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Abstract

To shed light on the indirect search for new physics beyond the standard model, the long stand-
ing discrepancies between the theory and experiment mediated by FCNC b — sff quark level
transitions set an ideal testing ground. Though the very recent measurements of Rx and Ry« are
consistent with the standard model, still the excitements remain on the measurements of LHCb
experiment with the observables B(Bs; — ¢utp™) which has deviations at the level of 3.60. Ad-
ditionally, standard deviation of ~ 3.3c and 1.20, respectively for P! in B — K*utpu~ and the
branching ratio in By — u*pu~ processes are observed. Inspired by these discrepancies, we work
out the constraints on the new physics coupling parameters in the presence of a non-universal Z’
model. We then probe the exclusive leptonic decay channels By — £/, By — (K™, fb K3)00'
induced by the neutral current transition b — s¢¢. We find that the ¢* variation of the observables,
such as, branching ratio, forward-backward asymmetry, lepton polarization asymmetry, and the
very sensible observable, so called non-universality observables for LF'V decays display the sensi-
tivity of new physics. In this analysis. we estimate above mentioned observables that could shed

light on the window of new physics in the near future.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Our best understanding of how the particles and three of the forces such as strong,
electromagnetic and weak interactions communicate to each other is encapsulated in the
Standard Model (SM) of particle physics. Over time and through many experiments, the
SM has proven a well established physics theory. Despite its spectacular success at explain-
ing the data, the SM is believed to be incomplete which fails to describe a few challenging
shortcomings such as the matter dominance over anti-matter in the present universe, neu-
trino masses, hierarchy problem, dark matter and dark energy, the unification of gravity
with other three fundamental forces etc. To solve these open puzzles, the quest for physics
beyond the SM (BSM) is of prime importance. In this context, the B factories have been
an excellent testing ground to shed light in exploring the new physics (NP) beyond the SM
through low energy experiments. It has literally witnessed the breaking of lepton flavor
universality in the charged (neutral) current decays mediated by b — ¢ (b — s) quark level
transitions. Experimentally, the b — c7v quark level transition have lepton non universal-
ity anomalies in exclusive B — D™rv, B — J/¢7v decays with a tension of 1.40 (2.50)
and 1.8, respectively, obtained from the HFLAV group [I]. The 7 polarization fraction
and the longitudinal polarization fraction of D* meson in B — D*7v have 1.60 [2, 3] and
1.60 [1] deviations, respectively. Similarly, several measurements in b — s¢*¢~ transitions
such as the angular observable P in B — K*u™u~ in the bins ¢* € [4.0,6.0], [4.3, 6.0] and
4.0, 8.0] from ATLAS [5], LHCb [0, 7], CMS [8], Belle [9] respectively deviate at 3.30, 1o
and 2.1¢ from the SM expectations [10-12]. The updates in the measurement of the the
branching fraction of By — ¢u™pu~ [13-15] in ¢* € [1.1,6.0] region has discrepancy at the
level of 3.60 from the SM expectations [16, 17] . However, the recent updates by LHCb
Collaboration [18, 19] in the measurements of Rx = B(B — Kutu™)/B(B — KeTe™) and
Ry« =B(B — K* ut ™) /B(B — K*eTe™), in the bin range ¢* € [0.1,1.1] and [1.1, 6.0], are
consistent with the SM predictions. On the other hand, the lepton flavor violating (LFV)
decays are forbidden at the tree-level in the SM and can in principle occur via neutrino
mixing through loop and box diagrams. Because of such mixing, the rate is considerably
below current or future experimental sensitivities. Consequently, this causes mixing between
different generations of leptons which give rise to flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC)

transitions. Keeping this in mind, the leptonic LF'V decays such as 7 — pup, 7 — eee,



1 — eee, etc have been analysed in various NP models though the experimental upper limit
exists [20]. However, the principle in the FCNC transition of the quark sector for LEV
decays could be similar to that of the lepton sector. In this regard, we explore the exclu-
sive LF'V decays in quark sector such as B, — ¢, and By — (K™, ¢, f5, K300 decays
which occur via b — sfl' quark level transition. Experimentally, these decay channels are
not yet observed but the upper limits of few observables exist. The leptonic B, — pe and
B, — T processes have upper limits of 5.4 x 107 and 4.2 x 107°, respectively by LHCb
Collaboration [21, 22]. Similarly, the upper bounds are measured by LHCb and BaBar col-
laboration in the branching ratios of B — K¢’ processes are B(B — Keu) < 7.0x 1072 [23],
B(B — Ktu) < 1.5 x 107° [24], and B(B — Ket) < 4.5 x 107° [24], respectively. The
upper limit of the branching ratio of BY — K*ep channel is observed as 1.8 x 10~7 by Belle
Collaboration [25]. We analyse the B — K¢ process because a better understanding of
B — K}~ channel has been given by BaBar Collaboration in ref. [26]. On the other hand,
the B — f400' process provides very less attention both in theory and experiment. Thus ,
it can be studied similarly to the B — K¢ process. It is interesting to see if the associ-
ated observables could be enhanced in some new physics models that could simultaneously
explain the observed b — sf¢ data. In this analysis, we consider a simplified non-universal
Z'" model in which the NP effects originate from U(1)" abelian group extension to the SM
gauge symmetry. Consequently, it provides a heavy new gauge boson Z’ of mass myz with
generic couplings to quarks and leptons, and induces FCNC transition at tree level. Inspired
by these available upper limits, we study the above discussed LF'V decays in the presence
of non-universal Z’ model.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section II, we discuss the theoretical toolkit
that includes the most general effective weak Hamiltonian for b — sé¢’ NP operators. We
also report the relevant formula for all the decay observables pertaining to By — ¢/, By —
(K™, ¢, fs, K3)0¢' decay channels. In section 111, we discuss the new physics analysis in the
presence of non-universal Z’ model by using the updated experimental limits on the b — s/
data. In section IV, we discuss the numerical analysis of the aforementioned observables of

rare (semi)leptonic LEV decays. We conclude with the summary of our results in section V.



II. THEORETICAL TOOLKIT:

A. Effective Hamiltonian

In this section, we focus on the exclusive lepton flavor violating b — s’ (¢,0' = e, u, 1)
transition processes. In the SM, the leptons ¢ and ¢ are considered to have same flavor
whereas the non-universal Z’ boson couple differently in the NP models. The most structured

weak effective Hamiltonian describing the b — s¢¢’ processes can be represented as [27-29],

GFCk
Vi Vi CNPO,, + h.c., 1
2\/577' e ngJo " ( )

where G («) represents the Fermi (electromagnetic) coupling constant and V3, V% is the

’Heff —

CKM matrix element. The primed counter parts of the operators can be obtained by replac-

ing P, = Pg. It is very sensitive to the semileptonic operators Og and O;y and are given

by,

Oy = [57,(1 — ~5)b][(y10], O10 = [57,(1 — 5)b][(y#50]. (2)

The standard decomposition of the hadronic matrix element are given as,

(006 Po(R)s|B(0) = +5p, .
(OB P (R)s|B.(p)) = £5p,f5.
_ . M2

PRSI B.() = 52 2T

(3)

where fp, and p, are the decay constant and momentum of the B, meson, respectively.
B. Decay observables of (semi)leptonic LFV b — sé/’ processes:

1. B, — ¢

From the effective Hamiltonian (II A) one can obtain the amplitude and the associated

, 30-32];

branching ratios of By — £’ process in the SM are given as |

4



TB, 042G%v
3 3
647 my_

B(B, — ') = FBAVVaPAY2 (mg,, me, mer)

2

2}7 (4)

X {[m?ss — (mg+mp)?] - |(CFF = C§)(me — my)|

+ [mp, — (me —me)?] - [(CR = Clo) (me + me)

where A\(a, b, c) = [a®> — (b — ¢)*][a®* — (b+ ¢)?].

2. B— KW

The semileptonic B — K/{{' decay mode involves b — s quark level transition mediated
by the effective Hamiltonian (II A). Here the kinematic variables given in Ref. [33] are defined
in such a way that the main decay axis, denoted by z, is defined in the rest frame of B meson
whereas the K meson, and the lepton pair ¢ and ¢ travel in the opposite directions. The
polar angle #, is the angle between the meson K and the lepton ¢ in the £ — ¢’ rest frame.

The standard parametrizations for hadronic matrix elements are provided by

2 2 2 2
mp —m -m

. Ko ro(@ + BB=K0, fo(¢®), ()

q
2fr(q?, 1)
mp+mg

(K(R)|57,b1B(p)) = | (0 + k) —

(K (k)|350,,b|B(p)) = —i(puky — puky) (6)

The hadronic form factors (FFs) f1(¢?), fo(¢*) and fr(q?) are the functions of ¢* which lies
between (m + my)? and (mp — mg)?. By employing the above definitions, the differential
decay rate can be written as [28, 30-32],

dB — = / / !
g2 (B = KG6) = M) x {er(a)[Cr + O3 + ¢0(?)|Co + G + rold”)| o + o

+¢s(¢°)|Cs + CsI* + ¢p(*)|Cp + Cpl* + ¢19(¢*)Re[(Cr + C7)(Co + )]
+09s(4*)Re[(Cy + C5)(Cs + C5)] + w10p(¢*)Re[(Clo + C1o) (Cp + C};)*]},
(7)
where ¢;(¢?) depends on kinematical quantities and on the form factors and shown in Ap-

pendix A. The normalization factor given in eq. (7) reads

CCLVVEE N E1m1,112) 1o 5 ),

2\12 __
|MK<q )| = TB, 5127‘(’5771% q (8)



FIG. 1: Angular distribution of B — K*(— Km)ll' processes

whereas the kinematic factor is given as

A =my +mi + ¢t — 2(mEmi + mK2¢® + miq?). 9)

3. B — K*W' and Bs — o

Here we focus on B — V' (V = K* ¢) decays proceeding via b — sl{’ processes
where the vector mesons further decay as K* — K7 and ¢ — KK, respectively. We also
express the angular distributions of B — K*(— Km)¢¢' process. Similarly, the distributions
associated with the B, — ¢ transition can be obtained by trivial replacement of the form
factor and the mass of the particle involved. We adopt the details concerning the kinematics
from Ref. [33]. In the angular conventions [28, 30-32], 6, is the angle between the lepton
¢ with the decay axis in the lepton pair rest frame, 0 is the made by the decay axis with
the direction of flight of K meson in the rest frame of K* vector meson. The angle ¢ is the
angle spanned between the Km and £/ planes, respectively shown in Fig. 1. The transition

amplitude of exclusive B — K*{{' decay mode are associated with the hadronic matrix

elements. These are parametrized in terms of form factors, and are given as [25]

2V (¢?)

K*(k)[sv"(1 — v5)b| B = Eupee PPKT
(R (R)[59%(1 = 3 Bp)) = Sy 1k

— i€, (mp + mg+) Ar(q°) (10)

+ z’qu(g* “q) 2 [A3(q2) - AO(qz)]’

<K*(k)|§auuqy(1 - ’)/5)b|B(p)> = Qiguupae*yppkaTl (q2) + [EZ(m% - m%(*) - (5* ' q) (2]7 - Q)M]TQ(QQ)

HE )0 g B+ R T(@), (11)
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where ¢, is the polarization vector of K* meson. The transition form factor Az(g®) is

associated to the combinations of both A;(¢?) and A,(¢?) form factors and is given as
ZmK*Ag(q2) = (mB + mK*)Al(QQ) - (mB — mK*)Ag(q2). (12)

The full angular distribution of the B — K*{¢' decay mode can be read as

d*B(B — K*(— Kn)') 9
- ] 9 9 1
dq2d cos 6,d cos O de 397 (q”, 00,0k, 9), (13)

where
I(q?, 04,0k, 0) =1 (q*) sin® Ok + I£(q?) cos® O + [I5(q?) sin® O + I5(q°) cos® O] cos 26,
+ I3(¢?) sin® O sin® 0, cos 2¢) + 14(¢*) sin 20 sin 20, cos ¢
+ I5(q?) sin 20 sin 0, cos ¢ + [15(q?) sin” O + I<(q*) cos® O] cos O,
+ I7(q*) sin 20 sin 6, sin ¢ + Ig(q?) sin 20k sin 26, sin ¢

+ Iy(q?) sin? O sin? O, sin 2. (14)

The ¢-dependent differential branching fraction, after integrating over the physical region

of the phase space 0k, 6, and ¢, is simply given as

dB 1

G5 = 1 B + 616 — I5(6®) — 20567 (15)

with
(mi +m;)? < ¢® < (Mp— Mg+)?, —1<cos) <1, —1<coslx <1, 0<¢<2r (16)

Here the angular coefficients I;(qQ) (i=¢cs; j= 1, 2,.9) are defined in terms of the

transversity amplitudes and given in Appendix B.

4. B — T{Kj, f5}¢" processes

In contrast to the previous sub-section, we study the exclusive B — T' (K3, f})¢0 decay

modes mediated via b — s quark level transition. The long distance contribution in terms



of the hadronic matrix element of B — K3 transition are given as [34, 37]

2V (q?)

(K5 (k,€") |§7ﬂb|§(p)> = _WLB_{_—WLK;GHVWG}J)/}]@U;
) . 6* . . . E* .
(K5 (K, €")|57" 50| B(p)) = QZngAO((f) Z2qq“+l(m3 +mK5)A1(q2) |:€T,u . quq#}
—ido(P)—L Lk — g 17
iA2(q )mB+mK; (p ) 7 q (17)

where p (k) is the four momentum of B ( Kj) meson. We use the relevant form factors in
our analysis for By to light J”¢ = 27" tensor meson (T') derived from the light-cone sum
rule (LCSR) approach. Within this technique, the parameterized ¢* dependent form factors
are given in the form as [35]:

FPT(0)
1 —ar(¢*/m3,) + br(q®/m3, )

FBOT(¢?) = (18)

where ' =V, Ay 12 and T 5 3 are the transition form factors.

The B — K¢’ decay mode which undergoes b — sf¢’ quark level transition can be
expressed in terms of the leptonic polar angle 8, and leptonic mass squared ¢. The angle 6,
is the angle made by the lepton ¢ with respect to the di-lepton momentum in the rest frame
of B meson. The two-fold differential decay distribution in terms of the variables 6, and ¢?
is given as follows [30]

d*r

e 2 2 2 2
J2dcosts A(q*) + B(q°) cos 0, + C(q°) cos” by, (19)

where the ¢? parameters A(q*), B(¢*) and C(q¢?) includes form factors and Wilson coeffi-
cients. The detailed expressions are given in Appendix C. Now after integrating Eq. (19)

over 6y, we obtain the differential branching ratio as

C

and the lepton forward-backward asymmetry is represented as

1 1 dl’ 0 dr B
Apn(d?) = —— dcosfyp—m"——— — dcosb = (21
w2(4) = Irjag (/ P dcos 0,de? / T édcoseedcﬂ) 2a+g) Y

Similarly, one can do the analysis for B — fi¢¢ process like the B — K transition where

the form factor can be obtained from Ref. [35]. Analogously, we would like to see whether



it is possible to observe non-universality in the LF'V decays. Hence, we define the ratios of

branching ratios of various LEV b — sé¢’ decays as

,  B(B— K)
o
M= BB S k) (22)
. B(B— V)
Y44 o *
. B(B—T)
o _ * /
RKZ B(g_)wa)’( K27f2)7 (24>

with £ = e, u.

III. NEW PHYSICS ANALYSIS IN THE NON-UNIVERSAL 7' MODEL:

Out of all the physics beyond the SM scenarios, an extra abelian U(1)" gauge group in
extension to the SM is more ubiquitous, which provides a neutral massive vector (spin -
1) boson Z' [37]. At tree level, this heavy Z’ boson does flavor changing neutral current
transition proceeding via b — s(d)¢¢' quark level. It is the most obvious candidate that can
evolve in the form of weak effective Hamiltonian of b — s(d) quark level transition. This is
also responsible for an appreciable deviation from the SM results and explain the collider

data.

Zl

4

FIG. 2: Tree level exchange of Z’' boson for b — sf{' process.

In this work, we will formalise it’s application to the case of b — s transition (In general,
it is straightforward to generalize for b — d quark level transition). There are different kinds
of new physics models, such as Z’, leptoquark (LQ), FCNC mediated Z boson model etc,
and have been analysed in Refs [31, 383-13]. With the tree level exchange, the new physics

scenarios for the parton level b — sf¢’ can be explained in two scenarios: S - 1: CNF # 0



and S - I1: CJ'F = —CHT [29, 44]. However, these two scenarios are possible in Z’ model
whereas LQ does only scenario (IT). In this analysis, we probe the b — s¢¢’ exclusive decays
in the presence of non-universal Z’ model. The Feynman diagram in the presence of Z’ boson
for the exclusive b — sf¢’ decays is given in Fig. 2. The new physics couplings associated

with the Z' model can be read as [29, 17]

1
o\l — L (TR, + TL ). 25
9,10 \/§M§, OCGF‘/;b‘/{; bs( o0 fﬁ) ( )

The scenario (I) can be obtained with '}, = T'}},, whereas the scenario (II) comes with the

condition T'f}, = 0. Here, for simplicity, we consider '}t = 0 and the non zero Z' — b — s

coupling (T'%,) is taken to be real in our analysis.

A. Constraints on Z’' couplings from leptonic decays

In lepton flavor violating 7 decays, the 7 — €00 (¢ = p, e) channel provides very sensitive
probe of the coupling 'y in Z" model. Experimentally, the branching ratio for the process
T — pup and T — eee processes are 2.1 x 1078 and 2.7 x 1078 at 90% CL, respectively [20].
Additionally, an upper bound of the branching fraction of u — eee process is 1.0 x 1072[20].
However, a significant sensitivity in beyond the SM could be provided by additional obser-
vation of such distinct processes in the collider experiments. The Z’ boson contributes to
the LFV 3-body leptonic decay 7 — pup at the tree level with the branching ratio which is
given by [16, 17]

mr
B(T - lu:ulu) = m[2(|rﬁ7_rﬁu‘2 + ’FfTF;}juP) + |F;€TF5M ? + ‘FSTF;I;M‘Z]? (26)
TV

where the m, (I';) is the mass (total decay width) of 7 lepton. Similarly, the branching

ratio of 7 — eee decay mode can be obtained by replacing i by e.

The LFV branching fraction of u — eece decay mode is given as [18]

2 2
gVuegVee 2
4 27
my 4G

B(p — eee) = (27)

where g3 = |g.* + |95 |*, and G is the Fermi coupling constant.
Using the upper limits on the above discussed LFV leptonic decays, we obtain the values
of lepton flavor violating NP couplings as given in Table - (III A) where the coupling of Z’

to ¢¢ is considered as SM like in this analysis.
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Couplings |myz = 4.5 TeV|myz = 6.0 TeV|myz = 7.0 TeV
(S 1) 0.128 0.227 0.310
Ire(S—T) 0.145 0.258 0.351
Lue(S—1)| 3230 x 1074 | 5742 x 107* | 7.815 x 1074
I, (S —10) 0.221 0.394 0.537
[7e(S —1I) 0.251 0.447 0.609
[ue(S—1I)| 4.568 x 107* | 8.120 x 10™* | 1.105 x 1073

TABLE I: The NP couplings for LFV leptonic decays

B. Fit Results

In this sub-section, we consider the ¢ bin SM and experimental measurements of various
observables that include the angular observable P!, B(Bs; — ¢up) and B(Bs — pp) . The

form factor independent observable P in B — K*uu process is defined as

J5
2/—JS T3

where the auxiliary functions J(i = 2,5;p = ¢, s) includes the relevant form factors of the

P = (28)

transition B — K* and the Wilson coefficients. For the numerical calculation of B — K*¢/,
we employ the FF from the LQCD method [19]. Similarly, Bs — ¢uu processes induced by
FCNC b — spp transition, we consider the FFs from the combined analysis of the LCSR
and LQCD fit results [17]. The branching ratio of By — uu leptonic decay mode has also
been studied. Now, using these three observables, we perform a naive y? analysis to obtain
the NP coupling parameters for the non-universal Z’ model. We define the x? formula which

is defined as follows

(omcat - o)

2/ ~NP)
O =2 Re 1 (aomy

D=2

7

(29)

where, O represents the theoretical expressions including the NP contributions and O;*®
are the experimental values. The denominator includes 1o uncertainties associated with the
theoretical and experimental results. As the new vector boson Z’ is not yet observed in

collider experiments, its mass scale is constrained in different Grand unified theories and
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discussed in Refs. [50-52]. Bandopadhyay et al. have constrained as my > 4.4 TeV using
the recent Drell-Yan data of the LHC [52]. By using all the input parameters, the values of

the NP parameters are given below

I'L|s_; = 0.060 (my = 4.5 TeV),0.108 (my = 6.0 TeV),0.147 (my = 7.0 TeV),
TL|s_n = 0.062 (my = 4.5 TeV),0.110 (mgz = 6.0 TeV),0.150 (mz = 7.0 TeV), (30)

where we have used three my values in this analysis.

C. Input parameters

In this sub-section, we employ all the input parameters used for our analysis. From
Ref. [53], we consider all the necessary parameters such as CKM matrix element, life time
of B, meson, Fermi coupling constant, fine structure constant, and masses of quarks, and

leptons, etc. We employ the Wilson coefficients at the scale g = m;, from Ref. [54].

Observable mz=4.5 TeV|mz=6.0 TeV|mz=7.0 TeV

Bs — £ (Z' contribution)

S—1[4.041 x1079]1.271 x 1078 | 2.354 x 10~8

Bpe x 1079
S—1I|1.632 x 1078 | 5.083 x 108 | 7.248 x 108
B x 1078 S —1 0.068 0.240 0.449
S—1I 0.485 1.623 3.026
S—1 0.196 0.617 1.143
B, x 1079
S—1I 0.406 1.282 1.832

TABLE II: Upper limit values of B, — £{' processes

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSIONS
A. Analysis of By — ¢/’ process

We estimate the numerical values of the branching ratios of By, — ¢/’ processes and
shown in Table. II. One can observe that the branching fraction of B; — pe mode is highly

suppressed as compared to i and Te channels (O(107?)) present in the final state. We

12



show for three m values for the given processes and obtain that the contribution increases

in the presence of the NP couplings.

Observable mZ/:4.5 TeV er:6.0 TeV mZ/:7.0 TeV

By — K¢ (Z' contribution)

S-1 0.221 0.697 1.291

Bpe x 10713
S—1I| 0919 2.892 5.376

B x 10°8S—1 0.221 0.693 1.292

S-1I 0.354 1.126 2.096

S-1 0.292 0.921 1.705

B x 1078
S—1I 0.458 1.453 2.702

TABLE III: Estimated upper limit values of B — K¢ processes in Z' model
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FIG. 3: Variation of branching ratios of B — K7u (top), B — K7e (middle), B — Kpue
(bottom) processes in Z’' model. The left (right) panel corresponds to S —1I (II).
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B. Analysis of B — K//' process

After having knowledge about the NP coupling in details, we now proceed to analyse the
above discussed prominent observables of B — K¢’ lepton flavor violating process mediated
by b — sf¢' transition in the Z’ model.

In Fig. 3, we show the variation of the differential branching ratio of B — K7 (top-
left), B — Krte (middle-left) and B — Kpue (bottom) processes w.r.t ¢* in the presence
of Z' model. Here the magenta, blue, and green lines represent the contributions in the Z’
model with three different values of mz. We observe that the observables have a higher
contribution in the mid ¢? region for B — K7u and B — Te processes, and in low ¢? region
for B — Kpue transition. This behavior arises due to the lighter lepton masses involved in
the later mode. However, the presence of NP does help to enhance the contribution while
increasing the my values. The predicted branching fractions are shown in Table. III. This
indicates that the branching fraction of B — Kue channel is very suppressed as compared

to the 7u and 7e final states. In this scenario, we display the ¢® behavior of the branching
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FIG. 4: B — K*rp: dB/dq*,F1(¢*) and Arp(g?) for S — I (left panel) and S — IT (right
panel).

14



ratios of B — K7u and B — Kr7e processes in the top-right and middle-right panels,
respectively shown in Fig. 3. In the observable, we consider all the central values of the
input parameters and form factors. The colour description of the figures is same as the
S — L. In the variation of whole ¢? region, the contributions in the presence of NP coupling
indicate that the observable has higher values in the mid-region. However, the presence of
the NP coupling increase the central values with same order O(107®). Table - IT] summarizes

the estimated branching fractions in the whole kinematic region.

‘ Observable myz=4.5 TeV|myz= 6.0 TeV|mz=7.0 TcV‘er:4.5 TeVimz = 6.0 TeV|myz=7.0 TeV
By — K*0U' (Z' contribution) Bs — ¢l (Z' contribution)
S—1| 0193 0.608 1.126 0.523 1.647 3.052
Bue x 10713
S—T| 0801 2.523 4691 2.005 6.589 12.203
S—1| 1654 5.178 9.658 4.107 12.856 23.976
By, x 1079
S—TI| 2492 7.912 14.723 6.185 19.638 36.541
S—1| 2058 6.483 12.000 5.111 16.103 29.805
Bre x 1079
S—1  32% 10.222 19.006 8.013 25.388 47.203
) S—1| 0488 0.488 0.488 0.552 0.552 0.552
f €
Eools—m o048 0.488 0.488 0.552 0.552 0.552
L s-1] oass 0.456 0.456 0.501 0.501 0.501
fT
Eoods—n 0468 0.468 0.468 0.514 0.514 0.514
S—1| 0468 0.468 0.468 0.514 0.514 0.514
FT(’,
Pods—t] 0468 0.468 0.468 0.514 0.514 0.514
, S—1| 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
A
Pools—ml 0349 0.349 0.349 0.295 0.295 0.295
L |s-1] o000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
A
FBods 1l 0311 0.311 0.311 0.271 0.271 0.271
S—1| 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Pols—n|  o0sn 0.311 0.311 0.272 0.272 0.272

TABLE IV: Upper limit values of B — (K*, ¢)¢¢’ processes in Z' model

C. Analysis of B — V(K* ¢)ll' process

In this sub-section, we provide a detailed study of B — V /¢ processes mediated by
b — sl quark level transition where the vector meson V' = K*, ¢. We probe the NP effects
on the associated observables such as differential branching ratio (dB/dq?), the forward-

backward asymmetry (App), and the longitudinal polarisation fraction (Fp).
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In the right panels of Fig. 4 and 5, we analyse the ¢® variation of the above discussed
observables of B — K*rpu and B — K*Te processes with respect to ¢2, respectively. The
color description of the plots are same as previous. The ¢* dependent branching ratios
dB/dq? have distinguished contributions in the presence of NP couplings. Higher the values
of myz induce the larger contributions to the observable. In the middle - (left, right) panel,
however, in the variation of the sensitive observable F'L(¢?), the contribution in presence
of NP couplings are indistinguished and coincides for all my entries. In the observable
Arg(g*) shown in bottom - left panel, the NP contribution allows no contribution to the
NP in scenario - I whereas a definite contribution arises from scenario - II. We also show

the ¢? variation of the branching ratio of B — K*ue process, shown in Fig. 6. In the
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FIG. 5: B — K*re: dB/dq* F1.(¢*), Arg(q®) for S —1 (left panel) and S —1II (right panel).

low ¢? region, the NP contribution in the presence of Z’ couplings gets higher and varies
remarkably w.r.t ¢? for three values of my. In the study of whole kinematic region of ¢2,
the lepton polarisation asymmetry observable decreases but doesn’t drop at zero point. On
the other hand, the observable Arp(g?) varies in the whole ¢* kinematic region in scenario

- I whereas it provides a significant contribution in scenario - II. The associated plots
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have been depicted in Fig. 6. We also present the values of the branching ratios in the
whole kinematic region as shown in Table. V. The branching ratios of B — K*ru and
B — K*7e processes are of the same order i.e O(107?) and differ only in their central values
whereas the branching fraction of B — K*eu process are suppressed with O(107!3). The
forward-backward asymmetry, and the polarisation asymmetry observables differ in all the

above discussed processes individually. Similar to the B — K*{¢ process we investigate
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FIG. 6: The observables dB/dq*, Fr.(¢?) and Apg(q*) of B — K* e process in scenario
-I(left panel) and scenario -II (right panel).

another decay channel B, — ¢¢¢'. We depict the ¢*> dependent physical observables such as
branching ratio, forward-backward asymmetry, and polarisation asymmetry for By — ¢7u
and By — ¢7e in Fig. 7 and 8, respectively whereas Fig. 9 indicates the variation of the
above discussed observables of B; — ¢ue decay channel. The top-left, top-middle, and top-
right panels are shown for branching ratio, polarisation asymmetry and forward-backward
asymmetry for scenario - I, respectively. Similarly, the bottom-left, bottom-middle, and
bottom-right panels depict for the given observables in scenario - II. In the presence of

NP couplings from Z’ model, we obtain similar results compared to previous channel with
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difference in the variation due to the masses of mesons and the transition form factor involved
in this analysis.
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D. Analysis of B — T(K3, f5)¢¢' process

Here, we study the exclusive semileptonic lepton flavor violating B — T'(K3, f5)¢¢' chan-
nels in details in the framework of non-universal Z’ model. Similar to the previous processes,

we also analyse in the scanario -I and II.
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In Fig. 10 and 11, we analyse the variation of the branching ratio and forward-backward
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FIG. 11: The variation of the B and App of B — K;7e process in the Z’ model: Left and

right panels are for scenario - I and II, respectively.
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FIG. 12: The variation of differential branching ratio and forward-backward asymmetry

of B — Kjue process with respect to ¢*. The left (right) panel indicates S — I(II).

asymmetry of B — K37 and B — Kj7Te processes with respect to ¢?, respectively. In both
of the figures, the left panel corresponds to the scenario - I whereas the right one indicates
to scenario - ITI. The former observable dBB/dg* contributes distinguishable contributions
with higher values in the mid ¢ regime with the m values. In scenario - I presented in
the left panel, the later one has an indistinguishable significant contribution with no zero-

crossing point while it allows the same at ¢ ~ 10.7 GeV? in scenario - II in the presence
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‘ Observable ‘ ‘7712/:4.5 TeV|mz=6.0 TeV|mz=7.0 TeV|myz=4.5 TeV|mz=6.0 TeV|mz=7.0 TeV

Bs — K30U' (Z' contribution) B — 500’ (Z' contribution)
S-1 0.010 0.034 0.063 0.009 0.029 0.054
Bye x 10712
S—-1I 0.044 0.141 0.262 0.037 0.117 0.218
S-1 0.420 1.316 2.455 0.365 1.144 2.133
By, x 1079
S—1I 0.630 2.003 3.727 0.549 1.743 3.243
S-1 0.525 1.655 3.063 0.457 1.440 2.666
Bre x 1079
S—-1I 0.823 2.609 4.851 0.716 2.271 4.222
" S-1 —0.009 —0.009 —0.009 -0.010 -0.010 -0.010
Al
e S—-1I -0.120 -0.120 -0.120 -0.123 -0.123 -0.123
S-1 0.231 0.231 0.231 0.233 0.233 0.233
A¥p
S—1I 0.122 0.122 0.122 0.122 0.122 0.122
S-1 0.247 0.247 0.247 0.248 0.248 0.248
AT
e S—-1I 0.128 0.128 0.128 0.129 0.129 0.129

TABLE V: Upper limit values of B — (K3, f3)¢¢' processes in Z' model

of Z" model. However, there is no change in the contribution for all mz entries. These are
shown in the bottom - left panel of Fig. 10 and 11, respectively. Similarly, the analysis of
B — Kjpue process is shown in Fig. 12. The branching fraction starts from higher values
at ¢> = 0 and then reduces to zero in the pe final state. However in the forward backward
asymmetry observable, the presence of new physics remains constant at ¢? ~ 0 in scenario
- I whereas the the scenario - II indicates significant variations with respect to ¢. In both
the scenarios, no zero-crossing point has been obsereved. Similar to the B — K;0¢' process,
we also probe another B — T process where T' = f} and ¢,¢' = e, u, 7. With the non-
universal Z’ NP coupling, one can obtain the significant contributions of the branching ratio
which are higher than the B — K channel. We also investigate the Arp(q?) observable and
obtain quite similar results as compared to previous channel B — K 7u and B — KjTe.
One can view the plots that have been shown in Fig. 13 and Fig. 14 for B — fj7u and
B — fjTe processes, respectively. We also obtain the similar results but with different
contributions as the masses and form factors change in B — f}¢¢’ process accordingly. Here
also we investigate for three mz = 4.5,6.0 and 7.0 (in the units of GeV?) values. Similarly
in Fig. 15, we study the branching ratio and the forward-backward asymmetry of B — fjue
channel and obtain similar results. The top-left and top-right panel shows the branching
ratio whereas the bottom-left and bottom-right panels depict the Arp(g?) observable in the

scenario - I and scenario - II, respectively. We also report the theoretical estimations of the
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given observables of both B — K;0¢' and B — f}¢¢' processes in Table. V. In respect to the

scenario - I and II, the numerical values of the observables of these LFV decays, presented

in the allowed ¢? region, differ in the presence of non-universal Z’ model .
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FIG. 13: The ¢* variation of B and App of B — fi7p channel in the scenario - T (left

panel) and scenario - II (right panel).
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FIG. 14: The ¢* dependency of the branching ratio and forward-backward asymmetry of
B — fire process. § — 1 and § — 11, respectively shown in left and right panel.
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B — flue process. Left panel (right panel) indicates S — I (S — II).

E. Lepton non-universality observables

Analogous to the clean observable Ry and Rg+, we present the behavior of the LNU
observable for the exclusive LFV decays given in Eq. (IIB4). In the left-panel of Fig. 16, we
depict the ¢* variations of the LNU observables RY’, Ri., R.S, R’;% and R%@ in scenario
- T whereas the right-panel displays the scenario - IT in the ¢* € [1.0,6.0] GeV? compatible
with LHCb measurements. One can visualise that the LNU observable remains constant
for different mz values. All the LNU observables Ry j. ; scx 7y are shown with O(107°)
in the given figure. Here the magenta, blue and green line contributions are involved with
my = 4.5,6.0 and 7.0 TeV, respectively. The region 1.0 < ¢*> < 6.0 behavior says, all
the discussed observables show significant contributions with almost a constant value of less
than 1. However, the other LNU observables corresponding to 7(e, xt) channels couldn’t

display the constant values in the given regime. Therefore we haven’t considered them in

our analysis. The numerical estimations of all the R observables are shown in Table. V1.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have investigated the flavor violating (semi)leptonic By — ¢¢', By —
(K™ ¢, fy, K3)00' channels induced by b — s¢{’ neutral current transition in the presence of

non-universal Z’ model. These decays are extremely rare in the SM because a tiny neutrino
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FIG. 16: The variation of the LNU observables R’;{e K+ S5 in the two scenarios: S - 1
AT, 85,09

(left panel) and S - II (right panel).

mass occur at the loop level. However, the extension of Abelian gauge group U(1)’ to the SM
induces tree level contribution in presence of non-universal Z’ vector boson. We consider the
NP couplings from the branching fractions of B, — ¢, By — ¢¢¢ and the angular observable

P! in the B — K*{{ processes with the naive x? analysis. Using such couplings, we mainly
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Observable myz=4.5 TeV|mz=6.0 TeV|mz=7.0 TeV
Rl}L{iK*,(ﬁ,Kz*,fé x 1076 (Z’ contribution)
S-1 0.276 0.869 1.611
REE x 10°
S—1I 4.520 14.121 26.305
RE x 106 |S—1|  0.067 0.213 0.395
S—1II 0.271 0.854 1.583
S-1 0.287 0.902 1.671
Rgf x 109
S—1I 4.601 14.409 26.905
S-1 0.301 0.948 1.757
RES x 106
2 S—1II 5.226 16.353 30.557
S-1 0.298 0.939 1.740
R‘;,e x 106
2 S—1I 5.120 16.022 29.940

TABLE VI: Estimated upper limit values of R?f K* 63,0} LNU observables

analyse the variation of the branching fractions, forward-backward asymmetries, polarisation
asymmetries of all the associated semi(leptonic) By — ¢, By — (K™, ¢, f3, K3)0' decay
channels in the presence of non-universal Z’ boson. We also compute the theoretical values
of all the observables. To inspect the presence of lepton non-universality, we construct
and analyse the observables R’;é K* 6,51 in the ¢ € [1.0,6.0] regime which are compatible
with the LHCb measurement. We obtain that the ¢? variations of the observables have
distinguished contributions in the presence of NP couplings and three different m values.
Additionally, the theoretically estimated values are sizeable and have definite contributions.
However, these decay channels could be further analysed in upcoming LHCb and B-factories

with large number of events which could lead to the origin of univocal signal of new physics.
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Appendix A: The ¢(¢?) parameters in B — K/{' process

The ¢(q*) parameters used in the B — K¢’ are gievn as below

@7(q2) w ANmp, mx \/_ [ B mz) _)\(\/?,ml,mg)]’

(mp + mg)? q? 3q4

2 . 2\2 2
i (6) = 31 7 gt By @}
2 2
F U@ PA s, mic, V) [1 _(m j;m?) _AMVe 3;”””] ,

mpg + mg q? B 3q*

9079((12) _ 2mbf+<q2)fT(q2>)\(mB,mK, \/q_z) [1 _ (m1 - m2)2 )\(\/?, m1,m2)] :

psp)(@°) = %(m?g —m%)? {1 - le—sz’)} ,
Pr0p(0s)(4%) = L{Z( 7)7|15 (my £ mo)(m3% — m3)? {1 _ (mlTTmQ)] . (A1)

In the function ¢, (¢?) the upper sign represents ¢,(¢?) whereas the lower one to ¢p(¢?).

Appendix B: The angular coefficient parameters in B — (K*, ¢){{' processes

The parameters I/ (¢%) (i = 1,2;j = c, s) are the ¢*- dependent angular coefficients. These

include the transversity amplitudes A 110, t(qQ) and are given as follows:

— VIV [[(Co+ 6 % (Cun+ Clll ) 2 ye?)

Aﬁ(R) = —Ng-V2(m% —m%.) |:[(09 — Cy) F (Cro — Cp)] Aile) + 2y (Cr — Cé)Tz(QQ)] ;

mp — Mg  q>

AMR) _ Nk

+1(Co = C) F (Cro — Ciy)] - {(m?g —mig. = ¢")(mp + mi-)Ai(@") — _ﬁiﬁgﬂ )

{2mb(07 - C7) [(m?g +3m2%. — AT (¢%) — ABT_?)(QQ)}

2 2

AL/2 ¢ Cs—Cs _Cp—Cp
AL(R) _ i B C o Cl O o C/ S S P A
! NK\/q_2 (Cy o) F (Cho 10)+mb+ms ml_mz:':ml—i-mz o(d)
(B1)
with 1/2
A mB.GEO 1201
Niee = V¥l | 5o 0 N >
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The kinematic factors are Ag = A(mp, mg-, \/q_Z) and A\, = A(mq, ma, \/¢?) where the
corresponding formula are given in Eq. (9).

The angular coefficients I;_¢(¢?) in terms of the transversity amplitudes (B1) are given

as
RGP = [|ALP + 1af + (0 gy |2 AC G Z iPL Ao g age - atage),
I = (1457 + |y T B A — apaf
_ 2(m% —m3)” ;4q2(mf +m3) (‘AtL|2 + |Ai«2’2)’

(@) = 5 IATP + AP + (L R,
5(e) = ——<|A£|2 AT,
I(e?) = %m 2~ AL+ (L > R))
Li(q®) = — \/ﬁq4Re(AﬁA£* + (L = R)],
I5(¢%) = ﬂ‘yz {Re(AgAﬁ* —(L = R)) — LZm%Re(AtLAﬁ* + (L — R))] :

2)\1/2 q
() = 2 Re(APAY — (L= R)]
Ii(a*) = —4232/2 i . TS Re(AF A + (L > R)).
i) = Y2 nagaf - (2> m) + P b g+ (o )|
') = (AT + (L~ B)),
B(e?) = ~2Hm(Ab AL + ATAR), (B3)
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Appendix C: Required parameters of B — T(Kj, f5)¢0

The ¢ parameters of B — T/ are given as follows
3 (1 m?2 m2
a) = (102 o+ (14 25) 1) (b bag P+ 2 )

o (B4 52) (L7 +14%P)

dmim N % X ¥
q; 2Re [A%Ag +AlAl 4 Af A — A@AH
1 1
5 (B2 + 8% = 2828%) (JALI” + [ARI") + 5 ([Asp 52 + [As[*53)
2m_ 2m
+ﬁﬁiRe [As(AL + AL)] — ﬁgﬂﬁf{e [Asp(AL — AL)*] } : (C1)
3 * m m_ *
B(¢?) = 55,@ {Re [Af AQ — (L — R)} + 22 Re [A% AL+ (L — R)}
my %[ A0 0 m_ * 0 0
3
() = 2822 { (IALP + AL —2145) + (L — R)} (C3)

Here my = (my £my), B+ =1/1 — W;#')Q and the expressions of transversity amplitudes
A’s are given in Appendix C 1.

The polarization €*”(n) of tensor meson K3, which has four momentum (%o, 0, 0, lg), can

be written in terms of the spin-1 polarization vectors [55]

euw(E£2) = €,(£1)e, (£1),
1
Eu,,(zl:l) = E [EV(:I:)EV(O) + EV(:E)EH(O)] )

1 2
€w(0) = %[Eu(+)6u(—)+6u(+)6u(—)] + \/;EH(O)EV(O), (C4)

where the spin-1 polarization vectors are defined as

1 | ,
u(0) = (kZ,O,O,k()) - ) = 75 (0,1,%0,0) (C5)

In the study of B — T'(Kj, f3)¢10s decay channel, it has two leptons in the final state

so the n = =£2 helicity states of the K3 is not realized. So a new polarization vector is

introduced [50]
€D’

eru(h) = (C6)

mp
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The explicit expressions of polarization vectors are

a1 = o —l0) () = ﬁw), (1)
en0) = o[ 2el0)6,(0) = ﬁem ()

2 .02 2y _ 4 4 4_ 2,2 2 2 2 2)
where A(mi, My, ¢°) = mp + my; + ¢* — 2(mpmy;, + mpq” + mi,q°) is the usual Kallen
function. On the other hand, the virtual gauge boson can have three types of polarization

states, longitudinal, transverse and time-like, which have following components

1 1 1
e (0) = —=(—|¢:],0,0, —qo), € () =—=(0,1,44,0), €.(t) = ,0,0,q.
v(0) \/?( |42 ), €y(E) \/5( ), ep(t) \/q—Q(QO q:)
(C9)
where ¢* = (o, 0,0, ¢.) is four momentum of gauge boson.
1. Transversity Amplitudes
The vector and axial-vector transversity amplitudes can be expressed as
VA 1 A
Ao, = N [(CV FCa-) [(WQB —mi: — ¢*)(mp + M)A —
\/émBmK; 2ms /¢ ’

VA VAV
A = —V2N—— | (C Cpp)————m—
bR \/_ \/gmBmK; ( Vet A+>mB+ng ’
VA
AHL7R = \/iN—\/gmBmK* [(CV_ :FC'A_)(mB —|—mK5)A1] s
VA
A = N VACy_ — Ca_) Ao,
o \/q_Q\/amBng [ (& 4-) 0}
VA
Ap, = N VMCy_ +Ca)A| |
" \/P\/gmBmK; [ (& a-) 0}

where Cyy = (Cy £ Cf,), and Cay = (C4 £ C’)). The transversity amplitudes for scalar,

pseudoscalar interactions can be written as

VA

Ag = QNW [\/X(C's - C's')Ao] ;
Agp = 2N#Am@ [\/X(CP - OP/)AO] . (C11)
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The normalization constant N is given by
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