances tend to be bigger in the former case. This feature is important
since the signal events of these two modes can serve as the backgrounds mutually in their
measurements. Finally we have the reconstruction errors of ¢ and m?2 . : 1.88(1.80) GeV?
and 1.90(1.61) GeV2. Here the numbers outside and inside the brackets are for the 7- and
p-modes, respectively. Other than the reconstructed Bl kinematics, the signal events of the
7- and p-modes can be further separated using the message on 7 lepton displacement. The
lifetime of 7 lepton is relatively long. It may travel a detectable distance before its decays
to other particles. The minimal distance (Sgy, in the unit of mm) between the ps track and
the secondary vertex (SV) (i.e., the B decay vertex) thus can be applied to discriminate
the signal events of Bf — J/¢77v; from the Bf — J/¢utv, ones. We demonstrate these
features in Fig. 3.

1 1
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0.8 BF =flyut v, . 0.8 B —Jlgi v,
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Figure 3: Distributions of the reconstructed F+, q, M s

and log Sgy in the R;/, mea-
surement. The solid and dashed lines represent the simulated and truth-level messages re-

spectively.
The observables introduced above can also separate the signals of different modes from

the universal backgrounds to various extents. To further suppress these backgrounds, we may
use the message on the signal b-hadron (B here) isolation. Different from the reconstructed

,10,



background events, the signal B mesons tend to be isolated. Thus we can introduce the
isolation observables Iy (€2) and I () to facilitate the selection of the signal events. Here I is
the total energy of some specific particles within a cone around the reconstructed momentum
of BF. Q denotes the angular size of this cone. N represents neutral particles such as neutral
hadrons (Ix) and photons (1), while T" represents tracks which can be either from the PV
(I7,pv) or away from the PV (I gis). This feature is demonstrated in Fig. 4 with In (0.3 rad).

1
BF =Jlyt *u;
0.8 B =jlyu* v,
Bkg.
.06 Inclusive
2 Combinatoric
< |4
041 |
[
0.2
ol — =
0 5 10 15 20 25

In(0.3 rad) [GeV]

Figure 4: Distributions of I (0.3 rad) in the R J/ Measurement.

To optimize the sensitivity of measuring R/, we apply the tool of Boosted Decision Tree

(BDT) in this analysis and the subsequent ones for the R _(.) and R, measurements. We

D"
include more observables on the track impact parameter other than the ones discussed above
and some observables used in [56] as the BDT discriminators. The BDT classifier is trained
in a three-class mode to address its two signal patterns. The full list of the discriminators is

summarized below:
e Kinematics of the three-muon system:

— Invariant mass mg,,
— Energy and momentum of the reconstructed .J/v and the unpaired muon p3: Ej/y,
|5J/¢|a E,usv |ﬁ,LL3|

e Observables of the reconstructed B

— Energy and momentum of the reconstructed BJ: Ep+, [pp+|

2

N . . . 2
Lorentz-invariant observables: mZ .., q

e Vertex information:

Minimal distance between the B (or J/1) decay vertex and the pg track (Ssy)
Minimal distance between the us track and its closest track

— Minimal distance between the reconstructed J/v trajectory and its closest track
Distance between the J/v¢ decay vertex and the PV

— 11 —



e Isolation observables of B :

Neutral particles: I (0.3 rad), I (0.6 rad)

— Neutral hadrons: Iy (0.3 rad), I (0.6 rad)

— Photons: I,(0.3 rad), I,(0.6 rad)

Charged particles: I7(0.3 rad), I(0.6 rad)

Tracks from the PV: I py(0.3 rad), I pv(0.6 rad)

— Tracks not from the PV: I 4i(0.3 rad), I7qis(0.6 rad)

e Impact parameter of the tracks in the signal hemisphere:

— Maximum and sum of transverse impact parameters
— Maximum and sum of longitudinal impact parameters

e Some other discriminators [56]:

— J/vpT momentum transverse to the B} moving direction: p, (J/vu™)
— Corrected mass: Moy = \/mQ(J/z/J/ﬁ) +p2 (J/Ypt) + pL (J/pt)

3.2 Results

In Fig. 5, we show the distributions of BDT response in favor of Bf — J/¢7 v, and
Bf — J/ypty, in the R 7/ measurement. The two classes of signal events also serve as
the mutual backgrounds of their measurements. Unless otherwise specified, in this paper the
BDT thresholds are always defined to be the ones maximizing the statistical analysis sensitiv-
ity. We summarize the event counts in the relevant signal regions in Tab. 5 and the expected
precisions of measuring R/, at Tera-Z and 10xTera-Z in Tab. 6 accordingly. Essentially, the
precisions of measuring R/, are limited by the relatively low counts of the B} — J/yTtrv,
events. Signal events are recognized to be of high- or low-¢? by comparing their reconstructed
q? with the 7.15 GeV? reference value [7]. As shown in Tab. 6, in the high ¢? region where
a larger Rj/, has been predicted, a better precision can be achieved compared to the low
q? region. At last, we point out that the relatively high S/B ratios in all scenarios ensure
the robustness of the sensitivity analysis of measuring R/, against the potential systematic
uncertainties.

4 Measurement of R

4.1 Method

To measure R, we consider the exclusive B? decays, i.e., B = D;u*v, and BY —
D; 7%, with DZT — ¢(— KTK™)n~, as the signals. All signal modes contain K™K ~7~ ™
in their final states. The schematic of the B — D*~7%v, process is shown in Fig. 6. Below
are a set of cuts applied to preselect such events.
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thresholds for sensitivity analysis.

BY — J/Ttru,

BE = J[vpty,

Inclusive bkg.
Cascade bkg.

Combinatoric bkg.

Mis-ID bkg

yg/w >0.03 N yﬁ v < 0.97 y}w < 0.03 N yﬁ W > 0.97
2.68 x 10° 2.14 x 102
4.30 x 10° 7.62 x 10*
3.17 x 102 4.08 x 102
6.21 x 107 8.87 x 10!
2.04 x 103 2.66 x 10°
€ur X 2.09 x 10° €un X 3.30 x 10*

Table 5: Event counts in the signal regions of Bf — J/¢7 v, and B — J/¢utv, for the
R j/y measurement at Tera-Z.

¢? range B = J ./wTJrVT Be —>'J‘/w/ﬁyu Ry v
Rel. precision S/B | Rel. precision S/B | Rel. precision

¢ <7156 | e 018 | Faieaon B9 | e xi0y
@215 6V | 0| e %977 (0
Full ¢* (ﬁiiig:z) 029 (iiiigii) o831 (ﬁgiig:z)

Table 6: Expected BDT (relative) precisions of measuring R/, at Tera-Z (10x Tera-Z).
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Figure 6: Schematic of the BY — D*~7%v process. D~ decays to D with extra photon.
Compared to that of J/1 in the R/, measurement, the lifetime of D here is longer.

e The K"K 7~ u* selection. The events with two oppositely charged kaon tracks,
one charged pion track sharing a secondary vertex, and exactly one muon track with
a charge opposite to the identified pion track are selected. All tracks need to have
pr > 0.1 GeV.

e The D selection. The two kaons should satisfy |mg+x- —mg| < 12 MeV, with
the displacement of their vertex from the PV being greater than 0.5 mm. Moreover,
we require the reconstructed K+ K~ n~ system to have |mg+g—r- —mp,| < 25 MeV.
The D, trajectory is inferred from the system’s momentum pg+p-,.— and its vertex.
The minimum distance between the reconstructed Dy trajectory and any other tracks
(except the muon one) needs to be > 0.02 mm.

e The B? selection. We divide the space into signal and tag hemispheres with a plane
perpendicular to the displacement of the reconstructed D, . The Dy vertex appears in
the signal hemisphere. The muon track must appear in the signal hemisphere, having
pr > 1.2 GeV and a minimal distance greater than 0.02 mm from all tracks except the
reconstructed Dy trajectory. The K+ K 7~ ' system needs to have an invariant mass
smaller than mp,.

The Tera-Z yields for the preselected signals and the backgrounds are summarized in Tab. 7.
The requirement of narrow D; and BY resonances excludes most of the backgrounds except
the inclusive ones, as expected.

The B? four-momentum can be reconstructed using the method introduced in Subsec. 3.1.
However, the D, decay vertex does not approximate the BY one well, as shown in Fig. 6,
due to its macroscopic D; decay length. So we determine the BY decay vertex instead as the
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Figure 7: Distributions of the reconstructed Epo, 7, mfniss

and log Sgy in the R () Ieasure-

ment. The solid and dashed lines represent the simulated and truth-level values, respectively.

point on the D7 track closest to the muon track. Here the D} tack is deduced from its decay
vertex and momentum. Then, the B? four-momentum gets reconstructed by combining its
displacement from the PV, total energy * (see Fig. 7 for its distribution)

Ego=FEss— », Ei+Ep +E,, (4.1)
1€sig-hem
and BY on-shell condition.
As done for the Rj/, measurement, we introduce the kinematic variables 7, m?niss and

the minimal distance between the p track and the secondary vertex Sgy to distinguish the
signal events of the 7- and p-modes. Their distributions are shown in Fig. 7. The events
of the 7-modes tend to have larger ¢2, mfniss and Sgy, compared to those of the p-modes.
Notably, the reconstruction errors of ¢ (1.49(1.25) GeV? for Rp, and 1.54(1.34) GeV? for
Rp:) and m2, (1.46(1.12) GeV? for Rp, and 1.46(1.23) GeV? for Rp+) in this analysis are

smaller than those of the R;j/, measurement; and the peaks for the log Sy distributions

3As a universal treatment, the energy of the D photon has not been included in the EBg reconstruction.
But one can do so for a more dedicated analysis of Rp+ to improve the reconstruction quality of E BO-
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here are also shifted slightly to the left of those in the latter case. This is because the BY
lifetime is about three times as long as B. A larger displacement from the PV can reduce
the uncertainty in determining the b-hadron momentum direction.

1
B2—=D Tt v,
0.8 B2=D u*v,
BY—D;~ Tty
> o Bo=D; ™1™ vy
g Bkg.
0.4
0.2 I»
0 —
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Am [GeV]

Figure 8: Normalized distributions of Am in the R p(+ Measurement.

The D; and D}~ signal events are mutually the major backgrounds in their respective
measurements (see Tab. 7). Nevertheless, they can be distinguished by the photon from
the D}~ decay. For this purpose, we circulate all ECAL photons in the signal hemisphere to
identify the one which yields a Am = m(K"K ™7~ y) —m(K*K~7~) value closest to m . —
mp- = 143.8 MeV [47]. The normalized Am distributions for the signal and background
events are shown in Fig. 8. A clear resonant structure forms for the D}~ signals but not
for the D signals. Notably, D!~ mesons can be produced in the cascade and inclusive
backgrounds efficiently, so a resonant structure forms in their distribution also.

1 1
B2-D. Tt BY—D - T*v,
0.8 Bl-D_ ity 0.8 BJ-D. p*vy
B2—D;~ T+ v, B2—D: Tty
0.6 _
57 BY-D; 1tV | o BO-D; 1",
’ Bkg. <t Bkg.
0.4 . 0.4 .
Inclusive Inclusive
Cascade Cascade
0.2 0.2
-
0 0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 o 5 10 15 20 25
Iy(0.3 rad) [GeV] 1,(0.3 rad) [GeV]

Figure 9: Distributions of Iy (0.3 rad) and I,(0.3 rad) in the R ) measurement.

As shown in Figs. 7 and Fig. 8, the observables introduced above can separate the signals
of different modes from the universal backgrounds to various extents. As before, we introduce
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a set of isolation observables with the cone size 2 = 0.3 and 0.6 to further suppress these
backgrounds. We show the distributions of Iy (0.3 rad) and (0.3 rad) in Fig. 9. In both
cases, the signal events tend to concentrate around zero, while the universal backgrounds are

distributed more broadly.

Channel Events at Tera-Z N(KKmp) N(D;) N(B?) Total eff.

B - D;77v, 1.03 x 10° 7.92 x 10° 6.45 x 10° 4.81 x 10° 46.77%
BY = D7 uty, 1.50 x 107 1.18 x 107 9.93 x 10° 8.41 x 10° 56.08%
BY - D rtu, 1.72 x 106 1.30 x 106 1.05 x 106 7.65 x 10° 44.61%
BY - D: utu, 3.35 x 107 2.56 x 107 2.11 x 107 1.78 x 107 53.11%
Inclusive bkg. 5.78 x 10° 4.28 x 10° 3.28 x 10° 2.72 x 10° 47.03%
Cascade bkg. 8.44 x 107 6.20 x 107 2.33 x 107 8.71 x 10° 10.33%
Combinatoric bkg. 1.36 x 108 1.16 x 108 2.24 x 107 2.17 x 10* 0.02%
Mis-ID bkg. €ur X 1.05 X 1010 €4 x 4.33 X 10°  €,r x 8.41 x 10° ¢, x 8.50 x 107 0.81%

Table 7: Tera-Z yields for the preselected signals and the backgrounds in the Rp: and Rp,
measurements. The preselection criteria are defined in the text.

In this analysis, we train the BDT classifier in the five-class mode to address its four
signal patterns (Dsu, Dgt, Dip, D). The full list of the discriminators is summarized

below:

e Kinematics of the K™K 7~ u™ system:

— Invariant mass: mg gz,
— Energy and momentum of the reconstructed D and muon: Ep,—, [pp-|, Ey, |y

— Mass difference: Am = mggry — MKrKr

e Observables of the reconstructed BY:

— Energy and momentum of the reconstructed BY: Epo, [Ppol

_ : : . 2 2
Lorentz-invariant observables: mZ ;... q

e Vertex information:

— Minimal distance between the D, decay vertex and the muon track

— Minimal distance between the deduced BY decay vertex and the muon track (Ssv)
— Minimal distance between the muon track and its closest track

— Minimal distance between the reconstructed D trajectory and its closest track
— Distance between the D decay vertex and the PV

e Isolation observables:

— Neutral particles: I5(0.3 rad), Ix(0.6 rad)
— Neutral hadrons: Iy (0.3 rad), Ix(0.6 rad)
— Photons: 1,(0.3 rad), I,(0.6 rad)

— Charged particles: I7(0.3 rad), I7(0.6 rad)
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— Tracks from the PV: I7py(0.3 rad), I pyv(0.6 rad)
— Tracks not from the PV: I 4is(0.3 rad), I7,4is(0.6 rad)

e Impact parameter of the tracks in the signal hemisphere:

— Maximum and sum of transverse impact parameters

— Maximum and sum of longitudinal impact parameters

e Some other discriminators [56]:

— D; p* momentum transverse to the B? moving direction: p, (D5 u™)

— Corrected mass: Meorr = \/mQ(D;/Lﬂ +p2 (D5 pt) +p(Ds )

4.2 Results

In Fig. 10, we show the distributions of BDT response in favor of B — D;7%v,, BY —
D;utv,, BY = D t7v, and B? — D~ v,. We summarize the event counts in the four
signal regions in Tab. 8 and the expected precisions of Rp, and Rp: measurements at Tera-Z
(10xTera-Z) in Tab. 9 and Tab. 10. As before, the precisions of measuring RD£*>
by the relatively low counts of the 7-mode signal events. The two tables also show that in

are limited

the high ¢? region where a larger R e has been predicted, a better precision can be achieved
compared to the low ¢? region. Mesanwhile, the relatively high S/B ratios in all scenarios
ensure the robustness of the sensitivity analysis of measuring RDg*) against the potential
systematic uncertainties. At last, we point out that the imperfect discrimination between the
D, and D} modes induces negative correlations between the Rp, and Rp: measurements (see
Tab. 9 and Tab. 10). We will discuss this feature in more details in Subsec. 6.2.

yp, > 0.47 yp, < 0.47 yp, < 0.47 yp, < 0.47

Nyt <0.36 Nyl >0.36 Nyh, <0.36 Nyt <0.36

N ypx < 0.54 N ypx < 0.54 N ypx > 0.54 N ypx < 0.54

N yh. < 0.64 N yh. <0.64 Ny <0.64 N yh. > 0.64
B - D 7rTv, 2.05 x 10° 5.58 x 10* 2.76 x 10* 1.13 x 10*
BY = Dyutv, 2.43 x 10* 7.11 x 10° < 8.70 x 102 5.14 x 10°
B - D 7tu, 9.38 x 10* 2.53 x 10* 2.22 x 10° 6.00 x 10*
B? — D utuy, 1.10 x 10° 4.88 x 10° 1.22 x 10° 9.03 x 10°
Inclusive bkg. 4.12 x 10* 3.99 x 10° 4.35 x 10* 2.61 x 10°
Cascade bkg. 6.63 x 10* 1.35 x 10° 3.66 x 10* 4.80 x 10*

Combinatoric bkg. <343 x 10° <343 x 10° <3.43 x 10® <343 x 103

Mis-ID bkg. €ur X 4.21 X 10° | €ur X 6.22 x 10° | €un x 3.82 x 10° | €, x 1.41 x 10°

Table 8: Event counts in the signal regions of B — D r%v,, B — D u*v,, BY —
D~ 7%v, and BY — D;~ptw, for the R () measurement at Tera-Z.
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Figure 10: Distributions of BDT response in favor of BY — D77 v, (YD.)s BY — Dy uty,

(yp.), BY = Dirtu, (yp:) and BY — D uty, (yp:) in the R measurement. The
vertical dashed lines represent optimal thresholds for sensitivity analysis.
2 amie BY — D 7tu, BY — D;uty, Rp, Correlation
e 8 Rel. precision S/B | Rel. precision S/B | Rel. precision p w/ Rpx
8.17 x 1073 5.83 x 1074 9.37 x 1073
2 <715 GeV? 0.49 1.57 —0.56
@< U (258 x 1073) (1.84 x 10~4) (2.96 x 1073)
4.43 x 1073 1.39 x 1073 4.72 x 1073
2> 17.15 GeV? 0.62 0.74 —0.48
T = Yl (140 x 1073 (4.38 x 1074 (1.49 x 1073)
3.81 x 1073 5.42 x 1074 4.09 x 1073
Full ¢? 0.60 1.28 —0.49
e (1.21 x 1073) (1.72 x 1074 (1.30 x 10~3)

Table 9: Expected BDT (relative) precisions of measuring Rp, at Tera-Z (10xTera-Z).
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BY - D* 1ty BY — Dty Rp+ Correlation
q2 range S S s s 1 s
Rel. precision S/B | Rel. precision S/B | Rel. precision p w/ Rp,

9.93 x 103 5.24 x 10~* 9.93 x 1073

2 < 7.15 GeV? 0.53 7.90 —0.56
=< Yl 31ax 1073 (1.66 x 10~4) (3.14 x 1073)
3.50 x 1073 5.94 x 10~* 3.49 x 1073

2> 715 GeV? 1.04 15.25 —0.48
¢ = Yl @i x 1073 (1.88 x 1074) (1.10 x 1073)
3.27 x 1073 3.94 x 10~* 3.26 x 1073

Full ¢2 0.95 9.93 —0.49
i (1.03 x 1073) (1.24 x 1074 (1.03 x 1073)

Table 10: Expected BDT (relative) precisions of measuring Rp:

at Tera-Z (10xTera-Z).

Figure 11: Schematic of the Ag — A_7Fv process. Similar to R that the lifetime of A_

here is longer compared to that of J/1 in the R/, measurement.

5 Measurement of R,

5.1 Method

To measure R, we consider the exclusive Ag decays, i.e., Ag — A7ty and Ag — Aty

with A, — pK 7™, as the signals. Both signal modes contain pK 7~ u™ in their final

states. The schematic of the A) — A_7Vv, process is shown in Fig. 11. Below are a set of

cuts applied to preselect such events.

e The pKtn~u™ selection. Candidates events that have p, K+ and 7~ tracks (pr >

0.1 GeV) sharing the same displaced decay vertex are selected. We also require exactly
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one muon track (pr > 0.1 GeV) with the same charge as the identified charged Kaon.

e The A, selection. The pK 7~ vertex’s distance from the PV must be greater than
0.5 mm, with its invariant mass |[mgg+,.- — ma.| < 14 MeV. The A, trajectory is
reconstructed based on psr+.- and its decay vertex. The closest distance between
the reconstructed A, system and any other track beside the identified muon must be
> 0.02 mm.

e The Ag selection. Once the A_ candidate is identified, two hemispheres are divided
by the plane perpendicular to the displacement of A. decay vertex, with the signal
hemisphere containing the A, decay vertex. The muon candidate must be found in the
signal hemisphere. Similar to the requirement in Sec. 4, its minimal distance from other
tracks, except the tagged pK ™7~ tracks, needs to be greater than 0.02 mm. Also, its
pr has to be larger than 1.2 GeV. Finally, the invariant mass of pK ™7~ u* has to be
smaller than m A9

The expected Tera-Z yields after the preliminary cuts are shown in Tab. 11.

Channel Events at Tera-Z N(pKmp) N(A]) N(AD) Total eff.

A = AT, 4.46 x 10° 3.52 x 10° 2.96 x 10° 2.22 x 10° 49.89%
A) = A7 Ty, 7.58 x 107 6.23 x 107 5.26 x 107 4.48 x 107 59.11%
Inclusive bkg. 2.75 x 10° 2.17 x 10° 6.75 x 10° 5.79 x 10° 21.05%
Cascade bkg. 1.03 x 10° 8.05 x 10° 4.05 x 10° 2.18 x 10° 21.19%
Combinatoric bkg. 1.57 x 107 1.33 x 107 4.93 x 10° 7.91 x 10? 0.01%
Mis-ID bkg. €ur X 1.36 X 10°  €un X 543 X 10°  €4n x 4.05 x 107 €,r x 1.52 x 107 1.12%

Table 11: Tera-Z yields for the preselected signals and the backgrounds in the R, mea-
surement. The preselection criteria are defined in the text.

As has done for other signal b-hadrons, we can reconstruct the A four-momentum using
its decay vertex (or the PAO direction) inferred from the A_ and p lepton kinematics, total
energy

Eng=FEsg— Y, Ei+E, +E,, (5.1)

i€sig-hem

and on-shell condition. Then we can introduce the Lorentz-invariant observables ¢* and m? . |
and the minimal distance between the p track and the secondary vertex Sgy to separate the
signals of the 7 and p modes, and the set of isolation observables of Ag to suppress the
universal backgrounds. We show the distributions of these observables in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13.
The reconstruction errors of ¢? and m?2,, are given by 1.37(1.23) GeV? and 1.33(1.18) GeV?,
respectively.

In this analysis, we train the BDT classifier in the three-class mode to address its two

signal patterns. The full list of the discriminators is summarized below:

e Kinematics of the pKTn~ pu™* system:
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Figure 12: Distributions of the

reconstructed F AD> %, m?

and log Ssy in the Ry, mea-

miss

surement. The solid and dashed lines represent the simulated and truth-level messages re-

spectively.

— Invariant mass: mykr,

— Energy and momentum of the reconstructed A, and muon: E A= |7 A= |, Ey, |l

e Observables of the reconstructed Ag:

— Energy and momentum of the reconstructed AY: F ADS D Ag|

— Lorentz-invariant observables: m

e Vertex information:

2

miss’?

q2

Minimal distance between the A7 decay vertex and the muon track

— Minimal distance between the deduced A) decay vertex and the muon track (Ssy)
— Minimal distance between the muon track and its closest track

— Minimal distance between the reconstructed A, trajectory and its closest track
— Distance between the A_ decay vertex and the PV

e [solation observables:
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Figure 13: Distribution of 7,(0.3 rad) in the R, measurement.

— Neutral particles: I5(0.3 rad), Ix(0.6 rad)

— Neutral hadrons: Iy (0.3 rad), I (0.6 rad)

Photons: I,(0.3 rad), 1,(0.6 rad)

Charged particles: I7(0.3 rad), I7(0.6 rad)

— Tracks from the PV: I7py (0.3 rad), I pv(0.6 rad)
Tracks not from the PV: Iz 4is(0.3 rad), I7 4is(0.6 rad)

e Impact parameter of the tracks in the signal hemisphere:

— Maximum and sum of transverse impact parameters
— Maximum and sum of longitudinal impact parameters

e Some other discriminators [56]:

— AT momentum transverse to the AY moving direction: p, (A; u™)

— Corrected mass: Meory = \/mQ(A;;ﬁ) +p2 (Acpt) +pi(Agp™)

5.2 Results

In Fig. 14, we show the distributions of BDT response in favor of A} — A_7"v, and A) —
A7 v, We summarize the event counts in the two signal regions in Tab. 12 and the expected
precisions of measuring Ry, at Tera-Z (10xTera-Z) in Tab. 13. The S/B ratios are high to
avoid large background systematics similar to previous Ry, measurements.

6 Impacts of Detector Performance and Event Shape

6.1 Detector Tracking Resolution

In the analysis scheme developed above for measuring Ry, , the Hj reconstruction significantly
relies on the determination of the H. decay vertex and the measurement of the muon track
originating from the Hj or 7 decay. The precision of measuring Ry, thus could be sensitive
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ya, > 044 N yh <071 | yi <044 N yh >0.71
A) = Ajrru, 1.79 x 106 2.51 x 10°
A) = Ajpty, 5.34 x 10° 4.26 x 107
Inclusive bkg. 4.84 x 10* 2.57 x 10°
Cascade bkg. 4.53 x 104 2.63 x 104
Combinatoric bkg. < 4.76 x 102 < 4.76 x 102
Mis-ID bkg. €ur X 4.87 x 10° €um X 2.72 x 106

Table 12: Event counts in the signal regions of A) — A; 77w, and A) — A_utv, for the

R, measurement at Tera-Z.

/2 range A) = A Thy, A) = A pty, Ry,
& Rel. precision S/B | Rel. precision S/B | Rel. precision
2.01 x 1073 2.22 x 1074 2.02 x 1073
2 2
< 7.15 GeV 1.63 71.81
1 U (6.34 x 1074 (7.01 x 1075) (6.38 x 10~4)
1.10 x 1073 2.86 x 1074 1.14 x 1073
2 >7.15 GeV? 3.74 77.94
T = YVl (349 x 1074 (9.04 x 1077) (3.60 x 10~4)
9.61 x 1074 1.75 x 1074 9.77 x 1074
Full ¢* 2.83 75.98
i (3.04 x 1074) (5.54 x 1077) (3.00 x 10~4)

Table 13: Expected BDT (relative) precisions of measuring Ry, at Tera-Z (10xTera-Z).
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to the tracker resolution of impact parameters. To explore the potential improvement with
a better tracker resolution and test the robustness of the presented results against a worse
situation, one then needs to draw a picture of the variation of the precision of measuring Ry,
with the tracker resolution. In our previous analyses, we have simulated the tracker effects
via the vertex noise and modeled it as a random vector with a reference magnitude of 10 pm.
The noise is then injected to the H. decay vertex and the muon track vertex independently,
following a normal distribution A/(0,100/3) um in each direction such that the overall noise
respects the normal distribution A/(0,100) um. To generate a global picture mentioned above,
below we will perform a series of studies, with the noise level varying from a perfect tracker
case to more conservative resolution scenarios.
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Figure 15: Distributions of d¢%, dm?2 . and §Ssy for B — J/¥7T v, and Bf — J/¢utv,,
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respectively.

2

miss

Let us consider ¢2, m and Sgy. As the tracker resolution correlates with the quality of

Hj, reconstruction, these event-level observables measure the impacts on event reconstruction
2
miss

ments in Fig. 15-18, with four benchmark vertex noise levels: 0, 5, 10, and 20 pm. The

and Ry, sensitivities. We present the distributions of §¢2, dm? . for the four Ry, measure-

dependence of their root mean square on the vertex noise level is also shown in Fig. 19, where

more benchmark noise levels are simulated. We have the following observations based on
these figures:

e For the reconstruction of ¢* and m2,., Bf — J/¢71 Vv, and Bf — J/¢u'v, tend to

be more sensitive to the variation of vertex noise level, compared to the other signal

channels. As J/1 decays promptly, in these cases we have used the J/1 decay vertex
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Figure 16: Distributions of d¢2, dm2, . and §Ssy for BY — D 77y, and BY — D utv,,
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Figure 17: Distributions of 6¢?, dm?2, ., and §Ssy for B} — D~ 77, and BY — D ptu,,

respectively.

miss

to approximate the b-hadron decay vertex. So, the b-hadron vertex reconstruction has

a higher quality in an ideal detector but is less robust against the vertex noise.

e For the reconstruction of Sgy, the muon signal modes tend to be more sensitive to the
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Figure 18: Distributions of §¢?, ém2 . and dSsy for AY — AZ7% v, and AY) — AZut v,

respectively.

variation of vertex noise level compared to the tau signal modes. At the truth-level,
we have Sgy = Opm for all four muon signal channels. Especially, for Bf — J/¢yuty,,
its Sgv can be “perfectly” measured in an “ideal” detector, due to the high-quality
reconstruction of the Bl decay vertex. But, this also implies that the reconstruction
of Sgy in this case is less robust than the other three muon channels. As for the tau
signal modes, we have Sgy # Oum at the truth-level as the muon track in these cases
is generated from tau decay and hence displaced from the b-hadron vertex. Due to the
extra complexity caused by tau decay, the error of reconstructing Sgy in these cases is
generally big. However, as the B vertex can be well-reconstructed for the tau mode
also, for Bf — J/1¢7" v, the measurement of Sgy is as sensitive to the vertex noise as
it is for the muon channels.

At last, we demonstrate the averaged relative precisions of measuring Ry, in the bottom-
right panel of Fig. 19, with varied vertex noise. Consisting with the observations above, the
precision of measuring R;/, gets improved more with the reduced vertex noise, while the
measurement of Ry, tends to be more robust against the variation of vertex noise.

6.2 ECAL Energy Threshold

As shown in the Rp, and Rp: analyses in Sec. 4, the B — D7 v, (BY — D; puty,) and
BY — D~ 77u,;(BY — Di~utu,) events contribute mutually as one of the major backgrounds
in their respective measurements. A natural discriminator between them could be the photon
from the D*~ — D;~ decay. So we have introduced a measure Am = m(KTK 7~ v) —
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Figure 19: Reconstruction error of ¢ (upper-left), m2.  (upper-right), Ssv (bottom-left)

and averaged relative changes to the reference precision of measuring Ry, (bottom-right),
with varied vertex noise. In the first three panels, the reconstruction error is defined to be
the root mean square of X over the signal sample, with X = ¢2, m?niss and Sgy. The solid
and dashed lines correspond to the 7 and p modes, respectively. In the bottom-right panel,
we have trained ten BDT classifiers, with ten random separations of the training (50%) and
testing (50%) datasets respectively in the full simulation data samples. The averaged relative
changes to the measurement precisions and their variances are denoted as solid lines and
shaded bands, respectively. The reference precisions are simulated with a vertex noise of
10 um, denoted as a black star.

m(KTK~77) in our analyses and reconstructed this photon as the one yielding a Am value
closest to mp«— —mp- = 143.8 MeV, among all ECAL photons in the signal hemisphere. The
Am defined for the reconstructed D}~ photon is then applied in the relevant BDT analyses.

However, the D*~ photon tends to be soft, with energy typically < O(1) GeV. The
performance of ECAL in detecting soft photons thus becomes highly crucial. The ECAL
responds weakly to soft photons. Below some energy threshold (Eyy), the photons may not
cause a response in the ECAL at all. We demonstrate this effect in the left panel of Fig. 20.
We classify the B — D~ 77y, and BY — D~ puTv, events into the “tagged” and “untagged”
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ones, with Ey, = 0.5 GeV, a default value in the Delphes model. In the former case, a Di~
photon which is consistent with the truth in kinematics  and additionally yields a Am value
closest to 143.8 MeV can be reconstructed, while in the latter case such a reconstruction fails.
Following this criterion, we find that only ~ 40% D}~ photons are reconstructed successfully.
Most of them have a truth-level energy above Eyy, (despite a failure of reconstruction for some
“energetic” D?*~ photons due to, e.g., a collimation with other particles in the ECAL). In
contrast, almost all BY — D}~ 77v; and BY — D pu'v, events containing a D~ photon
with its energy below FEy, leave an empty entry in the ECAL and hence are “untagged”.
In addition to FEi, the reconstruction efficiency of DI~ photons can be impacted by the
momentum resolution of the ECAL. This feature is shown in the right panel of Fig. 20, with
a distribution of the tagged (T) and untagged (U) D~ photons w.r.t. Am. Clearly, the
reconstruction quality of Am tends to be lower for the untagged D~ photons. However, as
the fraction of such untagged D~ photons is small in the pool, at a level of several percent
only, we will focus on the effect of Ey}, below.

1 1
B2-D; T v (T) M B2=D.~T* v (T)
* I
0.8 BP—D;~ 1+ v, (U) 08 = t BY=DI~ Tt v  (U)
B2-D; ™1 v, (T) | [ B2=D; vy, (T)
.06 1= B2-D;~p* vy, (U) 0.6 : : BI-D.~ v, (U)
> | 2 e
| - <t 1
0.4 I :_ 0.4 | L
: | | |
0.2 | | ' | |
: | ] 0.2 | |
| | : |
=l ) 1 1
0+ — 0 ' 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 0.05 010 015 0.20 025 0.30 0.35
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Figure 20: Distributions of E, (left) for the truth-level D}~ photons and Am (right) for the
reconstructed photons satisfying the consistency condition in footnote 4, in B — D*~7tu,
and BY — D: pTv,. Photons tagged (T) by the detector simulation are shown as blue
curves, while untagged (U) photons are shown in orange.

In Fig. 21, we demonstrate the impacts of Ei, on the tagging efficiency of D~ photons
and the precisions of measuring Rp, and Rp: (and the correlation between these precisions).
Clearly, reducing the FE, value will improve both analyses. It yields a positive change up to
tens of percent to the tagging efficiency, relative to its reference value simulated at Ey, =
0.5 GeV. Consistently, the expected BDT precisions of measuring Rp, and Rp: also get
improved. To end this subsection, we point out that reducing E};, from its reference value
will weaken the correlation between the Rp, and Rp: measurements significantly. This may

4 The consistency here requires the i and ¢ separation between the reconstructed and truth-level D~
photons to be less than 0.01 and the energy difference to be smaller than 30%.
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Figure 21: Tagging efficiency of D~ photons (left) and averaged relative change to the
reference precisions of measuring Rp, and Rp: (and the correlation between these precisions)
(right), with a varied value of Ey,. In the right panel, the averaged values (solid lines) and
their variances (shaded bands) are calculated based on ten BDT analyses with their training
and testing datasets defined in the caption of Fig. 19. The reference precisions are simulated
with Fy, = 0.5 GeV, denoted as a black star.

further strengthen the constraints on the relevant SMEFT, a study to be performed in Sec. 7.

6.3 Event Shape

1 1
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o o
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Figure 22: Energy distribution of the second c-hadron in a B event (left), and distribution
of its included angle with the B meson (right).

In the analyses above, we have focused on the features of b-hadron decay products.
However, the kinematics of particles at event level, namely event shape [57], may carry extra
information to distinguish the signals from their backgrounds. The B production in the
R/ measurement is such an example. In this process, two bottom and two charm quarks
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are produced [58]. One charm quark and one bottom quark are then confined into a B
meson, while the second charm quark forms an extra c-hadron, as illustrated in Fig. 1. We
show the energy distribution of the second c-hadron, and the distribution of its included angle
with the B} meson in Fig. 22. For many of these events, their second c-hadron has energy
more than five or even ten GeVs, and its included angle with the B} meson can be quite
big also. Such events have three hard or relatively hard heavy-flavored hadrons, i.e., B and
extra b- and c- hadrons, yielding a shape different from those of the back-to-back 2b events
and the multi-parton 4b events, where the heavy quarks stem from Z decay or QCD radiation
rather than weak decays. The 2b events have been known to significantly contribute to the
combinatoric and muon mis-ID backgrounds. The observables of event shape thus could be
applied to further improve the sensitivity of measuring R/, by suppressing its backgrounds
with the information beyond the B decay °.

The event-level observables are highly suitable for the analyses at e~e™ colliders, given
no generic contaminations in hadron collisions applied such as pileups and underlying events.
Many event-level observables have been originally proposed for the e~ e™ and e~ h events [59]
rather than the hh ones [60]. Especially, the definiteness of the center of mass frame for the
e~e™ collision events have motivated two of the authors in this paper to build up a dictionary
between the Mollweide projection of individual e~e™ collision events and the all-sky CMB
map (see Tab. 2 in [61]), where the event-level kinematics corresponds to the anisotropy of
CMB, and accordingly a CMB-like observable scheme for collider events. In this observable
scheme, the Fox-Wolfram (FW) moments [62] of individual events play a leading role, just
like the CMB power spectrum. For simplicity, we only consider the FW moments of visible
energy of particles which are defined as

l l

Hppg = Z Hepjgm = 21_1_12 5 ’ Z (¥ (€)Y ™ (€)) :Z 5 Fi(cos ;) .

m=—I1 ,J m=—I 9,7

(6.1)
Here Y;™(£);) is spherical harmonics of degree [ and order m, P;(cos€;;) is Legendre polyno-
mials,

cos ;; = cos §; cos 0; + sin 6; sin 0; cos(p; — ¢;) (6.2)

is the cosine of the included angle between two visible particle ¢ and j. In this summation, ¢
and j run over all visible particles in each event.

We show the cumulative Mollweide projections for the B — J/¢77v, and Bl —
J/Yutv, events and the 2b and 4b (and also 2b2¢) background events in Fig. 23. As the
combinatoric background receives the contributions from multiple Z decay topologies, we

5 Alternatively, one can require a successful reconstruction of extra D meson via the decays such as D° —
K 27tn~, D° - K7~ and D¥ — K~ 27", to improve the quality of reconstructing the R;,, signal events.
The clean environment of a Z factory will benefit this goal. However, the observables of event shape provide
a more systematic and efficient way to look into the information beyond the B decay. So we will focus on
their performance in this paper.
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Figure 23: Cumulative Mollweide projections (for details on such a projection, see Subsec.
2.1 in [61]) for the Bf — J/¢77v; and Bf — J/yutv, signal events (upper), and the 2b,
4b and 2b2¢ combinatoric background events (bottom). In each panel, totally 10000 events
have been projected. The brightness of each cell is scaled with the total energy (GeV) of the
particle hits received.
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Figure 24: Averaged FW moments (Hgg,) with [ =1, ...... , 10 (left), and event distribution

w.r.t. Hgpo (right), for the Bf — J/¢77v, and Bf — J/¢yu*v, signal events (upper), and
the 2b, 4b and 2b2c¢ combinatoric background events.

require here all 2b (50.4%), 4b (17.4%) and 2b2c¢ (32.3%) events to be from this type of
background. As a comparison, the inclusive background has similar event shape as that
of the signals as both of them stem from the Z — B} + X production, while the mis-ID
background is mainly from the B — J/v + 77 + X decays and hence has a 2b-like event
shape. From this figure, one can see that the two bright spots in the projections are smeared
more for the 4b and 2b2c events than the signal events and 2b events. This is consistent
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with our expectation. Based on such projections, we demonstrate the averaged FW moments
(Hggy) (as a counterpart of the CMB power spectrum at the detector sphere [61]) with
l=1,.... , 10 and the event distribution w.r.t. Hgg,2, for these signal and background events
in Fig. 24. Note, the range of | matches well with the angular resolution needed to look into
the structure of signal events which is indicated by the right panel of Fig. 22. Below are the
main observations (for detailed discussions on the underlying physics of (Hgpg,) spectrum,
see [61]).

e Because of P)(—z) = (—1)'P/(z), the moments with odd [ are zero for the parity-even
events such as the back-to-back 2b ones, which yield a zigzag structure for the spectra.

e The tail for the 4b spectrum is damped more, compared to the other ones. This is
because parton shower yields more particles in the final state of this class of events. The
democracy of allocating visible energy among these particles tends to reduce their self-
correlation contribution (i.e., H%sg;l => E—;) to the FW moments (which is universal
to all ) and hence damp the spectrum tail.

e Note that Hpg,o = w denotes the squared share of the visible energy among the
total in each event. The sorting of (Hgg,o) tells us that more missing energy tends to
be produced for the Bf — J/v 7 v, events. The event distribution w.r.t. HEgg.2 in the
right panel reminds us that, unlike the CMB power spectrum, the (Hgg,) spectrum is

free from the “cosmic variance” problem, because the collider data is ample.

e The FW moments of B — J/¢7 v, and B — J/¢yutv, are close to those of the
2b2c events. This can be understood since these signal events are essentially the 2b2c¢
events, except that they are produced with three heavy hadrons while the combinatoric
background events typically contain four ones.

Finally let us consider the potential impacts of FW moments on the R/, measurement.
We perform an extra event selection with a BDT classifier developed with the Hgg.1—10 only
before the BDT classifier based on the original set of observables is applied. The relevant
analysis results are summarized in Tab. 14. From this table, one can see that the inclusion
of FW moments for event selection yields a suppression to the backgrounds universally faster
than the reduction of signal events. Thereinto, the mis-ID backgrounds are suppressed most
efficiently, by a factor of nearly four. As a result, the S/B ratio for the tau and muon signal
modes are enhanced by more than 10% and 30% respectively, while the relative precision for
measuring R/, gets slightly improved. These outcomes suggest that the FW moments have
worked as an independent discriminator beyond the kinematics of b-hadron decay, making
this measurement more robust. Searching for other multi-heavy-flavor processes such as
exotic states [63, 64] may also benefit from such event-level observables. Notably, despite
the gains from the FW moments, Pythia may not be accurate is simulating the event-level
message especially for the multi-heavy-flavor productions [58, 65]. To be conservative, we
have not included the FW moments or other event-shape observables in the analyses yielding
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Original Original + FW moments
Preselection yg/w >0.03 y}/w < 0.03 | FW selection yg/w > 0.03 ?/S/w < 0.03
Ny, <097 | Nyl 2097 | (yge >0.05) | Ny, <097 | Nyl >097
Bf — J/yrtu, 3.08 x 103 2.77 x 103 2.06 x 102 2.88 x 103 2.60 x 10° 1.81 x 102
BY — J/buty, 8.40 x 104 4.33 x 103 7.64 x 10* 6.56 x 104 3.83 x 103 5.95 x 10*
Inclusive bkg. 3.90 x 103 4.44 x 10? 3.67 x 102 2.31 x 103 3.76 x 102 2.54 x 102
Cascade bkg. 1.84 x 103 1.15 x 102 1.77 x 10! 1.03 x 103 8.87 x 10! 8.87 x 109
Combinatoric bkg. | 7.78 x 10* 1.98 x 103 1.60 x 102 3.93 x 104 1.61 x 103 1.51 x 102
Mis-ID bkg. (x€,,) | 1.10 x 108 2.38 x 10° 7.59 x 104 2.79 x 107 1.68 x 10° 2.64 x 10*
S/B - [ 031 | 5562 - [ 03 | 4
Ry Rel. Precision 4.12 x 1072 4.06 x 1072

Table 14: Sensitivities of measuring Rj/,. All numbers in this table are generated by
averaging the results of ten BDT analyses with their training and testing datasets defined
in the caption of Fig. 19. In the “Original + FW moments” case, two BDT classifiers have
been trained in each analysis: one is based on the FW moments only and another one uses
the original set of observables as the inputs. Then the events are selected by the first BDT
classifier before they are subject to the selection of the second BDT classifier.

the conclusions of this paper. We hope that an improved simulation tool for such an analysis
will be available [66] in the near future.

7 SMEFT Interpretation

In this section we will interpret in the SMEFT the projected sensitivities of measuring Ry,
together with the observables involving the b — s7t7~ [42] and b — sy [29] transitions, at
the future Z factories. These measurements are performed at pp ~ my = 4.8 GeV, an energy
scale well below the SMEFT cutoff. So we need to include the effects of the renormalization
group (RG) running in this analysis. Concretely, we will take RG running for the Wilson
coefficients of SMEFT from the hypothesized NP cutoff to the EW scale and match them
with those of the low-energy EFT (LEFT) at this scale, and then run down the LEFT Wilson
coefficients to up such that they can interplay with the relevant measurements directly. Due to
the generic symmetry requirement, the SMEFT Wilson coefficients are not fully independent.
Their correlation is inherited by the LEFT Wilson coefficients, leaving an imprint in these
measurements. Finally, the posterior distributions for the SMEFT Wilson coefficients will be
analyzed by taking a Markov-Chain Monte-Carlo (MCMC) global fit.

Here we have several comments. Firstly, for the convenience of discussions, we assume
that the LFU violation is possible for the third generation only, whereas the physics of other
generations have been constrained to be highly consistent with the SM by the ongoing mea-
surements or the measurements at the future Z factories. Secondly, we assume that the
measured values for the relevant observables are centered at their SM predictions [67-73].
The expected measurement precisions are then summarized in Tab. 15. We also present the

— 34 —



expected precisions of measuring the b — s777~ [42], b — c7v and b — svv [29] transitions
in Fig. 25, as a specific demonstration of the Z-factory performance in exploring the FCNC
and FCCC physics with the third-generation leptons. Thirdly, we ignore the systematics of
measuring Ry, and the errors of calculating Rp,. The former is expected to be canceled to
some extent since Ry, denotes a ratio of two parallel measurements (this is also the reason
that we apply the measurements of Ry, instead of Br(Hy — H.7v;) to constrain the SMEFT
here). But the latter, which mainly arises from the uncertainty of the hadron decay form
factors, is typically ~ O(10%). This could be bigger than the statistical errors of the Ry,
measurements at Z pole, and hence downgrade their capability to probe the SMEFT. We
hope that the theoretical and experimental developments later will bring these uncertainties
down to a level comparable to or even below the statistical errors of these measurements by
the time of operating the future Z factories.

Physical Quantity SM Value Tera-Z 10xTera-Z Belle 11 LHCb
Ry 0.289 4.25 1072  1.35x 1072 - -
Rp. 0.393 4.09 x 1073 1.30 x 1073 - -
Rp- 0.303 3.26 x 1073 1.03 x 1073 - -
Ry, 0.334 9.77 x 1074 3.09 x 1074 - -
BR(B, — v) 2.36 x 1072 [41] 0.01 [41] 3.16 x 1073 - -
BR(Bt — K*trt77) 1.01 x 107 7.92 [42] 2.48 [42] 198 [23] -
BR(B? — K*0rt77) 0.825 x 10~7 10.3 [42] 3.27 [42] - -
BR(Bs — ¢7F717) 0.777 x 1077 24.5 [42] 7.59 [42] - -
BR(B, — 7777) 7.12 x 1077 28.1 [42] 8.85 [42] - 702 [24]
BR(Bt — Ktuv) 4.6 x 1076 [23] - - 0.11 [23] -

BR(B® = K*%v) 9.6 x 1070 [23] - - 0.096 [23] -
BR(B, — ¢iv) 9.93x 1076 [29] 1.78 x 1072 [29] 5.63 x 103 -

Table 15: SM predictions for the relevant observables and relative precisions for their mea-
surements at Belle II @ 50 ab—!, LHCb Upgrade II, Tera-Z and 10x Tera-Z.

7.1 Low-Energy EFT
71.1 b—ctv
In the 6D LEFT, the b — crv transitions are described by

4GFVb T T T T T T T T T T T
Lyt ., = — ﬂc [(CY, [sm+6Cy, ) Oy, +Cy, Oy, +C§, Og, +C5, 05, +CrO07]+h.c., (7.1)
where
v, = ey Ppb][TyuPry) . OY, = [ey"Prb][Ty.PLy] ,
OgL = [EPLb][T'PLI/] , OgR = [EPRb][T'PLI/] ,
OF = [é0" b][Fow P - (7.2)
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Figure 25: Projected sensitivities of measuring the b — stt7~ [42], b — cv(B. — Tv) [74],
b — crv (this work) and b — svw [29] transitions at Tera-Z and 10x Tera-Z. The sensitivities
at Belle IT @ 50 ab~! [23] and LHCb Upgrade II [24, 75] have also been provided as a reference.
Note that the sensitivities for each category might be based on different 7 decay modes. For
example, the LHCb sensitivities are generated by a combined analysis of 7+ — 7tz =7~ (7%)v
and 7 — pvv.

The subscripts “Vp”, “Vgr”, “Sp”, “Sr”, and “T” denote the left- and right-handed vector
currents, left- and right-handed scalar currents and the tensor current, respectively. Note,
the SM contribution to the left-handed vector current is non-trivial due to W boson emission,
leaving Cy, lsm = 1 at up = 4.8 GeV. The superscript “7” implies that any deviations of these
Wilson coefficients from their SM predictions will violate the LFU explicitly.

Now we are able to calculate the LEFT predictions for Rp,, which are given by (the
details for these calculations are summarized in Appendix A):

Ry r , T
Rsﬁd = 1.0 + Re(0.12C%, + 0.034/CT, |* — 0.12C5,, — 0.068CF, CF, + 0.034|CF, |2

J/b

—5.3C7 + 13|CF[> — 1.9C,, — 0.12C5, CyF + 0.12C5,, CY (7.3)
+5.8C7CP 4+ 1.0|CF, |* + 2.06CY, + 0. 12(JSL6(J
— 0.12C%,,6CY* — 5.3C16CT; — 1.9CY, 5CY* +1.016CF, %)

= 1.0+ Re(1.6C%, + 1.2/C§, |* + 1.6C%,, + 2.4C%, CT* + 1.2|CT_|?

+ 1.4CF + 1.4|CF* + 2.0C7,, + 1.6C%, C7 4+ 1.6C5, C (7.4)
+ 1ACTCP + 1.0[CF, |* 4 2.06CY, + 1.6CF, 5C*
+ 1.6C5,0C7" + LACTSCT: + 2.0CY, 6CTr 4 1.0|6CY, |*)
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R
s — 1.0+ Re(0.085CF, + 0.026|C, |2 — 0.085C%, — 0.052CF, CT*

RSM
+0.026/C%_|* — 4.6CF + 15|CF|* — 1.8CY,. — 0.085CF, CY" (7.5)
+0.085C%, C7% + 6.4C7CYx + 1.0|CY, | + 2.06CF, + 0.085CF, 6CT*
— 0.085C% 6CyF — 4.6CT0CT" — 1.8CF, 5CTF + 1.0[6CT, %) ,
R, N
R = 1.0+ Re(0.39CT, + 0.34|C%, |* + 0.49C%, + 0.61C5, CE" + 0.34|C5, |
+ L1CF + 12|CF|* = 0.71CF,, 4 0.49C, C7* 4 0.39C%, CT7 (7.6)

— L7CTCY: + 1.0|CT, |* + 2.06CF, + 0.39C, 6C*
+0.49C%, 6CTF + 1.1CT8CT — 0.71Cy, 6CT* + 1.0[6CF, |*) .
We also include the measurement of BR(B. — 7v) in this analysis. This channel is sensitive

to the axial vector (C7, — C7. ) and pseudoscalar (Cg, — C§, ) combinations only. Here we
take the results reported in [41]:

BR(B. — 7v)

BR(B, = 70)5M ~ 1.0+ Re(7.1C5, +13|C5, |* — 7.1C5,, — 26C5, C&" + 13|CT_|?

— 2007, — 7.1C%, CF + T.1CL, OF + 1.0|CY, [* +2.06C, (7.7)

+7.1CE, 5CF — T.1CE, 607" — 2.00VR50VL +1.0[6CT, 7).

Notably, these channels represent four types of the b — c7Tv transitions: the vector type
(Rjsy and Rpx), the pseudoscalar type (Rp,), the baryon type (Rj,) and the annihilation
type (BR(B. — 7v)). The responses to the NP tend to be aligned for the channels of the
same types, as indicated by Eq. (7.3) and Eq. (7.5). The difference between them mainly
arises from meson masses and decay form factors, which are usually small. So it is important
to combine all four types of measurements for more accurate EFT interpretation.

7.1.2 b—sThT
In the 6D LEFT, the b — s7"7~ transitions are described by

£48 e = YRl + 6G])0F + (Clins + 3CT)OF, + i OF + CHiO%
+ CLO% + COT + CHOp + CEO (7.8)
+ CTO% + CF:O%s] + hc. |
where
O310) = fww 3077 Oy = =159 Prbl[F. (577 |
Ohpy = = [PRF(P)T] . Ofpy = = [sPBIF( 7))
O (rs) = %[vab] [ ()] (7.9)
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As it occurs to the left-handed vector current of b — c7v, the SM contributes to Of and
O7p- The contributions include the gluon penguin diagrams with extra quark loop and the
radiative b — sy* — s7T7~ processes, yielding 097(10)|SM ~ 4.07(—4.31) at up = 4.8GeV [76].
« is running fine-structure constant. Note, we tolerate the abuse of notation here for the
OF operator and its Wilson coefficient. This notation has been used for the tensor-current
operator in the b — c7v LEFT defined in Eq. (7.1). We will see later that both OF. and OF
in this Lagrangian are irrelevant to the SMEFT interpretation.

The LEFT predictions for Br(B* — K*7+t77), Br(B® — K*97777), Br(Bs — ¢7777)
and Br(Bs; — 777) are given below :

BR(BT - K*rtr7)
BR(B+ — K*rt7—)SM —

1.0 + Re(—0.35C"7 + 0.041|C/p |2 + 0.14CY + 0.019|Cy7|?

— 0.34CF + 0.079C L CF + 0.043|Ch |2 — 0.34CF + 0.079C 5 Cl*
+0.086CHCE* 4 0.043|CF | + 0.014|CT|* + 0.027CLCT*
+0.014|CE |* + 0.018|C5|* + 0.37CTF + 0.10C5 CF*

+ 0.15|CT|? — 0.356CT, + 0.082CH6CTE + 0.079CHCTS
+0.079CE5CTE + 0.041|6Co|? + 0.146C + 0.038C4 6CF*

+0.10C5-6CF* 4 0.019|5CT 2)
(7.10)

BR(B? —» K*'7%77)
BR(BY — K*07rt7—)SM

= 1.0 + Re(0.13C17 + 0.018|CY5)? — 0.31CY + 0.059|CyT |

—0.057C% — 0.013CHCF + 0.0062|CH | + 0.057CF
+0.013CHCE* — 0.012CECHE* 4 0.0062|C5|? 4 0.0014|CF |
—0.0029CECT* +0.0014|CF | + 1.3CF5 — 0.39Cy CTx
+0.77|CT5]? + 0.22CT + 0.068Cy CT* + 0.24|CT. |2
—0.156C], — 0.030C70CTE + 0.013CH6CTE — 0.013CH8CTE
+ 0.018]6CT,|? + 0.406CF — 0.090CY 6CF* + 0.39CT50C3*

+0.068CT3CT* + 0.059|5C7|2)
(7.11)

5These relations are slightly different from those in [77]. The main reason is that we have not taken a full
consideration on the uncertainties of the decay form factors for simplicity. Moreover, unlike [77] where four
LEFT operators are turned on, here we consider totally ten LEFT operators instead.
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BR(Bs — ¢7777)

BR(B, 5 drrryo = 10T Re(0.14C15 + 0.017|C15| — 0.33C4 + 0.060|Cy |2
S

— 0.057CF — 0.013C17CF* + 0.0062|Cp|* 4 0.057CF
+0.013CCRE* — 0.012C5CE* + 0.0062|C | + 0.0014|CF)?

— 0.0028CTCT* +0.0014|CF |* + 1.4CF5 — 0.41C5 CTE (7.12)
+0.80|CT5 | 4 0.17CF + 0.054C CF* 4 0.21|CT|2

—0.150C], — 0.031C576CTE 4+ 0.013CHICTE — 0.013CE6CT;

4 0.018|6CTy|* 4+ 0.406C5 — 0.097CF 6C3* 4 0.41C756C3*
+0.054CT6CF* 4 0.060/6C5 %) |

BR(Bs — 7t77)
BR(Bs — 7t7—)SM

= 1.0 4+ Re(0.46C75 + 0.054|C45|> — 0.78CH — 0.18C1,CH*

+0.15|Ch 2 4+ 0.78C% + 0.18CC* — 0.31CHCH*
+0.15|C%|? + 0.086|CE > — 0.17CLCT*
+0.086|CT|? — 0.465CTy — 0.11C176CT;

+ 0.18CH6CTE — 0.18CESCTE + 0.054|6CT|?)

(7.13)

The collider phenomenology on the b — s777~ transitions have been studied in various
contexts [33, 42, 77]. Currently, the upper limits set by BaBar and LHCD for their branching
ratios are ~ O(1073) [78, 79]. They are much higher than the SM predictions which are
typically ~ O(10~7). Recently, a systematic study performed in [42] indicates that these
limits (except Br(Bs — 7777)) can be improved to ~ O(10~7) at Tera-Z and even more for
10xTera-Z. The relevant sensitivity inputs on the b — s777~ measurements at the Z pole
will be mainly based on this paper.

7.1.3 b— svv

In the 6D LEFT, the b — svv transitions are described by

AG PV V-
o +#[(CZ‘SM +6CY)OY + C40%] + hee. | (7.14)
where
a —_ —
Ofmy = 3= [V Pl (1 = 77)] - (7.15)

O7 receives contributions from the SM at loop level. Combining the EW contributions and
the NLO QCD corrections yields C|sm ~ —6.47 [67]. Notably, the three flavors of neutrinos
all contribute at colliders and are mutually indistinguishable. Here we assume a deviation
from the SM prediction to be possible for the third generation only, as discussed above.
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The LEFT predictions for BR(B* — K*vv), BR(B® — K*%vv) and BR(Bs — ¢iv) are
given below [67]:
BR(BT — K*iv)

=224 (1-2
BR(B* — K+w)SM 3 SR+ -2
BR(B® — K*%w) 1 9
BR(BY 5 K0 3 121 (1 F micome] (7.16)

BR(B, = ¢v) 1
BR(B, — ¢ow)™M
where k0 = 1.34 [67], kg = 1.56 [29] and

\/W _ v Yk
. — ICTI> + ICR _ —Re(CLCF) (7.17)

Colsw TGP+ [CH

[2+(1+/<;¢77) ] ,

C»O

At Belle II with 50 ab™—!, relative sensitivities up to 11% and 9.6% could be achieved for
Br(B* — K*ov) and Br(B° — K*9Dv), respectively [23]. The CEPC may constrain
Br(Bs — ¢pr) with a relative sensitivity ~ 1.78%, as reported in [29].

7.2 SMEFT and Matching

The SMEFT respects the SM gauge symmetries, namely SU(3). x SU(2)p x U(1l)y. Its
6D operators contributing to the b — crv, b — s7T7~ and b — svv transitions are given
by [80, 81]

1
LM 5 12 Z ([Cé;)]ijkl [Og)]zjkl + [Cés)]ijkl [Og)]ijkl + [Ced)iji[Oedlijri (7.18)
ikl

+ [Crdlijri[Ocdlijri + [Coelijit[Ogelijkt + [Credqlijki[Oredqlijki
1 1 3 3
+ [ClatJiin O Jisnt + [Clo) JisnlOfrJignt) + hc.

where

]zjkl [Linu L] [Qrv" Q1] [Oég)]ijkl = [Livuo®Lj][Qy* o’ Q1]

0}

[Oed]mkl iyl [yt dy] [Ocalijir = [LivuLj][der*di]

[Oqe}ljk‘l [ z’y,u ][QkV#Ql] [Oﬁedq]ijk:l = [IZZIEJHJICQZI] ,

[Oéig)lu]mkl = [Li KJ]GIJ[QICUZ] ) [Oéz?]u}ijkl = [f/ifawéj]eu[QiJ“”ul] , (7.19)

with 4,7, k, and [ denoting the quark/lepton flavor and I and J representing the SU(2),
symmetry index. The scale A 2 the electroweak scale is the cutoff of EFT, corresponding to
the scale of new physics. For concreteness, we focus on the operators unsuppressed by the
CKM elements, i.e., the ones containing exactly one bottom quark and one strange or one
charm quark. As only the third-generation leptons are allowed to deviate their physics from
the SM, there are nine 6D operators of SMEFT to consider in total. These operators are
summarized in Tab. 16.
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SMEFT operators SMEFT operators (down basis)
[Ol(ql )]3332 [UyH PLy + 7y Pp7][by, PrLs]
[052)]3332 2V [0y P [by,u Prc] — [0y* Pry — 7y# Pp7][by, Prs]
[Ocdl3332 [FyH PR7][by, Prs|
[O1d]3332 [yH PLv + 74" P 7] [0y, Prs|
[Ogel3332 [7yH Pr][by, Prs]
[Otedgl3332 Vs [PPrT][bPLc] + [T PrT][bPys]
[O1edq)3323 [7PrT]|[5PLb]
[Ofe a3 Ve |[7Prt][bPRc|
(Olegu 332 Ve[ Parlboy Pac)

Table 16: SMEFT Operators which are relevant to this study. In the second column, the
operators are shown in the down basis, where Q; = {Vj;u], d;} and L; = {v;,¢;}.

We calculate the SMEFT and LEFT Wilson coefficients with RG running using the
Wilson package [82]. These two theories are then matched at the scale of myz by demanding

LM(my) = LYB(my) . (7.20)

The LEFT operators Of,, for b — ctv and Of and Ofy for b — sTT7T7 are irrelevant to
matching and hence are turned off. As for the left fourteen LEFT operators, only nine are
independent due to the relations inherited from the SM gauge symmetries. We take C'g and
C7 from Eq. (7.1), 0C§, Cy, 6CTy, C15, C%, C from Eq. (7.8) and 6C7 from Eq. (7.14) to
define the basis of the constrained LEFT Wilson coefficients without losing any generality.
Then we have

i GraVyViA?, _ L
[C 3332 = %(5@, 50T, +25CY) i ={1,3}
i GraVy ViAo
[Crageay)sss2 = #(Cé +C1)
. GraVyViA? _
[Ca ]s332 = %(509 +5CT,),
. V2GpaVy VA2
[Cledq)3ss2 = r Wtb s- 07,
V2GpaVy ViEA?
[Credq)3323 = r Wtb s oF,
[C(l)*]3332 _ _M T
fequ V2V, R
c® = _TEAR o 7.21
[Crogul33s2 v, T (7.21)
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At the matching scale around myz, the other LEFT Wilson coefficients then satisfy the fol-
lowing relations:

T OtthV;;;‘/cs T T avtb‘/t*s:VCS T T v
Csw = =30y, Cs0 000 = Tvcb((scm — 005 +26CT)
1
Ch=—C5. CE=Cf. Ch=cy—). (729

7.3 SMEFT Interpretation

To generate the posterior distributions of the SMEFT Wilson coefficients at the cutoff scale,
we sample totally 10° points in the space of £LF(u;) with the emcee package [83] to fit
the data in Tab. 15. These points are then projected to the space of £L5M(A = 10TeV),
using the Wilson package for RG running [82], where marginalization is performed with the
corner package [84]. For the convenience of analysis, we implement the matching conditions
at the scale of yy, instead [85]. The matching conditions subject to an effect of RG running.
However, the relations in Eq. (7.22) are preserved by the QCD effect [86, 87], as the operators
involved in each relation share identical quark spinor structures. At one-loop level, they are
deformed by electroweak coupling and quadratic product of Wilson coefficients only. We thus
take Eq. (7.22) to be an approximation of the matching conditions at pp. Numerical work
indicates that, for the data sampling in such a manner, the caused deviation from Eq. (7.22)
at the scale of myz is at most of a level of several percents.

We present the 2D posterior distributions of the SMEFT Wilson coefficients (QA =
10 TeV) at Tera-Z in Fig. 26 and their 1D posterior distributions at Tera-Z and 10x Tera-Z
in Fig. 27. These parameters are constrained to be < O(1) with 68% confidence level by
the Tera-Z, but not at a comparable level. As summarized in Tab. 15 (also see Fig. 25),
the measurements of b — c7v transitions demonstrate a universally high precision (though
the precisions for R;/, and Br(B. — 7v) are one order of magnitude lower than those of
R D) and Rp, due to the relatively low production rate of B. mesons). The relative precision
for measuring BR(Bs — ¢vv) is also high, though the SM prediction for its absolute value
is tiny. The three operators [Ocg]3332, [Ogel3332, and [Opedq|3323 do not contribute to any of
them except the b — s77 transitions. So the constraints for their Wilson coefficients are a
few times weaker than those of the other ones.

8 Summary and Conclusion

The LFU is one of the hypothetical principles in the SM, and should be measured with a
precision as high as possible such that the physics violating this principle can be fully tested.
The future Z factories provide a great opportunity to perform this task. At Z-pole, the
b-hadrons are produced to be highly boosted, with relatively few contaminations from the
environment. A higher precision of measuring particle energy and vertex and efficiency for
reconstructing the signal events thus can be achieved, compared to those at Belle II and
LHCb. For the H, — H.7(p)r measurements studied in this paper, we have developed an
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Figure 26: 2D posterior distributions of the SMEFT Wilson coefficients (QA = 10 TeV) at
Tera-Z, with 68% (dark blue) and 95% (light blue) confidence levels. The fitting inputs are
summarized in Tab. 15.

algorithm to reconstruct H. and Hj, where the total four-momentum of neutrinos or the
missing momentum in each signal event can be inferred, by employing these advantages.
Moreover, heavy b-hadrons such as Ay can be produced at Z-pole with significant statistics.
This opens new avenues to test the LFU. If the LFU violation is observed, such a multiplicity
of signal modes may greatly benefit exploring the nature of LFU-violating new physics, e.g.,
parity and spin of the relevant mediators.

The study performed in this paper was mainly based on the b — c7(u)v transitions.
Concretely, we analyzed the sensitivity of measuring Rp_ in four representative scenarios:
B, — J/¢T(n)v, Bs — Dg*)T(u)y and Ay — Ac7(p)v, with 7 — pvw. The statistics for
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Figure 27: 1D posterior distributions of the SMEFT Wilson coefficients (QA = 10 TeV)
at Tera-Z and 10xTera-Z, with 68% (dark) and 95% (light) confidence levels. The fitting
inputs are summarized in Tab. 15.

all of them at Belle II are significantly lower than those expected to achieve at the future
Z factories. Because of the relatively high efficiency for event reconstruction (see, e.g., the
left-upper panel of Fig. 3, Fig. 7 and Fig. 12), we are allowed to introduce the invariant mass

of off-shell W boson ¢? and missing momenta m?2 and the minimal distance between the

miss’
w3 track and the Hj decay vertex Sgy to distinguish the p-mode and 7-mode signal events
which serve as mutual backgrounds in their respective measurements. These observables can
be also applied to discriminate the signals from the universal backgrounds. The universal
backgrounds have been classified into five categories in this study. Despite their multiplicity,
these backgrounds tend to be less isolated compared to the signal B, mesons. So we also
turned on a set of isolation measures to further suppress these backgrounds. Finally these
observables and some others are integrated using the tool of BDT in the sensitivity analysis,

yielding S/B 2 0.3 for various relevant scenarios.

The algorithm developed for reconstructing H. and Hj relies on the messages of tracks
and decay vertex significantly. So we further explored the robustness of sensitivity against
the tracker performance and the potential improvement with a better tracker resolution. We
showed that the variation of tracker resolution, which is manifested as vertex noise, from
a perfect case to more conservative scenarios causes a change of ~ O(10%) to sensitivity.
Specifically, the precision of measuring R/, could be improved more with the reduced vertex
noise, while the measurement of R,_ tends to be more robust against the variation of vertex
noise level. The reason is simple. Unlike the Ay one, the B, vertex can be well-approximated
by the H. vertex. This leads to more accurate reconstruction for B, which in turn leaves
smaller space to resolve the variation of vertex noise. In addition, we investigated the impacts
of ECAL energy threshold on soft photon tagging. The latter plays a central role in the R )
measurements, as the separation between Dy and D} relies on the resonance reconstruction
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of D — Dgvy. We found that, as the photon energy threshold decreases, the precisions of
measuring RDg*) could be improved by ~ O(10%) and meanwhile the correlation between
them gets weakened. Finally, for the first time we scrutinized the effect of event shape in
distinguishing the signal and background events. We considered the R/, measurement as
an example, as multiple heavy-flavor quarks can be produced in the Z — B, 4+ X events.
The message beyond the B. decays indeed yields a suppression of the background events,
especially the ones from the back-to-back Z — bb decays. By including the F-W moments as
the inputs for the BDT analysis, we showed that the signal-to-background ratio is increased
by several percents, and the signal significance can be slightly improved.

Finally, we have interpreted in the SMEFT the projected sensitivities of measuring Ry,
together with the b — s777~ and b — svi observables, at the future Z factories. These
measurements are performed at an energy scale well below the SMEFT cutoff. So we in-
cluded the effects of the RG running in this analysis, with the EW-scale matching conditions
being implemented. Due to the generic constraints of symmetries for the SMEFT, these ob-
servables are entangled with each other. For example, the operator [Ol(j)]gggg correlates the
measurements of all three types of relevant FCNC/FCCC transitions (see Tab. 16) at the low
energy scale. The MCMC posterior distributions for the SMEFT Wilson coefficients then
indicate - for < O(1) Wilson coefficients, the LFU-violating physics can be probed up to a
scale ~ O(10) TeV at Tera-Z.

Notably, to demonstrate the sensitivity potential of testing the LFU at the future Z
factories, we have taken the b — crv measurements with 7 — uvv as a benchmark. Such a
scenario is representative but not complete. Actually, the accuracy of electron identification
in a Z factory is also high. One can thus generalize the analysis to the mode of 7 — evv
straightforwardly, to further improve the measurement precision. Alternative decay modes for
H,. could be also considered for the Ry, measurements, if we can reconstruct the H, hadron
well. By including electron modes, we will double the effective statistics for the R D) and Rx,
measurements and quadruple that for the R/, measurement. By including hadronic modes,
we will gain more. A combination of these analyses will certainly generate positive impacts
on the sensitivity reach of the LFU tests at the future Z factories. Moreover, the strategies
developed here could be applied to other tasks at Z pole also, such as the differential and C'P
measurements in semi-leptonic b-hadron decays. We leave these explorations to future work.
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a(w) 1/133 [33,88] | Gp 1.166 x 10° GeV—2 [89]
m,  0.1057GeV [89] | ms,  2.286GeV [89]
m;  1L777GeV [89] | mp+  0.4937GeV [89]
my  48GeV  [89] | mg+  0.8917GeV [89]
me  1.67GeV  [89] | my 1.019 GeV [89]
ms  0.093GeV [89] | 7o 1.519 ps [89]
mpo  5.279GeV [89] | 75, 1.516 ps [89]
mp+  5.279GeV [89] | 7p+ 1.638 ps [89]
mp, 6.274GeV [89] | [V  1.013 [89]
mp, 5.367GeV [89] | [Vis]  0.0388 [89]
ma,  5.620GeV [89] | [Vus|  0.987 [89]
myps  3.097GeV [89] | CFlsm  -0.292 [76]
mp, 1.968GeV [89] | CZlsn  4.07 [76]
mp: 2.112CeV [89] | Clolsm  -4.31 [76]
fB.  0.234GeV [90] | C¥|sm  -6.47 [67)

Table 17: Parameter values used for numerically calculating the b — cTv, b — s77 and
b — svv observables in the LEFT.

A Relevant Observables in Low-Energy EFT

The LEFT predictions for the b — c¢rv, b — s777~ and b — svv observables have been
analytically or semi-analytically studied in literatures. However, to apply them to the SMEFT
interpretation performed in Sec. 7, we need these predictions to be numerically calculated in
terms of the LEFT Wilson coefficients first. Below is a summary of the analytical formulae
that we have used for such a calculation (a summary of the parameter values used for this
purpose can be found in Tab. 17), which include the ones for R/, RD£*), Ry, and Br(BT —
K*t7rt77), Br(B? — K*07t77), Br(Bs — ¢7777) and Br(Bs — 7777). Note, the numerical
formulae for BR(B* — KTov), BR(B® — K*'v) and BR(Bs — ¢vr) have been presented
in [29, 67]. So we quote them directly in the main text.
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Al Ry and Rp:

Rjy and Rp: involve the decay of b-meson with a vector meson. Their calculations in the
LEFT are essentially the same. Consider Rp: as an example. We have (following [1])

2 2 2\ 2
dFBS%D;TI/ _ GF|‘/;Zb|3 2 )\(qQ) 1_& X
dg? 192m3my, q°

2 2
- - m 3m
{rac,p+icq )| (14 g ), + 12+ ) + S

N m2 3m2
— 2Re[(1 + 4C], )CTE) Kl + 2q2> (HY, +2Hy_Hy,) + 5 5 H%]
2m?2

3
+31C5, - C5 |PH% + 8|CT|? <1 + q;) (HY, + HY + Hyy)

ms

Ve

+3Rel(1 4 0CT, — CF,)(CF; — CF.)| = HsHy,

T T % mr
— 12Re[(1 + 6CY, )CF] W(HV+HT+ — Hy_Hr_ + Hy,Hr,)

mr

Vi

+ 12Re(CY,.CT") (Hy_Hr, — Hy, Hy_ + HVOHTO)} ; (A.1)

with
Mg?) = [(mp, —mp:)? = ¢*|[(mp, +mp:)* — ¢*] . (A.2)
Here the H-quantities are hadronic helicity amplitudes, given by

A

Hy. — VA T— 2y A3
vy = (mp, + mp:)A1 F ms. +mp; (A.3)
mp, + Mpsx 2 2 2 A
Hy — ——5  “Zs| — . —q7 )AL + Al , A4
v 2mps /2 { (mp, =mbp; —4)4 (mp, +mp;)? " (4.4
A
VA
He——— Y2 4 A6
5 my+me (4.6)
1
Hy, = [£(m%, —mb)Te + VATH] (A7)
+ \/q72 s
Hp, = ! [ — (m% 4+ 3m%. — ATy + #Tzz . (A.8)
°  92m D: Bs D3 szs — m%g
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Ao12(¢?), V(¢?) and T123(q?) are form factors. With the convention of €123 = 41, they
parametrize the relevant hadronic matrix elements as

2iV (¢?)

D (k,e)|ey"b| B =
(D, )ler*8{Ba(p)) = o

Pl poky (A.9)

*

* — € - * g* -
(D (k,€)|ey"~°b| Bs(p)) = 2mpxAo(q°) qzqqu + (mp, + mD;)A1(q2)<€ " — ngqu>

2 2
g* - mp, — Mps
_ AQ(QQ)W;D* <pu kM — q2qu) . (A.10)
(D:(k,e)|cot q,b|Bs(p)) = 2T1(¢*)e" P eip ko (A.11)

(D (k. e)|ca™+ g, Bs(p)) = —Ta(q”) [(mQBS —mpy)e™ — (" q)(p+ k:)“}

q2
| e A (A12)
Bs D:
where [1]
T1(q*) = m (@®) (A.13)
L) = TP M) (A.14)
T(0?) = = A1 (6) = Aa(@)] s [Aa(0) + Ar(a®) — 240(@)]} - (A15)

In our analysis, we take the formulae of Agj2(¢?) and V(¢?) from [8, 91] (and their coun-
terparts in the R;/, analysis from [4, 5]). With CIF&(;TQD?’” being calculated by replacing m,
with m,, and turning off all Wilson coefficients, finally we have

2
Tz;;ax dq2 Cll—‘BsﬁD;kﬂ//dq2

Rp« =

s ‘L%qax 2 2 ’ (A16)
fmi dq dFBS%DguV/dq

with qfnax = (mp, — ng)Q.

— 48 —



A.2 Rp,

Rp, involves the decay of b-meson with a pseudoscalar meson. Following [1], we have:

dB, sp.ry  GEVa? m2\?
dg®  192mm% 1V NI = ) (A-17)
T T m72' S 3m3’ S
{|1+6CVL +CVR|2[<1+2q2)HV02+ 2 Vf}

3\ A7 T 1277s 2 712 2m7\
+§|CSL+CSR| HE = +8|CT|"| 1+ " Hr
mr

Vi
M

— 12Re[(1 + 6CF, + CF, )CF'] \/(TQHTHV} .

+ 3Re[(1 +6Cy, + Oy, )(CS; +Cg)] HZHYy,

Here the hadronic helicity amplitudes (Hy, , Hy,, Hg and Hz) are given by [92]

[
H‘S/O - q72F1 P (A]_S)
2 2
mp, —Mp
Hy =—_—=F,, (A.19)
t /q2
HS = Mg, ~ M, F, A.20
S — my — me 0 ( . )
m—— VN g (A21)

mp, +Mp,

The form factors (Fp, F1 and Fr) parameterize the relevant matrix elements as [91]

m2 — m2 m2 — m2
(Ds(k)|ey"b| Bs(p)) = | (p + k)" — q“% Fi(¢?) + q“%ﬂ)(q?) . (A.22)
. 2i(prkY —pUk") g
Ds pv Bs = — F , A2
(Ds(k)|ea™b| Bs(p)) e —— r(q”) (A.23)
2 2
= mp, —Mp, 2

Dy Bs(p)) = ——F ; A.24
(Ds(k)|cb| Bs(p)) i —— 0(q”) (A.24)

where F1(0) = Fp(0) has been taken to cancel the divergence at ¢> = 0. In our analysis,
we take the formulae for these form factors from [8]. With dFBSd% being calculated by
replacing m, with m, and turning off all Wilson coefficients, finally we have

2
f,irgax dq2 dFBs—)DsTV/dq2

Rp, = )
qrznax dq2 d]'—‘Bs‘>Ds/»1«l//dq2

S
2
my,

(A.25)

Wlth qIZI’laX = (mBs - mDs)2

— 49 —



A.3 Rp,

Ry, involves baryonic decay of b-hadron. Following [14, 17, 18], we have

dUpysare  GHEVal? 4 m2\”
d?  384mm] ! (@) 8 (A.26)

2 2
3 3 2 6
A1+%A2+§A3+ mTA4+2(1—|— mT>A5+ mTA6:| ,

where Aj 234 are contributed by scalar and vector operators [14, 17], As is contributed by
tensor operators, and Ag is contributed by both [18]. Explicitly, these A terms are given by

Ay :’H1/2,0’2 + \EL1/2,0|2 + ’H1/2,1’2 + ‘H71/2,71|2 ) (A.27)
Ay =Ay + 3|Hy o4 + 3[H_y 24, (A.28)
A3 —|H1/2 ol + ‘HS1/2 ol (A.29)
Ay =Re(Hy tH1/20 +H_ 1, tHSf/Z*O) ; (A.30)
As =[Hy )0+ Hypo 5P+ S+ HEZ o 4 [Hy o + By
+HHDYE +HDR (A.31)
Ag =RelH} o (H{) |+ B+ RelH o (1) + 1)1/

+ Re[H" ()5 T+ HU YO + Rl (HU) o+ B )
(A.32)
with Hy, ny = HY, \, — H{ \, and HSP = HS o+ HE | Here HY MY

HS(P) and H( JRYN

Ao dnp &
tudes, respectlvely They are characterized by the helicities of Ay, (Aa,), Ac (Aa,), intermediate

A % denote the (axial-)vector, (pseudo-)scalar and tensor helicity ampli-

off-shell W boson (Ay) 7 and new-physics particle (Axp), and the possible tensor degrees of

“Aw = 0 is allowed for both Ji = 0 and 1. Here Jw is the angular momentum of W boson. To distinguish
these two cases, we follow [15] and use Aw = ¢ for Jw = 0 case and Aw = 0 for Jw =1 case.
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freedom (A and \') together. These helicity amplitudes are then found to be

Hyjy o= (148Cy, +C7) \/%2 [(ma, +ma)fi = fo] (A.33)
H1/2 o= (1+dCy, — CVR) \Z% [(ma, —ma.)g1 + q2gz] , (A.34)
H1/2 1 =1 +0Cy, + C\T/R)\/ Q [f1 = (ma, +ma.)fo] , (A.35)
H1/2 =1+ 6Cy, — CVR \/ +lg1 + (ma, —ma,)g2] , (A.36)
Hy)y, = (146C7, +C7,) \/q»2 = [(ma, —ma)fr+ ¢ fs] (A.37)
Hiy, = (146C7, - CF,) ijj {(ma, +ma)gr — a%gs) (A38)
T -\ VE
Hyp = (CF, + CSR)ﬁ[(mAb —ma)f1+d%fs] (A.39)
VO
Hyjy0 = (CF, — CSR)ﬁ[(mAb +ma )9 — 93], (A.40)
(T1)/21/02 = C7(hi Q- = hy \/Qy) (A.41)
H{)S = CR V@~ + i /@) (A.42)
V2 _
Hl(/Q)t 1/2 —Cp \/q»[fu(m/\b +ma )V Q- 4 hi(ma, —ma)VQ4] (A.43)
V2
H(—l)/12/,t2,—1 —Cr \/q>[hJ-(mAb +ma.) V@ hJ_ mAb — MA, )\/@] ) (A.44)
(T)-1/2 _ p4(T)-1/2
H1/2,0,1 = H1/2,t,1 ’ (A.45)
(11/2 (1)1/2
HZy)s0,-1= ~H a4 1 (A.46)
(M2 _ (1)1/2
H1/2 1,—1 *H1/2,t,o ’ (A.47)
(M-1/2 _ (1)-1/2
H i 2= —H g (A.48)

where Q4+ = (my, + ma,)? — ¢%. In addition, some useful properties on these helicity ampli-
tudes have also been applied, including

HY, = HY ag s (A.49)
H\ s = —HA o s (A.50)
HR, e = H20 L ane (A.51)
HS\ e = —HEO\ e (A.52)

X)AAA”A = —Hﬁmx : (A.53)
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As for the ten form factors introduced in these calculations, fs and gs parameterize the vector
and axial vector matrix elements as [14]

(Acley"b|Ap) = ap, (fiy" +ifa0™ qu + f36")un, (A.54)
(AcleyyPb|Ap) = Ta, (17" + 920" @ + 930" )7 un, (A.55)

and the scalar and pseudoscalar matrix elements as

(AcleblAs) = ————an, (fig + fs)un, | (4.50)

my —

(Acley’b|Ay) = un, (914 + 930°)7 un, (A.57)

mp + Me

while hy, hg, 7L+ and h | parametrize the tensor matrix elements as [18]:

Ho v v oM
e w _ Dp,PA, — PAPA, mp, + Ma, v v
(Ac|cio? bl Ay) = UAC{2h+ : 0. : +hy |:b2(qu’)/ —q"v")
1 1 nwoov v o 7 . v 2 no v VoM
-9 ? 4 7Q+ (pAprc —pAprc) + hy<ioch” — 7Q7 ma, (PACV — DAY )

> A, — MA,
—ma, (P, — PR, ") + ), PR, — p/”\bpﬁc} } i thsz

[(m3, —mi. — )P, —7"Ph,) — (mi, —mi, + ) (VPR —7"ph.)
+2(ma, —ma,)(Ph, PR, — PA,PA,)] }UAb : (A.58)
(the parametrization of (A.|¢ic*”7°b|Ap) can be found using the relation 2ic#/~v® = e, 3).
In our analysis, we take the formulae for the form factors fs and gs from [16] and the other
four from [18, 93]. With dI'a, A, /dq? being calculated by replacing m, with m, and
turning off all Wilson coefficients, finally we have
2
o dq2 dFAbﬁAcﬂl/dQQ

m2

Ry, = q; , (A.59)
f,ml%:ax dq2 drAb%Acuy/dq2

with ¢2., = (ma, — my,)?.

A.4 Br(Bt - Ktrtr7)

Br(Bt — K*7777) involves the b-meson decay into a pseudoscalar meson. According to [88,
90], we have:

dI—‘B+4)K+T+T— G%‘azl‘/}b‘/t* ‘2 2 1
— sl / - -C), A.
dq? 2567mom3, AG)B-\ A+ SC (4.60)
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where

/ m?
Br=1/1- 4q—2 ; (A.61)

A
A= g (B2IFs|” + |Fpl*) + L (1Fal” + [Fy|*) + dmimp | Fal?
+2m,(m% —mi. + ¢*)Re(FpF}) , (A.62)

by 2
O = (BIFrP + |Frs) = “E(FAP +FP) + 2mVABRe(F R . (A63)

Here F(q?)s are given by:

2my, dm,
Fy = (C} SCT + CF — (7 CH A.64
v = (Cdlsm +6CF + 9)f++mB++mK+< 7lsm + - T)fT7 ( )
Fa = (Clolsm + 6CTy + C1) f+ (A.65)
2 2
Fs = (C§ + ) kx| (A.66)
2my,
2 2
_ T ey g+ T Mgt
Fp=(Cp+Cp) Sy fo
m2 — m2
—m-(Clolsm + 00Ty + C1y) | f+ — %(ﬁ) -, (A.67)
5,VA
Fr=207—-"—"— A .68
T TmB+ +mK+ fT’ ( )
W
Frs =2Cr; o fr . (A.69)

mp+ + Mg+

f+.07 are form factors which parameterize the relevant matrix elements as

2 02 2 2
(K (k)|57v"b|BY (p)) = | (p+ k)" — qw Fr(d) + q“%fo@?) ,
(A.70)
(K (k) 50 b| B (p)) = — 2R DR oy (A1)

mp+ + Mg+

In this analysis their lattice-QCD-based values are taken from [94]. The branching ratio is
finally given by

Tnax
Br(Bt - KT7777) = m5+ / ] dg* dUp+_jrrtr—/dg?, (A.72)
qmin

where 75+ is the lifetime of Bt and ¢? ranges from 15 GeV? to (mpg+ — my+)2.
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A.5 Br(B’ - K*rt77) and Br(Bs; — ¢7t77)

Br(BY — K*7%77) and Br(Bs — ¢7777) invovle the decay of b-meson into a vector meson.
Here we consider Br(BY — K*r777) and the calculation of Br(Bs; — ¢7177) is similar.
Following [95, 96], we have:

dl' go_ grs0 7+ ,— 2J2s + Jac
— 22T T =21+ Je — —— A.73
g 1s +J1 3 ( )

where

3(2+ 67)
16

+3B2(|AoL” + | Agy*) + 3(4 — 382) (|AeL|* + |At||| )
6v2m,
; fqm

Jis = (AL + |AFP + AR + |Af?) + ST Re(Al AT 4 AL Al

Re[(A[ + A[VAj, + (AT + A A7 T, (A.74)

”;” [ A:|? + 2Re(AF AF)) +6(2 — 52)| Al

3 3
Jie = (14517 + [ATT* + 871 As ) +

12m
+662|A) L |* + “Re[(A§ + AT) A (A.75)
covE
3 2
Jos = =T B (IA >+ [AF12 + AT + 1AF) = 3B82(1AL® + 1Ay |* + [AoL* + 1 Ag) )
(A.76)
352 2 L2 R2
Jae = =Z[8(|Aw|* + |4 L17) — |AG | — |AFP] (A.77)
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with 5,

= @ . Here all A-quantities are transversity amplitudes. They are given by

14

AT Nm{[<cgySM +0C5 +C) F (Clsw +CT, + Cy))-

2
+ %(c; + oym} : (A.78)

Aﬁ’R = = NV2(mj — mi*o){[(CJISM +6C§ — Cy)

. . . A 2y r ur
 (Cluls + 0T ~ Cl——21— 4 2507 - ) (A79)
Al = - LGl + 95 - G F (Clolu + 0CT, — Gl
2mK*O q2
2 2 2 AAs T s
(mpo — M0 — q7)(mpo + mye0) Ay — o + Mewo +2my(C7 — C7) x
AT
mi, + 3m2.. —qu—g]}, A.80
|:( B K T m2Bo - m%(*o ( )
h 2 cr — O
A= NL [2(0{0|SM +0CT, — C1p) + q(PP)} Ao, (A.81)
N M1y
CT _ C/T
Ag = —2NVAI=2—5 4 , (A.82)
nmy,
cr AT:
®) 2 2 2 3
A = 0 — - .
|| L(t0) iNmK*o [(mBo + 3mieo — )12 mZ, — m%*o] ) (A.83)
Vi
AtJ_(OJ_) = j:2N\/q>QCT(5)T1 ) (A84)
2 2
_ mBO - mK*O T
Agjay = £2N = CrT (A.85)
with
BV
N = GraVp Vi | ——————— A.
FQVipVig 307271’5771%0 ) (A.86)
)\(QQ) = [(mpo — mK*O)Q - QQ][(mBO + mK*0)2 - QQ] : (A.87)
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Ao12(¢?), V(¢?) and Ti23(q%) are form factors. They parameterize the relevant matrix
elements as [97]

2V

K*(k,e)|ey*b|B%(p)) = ————
(K™ (k, €)|ey" 0| B (p)) F—

Ptk | (A.88)

*

* — € q * e g
(K O(k,e)]c*y“*y‘r’b]Bo(p)) = 2mp+0Ag Z " 4+ (mpo + my+0)A; (5 H— e qu>

* m? _ ’/TL2 i
A <pu Ny AT B°2K°qu> . (A89)
mpo + M g0 q

(K*O(k, €)|cot q,b| B (p)) = 2T1e"P7eip ks (A.90)

<K*O(k:,5)|Ea“”’y5qyb]Bo(p)) =T [(mZBO — mﬁ(*o)a*“ — (- q)(p+ k)u]

2

Mpo — Mirso
In this analysis, their lattice-QCD-based values are taken from [98]. We then have
Fimax o dl'go_y govo 4
Br(B° — K*%7%717) = 750 / dq % . (A.92)
2 q

Gmin
Here 7p0 is the lifetime of BY and ¢? ranges from 15 GeV? to (mpo — my+0)?.

A.6 Br(Bs—71"717)
As studied in [90], Br(Bs — 77 77) is given by

G202 m?2 2 4m?2
BB_> +—: 2 3F7VV* 2 icﬂ'_cl’r 1— T
1(Bs — 7777) =7, f5,mp, 647r3| 1 Vis| Br(Mp,) m2 15 g .
5 9
+ 2 cp - o)+ 2ncy, - o) | (A.93)
my mp,

Here fp, is a form factor parametrizing the hadronic matrix element
)
(0]s7" PLbIBs(p) = 5 B.P" (A.94)
7B, is the lifetime of By, and 3,(¢?) is a function of ¢2, defined as

4m?2
e

B.(¢%) =y [1 (A.95)
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