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What is flavour?

e In SM: fermionic fields (spin 1/2)

e matter flavours: several copies of the same gauge
representation



What is flavour?

In SM: fermionic fields (spin 1/2)

matter flavours: several copies of the same gauge
representation

unbroken SM gauge group SU(3). x U(1)rm

— up-type quarks: (3)/3: u, ¢, t,
— down-type quarks: (3)_;/3: d, s, b,
— chrged leptons: (1)_1: e, u, 7,

— neutrinos: (1)g : v1, Vo, U3,
>
differ only in mass
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What is flavour?

e Ordinary matter essentially first generation:
e 1w and d quarks bound within protons & neutrons,
e electrons form atoms;

e ‘“electron neutrinos", (admixture of vi23) are

produced in reactions inside stars.

e 2nd and 3rd generation families decay via weak
interactions into first generation particles.

Why there are thee almost identical replicas of quarks and
leptons and which is the origin of their different masses!?
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What is flavour?

Flavour physics
e Within SM: weak and Yukawa interactions.
Flavour parameters

e Within SM: 9 masses of charged fermions
& 4 mixing parameters (3 angles + 1 phase)

Flavour universal (flavour blind)

e  Within SM: QCD & QED

Flavour diagonal

e Within SM: Yukawa interaction
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What is flavour?

e Flavour changing processes
e Flavour changing charged currents:
po —e vy KT = uTy (Su— putv;)
e Within SM: single W exchange at tree-level (A o< G)
e Flavour changing neutral currents:
po = ey Kp—ptp (sd— ptp)

e Within SM: higher orders in weak expansion
(loops) - often highly suppressed
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Why is flavour
interesting?

F(KL — ,u+,u_)
DK™ — p= )

= prediction of charm quark
Amg = myg, — MK, = prediction of charm mass
Ky — 771~ (ek) = prediction of 3rd generation

C'P Violation

e Within SM: single CP violating parameter



Why is flavour
interesting!?

Electroweak (EW) hierarchy problem
e requires NP < 1 TeV

e if generic flavour structure = FCNCs

e flavour probes NP scales <10° TeV

NP flavour puzzle



Why is flavour
interesting!?

e Electroweak (

W) hierarchy problem

e requires NP < 1 TeV

e if generic flavour structure = FCNCs

e flavour probes NP scales <10° TeV

NP flavour puzzle

e SM flavour parameters

e hierarchical: m, << m. << my

e most are small: mgm: << mwz

SM flavour puzzle



Flavour in SM



Flavour in SM
L =7

i) Symmetries & their spontaneous breaking

ii) Representations of fermions & scalars




Flavour in SM
L =7

i) Symmetries & their spontaneous breaking

ii) Representations of fermions & scalars

i) gM. =8U(3). x SU(2)r x U(1)y
GM . — SU(3). x U(1)gm

) QL ( 72)1/67 UR (3 1)2/37

3
D (37 )—1/37 LL (1 2) 1/2
U
1

1
b~ (1,2)1/2, (¢°) = ﬂ~174(}ev,




Flavour in SM

'C ‘Ckmetlc £ EWSB T 'CYukawa

]

e simple and symmetric (g, g’, gs)

e EWSB, 2 params ‘

e SM flavour dynamics, flavour parameters



Interaction basis

Limetic = (Dud) (Do) + > Y @hidpsy)

1,]= 123%0 Ly, ER
1

1

= a a,uu__ a a,pv - 1%

T > GG Y W w BB
a=1,...,8 a=1,2,3

* Dy =0y +igsGL LY +igW,T° +ig'B,Y

Lovwvss = H20To — N9 ¢)?



Interaction basis

e Exercise: compute embedding of U(1)° into U(3)°




Interaction basis

LM =Y QL D, + Y IQL QUL + YILIGEL, + hec.
gg — iO‘QQb,

e in general flavour dependent (unless Yr « [;;) & CPV



Interaction basis

~L%hava = Yy’ QLODR + YT QL0UR + YIL' 9B, + hic.,
¢ = io20,
e in general flavour dependent (unless Yr « [;;) & CPV
— U(1)g is broken by Y, # 0,



Interaction basis

~ Lk = Yy’ QuoDy + Y, QLoUf + YIL'9ER + huc.,
gg — iO‘QQb,
e in general flavour dependent (unless Yr « [;;) & CPV

— U(1)g is broken by Y, # 0,
— U(1l)pgisbrokenby Y, - Y; #0and Y, - Y. # 0,



Interaction basis

~L%kawa = Yy QLoDY, + Y/ QLoUp, + YIL'GER + hc.,
¢ = io20,

e in general flavour dependent (unless Yr « [;;) & CPV

U(1)g is broken by Y, #£ 0,

U(l)pqisbrokenby Y, -Y;#0and Y, - Y, # 0,

SUB)g x SUB)y - U(1)y xU(1), x U(1);is due to Y, ok I,

SUB)g x SUB)p = U(1)g xU(1)s x U(1)p is due to Yk I,

(Yv & Yp together break remaining U(1) factors to U(1)3p)



Interaction basis

~L%kawa = Yy QLoDY, + Y/ QLoUp, + YIL'GER + hc.,
¢ = io20,

e in general flavour dependent (unless Yr « [;;) & CPV

— U(1)g is broken by Y, # 0,

— U(1l)pgisbrokenby Y, - Y; #0and Y, - Y. # 0,

- SUB)g xSUB)y - U(1)y xU(1)e x U(1)¢is due to Y,k I,

- SUB)g xSUB)p - U(1)g xU(1)s x U(1)y is due to Yyok I,
(Yv & Yp together break remaining U(1) factors to U(1)3p)

— finally, SU(3), x SU(3)g = U(1)e xU(1), xU(1), due to Yook 1

Gt (Vs # 0) = U(1)p x U(1)e x U(1), x U(1),

global
20



Interaction basis

o Flavour physics: interactions which break SU (3)2 xSU(3)7
are flavour violating

e Spurion analysis:

Yu~ (3,3, Dsu@y, Ya~ (3,1,3)su@ez, Ye~ (3,3)su(s):-

e parameter counting
e identification of suppression factors

e idea of Minimal Flavour Violation
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Counting SM quark
flavour parameters

e global symmetry group Gy with Niota generators

® Gf — Hf With Ntotal — Nbroken gel’leratOI'S

¢ Nphysical — Ngeneral — Nbroken
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Counting SM quark
flavour parameters

global symmetry group Gy with Niota generators
Gy — Hr with Niotal — Nbroken generators

Nphysical = Ngeneral — Nbroken

Within SM: U(3)ox U3)ux U(3)p — U(1)n

Niotal = SX(3+6Z), Noroken = Niotal —1¢ = 97L177x,
Ngeneral — 2><(9+97J) (YU, YD)
Nphysical — Ngeneral — Nbroken =9 12

23



Discrete SM
symmetries

e Any local Lorentz invariant QFT conserves CPT
= CP violation = T violation

e In SM: C & P violation maximally
e (C & P change chirality

e Left- & right-handed fields in different gauge reps.

independent of SM parameters

24



Discrete SM
symmetries

e Any local Lorentz invariant QFT conserves CPT
= CP violation = T violation

e In SM: CP violation depends on parameters

79 ' x 7.7 ;g CP 7] ) x 71 '
Y0 ¢, + Yibho it = Yijhd' vt + Yih gab, .

o CP symmetric if Y;; = Y.

e Jarlskog invariant

J = Im[det(YzY], Y, V)] = 0.

25



Discrete SM
symmetries

e Any local Lorentz invariant QFT conserves CPT
= CP violation = T violation

e Experimental discovery of CPV in kaon decays

Cronin 98¢ Fitch



Mass basis

V2

e 1mass basis corresponds to diagonal M,

e Re(¢’) = (v+h)/V2, = M,=—=Y,.

e Qr —VoQr, Ur = VuyUr, Dr — VpDg

o Y, = VoYV, Yy— VoYV

U

° ‘/u]\fu‘/Jr — Mgiag — )\u, >\u = dia uy Ye 9

1a (% .
VéZMdVT — Mg 5 = ﬁAda )\d — dlag(ydaysayb) .
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Mass basis

e Vy Vp unphysical

« since [M,, My| # 0, VéLVgT = Vekm # 1
Cabibbo, Kobayashi & Maskawa
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Mass basis

e Vy Vp unphysical

« since [M,, My| # 0, VéLVgT = Vekm # 1
Cabibbo, Kobayashi & Maskawa
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Mass basis

e Vy Vpunphysical

o since [M,, My # O, Véj’VdJr = Vekm # 1
Cabibbo, Kobayashl & Maskawa

e SM flavour Lagrangian
_I_
Lo = (G2 6i) ¢ - f a, W Vgoudy

h 7, h
+ @b Ny, (”\/5 ) + di N9 (Uﬁ > +he.,

NC = neutral currents (g,yv,2) (ut,dt) = QF
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Mass basis

Exercise: Show that NC’s are diagonal

Exercise:Show that in absence of neutrino masses

there is no mixing in the leptonic sector
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Testing the CKM

e Flavour conversion in SM:
e tully parametrized by 3 CKM angles
e mediated by charged current weak interactions

e these involve left-handed fields only
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CKM Parametrization

Via Vis Vi

Vud Vs Vub
v=| v, V. V, (mass-ordered)
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CKM Parametrization

PDG parametrization

Viua Vus Vb C12C13 $12C13 s13e” "
| ’
V=l Vi Ves Ve = —S19Co3 — C12523513€0  C12C23 — $12523513€" $23C13
. 5
Via Vis Vi S19593 — C12C23513€"0  —893C12 — S12C23513€°  Ca3Ci3
‘Vud| ™~ |VCS| ™~ |V;56| ~ 1
Vius| ~ [Veq| ~ 0.22
Vep| ~ | Vis| ~ 0.04
V| ~ |Via| ~ 0.005

hierarchical
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CKM Parametrization

Wolfenstein parametrization

A= Si9, AN = S93 , A)\S(Q — in) = 5136_i(S :
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CKM Parametrization

Wolfenstein parametrization

1 — 22— 1) A+ O(XT) AN (o — i)
V= —A+35A2N[1—=2(p+in)] 1—352%— A (1+44%) AN+ O\
AN —g—d7)  —AN + 1AM - 2(0+in)] 1 - 142N\
\° \?

0=0o(1=3)+0WNY),  q=n{l-7)+0N).
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Unitarity of CKM

> ViVik =105, > ViiVig = by
k k

e most interesting for =1, =3

VudVep + VeaVay + VidViy = 0,
e all three terms on LHS of same order in A

Vud ij b
VedVy

ViaVy,
VedVy

-1 =0,

p+in]+[(1-p)—in+1=0,
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Unitarity of CKM

A = 0.2253(9)

[Vius|(A) from K — wlv A — 0.822(12)

Vep| (A) from B — X lv

38



Unitarity of CKM

Vus|(A) from K — wly
V| (A) from B — X lv

Vu|? o< p* +1° from B — X lv
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A = 0.2253(9)
A = 0.822(12)
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Unitarity of CKM

A = 0.2253(9)
A = 0.822(12)

Vus|(A) from K — wly
V| (A) from B — X lv
Vu|? o< p* +1° from B — X lv
21(1 — p)
(1 =p)? + 77 =

Sq,st — sin 25 =

|
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Unitarity of CKM

A = 0.2253(9)
A = 0.822(12)

Vus|(A) from K — wly
V| (A) from B — X lv

Vu|? o< p* +1° from B — X lv

. 277(1 — p)
S = sin 28 =
Vhs b (1—p)%+n? IS
- 0+ 17
e = _[; 172 (B—D K rates)
p= T+

|

4]



Unitarity of CKM

A = 0.2253(9)
A = 0.822(12)

Vus|(A) from K — wly

V| (A) from B — X lv

Vu|? o< p* +1° from B — X lv
21(1 — p)
1—p)?+ 1 =

S¢KS — Sinzﬁ = (

ei’y: /5+Z77
P2+ i

a=m—0F—"7

(B—D K rates)

(B—qm, o, 00 rates)

|
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Unitarity of CKM

A = 0.2253(9)
A =0.822(12)

Vus|(A) from K — wlv
V| (A) from B — X lv

Vu|? o< p* +1° from B — X lv

- 277(1 — p)

Syke =8in2p = (T |<:

| oy
el = _[; 2172 (B—D K rates)

p= T+
a=1—f—~ (B—qm, o, 00 rates)
Amg Via | 2 N2 | 9
= \°[(1 —

Am. SV (1 =p)" +17]

43
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Unitarity of CKM

A = 0.2253(9)
A =0.822(12)

Vus|(A) from K — wlv
V| (A) from B — X v

Vu|? o< p* +1° from B — X lv

| 21(1 - p)
PoKs ST e

L ptin
e’ = _[; 172 (B—D K rates)

p= M
a=1—f—~ (B—mm, o, 00 rates)
Amyg Via | 2 N2 | 2
— A2[(1 —

|y = -

ek (CPV in K—an)
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Legacy of B-factories

'BABAR

T he BABAR De‘l'wa‘ BABAR. NM A479, 1 (2002)

EMC
6580 CsI(Tl) crystals

| 1.5T solenoid

e (3.1GeV)
DIRC (PID)
144 quartz bars —
11000 PMTs
_ Drift Chamber
e (9 GeV) ™ 40 stereo layers

—_—

Silicon Vertex Tracker

5 layers, double-sided strips
Instrumented Flux Retumn

iron /RPCs (muon/ neutral hadrons)
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Belle Detector

SC solenoid

1.51 ‘*-\\

CsI(TI) —

16X,

TOF conter——

—
8 GeV ¢

g
_;" \*!g

—

N &
WA
Si vix. det./

3 lyr. DSSD

~

i.\

Aerogel Cherenkov ent.

B\

' 1=1.015~1.030

' ",‘»%Un‘ €

C:eht(al Drift Chamber

= -"‘yﬁ;an cell +He/C,H,

N

/K, detection

~ 14/15 lyr. RPC+Fe



Legacy of B-factories
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Unitarity of CKM

e Very likely, CPV in flavour changing processes is
dominated by CKM phase & Kobayashi-Maskawa,
mechanism of CPV is at work
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Unitarity of CKM

Very likely, CPV in flavour changing processes is
dominated by CKM phase & Kobayashi-Maskawa,
mechanism of CPV is at work

Reparametrisation invariant measure of CPV
Im[%]Vk”;Vkl fj] = Jrkm Z Cikm€jin »
Jng = )\614277 — 0(10_5)

Jarlskog determinant in SM

m; —m2

J = JKMH = (10_22) .

1>
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Continuing the Legacy
of B-factories

pear HCAL e MS

SPDPS M3
RICH2  a) M2

............................

| 2
v Belle Il
/ J —e-7CeVZ.6A

newbeam poe - SUPErKEKB

1 & bellows

Add / modify RF systems
for higher beam current

Low emittance positrons
to inject

Darrping nng ’
Vi

Low emittance gun

Positron source

New positron target /
capture section

Low emittance electrons
to inject
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Continuing the Legacy
of B-factories

f v e
:_ | Y(a) Stage Il
- Belle Il 50ab!

excluded area has CL >0.95 |

LHCDb upgrade

(o)

| I/ B R
Y 5 “0.05 010 015 020 0.25

0.0

Low emittance positron
to inject

Darmping ring ’
S

Low emittance gun

Positron source

New positron target /
capture section

Low emittance electrons
to inject



CPV in neutral meson
mixing and decays



CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

e Focus on the neutral B meson system: flavour states

BY ~ bd BY ~ bd.

CP|B%) = ¢e*?|B"),

CP|B%) = e %B|BY) .

e Time evolution

14(0)) = a(0)|B%) + b(0)| B°)
_I_

(1)) = a(t)| B”)
B decay products

52

b(t)|BY) + c1(t)| f1) + c2(t)] f2) + ...



CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

e If only interested a(t), b(?):

(o) =7 (o) - #ovesg

e M & I': time-independent, Hermitian 2 x 2

matrices,

e M-oscillations (dispersive); I"-decays (absorptive)
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CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

e M eigenvectors

Bru) = pr,u|B°) £ qr,u|B°)

pr.al? + lgpa|* =1
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CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

e M eigenvectors

Bru) = pr,u|B°) £ qr,u|B°)

pr.al? + lgpa|* =1

o If CPT: Mi1 = M, I't11 = I'oo,
= PL—=PH=D, 4L — qH = (
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CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

H eigenvectors

Bru) = pr,u|B°) £ qr,u|B°)

pr.al? + lgpa|* =1

If CPT: M1 = Moo, I'11 = I'ao,
= PL—=PH=D, 4L — qH = (

If CP: Arg(Mi2) = Arg(I'12)
= |q¢/p| =1

Exercise: Check!
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CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

e (P conserving oscillation parameters:

My + Mg F_FL+FH
2 ! N 2 ’

AmEMH—ML, /\F:FH—FL,

m =

e (z=Am/T", y= Al'/2T")

e Time evolution:

e att=0:|B%t)) = |BY)
B(t)) = [B%)
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CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

e Time evolution:

B(t)) = g4 (£)|B®) — Lg_(£)|B°),

B2(t)) = g+ ()| B”) — —g-(8)|B),

|
IR

1 (e—mHt—FHt/Q e_mLt_FLt/z)

(F1HIB°)

(fIH|B") = Af.




CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

e Decay to final state after time ¢:

I(|BO 1+ [ X¢el? AT 1 — | X¢|?
dr (| (O)C;t)%!f(t» :Noem|Af|2X{ P ATt 1A

2 2 2

cos Amt

ATt
+Re s sinh —5 T ImA s sin Am t}

cos Amt

dr(|BY ¢ _ 1+ [ X¢el? ATt 1 —|\¢]?
1B°0) 11 >>:Noe_m,Af,2X{ P o, ATE 1=y

Al't
—I—Re)\f sinh —5 Im)\f sin Am t}

o No-flux norm., \f = =—, Af = A_— )\_fa

qu — ]_?A 1
pAy q
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CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

2, |Af|* describe a decay

Terms proportional to|A ¢
without net oscillation.

2

o

A¢|? describe a decays

Terms proportional to |y
following net oscillations.

Terms proportional to sin(Amt), sinh(AI't/2)
describe interterence between the above two cases.

CP violation in interference is possible only if
Im(As) # 0 .
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CPV in neutral meson
miXxing and decays

e (P violation in neutral B meson decays to CP

elgenstates
_ G [B(0) = for(t)] = G [BY(0) = fer(®)
Afop(t) = dl' [ al’

G 1 B°(0) = fep@)] + G [B°(0) — fop(t)

e In the B (& B;) system experimentally AT'<<<Am
= [q/p| = 1:
Ar(t) = Stsin(Amt) — Cycos(Amt),

. ZIm()\f) C _ 1 — )\f2.
_1—|—‘>\f‘27 / 1+ )\f2

61
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Phases in decay
amplitudes

B — f : amplitude Ay
{ CP conjugation §
B — [ : amplitude Ay

complex parameters in L appear complex conjugated
after CP = opposite signs

e CP odd weak phases

on-shell intermediate states (even for real L) = same

signs (CP even) - strong phases
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Phases in decay
amplitudes

Ag
A

[ ) [ ] 7

al 67’(51_¢1) _I_ CLQ 62(52_¢2) _|_ Cee

a1.2,... contributions to amplitude with different
phases

01,2... strong phases

®1,2... weak phases
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CPV in B = WK

Af — CLf Gi(5f+¢f) : )\ ( / ) ( 2¢ )
_ . = ns(q/p) exp(—21
Ar = |ay ez(‘sf_quf)nf7 f=1f /

e In Bysystem |['2|<<|Mia|, due to O(GF*) long
distance effects, suppressed by small CKM elements

1 Tk

2 *
(g) _ 12 7 2712, 2R
p Mo — 5T'2

)\f ~ 1Ny eXp[i(fB—2¢f)]

SfCP =MNf sin(ép — 2¢f)
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CPV in B = WK;

e In SM:
i %
¢p = —Arg(Mg) ~ —Arg[(V;Via)?] = —Arg | L2
Vi Vi
A(B) x * %
_G—QZgbf — wKS _ ‘/Cb‘/CS ar =+ ... esz ~ ‘/Cb‘/cs Cd‘/CS
AR ViVesar 4.y Vi Vs Vea Vi

K — K oscillations
forming Ky
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CPV in B = WK

e In SM:
) pVid
ch = —Arg(Miz) = —Argl(ViVia)?] = —Are (7r1)
Vi Vig
_6—27j¢f _ YK _ cbVes AT T - 'ez’fK ~ cbVes VedVes
AP T VVear .y ViV VeV
K — K oscillations
forming Ky
VB VipVia VeoVeg _ 28
hs T VR VE ViV CPV in interference
S 1(5()5 ~ sin 25 (note that Cz(ﬁf)s ~ ())

Experimentally measured to an accuracy of ~ 1%
66



CPV in B = WK

50 ——m—m™m————————————————————

[~
-2
Uh

Events / ( 0.4 ps )

-’

Raw asvmmeltry

At|ps

Experimentally measured to an accuracy of ~ 1%
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CPV in Bs mixing

e Golden channel: Bs — o
e angular analysis required

e B, oscillations much faster than those of By

2
Amg ‘ 12 Vis

Amg  |[MY| | Vid

e AI';effects cannot be neglected
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CPV in Bs mixing

e In SM: )\Efq}f) = — eXP[i(fBS — 2€b¢¢)]

[SW SM rgVCZVcs 0.036(1).
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0.14}

0.06}

CPV in Bs mixing

DO 8 b HFAG B
-
68% CL contours -
| (Alog L =1.15) ]
-| CDF 9.6 fb™ LHCDb '
| ) 3fb~ L
" ATLAS 4.9 fb™"
\ Combined :
SM |

—04  -02 00 02 04
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CPV in Bs mixing

e In SM: )\Efq}f) = — eXP[i(fBS — 2€b¢¢)]

<BS>} oA Vs _ .
[SW o~ 2Any 0.036(1),

+  Experimentally: 5(5*) = 0.02(4)

e Exercise: Show that if B — nn is dominated by a

single (tree) amplitude, then Sz = sin(2a)
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B°(0) —+ £(t)] — @ [B°(0) = f(t)

CP violation in B decays
to CP conjugate states

e If By — f and By — f forbidden:
Ayl = A7 and [Af] = |As] =0

2 2

BO(0) = f(t)] + G [B°(0) — f(2).

R (RT

IR I
(\)
¢
e
=
N\
= |-
o |
N
Q
Y

2
4 |4
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dl’ T
dt L

CP violation in B decays
to CP conjugate states

e If By — f and By — f forbidden:
Ayl = A7 and [Af] = |As] =0

— f(t)

2

dl’ T
dt L

BY%0) —

f
J? 2

(1) B

R (RT

IR IR

e Time-independent measurement

e (P wolation in mixing, (indirect CP wviolation)

. lor (@ (BO — X{1v) — (BO — X0 D)
o [Xam : —
SRR OSL T DB S Xty) 1 T(BY — X4 7)
e InSM: 0¥ = —8(2) x 10~



CP violation in B decays
to CP conjugate states
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-0.01
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CP violation in charged
B decays

e Interesting example: BT — DK™

B~ - DK~ : b— cus,
B~ - DK™ : b— ¢us.

e Particularly transparent in D decays to CP
elgenstates

D' = fop: ¢ — ddu, ssu,

D' = fop: é— ddu, ssu.
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CP violation in charged
B decays

e In SM:
B % B _
Ag#) _ VaVus0br o -s8,0), VetV Of i5P-5P) e
A( L hK Vi Vesa? Vo Vud afD

o v=Arg(—VudV53/VeaVy) > 70°

e Several decay rates: CPV in decay (direct CPV)
AB™ = fLK™) = A 1+r 0=

AB™ = f_K™) = Ag |1 — rgeil®n- ) ,

ABT — fLK™) = A _1 +rpeistn) :

ABT — f_KT) = A 1 rB 62(5B+7)
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Flavour & New Physics



Flavour & New Physics

e How much can NP still contribute to flavour
observables?

. Example:
LXaINple:

Vaal® + [Vis|? + [Vip|? — 1 = —0.0008(7) .

e |Vud| extracted from 0"—0"ev super-allowed
nuclear 3 decays

e |V from semileptonic kaon decays K™—n"lv

e | V| measured using charmless semileptonic B
decays B— X,lv
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Flavour & New Physics

e (Consider NP contributions to observables which are
(loop, CKM) suppressed in SM

e (Can use CKM determination from tree-level

observables:

o | Vud|, |Vus|, | V| and | V| as well as y from B —
DK decays

= allows to predict SM contributions also to loop

suppressed observables!
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NP in B mixing

oxcuodcuhu 088

S\ = sin(28 + 20,) &
SM £
4@ _ 5 (2) sin 04
SM
M12 TCQZ
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NP in B mixing

llll

AT, &t & T (K'K) & T, (Jyf )

SM point

A & a_SL(B___) & a_ (Bc)

Lo 1

+ . v New Physics in B_- B, mixing
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The NP flavour puzzle

SM is not a complete theory of Nature
e (quantum) description of gravity < 101Y GeV

e neutrino masses < 10 GeV

e EW fine-tuning suggests NP @Q 4nv ~ 1 TeV
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The NP flavour puzzle

SM is not a complete theory of Nature

~N

Unification { 10
ofinteractions | 1 L_qpis 7
L. Origin of flavor |
?
4R
EW scale i 0’ ) Dark matter
stabllization | LS (WIMPs)

A [GeV]

83



The NP flavour puzzle

SM as effective field theory

e valid below cut-off scale A

(d)

Cn

Ad—4

L="Lsm+) D> 500

d>4 n

e for natural theory: cgd) ~ O(1)

e NP flavour puzzle:

If there is NP at the TeV scale, why haven’t we seen
its effects in flavour observables?
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The NP flavour puzzle

SM as effective field theory

e Flavour as indirect probe of BSM physics beyond

direct reach A 7

408 ? Origin of flavor ]

?
-106
A ¢

FW scale | J 3'104} Dark matter
stabilization ){ e B e

z Vv

I



(Over)constraining the
SM flavor sector

Lsm
Aweak W./’Z’?
[~100 GeV] Weak scale operators

Lot~ Gr Y ¢9Q;) + Loop+QED x n %

Non-perturbative matching

(or quark-hadron duality) : ' i
An [~GeV] LYw N,K,D,B,...) .—.




(Over)constraining the
SM flavor sector & NP

mnp 2, Anp —|- -|—
Axe Lesw  BSM dynamics > -<
_I. J_

(d)
Lanm + Z Q

Aweak d>4 WZ @ _|_
(~100 GeV] Weak scale operators
~ Gr Z ciQ,;)+ Locp+QED x %

Non-perturbative matching t

(or quark-hadron duality) : i
An [~GeV] LYw N,K,D,B,...) .—.




NP in AF=2

e InSM:(M = KO, B° B,)
Grmi

MSM _
12 1672

(Vi Vi) (M |(dsy,d), )? | M) F

4

~—
(YuYy )i F(z) ~

1287m2m? F(oo
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NP in AF=2

e InSM:(M = KO, B° B,)

(72912 ) - , m2
Mip" = —E=E (ViViy)? (M|(dpyud) )P IM)F ( —— ) + ...,
167 T
N 2 -
(YuYy )i F(z) ~O(1)

12872m? F(oo) =1

e Hadronic matrix elements:
(V| (et (| M) =
(O]d" v, v5d | M (p)) = ippfur

e tremendous progress in past 30 yrs - Lattice QCD
89
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NP in AF=2
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NP in AF=2

2sd ;5 < — <bd Zbs
Lar=2 = 55 (dryusL)? + A%(CL%“L)Q + AT(dL%bL)2 + 5 (5Tbr)
NP NP NP NP
CPC NP
)
Amg/mg ~ 7.0x 107", VZsa 1 X 10° TeV  Ampg
Amp/mp ~ 87x1071%, — Axp > ¢ VZew 1 X 103 TeV  Amp
AmB/mB ~ 0.3 X 10_14, A /Zva 4 X 102 TeV Amp
AmBS/mBS ~ 21X 10_12, | V/ bs 7 x 10! TeV AmBS
CPV NP
e ~ 2.3x1073, («/st 2 x 10* TeV  ex
A < 0.2, Zew 3 X 103 TeV  Ar
e = = Axp 24 Y :
SIﬁKS = 0.67:|:0.02, \/Zbd8 x 10° TeV SwK
Spe <1 VZbs Tx 101 TeV Sy

NP with a generic flavour structure is irrelevant for EW hierarchy
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NP in AF=2

Amp /m
Amp /m
Amp/m
Amp, /m

NP with a generic flavour structure is irrelevant for EW hierarchy
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NP in AF=2

_ bd bs
LAF=2 = e (dryusL)? + A%(CL%?LL) + AT(debL)2 + ATS(SL’Y,ubL)
NP NP NP NP
CPC NP
AmK/mK ~ 7.0 X 10_15, Zsd S 8 x 107 (ANP/TGV>27
Amp/mp ~ 8.7 X 10_15, : Zeu g D X 10_7 (ANP/TeV)27
AmB/mB ~ 0.3 X 10_14, Zbd S O X 10~° (ANP/TeV)27
AmBS/mBS ~ 21X 10_12, Zps S 2 X 10~ (ANP/TeV)27
CPV NP
cx ~ 2.3% 1073 < 6x1077 (Anp/TeV)?,
AF/yCP < 0.9 Zgu < 1 x 10~ (ANP/TGV)Q,
- = i, < 1x1075 (Axp/TeV)?
Syrs = 0.67+0.02 “d X NP/REY)
S : . )
Sps < 1 2. < 2x107* (Anp/TeV)?

in case of TeV NP, flavour structure needs to be far from generic
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NP in AF=2

“sd qr Feu o Zbd Zbs
Lar—2= 5 (druse)® + AT(CL’Y;J,UL)2 + AT(dL’YubL)2 + A%(SL’W?L)
/ NP NP NP P

2 (A=1TeV)
AmK/’r ]g 6\7)27
Amp/1| 10-2 . eV)?,
Amp/n E eV)2,
B 04 2
Amp_/m eV)?,

1070

10—8 E CPC V)2,
PNy CPv vy
: p
Syf 10712 e
g k0-K0 pO-p0 BO_BO Bs-B; V)?.

in case of TeV NP, flavour structure needs to be far from generic
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NP in AF=2

~ g ViVl ~ 9 x 107

)\2

~ g VisVi? ~ 3% 107°

95
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NP in AF=1

2 2 2 2
V¢ g - Ve g vt g - v g _
LAF=1 = Ysd drZst + Yeu urZcr + Yy dpZbr + Yus SLZbr
AXpcw AXpcw AXpcw AXpew

SM (ASMz V)

Sd G4 B(KT — ntvp) ~8 x 1071,
Ad . - +, - 10
Uha' | ~ g |VeaVi| ~ 1077 =  B(By—putp)~10710,
SM )\% . B(Bs — ,LL+,U_) ~ 4 X 10_9 .
Yps | ™ 6472 ‘/;fs t}l; ~ 6 Xx 10~
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NP in AF=1

. 2 ) 2 2 2
;} v g 7 | v g _ v g 7 v g _
LAF=1 =|Ysd 12 dpZsci+ Yeu A2 urZecr + Ypd A2 drZbr, + Yps 12 sLZbr
“ NP CW‘V Np Cw Np Cw Np Cw
Veto
T T T ' ' ' é ' Photons and Muons
KT > 1 up : 5
1 |
— — Hadron Beam
g g §00MHz
% a7 v GTK
i > e 3
P
In CEDAR Measure Kaon: J
Sy _ s I rew LKR MUV
ol ET787-949 gvents, Momerhm | Y ! STRAW
| | T . e Decay Region 65m Tracker
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 L r .
|pn| (GeV) 101209 Io't?: Lenlgth"zio':r'lh ) 1
- + - . +11.5 —11 2
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NP in AF=1

2 ,02 ’U2

A2 ifﬂLZCL ybdA dLZbL + Ybs
NP

\

,l_) _ - - 1
LAF=1= Ysd T d,Zss + Yeu A |
ANp ew ANP W ‘

E——

update of Straub, 1012.3893

50 using CMS, 1307.5025

0 RSc 10 20 30 40 50
102 x BR(Bs — ptu™)
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NP in AF=1

2 2 2

v qg - v g _ v
LAF—1 = Ys dr 7S1 ~+ Yeu ur ey +
AF=1 ydA%\IPCWL L TY A?VPCWL L ybdA%VPC
e By— KV— Kin|utu Y,

o differential rate analysis 6/
'/

e challenging theory uncertainties

1 d°(I' + 1) 9 3 5 ) ) n
T = oo [x(1 = £ O + F O + (1 - F 0 26
I d cos f¢d cos O cdd 29 La(1 = FL)sin® O + Fi cos™ O + 3(1 — F1) sin” O cos 20,
— F1, cos® O cos 20, + Ss sin? O sin® 0 cos 2@

+ Sy sin 20 sin 260, cos ® + S5 sin 20k sin 6 cos @

+ %AFB sin? g cos By + S-sin 20 sin 6, sin ®

+ Sg sin 20k sin 260, sin ® + Sy sin” Ok sin® 0 sin 20
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NP in AF=1

2 2 2

2 = -

v g - v? g 2 g - ( v g
LAF=1 = Ysd dpZsr + Yeu urZcr + Ypd dp Zbr, Hyps AR
A3 b ew A% p ew A% p ew Aypew )

e By— KV— Kin|utu

e differential rate analysis —>
-« iI———T————"7——7 — "o I T T 1 ‘
- 0.8/~ SM Predictions LHCb ] N 0.8 SM Predictions |

0.6 - 0.6 -
0.4 —4— Data — 0.4F —4— Data -

0.2 — 0.2 —
o4— — — — —  —. o4 o —| — —. I TF— — — — . —. —
_ p 0,
-0.2f - 0.2 _
ST i _
-0.6— + — -0.6— _+_ -
0.8 — 0.8 —+— + —
1 1 1 1 | I 1 1 1 ] 1 1 1 1 ] 1 L 3 1 ] _1 1 1 1 1 ] 1 1 1 1 ] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]

-1

0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
q? [GeV?/c*] q? [GeV?/c*]
Py 5= Sa5//Fr(1—Fp) [PRL 111, 191801 (2013)]
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NP in AF=1

2 2 2

2 = -

—2a v 9, 2 g (g )
EAle = Ysd dLZSL + Yecu ULZCL -+ Ubd dLZbL _|_'ybs SLZbL
Avp ew Ayp cw A% p ew Adpow )

e By— K¥— Knluu,B — Kyu'uy /ee
e differential rate analysis

e lepton flavour universality tests

+ +,,+,,— ,
Ri = Barprri= = 1+ 0(107%) in the SM
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NP in AF=1

2 B 02 v g 2 o)
LAF=1 = Ysd 12 T dLZs. + Yeuy I apZen + Yod 13 drZbr +ybsA A
NP W Np W NP CW Np W )
e By— K¥— Knluu,B — Kyu'uy /ee
. --LHCb -m-BaBar -a—Belle

¢ dlﬁe M 2_ L L - L i

= LHCb -

® lept L5 0 .

i ] ]

———n :

0.5 .

s 10 15 20
[arxiv:1406.6482] q2 [GeVz/ C4]
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NP in Flavour

Example: Supersymmetry

e SUSY models in general provide new sources of

flavor violation

e supersymmetry breaking soft mass terms for
squarks and sleptons

e trilinear couplings of a Higgs field with a squark-
antisquark or slepton-antislepton pairs

) o M2 Alv qri
AM2\MNG (o (M7 ) iy il 7q ( £Lg
QMZ( ) gN; — (QLZ qu) ( A;],kqu (Mq)Rkl >
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NP in Flavour

Example: Supersymmetry

e MSSM contributions to neutral meson mixing

OéngfQ BD77 CD 3 Am% ’ U Uk
ap = 4mIDBDIRCD 1y 0y g g e ) AT (R R,
108ma me
aymr fi Brnoep 1, 7 (Am2)?

My = = 2 (1 fo(2a) + Azafo(wa)l —— (K5 i)
d d

|04



NP in Flavour

Example: Supersymmetry

e MSSM contributions to neutral meson mixing

&gm QB r A 2)’ U ToU*
M = SIDIND 11 () + da fo(w) | S (KK
2 2 B ~ (A ~ 2~)2
Mf§ = STTITIND (1) ) 4 i o)) (S5 KLY
m; d
e FExperimental bounds on B ;
A2 q ij | (05;)mm
(B = o (R ) (KYy )y, 4 12 [ 003
/ mg T g 13 0.2
for my =1TeV, zi=1 d 23 0.6
w12 0.1
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NP in Flavour

Example: Supersymmetry

e MSSM contributions to neutral meson mixing

OéngfQ BD77 CD 3 Am% ’ U Uk
ap = 4mIDBDIRCD 1y 0y g g e ) AT (R R,
108ma me
aymr fi Brnoep 1, 7 (Am2)?

My = = 2 (1 fo(2a) + Azafo(wa)l —— (K5 i)
d d

e Ways to avoid stringent exp. bounds on 12 mixing
e Heaviness: m; > 1 TeV.
» Degeneracy: Am2 < m2.

e Alignment: Kgiu < 1.



NP in Flavour

Minimal Flavour Hypothesis

Hlavour-violating interactions are linked to known

Yukawa couplings also beyond SM
(i) flavour symmetry: SU(3)3

(ii) set of symmetry-breaking terms:

Y, ~(3,3,1), Yy~ (3,1,3).

tractable due to peculiar structure of SM flavour

n

[YU(YUJ)TL#], ~ Yy zj;‘/;f]



NP in Flavour

Minimal Flavour Hypothesis

e leading AF =2 and AF =1 FCNC amplitudes

1672 M,

A(d = d)vry = (VEVy) A(AF Vit a A2

167T2M§V_

AZ

A(M;; — Mij)mpy = (VthJ)QA(AF Y 1+a2




NP in Flavour

Minimal Flavour Hypothesis
AlGeV |
e Jeading 1o

| L (ae=1)
e djlm ; . .
102
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NP in Flavour

Minimal Flavour Hypothesis

Example: Supersymmetry

= 2 (@l b YaY + baYaV) + baYaY VYl + )

2 (agn LYY, £ ) |

— A (a311+b6Yde +) Y, .

combination of degeneracy & alignment



Conclusions

Absence of significant deviations from SM in quark
Havour physics is key constraint on any extension of
SM (example: Supersymmetry)

Various open questions regarding flavour structure of
SM itself; can be possibly addressed only using

flavour measurements

Set of flavour observables to be measured with
higher precision in search for NP is limited, but not
necessarily small (examples: CPV in Bs; and D)

NP eftects could still lurk in rare K, D and B decays



