Probing CP violation in exclusive b — svv transitions
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Abstract

We consider the time-dependent analysis of rare B; and B, decays mediated by b — sv¥ transitions. The inclusion of time evolution
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allows us to construct novel observables with specific sensitivity to CP-odd phases in these processes. The sensitivity to CP violation
of corresponding time-integrated measurements in presence of flavor-tagging is also explored. We provide precise predictions for
these observables in the SM and explore their sensitivity to new CP-violating NP contributions at present and planned future B-
physics experiments. As such, these observables provide unique probes of CP violation in b — sv¥ transitions.
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(Nl 1. Introduction

F—7  Recent experimental data in B physics hint toward devia-

tions from Lepton Flavour Universality (LFU) in semi-leptonic
I decays [1] at significances from 2.3¢0 to 2.60" as measured by

QLHCb [2-4]. Belle has also recently reported measurements
_C of Rk [5] and Rg- [6] in agreement with LHCb measurements,
—but with much larger uncertainties. In addition to these LFU
ratios, LHCb data exhibit deviations close to 30 from the Stan-
dard Model (SM) expectation in the P; angular observable of
B — K*uu decay [7], and milder deviations are also seen in
branching ratios of b — suu exclusive decays [8—12]. Devia-
tions are also hinted at in Belle data for B — K*uu [13, 14].
These deviations can be explained in a very economical way
- through New Physics (NP) contributions to Wilson coefficients
for vector/axial operators describing b — s€*{~ at the scale
u = mp, as shown by global fits to b — sy, b — see and
N\l b — suu observables (see e.g Refs. [15, 16]).

- An important complementary probe of NP is provided by
. 2 b — svy transitions, since the SM neutrinos reside in the same
>< leptonic weak doublets as the left-handed charged leptons. In
particular, the decays B — h,vy, with h standing for hadronic
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In the SM, branching ratios are found to be B(B — K®vv)gy =
(9.6 £0.9) x 107 and B(B* — K*v¥)gm = (5.6 £ 0.5) x 107°
[18] (a recent update can be found in Ref. [19]). The Belle col-
laboration has produced limits at 90% Confidence Level (CL):
BB — K*va/)exp < 1.8x107°, B(B* — K VP)exp < 6.1 X
1073 and B(B* — K*'vP)exp < 1.9 X 107 [20]. Recently, the
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states of unit strangeness, are known for their NP sensitivity [17].

Belle II collaboration also presented a first bound of B(B* —
K VP)exp < 4.1 % 1073 [21] using 63 fb~! of collected luminos-
ity. It plans to observe these three decay modes with about 10
ab~!, while the sensitivities to the SM branching ratio will reach
a precision of about 10% with 50 ab™! [18]. Assuming a sig-
nal efficiency of the same order O(1073) at Belle II as in Belle,
one thus expects O(300) events from B* — K*vv and B’ —
K*%v¥ in the SM at 50ab~! with a signal-over-background ra-
tio S/B ~ 0.3. Some preliminary sensitivity studies are also
available for proposed future high energy e*e™ colliders, such
as the CEPC [22] and FCC-ee [23]. In particular, a recent study
of the By — ¢v¥ mode at CEPC [24] is projecting a signal ef-
ficiency of almost 2.5% resulting in around 7500 signal events
per 10'2 Z decays and S/B ~ 1. Scaling these numbers to the
planned FCC-ee luminosities at the Z-pole [25] one can project
up to O(20k) reconstructed B, — ¢vv decays. Such statistics
could allow for precision studies of rare b — svv transitions
well beyond the measurement of branching ratios.

Until recently, the global fits to b — s¢*¢~ data have mostly
focused on NP scenarios with purely real contributions to the
relevant Wilson coefficients [15]. The assumption is reason-
able if NP closely follows the same pattern of flavour (and CP)
breaking as the SM, i.e. adheres to Minimal Flavour Viola-
tion (MFV) in the quark sector [26]. However, beyond MFV,
there is no guarantee for NP contributions to be aligned and
thus purely real (relative to SM), and one could imagine size-
able NP-induced CP-violating effects in these decays. Due to
the large uncertainties on currently measured CP-odd observ-
ables, such contributions are only loosely constrained, as il-
lustrated by recent global fits considering complex NP scenar-
ios [16], suggesting the need for better measurements and ad-
ditional observables to probe CP-violation in these transitions.
Let us highlight Ref. [27], where the measurement of the CP
asymmetries below and above the peaks of the J/y and y(2s)



resonances was suggested in order to reveal the presence of NP-
induced complex Wilson coefficients in B — Ku*u~.

These considerations lead to the question whether such CP-
violating contributions could also arise and be probed in b —
svv transitions. As we show in the following, the observables
discussed so far in the literature probe the corresponding phases
only in the presence of right-handed currents, whose existence
and size is yet to be confirmed. We thus propose an additional
set of observables applicable to B; and B decays, which are
able to probe NP phases even in the absence of right-handed
currents. These observables involve the interference between
neutral-meson mixing and b — svv decay amplitudes, arising

both at the loop level in the SM, and normalized CP-asymmetries

can be constructed with significantly reduced hadronic uncer-
tainties.

Such observables have been recently discussed in the con-
text of b — s€*¢~ decays in Refs. [28, 29], and we adapt a
similar approach for b — sv¥ transitions. In the case of coher-
ent B — B production (at B-factories), these observables can be
reconstructed through a time-dependent analysis, whereas the
incoherent production can be exploited through time-integrated
observables in presence of initial B flavor tagging. The latter
approach proves highly challenging for the current experimen-
tal environments such as LHC but might be feasible at future
Z-factories like CEPC and FCC-ee.

The remainder of the article is structured as follows: In
Sec. 2, we recall the basics regarding the treatment of b — svv
transitions in the weak effective Hamiltonian and reproduce the
expressions for usual observables such as branching ratios and
final state hadron polarisation fractions. In Sec. 3, we introduce
new observables probing the interference between mixing and
decay for the case of B; —» Ksvv, By — K (> Kgn)vv and
By, — ¢vv. In Sec. 4, we discuss the prospects for the mea-
surement of these observables at present and planned B physics
experiments and what they can teach us about the presence of
CP-odd NP phases in b — svv, before concluding in Sec. 5.

2. Weak effective Hamiltonian and standard » — svv ob-
servables

The effective Hamiltonian relevant for b — svv transitions
at the scale u = my, reads [17]

4G
Heg = — é ViV Z(C{O; +CL0p +he., (1)
with ,
e
Orr= @(EprL,Rb)(‘_/Vu(l —Y5)V), (2)

and Prgr = (1 ¥ ys)/2. We assume that NP contributes signif-
icantly only through vector/axial operators (such as in NP sce-
narios currently favoured by global fits to b — s£*¢~ data) that
do not entail CP-even (“strong”) phases, and that (anti)neutrinos
produced in these decays are purely (right) left-handed. We
have C} , = C;R" + CJRF with €™ = -6.38 and C}°™ = 0,
with the same value for all three neutrino flavours.

Usual observables for the rare decays B — K™®)v¥ can then
be conveniently expressed as [17, 30]

1
BB — Kvi) =B(B - KyW)su X 3 Z(l —2n,)€,

% = % = 1 2
BB — K'v9) =B(B — K'vWsm X 3 Z(l +131p)e,

1
B(B — X,v7) =B(B = XW)su X 3 Z(] +0.097,)€2,

0+ 2m)e
(1 +1.31n,)e2”
where (Fp) is the longitudinal K* polarisation fraction in B —
K*vv decays. Updated predictions within the SM can be found

in Ref. [19]. For each flavour of neutrino v = v,, v, v, the two
NP parameters can in turn be expressed as
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Note that any deviations from SM in (F.) or non-universal
deviations in B(B — (K, K*,X,)vw)/B(B — (K, K*, X,)v¥)sm
would signal the presence of right-handed quark currents (17, #
0). Conversely, in absence of right-handed currents, the above
observables yield only €,, which depends on the moduli of the
Wilson coeflicients CZ, but not their phases.

3. Probing CP-odd phases through interference between mix-
ing and decay

We can thus conclude that these b — sv¥ observables probe
NP phases only through 7,, and only in the presence of right-
handed currents (i.e. Cy). However, the existence of signif-
icant right-handed currents is currently far from certain: for
instance, most NP scenarios favoured by b — s¢*¢~ data do
not feature them. One can consider another usual probe of CP-
violation, i.e., direct CP-asymmetries comparing the rates of
CP-conjugated modes (such as B(B* — K*vv) and B(B~ —
K™vv)). However these asymmetries are expected to vanish in
the absence of mechanisme able to generate significant strong
phases.

However, we can use a third handle on CP-violating New
Physics, namely the interference between neutral meson mix-
ing and decay, though the time dependence of the decays B; —
Ksvv, By — ¢vv or By — K*%(— Kgn®)vv. The resulting phe-
nomenology is analogous to standard measurements of (indi-
rect) CP-violation routinely performed at e*e~ B-factories and
hadronic machines (i.e. LHC) for example to measure the CKM
unitarity triangle angles S).

Let us emphasize that the time dependence studied is related
to the evolution of the neutral mesons through mixing, but that
its exact meaning depends on the experimental setup. In the
case of coherent production of two neutral mesons through an
T resonance decay (at e*e™ B factories like Belle II), the mea-
surements are typically performed as a function of At which



is the time difference between the decays of the two neutral
mesons (ranging from —oo to +co, with an exponential factor of
the form exp(—I'#[)). On the other hand, in the case of an inco-
herent production and subsequent fragmentation of a boosted
bb pair (at hadronic machines like LHC or at Z factories like
LEP or FCC-ee), the time ¢ corresponds to the evolution be-
tween the production and the decay of a single neutral B-meson
(ranging from 0 to +oco, with an exponential factor of the form
exp(-I1)).

The additional observables stemming from this interference
between mixing and decay can in principle determine the phases
of the Wilson coeflicients C} . Their derivation is a fairly straight-
forward extension of similar studies in the case of b — s*¢~
modes [28, 29]. In the next subsections we outline how to adapt
these results to the neutrino case and discuss these new observ-
ables.

The operators involved in the effective Hamiltonian Eq. (1)
can be recovered formally from the » — s{*¢~ Hamiltonian
used in Refs. [28, 29] through the identification
C9—>C£, C10—>—CZ, Cgr—>C,VQ, Clor—>—C};,

&)
where all the other (NP) Wilson coefficients vanish and a sum-
mation over neutrino flavours is required. We follow the nota-
tion of Ref. [31] with Am = My — M; and AI' =I';, —T'y where
L, H denote the lighter and heavier mesons. We have x = Am/I’
(0.77 for By, 26.8 for By) and y = AI'/(2T) (0 for By, 0.07 for
By) [32].

3.1. B— Pvv

First focusing on the B; — Kj transition, adapting Refs. [28,
29] (the extension to B; — fj is immediate), we find that two
amplitudes are involved to describe the b — svv transition:

v \//l_ v
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where N is an overall normalisation factor proportional to Vy;, V;;
and f, is the vector form factor. The amplitudes & can be ob-
tained from & by applying the complex conjugation to both the
normalisation factor A and the Wilson coefficients !.

An angular analysis based on the direction of the emitted
leptons is impossible, and the only observable becomes (up to
effects due to mixing)

dF(Bd - KS V1_/)
dg?

:22@:2;( (1B -+ 17 ]),
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where ¢ is the dilepton invariant mass. Similar expressions
can be obtained for the CP-conjugate mode. We can study the
impact of mixing through the time dependence of dI'(B; —

no mixing

IContrary to b — st¢, there are no CP-even (“strong”) phases to take into
account from charm-loop contributions [33-37].

Ky vf/)/dq2 +dl(B; — Kgvv) /dq2 which is proportional to the
sum over the neutrino flavours of

Gy(t) + G(1) = e "'[(G}, + G})) cosh(y['t) — Iy sinh(YT1)] . (9)
The term representing the interference between mixing and de-

cay is 2

Ap(q? )f+( ).

R Re["f’/\ﬂ(cwc;)] p

(10)

with A = /l(sz, m%,, g*), so that Ay is proportional to the interfer-
ence Re[e(V,,V;,)*(C} + Cy)*]. In the SM the neutral-meson

mixing angle is ¢ = —23 for By (and ¢ = 2, for By) >.
The time-integrated version yields
{dI'(Bg — Ksvv) + dr(éd — K5 V¥))incoherent . ZV hy

TGy Gy
(11
where the brackets denote the integration over time. The co-
herent expression corresponds to the integration over At at the
B-factories (which yields a result identical to the case without
mixing) while the incoherent expression denotes the integration
over time ¢ between B production and decay and is possibly
applicable for the FCC-ee. We notice that the form factor f.
dependence drops out from Eq. (11).
We can also consider the CP-asymmetry:

{dI'(Bg — Ksvv) + dr(Bd — KsV¥))coherent

45 _ AUBy = Ksv¥) = dU(By = Ksv¥)
dF(Bd — Kgvv) + dF(Bd — Kgvv) '

12)

In the above expression, the numerator is proportional to the
sum over neutrino flavours of
~ -T
Gy(1) - Gy() = e I(Gy

— Gp) cos(xlr) — sy sin(xI'D)], (13)

with

s6 = Im [¢*N(Cy + G| 5 54 B(q 2

2
L@,
so that s will be proportional to Im[eid’(V,b Vi (CY + CR)l.

The time-integrated asymmetry vanishes for coherent pro-
duction, but not for incoherent production where

(14)

1—y? —x 2, 8
1+223 (Gl + G} — yh!)

<AB Yincoherent = (15)

and we integrated the numerator and the denominator of the
asymmetry A% over time before taking the ratio. This asym-
metry in both time-dependent and time-integrated versions is
free from hadronic uncertainties since the contribution from the
form factor f. cancels in the ratio.

Given the different values of x and y for the B, ; mesons, we
see that

2We omit 7737 from our expressions derived from Ref. [28] since it equals 1
for both K and fy. The same will occur in the next secton for outgoing light
vector mesons based on Ref. [29] since 1y, p, = 1 for all the cases considered.

3We will keep ¢ explicitly for generality in the following, although we will
assume that there is no NP weak phase affecting AF = 2 transitions once we
perform a numerical estimation of the observables.



e for B; — Ksv¥, no information can be gathered on A},
but 3}, s, can be obtained from A either through a time-
dependent analysis or through the time-integrated observ-
able in incoherent production (A%)iconerent> leading to a
constraint on Im[e~#(V,, V;)*(C} + C})*].

e for By — fyv¥, one could in principle obtain informa-
tion on both ', h and 3., sy, but the challenging experi-
mental identification of the f; meson and the current un-
certainties in its theoretical description makes this decay
very difficult to exploit.

3.2. B—> Vvy

In the case of B; —» K*%(— Kgn®)vv and B, — ¢vv, we
can adapt the description of the time-dependent observables for
b — stl given in Ref. [28]. We focus again on B; — K 0 with
an obvious extension to B; — ¢. These decays are described
by 8 transversity amplitudes for charged lepton modes [17, 38],
out of which only 3 are non vanishing * when describing the
b — sv¥ transition

V(g?)
mp + mg-
Al = AL = =2V2(mp + mgIN'(C, - CRAD) . (17)

(mp + mg )N’

mg- \/?

A
X |(my = my. — gHANG) - WAM)] ,

AL = A = 2\2VAN'(C) + CY) (16)

(C]-Cp) (18)

L ALy _
Ay = Ay =

where the normalisation N’ is proportional to V;,V;, and V, A;
and A, are the relevant hadronic form factors. The amplitudes
A are obtained from A by applying complex conjugation to both
the normalisation factor N and the Wilson coefficients.

As opposed to the pseudoscalar mode, one angle is still
available to perform an angular analysis (6y), describing the
angle of the two final K5 and 7° mesons with respect to the line
of flight of the B; meson in the vector-meson rest frame. After
integrating over the azimuthal (¢) and the lepton polar (6;) an-
gles, the differential decay width in the absence of mixing takes
the following form

dr'(B; — K*Ovv)
dg?d cos Oy

3 v 2 V. ainl
=Z EJICCOS Op + J| sin" Oy |,
(19)

no mixing

where

. 3

I AR, - : [ADP+14PP] . o)
In the absence of mixing, an angular analysis yields two ob-
servables, typically the branching fraction and the longitudinal
K* polarization (Fy), proportional to 3, (J}, + J}. + J}, + J})
and X, (J], + J_]Vc) respectively. The CP-averaged decay rate and

the CP-asymmetry can be considered in both cases, although

4The A/(¢?) amplitude as described in Ref. [28] does not vanish, but it is
suppressed by the lepton mass and thus does not contribute here.

the CP-asymmetry again vanishes due to the absence of strong
phases, leading to the expressions in Eq. (3) once evaluated.

In the presence of neutral-meson mixing, the time depen-
dence of dT'(B; — K*%(— Ksa°)v9)+dl(B; — K**(— Kgn')Wvv)
is given by

J(0) + /() = e'[(J) + JV) cosh(yT't) — b sinh(hT1)], (21)

whereas dT'(B; — K*%(— Ksn%)v9)—dl'(B; — K*(— Kgn®)v¥)
involves

T =T @) = eI = V) cos(xlt) — s sin(x[1)] . (22)

From these two sets of new observables, the simpler one
corresponds to 3, 57, and ¥, A} which only features the longi-
tudinal amplitude, explicitly

Re[e(V,s V) (C} — Cp)?]
VaViPIC, - ChE
(23)
Im[e(V,s V) (C} — Cp)?]
VaViPIC, - ChE
(24)

1y, = 2Re[e(Af")’] = 21A"P

sy, =2Im [ei‘b(z&(lgv)z] = ZIAS"I2

and thus contain the same amplitude as the numerator of F.
In the case of /] and s} they involve different amplitudes and
combinations of the Wilson coefficients

), = %Re [ {Aly? - Ay

(25)
= 12IN’P(mp + mg)*[A1(¢)*Re[Z"],
v 3 i ALv ALv
sl = 5Im [e¢ {(Af)? - (AL )2}] 26)
= 12IN’F(mp + mg)*[A1(gH)'Im[Z"],
o (Vi Vi) (Vg
A i ts vV _ v\2 v VN2
Vv (C} = Cp)* +(C} +Cp) B+ 1 AR )
27)

making them less clean observables since the dependence on
the form factors does not drop out from ratios.

The time-integrated observables are similar to the pseudoscalar
case, yielding the CP-averaged observables

N
SPPRNI LG F O
ST+ )+ 3U% + 7))

ZV h‘llc

<B >incoherent
<B >coherem

<FL>incoherem <B>incoherent _

=l-y—F—- (29)
(FL)coherent  {B)coherent ZV(J{C + -]ilc)
and the CP-asymmetries defined similarly to Eq. (12):
<AB>inc0herent = (30)

Loy —x 5(s1c + 387)
L+ 222 5[}, + y) + 4G, + ) =y, + 3R )1

<AFL >incoherent = (3 1)
1- y2

v
_xZV slc

L+ 2 I, + T + 507+ JL) =y + 31




which can be combined into clean ratios without hadronic un-
certainties

<AFL>inc0herem — 1- y2 —X Zv St
(F L Yincoherent 1+x2 Zv(-]]c + J_lc —yhi)
—x Im[e" (Vy, V)2 3,(C) = CR)*]

1—y2

T 1+ 2 AV VEPIC) = CRI? = yRele(Vy, Vi)X(Cy = Cp)*1}

1—y? —x %, sin(¢ — 2B + 2a] )

= x (32)

L+x2 " 1-yY, cos(¢p— 2B, +2a),)°

where @, is the argument of C} — Cy,.
Given the different values of the mixing parameters for the
two neutral mesons, we see that

e for B; — K*(— Ksn°)vv, the only relevant effects are on
the CP asymetries through A% (or equivalently Y, s7.)
constraining Im[e *#(V,, V},)*(C} — C%)*] and through A®
(or equivalently 3., 35y, + 4s],) which corresponds to a
less clean combination of Im[e™2#(V,, Vt*s)2 ZV(CZ—CI‘;)Z]
and Im[e2#(V,, V)2 3 (C I+ C;)z], involving form fac-
tors.

e for By — ¢vv, CP-averaged quantities are also accessi-
ble, so that F; could yield a constraint on Re[},(C} -
C}g)z], while 8 would yield a less clean constrain on a
combination of Re[Y,,(C} — C})?*] and Re[ %, (C} + Cp)?],
which depends on the form factors.

This above discussion assumes that there is no NP in mixing,
but it can be easily extended if there is an addition NP phase
contributing to ¢.

3.3. Summary

If we consider a b — sv¥ transition corresponding to a
B-meson decaying into a meson M, we can get new observ-
ables by considering the time dependence of CP-asymmetries
(for By — Mvv and By — Mvv) and CP-averaged observ-
ables (for By — Mvv only). These can be studied through the
time dependence after a coherent bb production at B-factories,
but also through time-integrated observables after an incoher-
ent bb production at hadronic machines or Z-factories : the CP-
asymmetries are non-vanishing (contrary to B factories) whereas
the CP-averaged quantities deviate from the B-factory values.
In all cases, one can build ratios of angular observables where
form factor dependencies cancel, providing unique clean probes
of NP phases in the Wilson coefficients responsible for CP-
violation in b — sv¥, even in absence of right-handed currents.

4. Numerical study of NP sensitivity and projections

In the following we present a brief numerical study, to illus-
trate the possible size of NP effects in the observables discussed
above and the sensitivity that could be potentially reached by
future experiments.

4.1. NP benchmark

For illustration purposes, we consider a subset of relevant
SMEFT operators, considered previously in Ref. [39], focusing
on the case where NP involves only left-handed fields. Possible
heavy NP contributions should be written in terms of SM gauge
invariant operators [26, 40, 41]:

1 ¢
L. = Lsm — V_z/l?j/laﬁ

% [Cr (O 0)) (B o 2) + Cs (Ona0)) (L L) |

(33)

where we choose to write the operators in the down-quark and
charged-lepton mass basis Q) = (VjCiKM*u’L d)" and LY =
(Ugg’leﬁ,KZ)T. Following Refs. [41-43] we assume that the

same flavour structure encoded in (hermitian) /l;]j and ’lfxﬁ ma-
trices holds for both operators, while Cs 1 are real.

For the quarks only /1(2’3’32 elements contribute to b — s
transitions in this basis. In the lepton sector, we consider here
only (SM-like) left-handed neutrinos and in addition assume
an approximate U (1)*; symmetry (broken only by the neutrino
masses). This yields /lf;j ~ 0 in agreement with the strin-
gent experimental limits on lepton flavour violation. Current
(LFU) NP hints in b — s¢{ decays only indicate significant
non-standard effects in muonic final states, whereas a slightly
smaller effect in electrons is not excluded. Tauonic transitions
are at present only poorly constrained and could in principle ex-
hibit even much larger deviations than those observed in R« [44].
We may thus assume various ratios of U (1); charges [39]: 1) the
simplest case A°, = 1Y, = 0; 2) the democratic scenario A’, =
A, = AL 3) the anomaly-free assignment A°, = —1%, and
A%, = 0; 4) the hierarchical charge scenario A’/ /lfm = my [my,.

It is easy to work out the values of the Wilson coefficients
for the effective theories [39] for b — s¢€ and b — svv:

T

o/ ———— ) [ To A 7 I 34
9 (l’emeth*S 23 Hﬂ[ T S] ( )
o = T WA [-Cr — s, (35)

- 23
Aem th V;; s

wheras other b — s{f Wilson coefficients do not receive any
NP contributions, and

T

CcreNP = A28 [Cs - Crl, 36
L a’gmvth V;; 23 (ny[ S T] ( )
N =0, (37)

with @ = e,u,7.°> Notice that in this setup, the three neu-

trino flavours receive a NP contribution CZ‘“NP with the same
CP-violating phase relative to the SM ¢np = arg(/lg3 [V Vi),
whereas CIVQ”’NP vanishes © .

>We neglect tiny neutrino mass effects, setting effectively U g z’lNS = 6% and
identifying neutrinos by the corresponding charged lepton flavor.

6Similar common flavour structures (and weak phase) naturally arise also
in specifci flavour models, for instance those based on minimally broken U(2)
flavour symmetry respecting General Minimal Flavour Violation [45], as can
be seen from the discussion in Ref. [39].



We are now in a position to define our benchmark NP model
for b — svv . Global fits to b — s£*¢~ data suggest a value of

NP : . NP
Cy around a quarter of its SM value for the scenario CJ™ =

~Ci" [15]. In Egs. (34)-(37), C4f and C)'y" involved Cs =
Cr multiplied by the same normalisation. Therefore, a natural

benchmark point consists in taking CZ“’NP = |CZ‘”NP| exp(idnp)
with ¢yp arbitrarily large, while 'CZ“‘NP| = CZ’SM /4, and rescaled

according to the different scenarios for the A° couplings in order
to obtain |CZ‘”NP| and |CZ”NP|.

Since CIVQNP vanishes for all three neutrino flavours, the usual
observables discussed in Sec. 2 cannot probe the phase ¢np, but
they are still sensitive to the moduli of CZ’NP. We checked that
the four scenarios considered for the lepton couplings are com-
patible with the current experimental bounds on the branching
ratios for all values of ¢np, and we will use these scenarios to
illustrate the effect of the phase ¢np over the observables dis-
cussed in Section 3.

4.2. Prospects at Belle II, CEPC and FCC-ee

Given the current sensitivity projections at Belle Il and FCC-
ee discussed in Sec. 1, as conservative/optimistic scenarios, we
make projections for 200, 2k and 20k reconstructed B; — Kgvv,
B® — K*%vv and B, — ¢v¥ decays. Our objective is to obtain a
rough estimate of the projected statistical uncertainties for the
time-dependent and time-integrated observables discussed be-
fore (we consider only observables integrated over the whole
¢* range in the following).

The procedure used is as follows. Assuming a fixed num-
ber of total reconstructed events, we perform a large set of
pseudoexperiments, where each corresponds to generating N
Monte Carlo events (N= 200, 2000, 20000) taking the time-
dependent angular differential decay width as probability distri-
bution function (p.d.f.), assuming SM central values. A binned
fit on time (and decay angle when pertinent) is then performed
with the same p.d.f. 7 The distribution of each of the observ-
ables of interest is then studied to obtain the projected statisti-
cal uncertainties given in Table 1. Through this approach we
neglect effects of detector acceptance, systematic errors and
backgrounds that could contaminate this decay, since these ef-
fects can only be properly evaluated by experimentalists with a
fine understanding of the detector considered and of the distri-
butions of the background events. The projected uncertainties
are also shown in Figs. 1 to 3 where they can be compared with
the theoretical uncertainties and the dependence on the phase of
NP for an arbitrary size for the NP effect as discused previously.

Concerning the SM predictions, CKM parameters come from
CKMFitter 2021 [46], form factors for B — Kg and B —» K*
come from Ref. [47]® while for By — ¢ form factors come
from Ref. [49]. In Table 1, we see that the uncertainties are very
small for some of the ratios, due to the cancellation of form fac-
tor dependencies. We notice also that some of the observables

7We considered several binning choices to check the absence of a binning-
induced bias.

8 Alternative lattice determinations could be used for B — Kvv [48], but
form factors play a very limited role in the observables discussed in this article.

B — Kgvv
Obs SM Exp Uncertainty
200 2000 20000
(A®incoherent -0.356+ 0.005 0.06 0.021  0.006
so/(C+T) 0.736+ 0.009 0.16 0.05 0.017
B — K*vy
Obs SM Exp Uncertainty
200 2000 20000
(A®)incoherent 0.257+0.010 0.07 0.022 0.007
(F L Yincoherent 0.49+0.04 0.05 0.018 0.006
(AF, Vincoherent 0.173+0.014  0.06 0.021 0.006
e 0.356+0.005 0.14 004 0.013
(Jie + N1)/T+T) 0.49+0.04 0.13 0.04 0.011
(J1e = Ji)/(C + 1) 0 0.15 0.04 0011
(Jis+J1)/(C+1T) | 0.386+0.029 0.09 0.029 0.009
(Jis = Jip/(C +1) 0 0.11  0.03  0.009
51/ +1) -0.358+0.029 0.14 0.05 0.015
s15/(T + 1) -0.130+£0.018 0.11 0.04 0.013
s1e/(Jie + Jie) -0.736+£0.009 04  0.13  0.04
s1s/(Jis + J1s) -0.338+0.034 0.3 0.1  0.034
By — ¢vv
Obs SM Exp Uncertainty
200 2000 20000
(A% )incoherent 0.0 0.07 0.023 0.007
(F'LYincoherent 0.570+£0.021  0.05 0.017 0.005
(AF, Yincoherent 0 0.07 0.022 0.007
e 0 012 004 0012
(Jic + 1)/ +T) | 0.660+£0.025 0.12 0.04 0.012
(J1e = Ji)/(C + 1) 0 0.14 0.04 0.013
(Jis+J1)/(C+1) | 0.364+0.018 0.08 0.026 0.008
(Jis = Jip)/(C+ 1) 0 0.09 0.025 0.009
51/ +1) 0.0+£0.0008 0.12 0.04 0.013
s15/(TC + 1) 0.0+£0.00035 0.08 0.025 0.008
hie/(C+T) 0.66+0.025 1.5 0.5 0.16
hig/(C+T) 0.31+0.02 1.1 0.34 0.12
sie/(J1e + Jie) 0+0 0.2  0.06 0.02
s1s/(J1s + J1s) 0.000+£0.001  0.23 0.07 0.023
hic/(J1e + Jie) 1+0 2.4 0.8 0.26
his/(Jis + Jis) 0.844+0.027 2.8 0.9 0.31

Table 1: SM predictions and experimental projections for the observables dis-
cussed in Section 3 for the B® — Ksvv, BY - K*Oyy and B? — ¢vv modes. All
the observables shown are summed over the 3 neutrino flavours and integrated
over the whole kinematic range. On the first column the SM predictions are
shown while on the 3 following columns, the expected statistical uncertainty
for 200, 2000 and 20000 events of the respective modes are given as discussed
in Section 4.2.
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as a function of the complex phase ¢np of the NP Wilson coefficient CZ“ NP
™| for e ™| =[] 74 € = 01is assumed). The NP Wilson
coeflicients for the other lepton flavours carry the same phase but are rescaled
according to scenarios with the 1) simplest, 2) democratic, 3) anomaly-free
assignment, 4) hierarchical lepton structures described in Section 4.1, leading
to the variations shown in yellow, green, purple and orange respectively. The
SM prediction is shown in blue. The 3 gray bands correspond, from the widest
to the narrrowest, to the expected experimental uncertainties given in Table 1
for N=200, N=2000, and N=20000 events.

e~ioNp

vanish exactly in the SM, in particular for B — ¢vv where
the weak phases in mixing and decay cancel. The phase of V.
is neglected in our analysis (Im[V, ] ~ 1% ~ 1075) leading to
the vanishing uncertainties of s;./J. and h./J;.. Finally, the
direct CP asymmetries (J;; — J1,)/(I" + I') vanish since we as-
sume that there are no NP mechanisms for generating a strong
phase.

In Figs. 1, 2 and 3, we show the variation of some of these
observables with ¢np, the global weak phase involved in all

. . . NP
three Wilson coefficients C Z‘“NP, under the NP scenario ‘CZ"’ | =

CZ’SM /4. The plots show the SM prediction as well as the val-
ues for the four different hypotheses for the lepton couplings
(allowing one to derive the NP contributions to the CZ‘”NP and
CZ”NP), as well as the projected experimental statistical uncer-
tainty for 200, 2000 and 20000 events.

We see that the observables vary significantly with the CP-
violating phase ¢np, in particular for scenarios leading to large
T couplings, whereas they reduce back to the SM values when
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Figure 2: Same as Fig. ]_for the <AFL Yincoherent/ {FL.Yincoherent (tOP) <AB>incoherem
(center) and s1./(J1c + Jic) (bottom) observables of the B — K*vv mode.

¢np vanishes. We show here a selection of observables or ra-
tios of observables which exhibit small theoretical uncertainties
and large variations with the NP phase. From these one can
conclude that even experimental measurements based on lim-
ited numbers of events could discriminate among the scenarios
considered. We stress again that we take into account only sta-
tistical uncertainties here, and additional systematics related to
specific experimental environments should also be eventually
considered in a more detailed dedicated experimental study .
Naturally, these observables can be combined with the branch-
ing ratios (and K* polarisations) discussed in Sec.2, the latter
providing constraints on the modulus, and the former probing
the phase of the NP contribution, respectively. For the branch-
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ing ratios, one can estimate that they could be probed down
to O(10%) for the 200 event benchmark (assuming S/B ~ 1),
and 3% (theory limit, based on projected uncertainties of the
relevant form factor estimates from Lattice QCD [18, 50]) for
the other two benchmarks. Such a combination is however left
for future work, once the experimental perspectives for the new
proposed CP-violating observables have been investigated in
more detail.

5. Summary and Conclusions

The hints of NP in b — s{*{~ transitions, potentially in-
volving new weak (CP-violating) phases, motivated us to re-
consider the probes of CP-violating NP contributions to b —
svv. The usual observables (branching ratios and K* polari-
sations) in B — K(*)vv all probe the same combinations of
the Wilson coefficients C] and C}, in the weak effective Hamil-
tonian, are sensitive to NP weak phases only in the presence
of right-handed currents, and require input concerning the rel-
evant hadronic form factors. We have thus proposed alterna-
tive probes of CPV NP by considering the interference between
neutral-meson mixing and b — syv decay amplitudes, which
are both loop level processes in the SM. We have derived the
corresponding observables for the angular analysis By — Ksvv,
B; — K*%(— Kgn%)Wwv, B, — ¢vv, exploiting the results al-
ready obtained for b — s¢*¢~ decays in Refs. [28, 29].

It turns out that a few additional angular observables can
be obtained either from time-dependent analyses at B-factories
producing coherent B-meson pairs or from time-integrated anal-
yses for machines producing B-mesons incoherently, such as
the LHC or a Z-factory. For B; decays, one must measure
CP-asymmetries, whereas B decays allow for the considera-
tion of CP-averaged observables. These observables provide
additional information on the phase of the Wilson coefficients
C} + Cy, with limited dependence on the form factors, which
furthermore cancels out completely for some ratios of these ob-
servables. They can therefore be predicted with very high ac-
curacy.

We have then considered prospective scenarios for Belle II,
CEPC and FCC-ee to determine the typical statistical precision
that could be reached for the measurements of these observ-
ables. Within an effective theory description, we have focused
on NP scenarios contributing to purely left-handed operators
with different couplings but the same arbitrary global phase for
all three neutrino flavours. The branching ratios and K* po-
larisations are not sensitive to this NP phase. On the other
hand, we have shown that several time-dependent and time-
integrated observables are highly sensitive to it and a limited
number of events (from 200 to 20000) may be enough to ex-
clude some of the NP scenarios considered. We found that
both time-dependent analyses at B-factories and time-integrated
measurements at Z-factories could start probing NP scenarios
with CP-violating contributions. Our exploratory study should
be improved in the future by including several experimental ef-
fects (detector acceptance, backgrounds, systematics), but these
first results are rather promising.

To conclude, the patterns of deviations from the SM ob-
served in b — s£*{~ transitions remain intriguing and require
further investigations. The companion b — svv modes should
be detected soon at Belle II, and they provide an interesting
venue to probe complementary NP contributions in a clean way.
We hope that the observables discussed in this article could thus
help shed light on the short-distance dynamics of rare b — s
transitions and in particular on its lesser studied CP-violating
aspects.
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