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A bstract

W e study e�ectsofcharged Higgsboson exchange in �B ! D ����. The Yukawa

couplings of M odelII of two-Higgs-doublet m odel, which has the sam e Yukawa

couplings as M SSM ,is considered. W e evaluate the decay rate including next-to-

leading Q CD corrections and estim ate uncertainties in the theoreticalcalculation.

O uranalysiswillcontribute to probean extended HiggssectoratB factory exper-
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1 Introduction

The m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM )[1]isone ofthe m ostattractive

m odelsbeyond thestandardm odel(SM ).IntheM SSM ,twoHiggsdoubletsareintroduced

in orderto cancelthe anom aly and to give the ferm ion m asses. The introduction ofthe

second Higgs doublet inevitably m eans that a charged Higgs boson is in the physical

spectra.So,itisquiteim portantto study e�ectsofthecharged Higgsboson.

Here,we study e�ects ofthe charged Higgs boson on the exclusive sem i-tauonic B

decay, �B ! D ����,in the M SSM .In ourpreviousworks[2,3],we calculated the decay

rate of �B ! D ���� including the e�ect ofcharged Higgsboson exchange in the leading

logarithm icapproxim ationandtheheavyquarklim it.Inthiswork,weshow thedecayrate

with QCD correctionsup to the next-to-leading order(NLO).The NLO correctionsare

necessary to estim atetheoreticaluncertaintiescom ing from short-distancecalculationsin

theratioofthedecayrates(seebelow).In addition,thesecorrectionsm aycausedom inant

uncertaintiesfortheq2 distribution [4]and the� polarization [3].

In a two-Higgs-doubletm odel,the couplingsofcharged Higgsbosonsto quarksand

leptonsaregiven by

LH = (2
p
2G F )

1=2
�
X uLVK M M ddR + Y uR M uVK M dL + Z�LM llR

�
H

+

+h.c.; (1)

whereM u,M d andM larediagonalquarkandleptonm assm atrices,andVK M isKobayashi-

M askawa m atrix [5].In theM SSM ,weobtain

X = Z = tan�; Y = cot�; (2)

where tan� = v2=v1 isthe ratio ofthe vacuum expectation valuesofthe Higgsbosons.

SincetheYukawa couplingsoftheM SSM arethesam easthoseoftheso-called M odelII

oftwo-Higgs-doubletm odels[6],the above equationsand the following resultsapply to

thelatteraswell.1

W ith these couplings,itturnsoutthatthe am plitude ofcharged Higgsexchange in

�B ! D ���� has a term proportionalto m btan
2�. Therefore,the e�ect ofthe charged

Higgsboson ism oresigni�cantforlargertan�.

1 It is known that SUSY loop e�ects in Eq.(2) are signi�cant for large tan� [7]. The dom inant

e�ect in the b ! c���� decay [8]com es from the SUSY-Q CD correction to the bottom quark m ass [9].

O nce thiscorrection istaken into account,the Yukawa couplingsofthe M SSM isno longerthe sam e as

M odelIIoftwo-Higgs-doubletm odels.Thise�ectcannotbeignored in orderto study the M SSM Higgs

sector. However,we om ititin thiswork because ouraim isto clarify low-energy Q CD correctionsand

uncertainties,which areuniversaland m odel-independent.TheSUSY loop e�ectson �B ! D ���� willbe

discussed elsewhere[10].
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Form ula ofthe decay rate is described in Sec.2. In Sec.3,we give hadronic form

factors including next-to-leading QCD corrections. In Sec.4,we show our num erical

results.Ourconclusion isgiven in Sec.5.

2 Form ula ofthe decay rate

Using theaboveLagrangian in Eq.(1)and thestandard charged currentLagrangian,we

calculatetheam plitudesofcharged Higgsexchangeand W boson exchangein �B ! D ����.

TheW boson exchangeam plitudeisgiven by [11]

M
��
s (q

2
;x)W =

G F
p
2
Vcb

X

�W

��W L
��
�W
H

s

�W
; (3)

where q2 istheinvariantm asssquared oftheleptonic system ,and x = pB � p�=m
2

B
.The

� helicity and the virtualW helicity are denoted by �� = � and �W = � ;0;s,and

the m etric factor��W is given by �� = �0 = � �s = 1. The hadronic am plitude which

describes �B ! D W � and theleptonicam plitudewhich describesW � ! ��� aregiven by

H
s

�W
(q2) � �

�

�(�W )hD (pD )j�c

�
bj�B (pB )i; (4)

L
��
�W
(q2;x) � ��(�W )h�(p�;��)���(p�)j��


�(1� 
5)��j0i; (5)

where��(�W )isthepolarization vectorofthevirtualW boson.

Thecharged Higgsexchangeam plitudeisgiven by [3]

M
��
s (q

2
;x)H =

G F
p
2
VcbL

��

�

X Z
�
m bm �

M 2
H

H
s

R + Y Z
�
m cm �

M 2
H

H
s

L

�

: (6)

Here,thehadronicand leptonicam plitudesarede�ned by

H
s

R ;L(q
2) � hD (pD )j�c(1� 
5)bj�B (pB )i; (7)

L
��(q2;x) � h�(p�;��)���(p�)j��(1� 
5)��j0i: (8)

Thisleptonicam plitudeisrelated to theW exchangeam plitudeas

L
�� =

p
q2

m �

L
��
s : (9)

Detailsofthe hadronic am plitudesforthe W exchange and the charged Higgsexchange

arediscussed in thenextsection.
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Using theam plitudesofEqs.(3)and (6),thedi�erentialdecay rateisgiven by

d�

dq2
=

G 2
F jVcbj

2�v4
p
Q + Q �

128�3m 3

B

h�
2

3
q
2 +

1

3
m

2

�

�

(H s

0
)2

+m 2

�

�

(m btan
2
�+ m c)

p
q2

M 2

H

H
s

R � H
s

s

�2i

; (10)

whereQ � = (m B � mD )
2 � q2 and �v =

p
1� m2�=q

2.Notethatiftan�& 1,in which we

are interested,thisdecay rate ispractically a function oftan�=M H because the second

term in thecoe�cientofH s
R isnegligibleform btan

2�� m c.

3 H adronic form factors including Q C D corrections

Here,we evaluate the hadronic am plitudesin Eq.(4)and Eq.(7)in orderto obtain the

decay ratenum erically.Theseam plitudesaregiven in term sofhadronicform factors:

hD (pD )j�c

�
bj�B (pB )i =

p
m B m D

�
h+ (w)(v+ v

0)� + h� (w)(v� v
0)�
�
; (11)

hD (pD )j�cbj�B (pB )i =
p
m B m D (1+ w)hs(w); (12)

wherev = pB =m B ,v
0= pD =m D and w � v� v0= (m 2

B + m 2
D � q2)=2m B m D [12].

In the heavy quark lim it and in the leading logarithm ic approxim ation,these form

factorsh� (w)and hs(w)aregiven as

h+ (w)= hs(w)= �(w); h� (w)= 0; (13)

where�(w)istheuniversalform factor[13].

Now,we considerQCD correctionsbeyond LLA and calculate these form factorsup

to thenext-to-leading order.Then,theseform factorsaregiven as

h+ (w) =

n

Ĉ1(w)�

�
w + 1

2

��
Ĉ2(w)+ Ĉ3(w)

�o

�(w); (14)

h� (w) = �

n
w + 1

2

�
Ĉ2(w)� Ĉ3(w)

�o

�(w); (15)

hs(w) = Ĉs(w)�(w): (16)

Explicitform ula ofcoe�cientsforW exchange, Ĉi(i= 1� 3),aregiven by Neubert[14].

Thecoe�cientforcharged Higgsexchange, Ĉs,isgiven as

Ĉs(w)= A(w)�Cs(w); (17)
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where

A(w) =

�
�s(m c)

�s(m b)

� 6

25

[�s(m c)]
aL (w ) ; (18)

�Cs(w) = 1+
�s(m b)� �s(m c)

�
(~Z + 2)+

�s(m c)

�

h

Z(w)+ 2+
3

2

�
f(w)� r(w)

�i

+
2�s(�m )

3�
gs(z;w): (19)

�m is som e average m ass ofm b and m c and other functions and constants in Eq.(18)

and Eq.(19)are given in Ref.[14]and Appendix. W e have used the M S schem e in our

calculations.

Theform of�(w)isstrongly constrained by thedispersion relationsas[15]

�(w)’ 1� 8�2
1
z+ (51:�2

1
� 10:)z2 � (252:�2

1
� 84:)z3 ; (20)

wherez= (
p
w + 1�

p
2)=(

p
w + 1+

p
2).W eobtain theslopeparam eter�2

1
as

�
2

1
= 1:33� 0:22; (21)

from theexperim entaldata ofB ! D �e��e [16].

4 N um ericalresults

W econsidertheratio ofdecay rates,

B =
�(�B ! D ����)

�(�B ! D ����)SM
; (22)

where the denom inatoristhe decay rate of �B ! D ���� in the SM .Uncertaintiesdue to

theform factorsand otherparam eterstend to reduceorvanish by taking theratio.

Fig.1(a)istheplotofourprediction oftheratio in Eq.(22)asa function ofR,which

isde�ned by R � mW tan�=m H .Here,we do notshow theerrorin theslopeparam eter

�2
1
and wetake�2

1
= 1:33.Thedashed linesshow theM SSM and SM predictionswithout

QCD corrections. The lineswith narrow shaded regionsshow the predictionsincluding

QCD correctionswith �
M S

being varied between 0.15 GeV and 0.25 GeV.

In Fig.1(b)weshow theratio ofB in theM SSM with and withoutQCD corrections,

B (with QCD corrections)/B (without QCD corrections),as a function ofR. The solid

lineistheratio with �
M S

= 0:25 GeV and thedashed lineisthatwith �
M S

= 0:15 GeV.

From Fig.1,we expect that theoreticaluncertainties from higher order QCD cor-

rections are at m ost a few percents in the ratio ofdecay rates and,as seen later,the
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Figure1:(a)Theratio B asa function ofR at�2
1
= 1:33 in theM SSM and theSM .The

lineswith shaded region are obtained by using �
M S

= 0:15 � 0:25 GeV and the dashed

linesshow thepredictionswithoutQCD corrections.(b)TheratioofB with and without

QCD corrections,B (with QCD corrections)/B (withoutQCD corrections),asa function

ofR.Thesolid and thedashed linesaretheratioswith �
M S

= 0:25 and 0:15 GeV.

theoreticaluncertainties from QCD corrections are m uch sm aller than those from the

errorof�2
1
.

Fig.2(a)showsourprediction ofthe ratio B with QCD correctionsasa function of

R. Here,we take the error in the slope param eter into account and use �
M S

= 0:25

GeV.Theshaded regionsshow theM SSM and SM predictionswith theerrorin theslope

param eter�21 in Eq.(21).Asm entioned before,from Fig.2(a)and Fig.1,weseethatthe

theoreticaluncertainty from theerrorin theslopeparam eterisdom inantoverthatfrom

QCD corrections.Asseen in Fig.1(a),when R isabout35,theratio B in theM SSM is

thesam eastheonein theSM .

In Fig.2(b),wealso show theratio,

~B =
�(�B ! D ����)

~�(�B ! D ����)SM
; (23)

with QCD corrections,sim ilar as Fig.2(a),but its denom inator is ~�(�B ! D ����)SM ,

which isintegrated overthesam eq2 region asthe� m ode,i.e.,m 2
� � q2 � (mB � mD )

2.

From Fig.2(b),weobservethattheratio ~B haslesstheoreticaluncertainty and weexpect

a bettersensitivity than theratio B in Fig.2(a).

Now,weconsidera decay distribution de�ned by

d(w)= (w 2
� 1)

�(�B ! D ����)=dw

�(�B ! D ����)SM =dw
; (24)
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Figure2:TheratiosB and ~B with QCD correctionsasfunctionsofR in theM SSM and

theSM .Theshaded regionsshow thepredictionswith theerrorin theslopeparam eter�2
1

in Eq.(21).The 
atbandsshow the SM predictions. (a)B :the decay rate norm alized

to �(�B ! D ����)SM . (b) ~B : the sam e as(a)exceptthatthe denom inatorisintegrated

overm 2
� � q2 � (mB � mD )

2.

wherew = (m 2
B + m 2

D � q2)=2m B m D .

In Fig.3,we show d(w)in the SM and the M SSM with di�erent values ofR. The

dashed lines show the M SSM and SM predictions without QCD corrections. The lines

with shaded regionsshow the predictionswith QCD correctionsand the shaded regions

are given by using �
M S

= 0:15 � 0:25 GeV.The theoreticaluncertainty from the error

in the slope param eteriscanceled outin thisquantity. Thus,QCD correctionsbecom e

dom inant uncertainties in the theoreticalcalculation. From Fig.2,the ratio B in the

M SSM becom esthesam eastheonein theSM when R � 35.But,in Fig.3,we�nd that

thebehaviorofd(w)in theM SSM with R = 35 isconsiderably di�erentfrom thatin the

SM .Therefore,wecan distinguish theSM from theM SSM by investigatingw distribution

even ifR � 35.

5 C onclusion

Asseen in ournum ericalresults,thebranching ratio of �B ! D ���� isa sensitiveprobeof

the M SSM -like Higgssector. So,if �B ! D ���� isobserved ata B factory experim ent,a

signi�cantregion oftheparam eterspaceoftheM SSM Higgssectorwillbeproved.This

iscom plem entary attheHiggssearch atLHC [17].

In the branching ratio, the theoretical uncertainty from QCD correction is m uch

sm aller than that from the error in the slope param eter �21. However, in w distribu-
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Figure 3:The w distribution d(w)in the SM and the M SSM with di�erentvaluesofR.

Thelineswith shaded regionsaregiven by using �
M S

= 0:15� 0:25 GeV and thedashed

linesshow theprediction withoutQCD corrections.

tion,thetheoreticaluncertainty from theerrorin theslopeparam eter�2
1
iscanceled out

and,therefore,itisim portantto considerQCD corrections.

In this work, we have not taken 1=m corrections into account. They m ay be as

signi�cantasQCD correctionsin thew distribution.Howeverweexpectthattheire�ects

aresm allerthan theuncertainty from theerrorof�21 in thebranching ratio [10].

Finally,the� polarization in �B ! D ���� isalsoexpected tobeagood probeofcharged

Higgsboson.Thetheoreticaluncertainty from theerrorin theslopeparam eterbecom es

very sm allin the � polarization [3]. QCD and 1=m corrections to thisquantity willbe

addressed elsewhere.
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A ppendix

Functionsin Eq.(18)and Eq.(19)aregiven by

r(w) =
1

p
w 2 � 1

ln(w +
p
w 2 � 1); (A.1)

f(w) = wr(w)� 2�
w

2
p
w 2 � 1

h

L2(1� w
2

�
)� L2(1� w

2

+ )

i

; (A.2)

gs(z;w) =
w

p
w 2 � 1

h

L2(1� zw� )� L2(1� zw+ )

i

�
z

1� 2wz+ z2

h

(w 2
� 1)r(w)+ (w � z)lnz

i

; (A.3)

aL(w) =
8

27

h

wr(w)� 1

i

; (A.4)

Z(w) = �
4

9

h
25

54
+
�2

12
+
5

9
+ f(w)

ih

wr(w)� 1

i

�
8

9
I(w); (A.5)

~Z = �
7

225
�
2
�
9403

7500
; (A.6)

wherez= m c=m b,w� = w �
p
w 2 � 1,

L2(x)= �

Z
x

0

dt
ln(1� t)

t
; (A.7)

isthedilogarithm and,

I(w) =

Z
’

0

d 

h

 coth � 1

i

�

n

 coth
2
’ +

sinh’ cosh’

sinh
2
’ � sinh

2
 
ln
sinh’

sinh 

o

; (A.8)

in term softhehyperbolicangle’ de�ned by w = cosh’.
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