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A bstract

The SM unitarity triangle (UT) is com pktely determ ined by the param eters  and V1]
which can be extracted from treeJlevel processes and are assum ed to be free of new physics.
By ocom parison with other determ inations of UT param eters one can In pose constraints
on new physics in Joop processes, In particular B m ixing.
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Independently of any new sources of avour violation induced by new physics NP),
there is always a Standard M odel (SM ) unitarity trangle (UT). Ik is com pltely deter-
m ined by two param eters, which one can choose as V,w=Vgjand { the rational being
that these param eters can be determ ined from treedevel processes and hence are ex—
pected to be essentially free of new physics e ects. In this tak we discuss the in pact
of the presently available nfom ation on ¥ 1,=Vg,jand on possbl new physics in B
m ixing, based on Ref. [I]; we Include the m ost recent update on (sih g)es Presented at
ICHEP2006.

Letus rstdiscuss the status of Vpjand V4 J. T he Jatter quantity is presently known
w ith 2% precision from sam ifleptonic B decays; we shalluse the value obtained in Ref. 2]
from the analysis of leptonic and hadronicm om ents in inclusive b! ¢ « transitions [3]:

Voj= @20 0:) 10 ; 1)

this value agrees w ith that from exclusive sem ileptonic decays.
T he situation is less favourable w ith 7 there ism ore than 1  discrepancy between
the values from Inclusive and exclusive b! u‘' . transitions [4]:

Vipiha= @4 03) 10 ; Vpieo= 38 06) 10 : 2)

The error on Vupixa is dom nated by the theoretical uncertainty of lattice and light-
cone sum rule calculations of B ! and B ! transition form factors b, 6], whereas
for Vupiha experin ental and theoretical errors are at par. A recent In provem ent of the
m ethod used to extract ¥V, jhasbeen suggested In Ref. [/]; it relieson xing the shape of
the exclusive form factor from experim entaldata on the -spectrum n B ! e ,which
helps to reduce both the experin ental and theoretical error of Vupixa- T he \low" value
Vb Ixa Is In agream ent w ith the determm ination of ¥, by the UT t collaboration, from
only the angles ofthe UT [8]. In this report we shall present resuls for both values of
V3
AsfortheUT angk ,treedevel resuls can be cbtained from the CP asymm etries n
B ! D YK ") decays. At present, the only results available com e from the D alitzplt
analysis of the CP asymmetry n B ! 2% ) ,withKJ * being a three-
body nalstate common to both D ° and D°. Thismethod to measure from a new-—
physics free treeJdevel process was suggested In Ref. [L0] and has been in plem ented by
both BaBar [11] and Belle [12], but the BaBar result currently su ers from huge errors:
Bapar= 92 41 11 12), e = 635 3 9) .Otherdeterm mations of from
QCDF, gcpr = (62 8) [3],SCET, scrr = (73:9°%) [4],SU @) tsofnon-leptonic

B decays gy = (700%.F) [I5], mdiative penguin decays, 5,v = 610755755)
[16], and gkbalUT ts [8,[17] all com e with theoretical uncertainties and/or possible
contam Ination by unresolved new physics. In this report we shalluse = (65 20),

which is a fair average over all these determ inations.

W ith and ¥p=Vej xed, et us rst have a closer ook at the B {{B§ m ixing pa-
ram eters. In the presence of NP, the m atrix elem ent M fZ can be wrtten, n a m odel-
Independent way, as

d d;SM
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where the real param eter 4 0 m easures the \strength" of the NP contribution w ith
resoect to the SM , whereas 4 isa new CP -violating phase; analogous form ulae apply to
the B¢ system . The B4 m ixing param eters then read

Mg= MM 1+ g ; 3)
a= M4 NP = Moo+ get?): )

E xperim ental constraintson 4 and 4 areprovidedby M 4 and 4,themassdi er
ence and m ixing phase In the B4 system . W hil the interpretation of the very accurately
know n experim entalvalueof M 4 depends crucially on hadronicm atrix elem ents provided
by lattice calculations, 4 can bem easured directly asm ixing-induced CP asymm etry in
b! cocs transitions [4]:

(sh g4)es= 0675 0:026; ©)

which yields the twofold solution
a= @425 20) _ @375 290); (6)

w here the Jatter result is In dram atic con ict with globalCKM ts and would require a
large NP contrbution to BJ{B m ixing. H owever, experin ental nform ation on the sign
of cos 4 rules out a negative value of this quantity at greater than 95% C L. [18], so that
weare eftwih 4= (425 20) .
The SM prediction ofthe m iing phase, §' = 2 , can easily be cbtained in tem s of
the treeJlevel quantities Ry, and , as
Ry sin 1 Rypoos

sh =P =; s =P = (7)
1 2Rpcos + R 1 2Rpoos + R

Here the quantity Ry, is given by

2 1v
R, 1 — = 2 @®)
2 Va
Using Eq. [4), the experim ental value of 4 can inm ediately be converted into a resul for
the NP phase J°, which dependson both  and Ry,. It tums out that the dependence
of §¥ on isvery smalland that R, plys actually the key 0k for its detem nation.

W ih our range ofvalues for and V,jwe nd

SM — R o . SM — . . .

3 Lu= 635 38) ; 4 e = @59 70 ; )
corresponding to

NP — 2) . NP _ } Q) -

d g 110 43) ; 4 exel B4 79 ; (10)
resuls of §F 10 were also recently obtained in Refs. [19, (20, [9]. Note that the

em ergence of a non-zero value of ¥ is caused by the large value of ¥/,,j from inclusive
sem ileptonic decays, but that 5 is com patible w ith zero for 3/,,jfrom exclusive decays.
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Figure 1: Left panel: allowed region (yellow /grey) in the 4{ 4 plane n a scenario wih the
JLQCD lattice results [II) and §° ey - D @shed Iines: centralvaliesof M F*and §F, sold
Ines: 1 .Right panel: ditto for the scenario w ith the HP+ JL)QCD lattice results [12) and

NP
d incl®

W e can now combine the constraints from both M 4 and 4 to constrain the allowed
region In the 4{ 4 plane. These contraints depend on hadronic nput for M 4 in tem sof
the param eter f3 dBAézz for which there exist two independent unquenched lattice results,
one by the JLQ CD oollaboration wih N ¢ = 2 active avours [21], and oneby the HPQCD
collaboration with N¢ = 2+ 1 active avours [22]. W e also give the corresponding resuls
for the B, which we will need below :

N1=2

5 B = (0215 00197 ,;)GeV ;
4 JLocop ’
fu BL = (0245 0021°2%%)Gev ; (11)
° JLQCD ’
f2 Bp. = (0244 0:026)GeV ;
HP+JL)QCD
i = (0281 0021)GeV : 12)

HPQCD

The last but one entry is a combination of both HPQCD and JLQCD resuls, as the
HPQCD ocollaboration is yet to provide resultson Bg , .

The corresponding constraints in the 4— 4 plane are shown in Fig.[ll. W e see that
a non-vanishing value of 57, even asanallas 5° 10 , has a strong in pact on the
allowed space in the 4{ 4 plane. In both scenarios with di erent lattice results and
di erent values for V., the upper bounds of 4 < 2:5 on the NP contributions follow ing
from the experim entalvalue of M 4 are reduced to 4 < 05. In order to detem Ine 4
m ore precisely, i is m andatory to reduce the errors of M éatt, which com e from both
and lattice calculations. The value of can be determ ined { with in pressive accuracy {
at the LHC, whereas progress on the Jattice side ism uch harder to predict.

Let usnow have a closer ook at the B s-m eson system . The big new s In 2006 was the
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Figure 2: The allbwed regions (yellow /grey) in the ¢{ s plane. Left panel: JLQCD lattice
resuls [11). R ight panel: HPQCD lattice resuls [12).

rst m easurem ent, by the CDF colbboration, of M ¢ R3]:
M = @777 0410 0:07)ps1 : 13)

In orderto describe NP e ects In B ¢ m ixing in a m odekindependent way, we param etrize
them analogously to [3) and [4). The relevant CKM factor is 3/, Vg3 Using the uni-
tarity of the CKM m atrix and Including next-toJeading order tem s In the W olfenstein

expansion, we have

Vis 1 5 4

— =1 —-—(@1 2Rpoos ) “+0(7): 14)

Ve 2
C onsequently, apart from the tiny correction in 2, the CKM factor for M . is indepen-—
dent of and Ry, which is an im portant advantage In com parison w ih the B 4-m eson
system . The accuracy of the SM prediction of M g is hence Iim ited by the hadronic
m ixing param eter fBSE?é:Z . h Fig.J, we show the constraints in the . { ; plne.W e see
that upper bounds of § < 25 arse from the measurement of M . Consequently, the
CDF measurement of M  laves ample space for the NP parameters ¢ and 4. This
situation w ill change signi cantly as soon as precise Infomm ation about CP violation in
the B ;- eson system becom es available.

To date, the CP-violating phase associated with B 2{B? m &xing is not very well con-

strained. In the SM , it is doubly Cabibbo-suppressed, and can be w ritten as follow s:

M- 22 - 2%, sn 2 (L5)

S

Because ofthe sn allSM phase in [15), B {B ! m ixing isparticularly well suited to search
for NP e ects, which may well lead to a sizeable value of . The presently available
Inform ation on ¢ stem s from measuram entsof  § and the sam ikptonic CP asymm etry
ai; they have been re-analysed very recently in Ref. 24] w ith the result

sh = 077 004 034 or sh = 067 005 029; 1e)

depending on the value of M Slatt; both resultswould Inply a 2 deviation from the SM
prediction sin M 004, but are heavily theory dependent. Th order to test the SM

)
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Figure 3: Combined constraints for the allowed region (yellow /grey) in the ¢{ g planethrough

M forthe HPQCD results [I12) and CP violation m easurem ents. Left panel: the SM scenario
(8N slexp = 004 0:02. Right panel: a NP scenario with (SN g)exp = 020 0:02. The
solid lines correspond to cos s > 0, the dotted linesto cos 5 < O.

and probe CP-violating NP contrbutions to B2 {B? m ixing in a less theory-dependent
way, the decay Bg ! J= ,which is very accessble at the LHC, plys a key ¥k and
allow s the m easuram ent of

NP
s )i

sh o= sh( 2 ’Rpsh  + a7
in analogy to the detem ination ofsin 4 through B ! J= K.

In oxder to illustrate the possbl Inpact of NP e ects, ket us assum e that the NP
param eters satisfy the sin ple relation

d= si 4= s 18)

ie.that in particular §° = If. To illustrate the inpact of CP violation m easurem ents
on the allowed region in the ¢{ s plane, ket us consider two cases:

) (8N gexp = 004 002, ie.the SM prediction;
) (s g)exp = 020 002, ie.theabove NP scenario 4= 11 .

In Fig.[3, we show the situation in the . {  plane. The constraintson the NP param eters
are rather strong, although ¢ could still assum e sizeable values, w ith the upper bound
s 05. In the SM -lke scenario (i), values of ¢ around 180 would arise, ie.a NP
contribution with a sign opposite to the SM . However, due to the absence of new CP—
viclating e ects, the accuracy of lattice resuls would have to be considerably in proved
In order to allow the extraction ofa value of 4 incom patible with 0. O n the other hand,
ameasurament of (s g)exp = 020 002would givea NP signalatthel0 Ilevel, with

s> 02.
Let us conclude with a few rem arks conceming the progoects for the search for NP
through B 2{B ! m ixing at the LHC . T his task w illbe very challenging ifessentially no CP -
viclatinge ectswillbe ound m B2 ! J=  (and sin flar decays). O n the other hand, as



we dem onstrated above, even a sn allphase L 10 (inspired by the B4 data) would
lead to CP asymm etries at the 20% level, which could be unam biguously detected after
a ocouplk of years of data taking, and would not be a ected by hadronic uncertainties.
C onversly, the m easuram ent of such an asymm etry would allow one to establish a lower
bound on the strength ofthe NP contrioution { even ifhadronicuncertainties stillpreclude
a direct extraction ofthis contrbution from M ¢ { and to dram atically reduce the allowed
region In the NP param eter space. In fact, the situation m ay be even m ore prom ising,
as speci ¢ scenarios of NP still allow large new phases in B 2{B ? m ixing, also after the
measuram ent of M , see, for lnstance, Refs. 25,126].

In essence, the lesson to be leamt from the CDF measurement of M ¢ is that NP
m ay actually be hiding in B 2{B 2 m ixing, but is still obscured by param eter uncertainties,
som e of which w illbe reduced by in proved statistics at the LH C, whereas others require
dedicated work of, in particular, lattice theorists. T he an oking gun for the presence of
NP in B2{B? m ixing will be the detection of a nonvanishing value of ¥ through CP
viclation n B? ! J= . Letus nally emphasize that the current B factory data m ay
show { In addition to §F 10 { other rst indicationsofnew sources of CP violation
through m easurem ents ofBg !' KgandB ! K decays, which m ay pont towards a
m odi ed electroweak penguin sector. A 1l these exam ples are yet ancther dem onstration
that avourphysics isnot an optionalextra, but an indispensable ingredient in the pursuit
0ofNP, also and in particular in the era ofthe LHC .
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