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A bstract

The SM unitarity triangle(UT)iscom pletely determ ined by theparam eters
 and jVubj

which can beextracted from tree-levelprocessesandareassum ed tobefreeofnew physics.

By com parison with otherdeterm inationsofUT param etersone can im pose constraints

on new physicsin loop processes,in particularB m ixing.
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Independently ofany new sourcesof
avourviolation induced by new physics(NP),

there is always a Standard M odel(SM )unitarity triangle (UT).Itis com pletely deter-

m ined by two param eters,which onecan chooseasjVub=Vcbjand 
 { therationalebeing

that these param eters can be determ ined from tree-levelprocesses and hence are ex-

pected to be essentially free ofnew-physics e�ects. In this talk we discuss the im pact

ofthe presently available inform ation on jVub=Vcbjand 
 on possible new physics in B

m ixing,based on Ref.[1];we include the m ostrecentupdate on (sin�d)c�cs presented at

ICHEP2006.

Letus�rstdiscussthestatusofjVubjand jVcbj.Thelatterquantity ispresently known

with 2% precision from sem ileptonicB decays;weshallusethevalueobtained in Ref.[2]

from theanalysisofleptonicand hadronicm om entsin inclusive b! c‘��‘ transitions[3]:

jVcbj= (42:0� 0:7)� 10�3 ; (1)

thisvalueagreeswith thatfrom exclusive sem ileptonic decays.

Thesituation islessfavourablewith jVubj:thereism orethan 1� discrepancy between

thevaluesfrom inclusive and exclusive b! u‘��‘ transitions[4]:

jVubjincl= (4:4� 0:3)� 10�3 ; jVubjexcl= (3:8� 0:6)� 10�3 : (2)

The error on jVubjexcl is dom inated by the theoreticaluncertainty oflattice and light-

cone sum rule calculationsofB ! � and B ! � transition form factors[5,6],whereas

forjVubjincl experim entaland theoreticalerrorsare atpar. A recentim provem entofthe

m ethod used toextractjVubjhasbeen suggested in Ref.[7];itrelieson �xing theshapeof

theexclusive form factorfrom experim entaldata on theq2-spectrum in B ! �e�,which

helpsto reduce both theexperim entaland theoreticalerrorofjVubjexcl.The \low" value

jVubjexclisin agreem entwith thedeterm ination ofjVubj,by theUT�tcollaboration,from

only the anglesofthe UT [8]. In thisreportwe shallpresentresults forboth valuesof

jVubj.

AsfortheUT angle
,tree-levelresultscan beobtained from theCP asym m etriesin

B ! D (�)K (�) decays. Atpresent,the only results available com e from the Dalitz-plot

analysis ofthe CP asym m etry in B � ! (K 0
S�

+ �� )K � ,with K 0
S�

+ �� being a three-

body �nalstate com m on to both D 0 and �D 0. This m ethod to m easure 
 from a new-

physics free tree-levelprocess was suggested in Ref.[10]and has been im plem ented by

both BaBar[11]and Belle [12],butthe BaBarresultcurrently su�ersfrom huge errors:


BaBar = (92� 41� 11� 12)�,
Belle = (53+ 15
�18 � 3� 9)�.Otherdeterm inationsof
 from

QCDF,
Q CD F = (62� 8)� [13],SCET,
SCET = (73:9+ 7:4
�10:7 )

� [14],SU(3)�tsofnon-leptonic

B decays 
SU (3) = (70:0+ 3:8
�4:3 )

� [15],radiative penguin decays,
B ! V 
 = (61:0+ 13:5
�16:0

+ 8:9
�9:3 )

�

[16],and globalUT �ts [8,17]allcom e with theoreticaluncertainties and/or possible

contam ination by unresolved new physics. In this report we shalluse 
 = (65� 20)�,

which isa fairaverageoverallthesedeterm inations.

W ith 
 and jVub=Vcbj�xed,let us �rst have a closer look at the B 0
d
{�B 0

d
m ixing pa-

ram eters. In the presence ofNP,the m atrix elem ent M d
12 can be written,in a m odel-

independentway,as

M
d

12 = M
d;SM

12

�

1+ �de
i�d
�

;
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where the realparam eter�d � 0 m easures the \strength" ofthe NP contribution with

respectto theSM ,whereas�d isa new CP-violating phase;analogousform ulaeapply to

theB s system .TheB d m ixing param etersthen read

�M d = �M SM
d

�

1+ �de
i�d
�

; (3)

�d = �
SM
d + �

N P
d = �

SM
d + arg(1+ �de

i�d): (4)

Experim entalconstraintson �d and �d areprovided by �M d and �d,them assdi�er-

enceand m ixing phasein theB d system .W hiletheinterpretation ofthevery accurately

knownexperim entalvalueof�M d dependscruciallyonhadronicm atrixelem entsprovided

by latticecalculations,�d can bem easured directly asm ixing-induced CP asym m etry in

b! c�cs transitions[4]:

(sin�d)c�s = 0:675� 0:026; (5)

which yieldsthetwofold solution

�d = (42:5� 2:0)� _ (137:5� 2:0)�; (6)

where the latterresultisin dram atic con
ictwith globalCKM �tsand would require a

largeNP contribution to B 0
d
{�B 0

d
m ixing.However,experim entalinform ation on thesign

ofcos�d rulesouta negativevalueofthisquantity atgreaterthan 95% C.L.[18],so that

weareleftwith �d = (42:5� 2:0)�.

TheSM prediction ofthem ixing phase,�SM
d

= 2�,can easily beobtained in term sof

thetree-levelquantitiesR b and 
,as

sin� =
R bsin


p

1� 2R bcos
 + R2
b

; cos� =
1� R bcos


p

1� 2R bcos
 + R2
b

: (7)

Herethequantity R b isgiven by

R b �

�

1�
�2

2

�
1

�

�
�
�
�

Vub

Vcb

�
�
�
�
: (8)

UsingEq.(4),theexperim entalvalueof�d can im m ediately beconverted intoaresultfor

the NP phase �N P
d
,which dependson both 
 and Rb. Itturnsoutthatthe dependence

of�N P
d

on 
 isvery sm alland thatRb playsactually the key r̂ole foritsdeterm ination.

W ith ourrangeofvaluesfor
 and jVubjwe�nd

�
SM
d

�
�
incl

= (53:5� 3:8)�; �
SM
d

�
�
excl

= (45:9� 7:6)�; (9)

corresponding to

�
N P
d

�
�
incl

= �(11:0� 4:3)�; �
N P
d

�
�
excl

= �(3:4� 7:9)�; (10)

results of�N P
d

� �10� were also recently obtained in Refs.[19,20,9]. Note that the

em ergence ofa non-zero value of�N P
d

iscaused by the largevalue ofjVubjfrom inclusive

sem ileptonicdecays,butthat�N P
d

iscom patiblewith zero forjVubjfrom exclusivedecays.
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Figure 1: Left panel: allowed region (yellow/grey) in the �d{�d plane in a scenario with the

JLQ CD lattice results(11)and �
N P
d

�
�
excl

.Dashed lines:centralvaluesof� M latt
d

and �N P
d
,solid

lines:� 1�.Rightpanel:ditto forthe scenario with the (HP+ JL)Q CD lattice results(12)and

�
N P
d

�
�
incl

.

W ecan now com binetheconstraintsfrom both �M d and �d to constrain theallowed

region in the�d{�d plane.Thesecontraintsdepend on hadronicinputfor�M d in term sof

theparam eterfB d
B̂
1=2

B d

forwhich thereexisttwo independentunquenched latticeresults,

onebytheJLQCD collaboration with N f = 2active
avours[21],and onebytheHPQCD

collaboration with N f = 2+ 1 active
avours[22].W ealso givethecorresponding results

fortheB s which wewillneed below:

fB d
B̂
1=2

B d

�
�
�
JLQ CD

= (0:215� 0:019+ 0
�0:023 )GeV ;

fB s
B̂
1=2

B s

�
�
�
JLQ CD

= (0:245� 0:021+ 0:003
�0:002 )GeV ; (11)

fB d
B̂
1=2

B d

�
�
�
(H P+ JL)Q CD

= (0:244� 0:026)GeV ;

fB s
B̂
1=2

B s

�
�
�
H PQ CD

= (0:281� 0:021)GeV : (12)

The last but one entry is a com bination ofboth HPQCD and JLQCD results,as the

HPQCD collaboration isyetto provideresultson B B d
.

The corresponding constraints in the �d-�d plane are shown in Fig.1. W e see that

a non-vanishing value of�N P
d
,even assm allas�N P

d
� �10�,hasa strong im pacton the

allowed space in the �d{�d plane. In both scenarios with di�erent lattice results and

di�erentvaluesforjVubj,theupperboundsof�d �< 2:5 on theNP contributionsfollowing

from the experim entalvalue of�M d are reduced to �d �< 0:5. In orderto determ ine �d

m ore precisely,itism andatory to reduce the errorsof�M latt
d

,which com e from both 


and latticecalculations.The valueof
 can bedeterm ined { with im pressive accuracy {

attheLHC,whereasprogresson thelatticesideism uch harderto predict.

Letusnow havea closerlook attheB s-m eson system .Thebig newsin 2006 wasthe
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Figure 2: The allowed regions (yellow/grey) in the �s{�s plane. Left panel: JLQ CD lattice

results(11).Rightpanel:HPQ CD lattice results(12).

�rstm easurem ent,by theCDF collaboration,of�M s [23]:

�M s = (17:77� 0:10� 0:07)ps�1 : (13)

In orderto describeNP e�ectsin B s m ixing in a m odel-independentway,weparam etrize

them analogously to (3) and (4). The relevant CKM factor is jV �

tsVtbj. Using the uni-

tarity ofthe CKM m atrix and including next-to-leading orderterm sin the W olfenstein

expansion,wehave �
�
�
�

Vts

Vcb

�
�
�
�
= 1�

1

2
(1� 2R bcos
)�

2 + O (�4): (14)

Consequently,apartfrom thetiny correction in �2,theCKM factorfor�M s isindepen-

dent of
 and Rb,which is an im portant advantage in com parison with the B d-m eson

system . The accuracy ofthe SM prediction of�M s is hence lim ited by the hadronic

m ixing param eterfB s
B̂
1=2

B s
.In Fig.2,weshow theconstraintsin the�s{�s plane.W esee

thatupperboundsof�s �< 2:5 arise from the m easurem entof�M s. Consequently,the

CDF m easurem ent of�M s leaves am ple space forthe NP param eters�s and �s. This

situation willchange signi�cantly assoon asprecise inform ation aboutCP violation in

theB s-m eson system becom esavailable.

To date,the CP-violating phase associated with B 0
s{
�B 0
s m ixing isnotvery wellcon-

strained.In theSM ,itisdoubly Cabibbo-suppressed,and can bewritten asfollows:

�
SM
s = �2�2� = �2�2R bsin
 � �2�: (15)

Becauseofthesm allSM phasein (15),B 0
s{
�B 0
s m ixing isparticularly wellsuited tosearch

for NP e�ects,which m ay welllead to a sizeable value of�s. The presently available

inform ation on �s stem sfrom m easurem entsof�� s and thesem ileptonicCP asym m etry

as
fs
;they havebeen re-analysed very recently in Ref.[24]with theresult

sin�s = �0:77� 0:04� 0:34 or sin�s = �0:67� 0:05� 0:29; (16)

depending on thevalueof�M latt
s ;both resultswould im ply a 2� deviation from theSM

prediction sin�SMs � �0:04,butare heavily theory dependent. In orderto testthe SM
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Figure3:Com bined constraintsfortheallowed region (yellow/grey)in the�s{�s planethrough

� M s fortheHPQ CD results(12)and CP violation m easurem ents.Leftpanel:theSM scenario

(sin�s)exp = � 0:04� 0:02. Right panel: a NP scenario with (sin�s)exp = � 0:20� 0:02. The

solid linescorrespond to cos�s > 0,the dotted linesto cos�s < 0.

and probe CP-violating NP contributions to B 0
s{
�B 0
s m ixing in a less theory-dependent

way,the decay B 0
s ! J= �,which is very accessible atthe LHC,plays a key r̂ole and

allowsthem easurem entof

sin�s = sin(�2�2R bsin
 + �
N P
s ); (17)

in analogy to thedeterm ination ofsin�d through B
0
d
! J= K S.

In order to illustrate the possible im pact ofNP e�ects,let us assum e that the NP

param eterssatisfy thesim plerelation

�d = �s; �d = �s; (18)

i.e.thatin particular�N P
d

= �N Ps .To illustratetheim pactofCP violation m easurem ents

on theallowed region in the�s{�s plane,letusconsidertwo cases:

i) (sin�s)exp = �0:04� 0:02,i.e.theSM prediction;

ii) (sin�s)exp = �0:20� 0:02,i.e.theaboveNP scenario �d = �s � �11�.

In Fig.3,weshow thesituation in the�s{�s plane.Theconstraintson theNP param eters

are ratherstrong,although �s could stillassum e sizeable values,with the upperbound

�s � 0:5. In the SM -like scenario (i),values of�s around 180� would arise,i.e.a NP

contribution with a sign opposite to the SM .However,due to the absence ofnew CP-

violating e�ects,the accuracy oflattice resultswould have to be considerably im proved

in orderto allow theextraction ofa valueof�s incom patiblewith 0.On theotherhand,

am easurem entof(sin�s)exp = �0:20� 0:02would giveaNP signalatthe10� level,with

�s �> 0:2.

Let usconclude with a few rem arks concerning the prospects forthe search forNP

through B 0
s{
�B 0
s m ixingattheLHC.Thistaskwillbeverychallengingifessentially noCP-

violating e�ectswillbefound in B 0
s ! J= � (and sim ilardecays).On theotherhand,as

5



wedem onstrated above,even a sm allphase�N Ps � �10� (inspired by theB d data)would

lead to CP asym m etriesatthe�20% level,which could beunam biguously detected after

a couple ofyears ofdata taking,and would not be a�ected by hadronic uncertainties.

Conversely,them easurem entofsuch an asym m etry would allow oneto establish a lower

boundonthestrength oftheNP contribution{even ifhadronicuncertaintiesstillpreclude

adirectextraction ofthiscontribution from �M s {and todram aticallyreducetheallowed

region in the NP param eterspace. In fact,the situation m ay be even m ore prom ising,

asspeci�c scenarios ofNP stillallow large new phases in B 0
s{
�B 0
s m ixing,also afterthe

m easurem entof�M s,see,forinstance,Refs.[25,26].

In essence,the lesson to be learnt from the CDF m easurem ent of�M s is that NP

m ay actually behiding in B 0
s{
�B 0
s m ixing,butisstillobscured by param eteruncertainties,

som eofwhich willbereduced by im proved statisticsattheLHC,whereasothersrequire

dedicated work of,in particular,lattice theorists. The sm oking gun forthe presence of

NP in B 0
s{
�B 0
s m ixing willbe the detection ofa non-vanishing value of�N Ps through CP

violation in B 0
s ! J= �. Letus�nally em phasize thatthe currentB -factory data m ay

show { in addition to �N P
d

� �10� { other�rstindicationsofnew sourcesofCP violation

through m easurem ents ofB 0
d ! �K S and B ! �K decays,which m ay pointtowardsa

m odi�ed electroweak penguin sector. Allthese exam plesare yetanotherdem onstration

that
avourphysicsisnotan optionalextra,butan indispensableingredientin thepursuit

ofNP,also and in particularin theera oftheLHC.
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