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A bstract

Im pacts on new physics search from B 0-B 0;K 0-K 0 m ixings and

the rare decay K + ! �+ �� are discussed. W e show that,in a

certain classofnew physicsm odels,theextracontributionstothose

processes can be param etrized by itsratio to the standard m odel

(SM )contribution with the com m on CKM factors. W e introduce

two ratios to m easure the new physics contributions, R 1 for xd
and �K param eters, and R 2 for K + ! �+ �� decay. Then, the

experim entally allowed region forthenew physicscontributionscan

begiveninterm sofR 1;R 2 andtheCP violatingphase� oftheCKM

m atrix. W e �nd constraintson R 1 and cos� by taking accountof

currentexperim entaldata and theoreticaluncertainties on B 0-B 0

and K 0-K 0 m ixings. W e also study im pacts offuture im proved

m easurem entson (R 1;R 2;cos�)basis.Astypicalexam plesofnew

physicsm odels,weexam inecontributionsto thoseprocessesin the

m inim alsupersym m etric SM and thetwo Higgsdoubletm odel.

yTalk given at the workshop on \Ferm ion M ass and CP Violation",Hiroshim a,Japan,5-6

M arch 1998.
zResearch Fellow ofthe Japan Society forthe Prom otion ofScience

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9804327v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9804327


1 Introduction

Processesm ediated by avorchanging neutralcurrent(FCNC)havebeen consid-

ered as good probes ofphysics beyond the standard m odel(SM ).By using the

experim entally wellm easured processes,itisexpected to obtain an indirectevi-

denceorconstraintson new physicsm odels.An existenceofnew physicsm ay arise

asviolation ofthe unitarity ofthe Cabbibo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )m atrix.

Such signaturesofnew physicswillbeexplored through thedeterm ination ofthe

unitarity triangleatB-factoriesatKEK and SLAC in thenearfuture.

TypicalFCNC processeswhich havebeen often used to study thenew physics

contributions are B 0-B 0 and K 0-K 0 m ixings. Param eters xd in B 0-B 0 m ixing

and �K in K 0-K 0 m ixing are dom inated by the short distance physics and have

been calculated in the SM and m any new physics m odels. Experim entally,both

param etershavebeen m easured as[1]

xd = 0:73� 0:05; (1.1a)

j�K j= (2:23� 0:013)� 10� 3: (1.1b)

On the otherhand,there are large theoreticaluncertainties on both param eters

which com efrom theevaluation ofthehadronicm atrixelem entsofthoseprocesses.

They areparam etrized in term sofdecay constantsand bag-param etersofB orK

m esons. Thus,the lossofinform ation on the CKM m atrix elem ents orthe new

physics contributions from those processes is not avoidable in the levelofthese

uncertainties.

Theraredecay K + ! �+ �� isoneofthem ostprom ising processesto extract

clean inform ationsabouttheCKM m atrix elem ents[2]because thedecay rateof

this process has sm alltheoreticaluncertainties. The reason can be sum m arized

as:

� The processisdom inated by the short-distance physics. The long-distance

contributions have been estim ated as 10� 3 sm aller than the short-distance

contributions[3].

� The hadronic m atrix elem ent ofthe decay rate can be evaluated by using

thatofK + ! �0e+ �e processwhich isaccurately m easured.

� Theshortdistancecontributionsin theSM havebeen calculated in thenext-

to-leading order(NLO)level(fora review,see [2]).

W ith theseattractivepoints,the�rstobservation ofan eventconsistentwith this

decay processwhich wasreported by E787 collaboration [4]

Br(K +
! �

+
��)= 4:2+ 9:7

� 3:5 � 10� 10; (1.2)

m otivates us to exam ine the im plication ofthe above estim ate ofthe branching

fraction and ofitsim provem entin thenearfuture.

In thisreport,we discussim pactson thesearch fora new physicssignalfrom

the above FCNC processes{ B 0-B 0;K 0-K 0 m ixingsand K + ! �+ �� decay. W e

focuson aclassofnew physicsm odelswhich satisfythefollowingthreeconditions:
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(i) FCNC in thenew physicssectorisdescribed by theV � A typeoperator.

(ii) The avor m ixing in the new physics sector is governed by the SM CKM

m atrix elem ents.

(iii) The netcontributionsare proportionalto the CKM m atrix elem entswhich

areconcerned with thethird generation.

In thefollowing,wewillshow thatnew physicscontributionstothoseprocesses

can be param etrized by two quantities,R 1 forB
0-B 0;K 0-K 0 m ixingsand R 2 for

K + ! �+ �� decay. Both quantities are de�ned asthe ratio ofthe new physics

contribution to thatoftheSM .Constraintson thenew physicscontributionsare

sum m arized in term s ofR 1,R 2 and cos�,where � is the CP violating phase of

the CKM m atrix in the standard param etrization [1]. Taking accountofcurrent

experim entaldata on xd and �K param eters in B 0-B 0 and K 0-K 0 m ixings,and

uncertaintiesin thehadronicparam eters,wewillshow constraintson R 1 and cos�.

In orderto see thathow K + ! �+ �� decay could give im pacts on new physics

search,we will�nd constraints on R 1,R 2 and cos� by assum ing the future im -

provem ent ofthe Br(K + ! �+ ��) m easurem ents. As exam ples ofnew physics

m odelswhich naturally satisfy theabovethreeconditions,wewill�nd theconse-

quencesofthem inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM )[5]and thetwo

Higgsdoubletm odel(THDM )[6].

2 N ew physics contributions to the FC N C pro-

cesses in the B and K m eson system s

Thee�ectiveLagrangian fortheK + ! �+ �� processin theSM isgiven by [7]:

L
K +

eff =
G F
p
2

2�(m Z)

�

1

sin2�W
�‘

�
PL�‘ s�PLd

X

i= 2;3

V
�

i2Vi1 �iD W (i); (2.1)

where iand ‘ are the generation indicesforthe up-type quarks and leptons,re-

spectively. The CKM m atrix elem entisgiven by Vij and the projection operator

PL isde�ned asPL � (1� 
5
)=2.Theloop function forthei-th generation quark

isdenoted by D W (i)and itsexplicitform can befound in [7].TheQCD correction

factorforthetop-quark exchangehasbeen estim ated as�3 = 0:985for170GeV �

m t � 190GeV [8].TheQCD correction factorforthecharm -quark exchangewith

itsloop function isnum erically given as�
2
D W (2)= �4 � (0:40� 0:06)[9]where

� � jV12j. The errorisdue to uncertaintiesin the charm quark m assand higher

orderQCD corrections.Then,sum m ing up thethreegenerationsofneutrino,the

branching ratio isexpressed as[10]

Br(K +
! �

+
��)= 1:57� 10� 4

�
�
�
�V

�

32
V
31
�
3
D W (3)+ V

�

22
V
21
�
2
D W (2)

�
�
�
�

2

: (2.2)
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W ith the above estim atesfortheloop functionsand theQCD correction factors,

thebranching ratio ispredicted to be[11]

Br(K +
! �

+
��)SM = (9:1� 3:8)� 10� 11 (2.3)

in theSM ,wheretheerrorisdom inated by theuncertaintiesoftheCKM m atrix

elem ents.

Thee�ectiveLagrangian oftheB 0-B 0 m ixing in theSM isexpressed by

L
� B = 2
eff =

G 2

F M
2

W

4�2
d

�
PLbd�PLb

X

i;j= 2;3

V
�

i1Vi3V
�

j1Vj3 F
W
V (i;j): (2.4)

Likewise,L� S= 2
eff forthe K 0-K 0 m ixing isobtained by replacing Vi3 with Vi2,and

the b-quark operators with the s-quark ones,respectively. The explicit form of

the loop function F W
V (i;j)isgiven in [7]. The B -m eson m ixing param eterxd is

de�ned by xd � �M B =�B ,where �M B and �B correspond to theB -m eson m ass

di�erence and the average width ofthe m asseigenstates,respectively. The m ass

di�erence isinduced by theabove�B = 2 operator(2.4)and wecan expressthe

m ixing param eterxd in theSM as

xd =
G 2

F

6�2
M

2

W

M B

�B
f
2

B B B jV
�

31
V
33
j
2
�B jF

W
V (3;3)j; (2.5)

where fB ;B B and �B denote thedecay constantofB 0-m eson,the bag param eter

ofB 0-B 0 m ixing and theshort-distanceQCD correction factor,respectively.

TheCP-violatingparam eter�K in theK 0-K 0 system isgiven by theim aginary

partofthe sam e box diagram ofthe B 0-B 0 transition besidestheexternalquark

lines.W ecan expressthe�K param eterin theSM as

�K = � e
i�=4 G 2

F

12
p
2�2

M
2

W

M K

�M K

f
2

K B K Im

�

(V �

31
V
32
)2�K 33

F
W
V (3;3)

+ (V �

21
V
22
)2�K 22

F
W
V (2;2)+ 2(V �

31
V
32
V
�

21
V
22
)�K 32

F
W
V (3;2)

�

; (2.6)

where fK ,B K and �K ij
representthe decay constant,the bag param eterand the

QCD correction factors,respectively.

In theoreticalestim ation ofthesequantities,non-negligibleuncertaintiescom e

from the evaluationsofthe QCD correction factorsand the hadronic m atrix ele-

m ents.In ouranalysis,weadoptthefollowing values:

�B = 0:55� 0:01 [12];

q

B B fB = (220� 40)M eV [13]; (2.7)

forthexd param eter,and

�K 33
= 0:57� 0:01

�K 22
= 1:38� 0:20

�K 32
= 0:47� 0:04

9
>=

>;
[12;14]; B K = 0:75� 0:15 [11]: (2.8)
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forthe�K param eter.

Next,weconsiderthenew physicscontributionsto thesequantities,Br(K + !

�+ ��)(2.2),xd (2.5),and �K (2.6).In a classofnew physicsm odelswhich satisfy

ourthreeconditions,thee�ectiveLagrangianscan beobtained byreplacingD W (i)

with D new(i)in (2.1),and F W
V (i;j)with F new

V (i;j)in (2.5)and (2.6). Then,the

e�ectiveLagrangiansoftheseprocessesin thenew physicssectorshould havethe

following form s;

L
K +

new
=
G F
p
2

2�(m Z)

�

1

sin2�W
�

�
PL� V

�

32
V
31
s�PLd A

new
; (2.9a)

L
� B = 2
new

=
G 2

F M
2

W

4�2
d

�
PLbd�PLb(V

�

31
V
33
)2 B new

; (2.9b)

L
� S= 2
new

=
G 2

F M
2

W

4�2
d

�
PLs d�PLs (V

�

31
V
32
)2 B new

: (2.9c)

Itshould benoticed thatthenew physicscontributionsto the�B = 2 (2.9b)and

the�S = 2 (2.9c)processesareexpressed by thesam equantity B new.

There are two cases in which the e�ective Lagrangians can be given by the

aboveform s.First,ifthecontributionsfrom the�rsttwo generationsdonotdi�er

m uch,i.e.,

D
new(2)� D

new(1); (2.10a)

F
new

V (i;1)� F
new

V (i;2); (2.10b)

the netcontributionsfrom the new physics are written by using the unitarity of

theCKM m atrix as;
X

i

V
�

i2Vi1D
new(i)� V

�

32
V
31
fD

new(3)� D
new(1)g; (2.11a)

X

i;j

V
�

i1VikV
�

j1VjkF
new

V (i;j)� (V�
31
V
3k)

2
fF

new

V (3;3)+ F
new

V (1;1)

� F
new

V (3;1)� F
new

V (1;3)g; (2.11b)

fork = 2;3.W ecan now de�netheparam etersA new and B new as

A
new

� D
new(3)� D

new(1); (2.12a)

B
new

� F
new

V (3;3)+ F
new

V (1;1)� F
new

V (3;1)� F
new

V (1;3): (2.12b)

Second,ifthe contributionsfrom both the �rsttwo generationsare negligible as

com pared with thoseofthe3rd generation,i.e.,

D
new(3)� D

new(1);D new(2); (2.13a)

F
new

V (3;3)� F
new

V (1;j);F new

V (2;j);F new

V (3;1);F new

V (3;2); (2.13b)

theparam etersA new and B new becom e

A
new = D

new(3); (2.14a)

B
new = F

new

V (3;3): (2.14b)
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Now,the e�ects ofthe new physics contributions to these processes can be

evaluated by thefollowing ratios[15]1

R 1 =
F W
V (3;3)+ B new

F W
V (3;3)

; (2.15a)

R 2 =
D W (3)+ A new

D W (3)
: (2.15b)

Oncea m odelofnew physicsisspeci�ed,wecan quantitatively estim ateitse�ect

in term s ofR 1 and R 2. Both param eters converge to unity as the new physics

contributionsarenegligible,

R 1;R 2 � ! 1 for A
new

;B
new

� ! 0: (2.16)

Because constraint on R 2 is obtained from Br(K + ! �+ ��),it can be a neg-

ative quantity ifthe extra contributions destructively interfere with that ofthe

SM .In the following, we consider the cases where the net contributions from

the new physics sector do not exceed those of the SM : A new < jD W (3)jand

B new < jF W
V (3;3)j. Then,we study constraintson R 1 and R 2 from experim ental

data in therangeof0< R 1;R 2 < 2.

3 C onstraints on new physics contributions to

FC N C processes

Sizable new physics e�ects to xd;�K and Br(K + ! �+ ��) can be detected as

deviationsofR 1 and R 2 from unity.In practice,experim entally m easurablequan-

tities are products ofR 1 or R 2 by the CKM m atrix elem ents. In the standard

param etrization oftheCKM m atrix,theuncertainty in theCP-violating phase�

dom inatesthatoftheCKM m atrix elem ents[1].Hence,togetherwith R 1 and R 2,

we allow cos� to be �tted by the m easurem ents ofxd;�K and Br(K + ! �+ ��).

By thisreason,constraintson R 1 and R 2 arecorrelated through cos�.

W e perform the�2-�tfortwo param etersR 1 and cos� by using experim ental

data ofxd and �K .In the�t,wetakeinto accountofthetheoreticaluncertainties

which aregiven in (2.7),(2.8)and

jV12j = 0:2205

jV23j = 0:041� 0:003

jV13=V23j = 0:08� 0:02

9
>=

>;
[1]; m t = 175:6� 5:5 GeV [17]; (3.1)

wheretheerrorofjV12jcan besafely neglected.W e�nd

cos� = 0:36� 0:83

R 1 = 0:93� 0:75

9
=

;
�corr = 0:90: (3.2)

1 Sim ilar param etrization was used in [16]. In the article,the both ratios were de�ned as

com plex param eters.In thatcase,therearetwo additionalparam eters{ two com plex phasesof

these ratios.
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2.0

R
1
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Figure 1: The 1-� (39% CL) allowed region from the experim entalresults of

the B 0-B 0,K 0-K 0 m ixings.The rangebetween thetwo solid linesisthe allowed

region ofcos� in theSM .

Because ofthe strong positive correlation between the errors,only the following

com bination ise�ectively constrained;

R 1 = 0:61+ 0:89cos� � 0:33: (3.3)

W e show the 1-� (39% ) allowed region ofcos� and R1 in Fig.1. In the �gure,

thereissm allregion which correspondsto 1� cos� where theavorm ixing does

notobey the CKM m echanism . The range ofcos� along the R1 = 1 line isthe

allowed region ofcos� in theSM :0:08<
�

cos� <
�

0:78.W ecan read o� from Fig.1

that the current experim entaldata ofxd and �K param eters constrain the new

physicscontributionswithin 0:18<
�

R 1<
�

1:68.

Next we exam ine the constraint on R 2. Although the recent observation of

one candidate eventisunsuitable to include in the actual�t,we can expectthat

the data willbe im proved in the near future. In the following, we adopt the

centralvalue ofthe SM prediction as the m ean value ofBr(K + ! �+ ��) and

study consequences ofim proved m easurem ents. W ith severalm ore events,the

branching fraction can be m easured as Br(K + ! �+ ��) = (0:9� 0:4)� 10� 10.

Then thecom bined resultwith xd and �K param eterscan befound as

cos� = 0:36� 0:83

R 1 = 0:93� 0:75

R 2 = 1:14� 0:53

9
>>>=

>>>;

�corr =

0

B
@

1 0:90 0:68

1 0:62

1

1

C
A : (3.4)
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Figure2:The1-� allowed regionsofR1;R 2 param eters.Threecontoursarecorre-

sponding to cos� = 0:36 (solid line),cos� = � 0:47 (dotted line)and cos� = 1:19

(dashed line),respectively.

In Fig.2, the results are shown on the R 1-R 2 plane for three values ofcos�;

cos� = 0:36 (m ean value),� 0:47 (m eanvalue� 1�)and 1.19 (m eanvalue+ 1�).

Usingthisresult,wecandiscussaboutconstraintsonthenew physicscontributions

to theseprocesseson theR 1-R 2 planefora given valueofcos�.

4 Predictions on R 1;R 2 in the M SSM and the

T H D M

Here,we �nd predictionson R 1;R 2 in the M SSM and the THDM .The previous

studies on those processes in both m odels can be found in [18,19,20,21]for

B 0-B 0;K 0-K 0 m ixings,and [16,22,23]forK + ! �+ �� process.

In the M SSM based on N = 1 supergravity [5],there are severalextra parti-

cles.Then,interactionsam ong them could benew sourcesofFCNC processes.It

isknown thatchargino {t-squark exchange and charged Higgs{t-quark exchange

processes give the leading contributionsto FCNC processes forB and K m eson

system s. Forthe chargino contribution,e�ectsfrom squarksin the �rsttwo gen-

erationsarecanceled each otherbecause degeneracy am ong theirm assesholdsin

good approxim ation. The interactions am ong the charged Higgs boson and the

up-type quarks are the sam e with those ofthe type II-THDM [6]. The charged

Higgsboson interacts with the up-type quarks through the Yukawa interactions

which areproportionaltothecorrespondingquarkm asses.Asaresult,thecharged

8
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Figure 3: The M SSM (left) and THDM (right) contributions to R 1 and R 2

param eters fortan� = 2. The 1-� allowed region ofR1 and R 2 param eters for

cos� = 0:36 isalso shown.

Higgscontributionsto theFCNC processesaredom inated by itsinteraction with

thetop-quark.

Them agnitudesofboth thechargino and thecharged Higgscontributionsare

proportionalto1=tan�,wheretan� istheratioofthevacuum expectation values

oftwo Higgs�elds.Thee�ectiveLagrangiansforboth contributionsaredescribed

by V � A and S + P operators. The latter can be negligible for sm alltan�.

Furtherm ore,contributions from othersources in the M SSM do notgive sizable

e�ects to the FCNC processes for tan� <
�

10 [16,20]. Hence we exam ine both

m odelsin theregion tan� <
�

10.

TheexpressionsforR 1 in theM SSM and theTHDM can befound in [19].The

M SSM contribution to thedecay processK + ! �+ �� isexpressed by using Dnew

asfollows

D
new(i)=

X

m ;n;k;�;�

D C (i;m ;n;‘;k;�;�)+ D H (i;‘); (4.1)

where D C (i;m ;n;‘;k;�;�)and D H (i;‘)represent the chargino and the charged

Higgsboson contributions,respectively.Theirexplicitform saregiven in [15].For

D C ,by using theunitarity ofthe CKM m atrix and the degeneracy ofthe squark

m assesbetween the�rsttwo generations,weobtain

V
�

i2Vi1D C (i;m ;n;‘;k;�;�)= V
�

32
V
31

�

D C (3;m ;n;‘;k;�;�)� DC(1;m ;n;‘;k;�;�)

�

;

(4.2)

and thechargino contribution A new � AC isgiven by

A C �
X

m ;n;k;�;�

�

D C (3;m ;n;‘;k;�;�)� DC (1;m ;n;‘;k;�;�)

�

: (4.3)

9



ForD H ,dueto thesm allnessoftheYukawa couplingsforlightquarks,wecan

writethecharged Higgscontribution as

A H � DH (3;‘): (4.4)

From (4.3)and (4.4),R 2 in theM SSM isde�ned as

R 2 �
D W (3)+ A C + A H

D W (3)
: (4.5)

On the otherhand,the THDM contribution to R 2 isgiven by setting D C = 0 in

(4.5):

R 2 �
D W (3)+ A H

D W (3)
: (4.6)

Letusproceed num ericalstudy. In orderto reduce the num berofinputpa-

ram etersin the M SSM ,we express the softSUSY breaking scalarm asses in the

sferm ion sectorby a com m on m assparam eterm
0
.Also taking thescalartrilinear

coupling A f forsferm ion ~f asA f = m
0
,the M SSM contributions can be evalu-

ated by using fourparam eters,m
0
;tan�,thehiggsino m assterm � and theSU(2)

gaugino m assterm m 2. In ourstudy,these param etersare taken to be real. In

Fig.3,we show the M SSM and THDM contributionsto R 1;R 2 param eterswith

theconstraintson theseparam etersforcos� = 0:36.Thenum ericalstudy wasper-

form ed in therangeof100GeV < m 0 < 1TeV;j�j< 200GeV and m 2 = 200GeV

for tan� = 2. W e �xed the charged Higgs boson m ass at m H = 200 GeV in

the M SSM prediction. This is the reason why the M SSM contributions do not

converge to R 1 = 1 in the �gure. W e take into accountthe recentestim ation of

lower m ass lim its for lighter t-squark and lighter chargino [24]: 80 GeV � m~t1
and 91 GeV � m~!1. The M SSM contribution to R 1 interferes with that ofthe

SM constructively [19,20,25]. On the otherhand,the contribution to R 2 inter-

fereswith thatofthe SM both constructively and destructively. Contrary to the

caseoftheM SSM ,theTHDM contribution constructively interfereswith theSM

contribution forboth R 1 and R 2.TheYukawa interaction between thetop-quark

and thecharged Higgsboson isproportionalto 1=tan2�.Thusconstraintson the

THDM contribution to these quantitiesare weakened togetherwith the increase

oftan�.

5 Sum m ary

W e have studied im pacts on searching forsignatures ofnew physics beyond the

SM from som e FCNC processes { B 0-B 0;K 0-K 0 m ixings and the rare decay

K + ! �+ ��.Fora certain classofm odelsofnew physics,two param etersR1 and

R 2 were introduced to estim ate the new physics contributions to B 0-B 0;K 0-K 0

m ixingsand K + ! �+ �� decay,respectively.Then constraintson thenew physics

contributionsareobtained from experim entaldata by using theseparam etersand

cos�.
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Taking account of both experim ental and theoretical uncertainties for the

B 0-B 0 and K 0-K 0 m ixings,wefound currentconstrainton R 1 as0:18<
�

R 1<
�

1:68.

W ith the assum ption that the future data ofBr(K + ! �+ ��) willbe close to

the SM prediction,constraintson cos�;R1 and R 2 were found. The resultswere

applied to theM SSM and theTHDM contributionsto thoseprocesses.Although

there are param eter space which give roughly 50% enhancem ent ofR 1,contri-

butions to R 2 are less than � 10% . So quite precise experim entalm easurem ent

ofK + ! �+ �� isrequired to study constraintson the param eterspace ofthese

m odels.
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