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Inclusive b — {u,c} ¢~ v, modes: polarized/unpolarized A,
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Abstract. The increasing number of flavour anomalies motivates the investiga-
tion of new processes where tensions similar to the observed ones may emerge.
It is necessary to identify observables sensitive to physics beyond the Standard
Model. The analysis which follows concerns the inclusive semileptonic de-
cays of polarized beauty baryons, computed through the Heavy Quark Expan-
sion at O(l/mi) and at the leading order in a;. New Physics interactions have
been taken into account, extending the Standard Model b — U ¢ v, low-energy
Hamiltonian, where U = {c,u } and ¢ = { e, u, 7}, including the full set of D = 6
operators with left-handed neutrinos. Among the possible observables one can
consider, the ones depending on the spin of the decaying baryon are very ap-
pealing and can be considered for physics programmes of future facilities, such
as FCC-ee.

1 Introduction

Deviations in a number of observables w.r.t. the Standard Model (SM) predictions, the flavour
anomalies, have been recently detected. They represent a motivation for searching signals of
New Physics (NP). Anomalies have been observed in tree-level and loop-induced decays
of B, By and B, mesons [} 2l]. Particularly interesting, hints of lepton flavour universality
(LFU) violations have been collected. It is necessary to investigate other heavy hadron decay
processes to get a full comprehension of LFU, for this reason inclusive semileptonic beauty
baryon decays have been analyzed [3] treating the nonperturbative effects of strong interac-
tions in a systematic way, exploiting an expansion in the inverse heavy quark mass [4,5]. The
calculation of the inclusive semileptonic decay width H, — X., ¢~ ¥, of a polarized heavy
hadron H,, will be described below, expanding the hadronic matrix elements at O(l/mi) in
the heavy quark expansion (HQE), at leading order in a;. Observables have been computed
for the transition A, — X, , £~ ¥, for non vanishing charged lepton mass and considering the
NP generalization of the SM in the effective Hamiltonian, including all the D = 6 semilep-
tonic operators with left-handed neutrinos [6-12]. A recent improvement has been achieved
in [13]] where a; corrections has been computed for the inclusive B — X, 7 v, decay width
and leptonic invariant mass spectrum up to O(1/ mZ) in the HQE.

At LHC the A, is produced unpolarized [14H17] because the b quark is produced through
strong interactions, a sizeable longitudinal A, polarization is expected for b quarks produced
in Z and ¢ quark decays [18H20].
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2 Generalized effective Hamiltonian

Let us consider a beauty hadron Hj, with spin s. The inclusive semileptonic decays Hy(p, s) —
Xu(px) € (pe) ve(py), induced by the quark transition b — U, with U = { ¢, u }, are described
by the general low-energy Hamiltonian which extends the SM one:

- GpV
HI2U7 = FTzUb [(1+€))Osm + € Os + €, 0p + €.Or + €, 0| +hc.. (1)
that comprises the Fermi constant Gr, the CKM matrix element Vy;, and the full set of

D = 6 semileptonic b — U operators with left-handed neutrinos: Osmr = [ay,(1F
ys)bI[Ey* (1 = ys)ve], Os = [ab][L(1 = ys)ve], Op = [aysb][£(1 — ys)v] and Or =
(@0 (1=ys5)b] [€ o™ (1 —7vs5) ve]. e{,’ s.pr.r are complex lepton-flavour dependent couplings.

In the case of ef = 0 one recovers the SM case. We keep m, # 0 for all leptons £ = {e, u, 7 }.

3 Inclusive decay width

Any D = 6 operator in Eq. (I) can be written as the product of two currents, O = J\) LM®,
where J{) and LM are respectively the hadronic and the leptonic currents. M generically
denotes the Lorentz indices of the currents. The H}, inclusive semileptonic differential decay
width can be written as

Gzp |VUb|2 * ij ij\MN
dr= dr —+——— g 9:9; Wun  (LY) , (2)
S~ 4 M, H — S—— ——
phace space b hadronic tensor leptonic tensor

with the phase-space element dX = (2 7)* d*q 6*(q— p¢— p,) [dp¢] [dp,]. The notation [dp] =
(2:)'#‘;”0 has been used. gy = 1 + e“; and gs prr = Eg,P,T,R are the Wilson coefficients.

Using the optical theorem, the hadronic tensor (W'/)yy = 1 Im [(T’j ) MN] is given in terms of
the forward amplitude depicted in figure|]

(T = i f dx e Hy(p OIT (1) () IO Hy(p. ) 3)

The hadron momentum p = my, v + k is written in terms of the 4-velocity v, the heavy quark

Figure 1. Discontinuity of the forward amplitude across the
cut of the semileptonic process.
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mass my, and the residual momentum k, with k| ~ O(Agcp). The QCD quark field b(x)
is redefined as b(x) = e ™" b,(x), with b,(x) still QCD quark field satisfying the EoM
by(x) = (P+ + %) by(x), where P, = % are the velocity projectors.

Introducing px = my v + k — g, the Eq. () becomes

(T = (Hy(0, B0 Tt —— T b (O)|Hy v, 5)) - @)
Px —Mu



and considering |k| ~ O(Aqcp) we have

(Twy = Z (Hy. $IBO) Ty (pyy + mu) (D (pyy + mu))' T b(ONHy (v, 5)) ~—2-

wherel_“(,t?:yol"xlﬁy pu = px —kand Ay = py, —mj,.

Using the trace formalism [21]], we can write the n-th term in the series as

(Hy(0, )b, O)Ty) (pyy +mu) i B (py +my)...i B (py + my) T by(O)Hy(v, 5)) =

n times

=) - ; o .
= [E @y + 1) [ [ oy + mod] 7| | (Hy@ 9B0)iD" . i by(OHy(@: 5 -
k=1 “
M-ty

(6)

The expression in Eq. (6) involves the hadronic matrix elements (M*!-#),, where a and b are
Dirac indices. These matrix elements can be written in terms of nonperturbative parameters,
the number of which increases with the order of the expansion:

2MH = (Hp|b, iD* iD, b,|Hp)
O(1/my)
2MH = (H,|b, (—ioy) iDHiDY b,|Hp)
2MH = (Hp|b, le (iv- D)iD, b,|Hy) .
ZMHPLS = <Hh|bv( ioyy) iD¥ (iv - D)iD” by|Hp)

3
o /my.. {0

To compute M*~#» one can follow the methods proposed in [21} 22].

In the case of baryons, the dependence on the spin s, in Eq. (6) must be kept into account as
done up to O(1 /m;z) in [23]]. In [3] M- have been derived at O(1 /mf) for a polarized
baryon, extending the previous results obtained in [10} [12, 23125]].

From the expressions of the matrix elements M -#» the hadronic tensor can be com-
puted and expanded in Lorentz structures which depend on v, ¢ and s. The results for the
effective Hamiltonian Eq. (T)) are collected in [3]]. The four-fold differential decay rate for the
Hy(p, s) = Xu(px) € (pe) Ve(p,) transition reads

d'T _ Gplvul
dE;dg?dgydcosp  32(2m)3 My

> aig; % Im ()| @WHY ., (8)
ij

where p, = (E¢, Pr), qo = ¢q - v and Op is the angle between the two 3-vectors py and § in
the H}, rest frame. Double and single distributions are obtained integrating Eq. (8] over the
phase-space [26]. The full decay width can be obtained by performing all integrations and
can be written as:

P - R N T
I'(Hy = Xy U vp) = rbzgz 9gj [C(U) m’;Cg;j)+—GCE’;J)+—DC(f;j)-FﬁC(f;D ,
b

i mi He mz Pp mZ Prs
©))
where I, = % is the partonic term corresponding to a free quark decay. The indices
i and j runs over the contributions of the various operators and of their interferences. The
coefficients C"/ can be found in [3]. The OPE breaks down in the endpoint region of the



Table 1. Inclusive semileptonic A, branching fractions in SM, obtained for the central values of the
parameters.

b—c b—-u
BAp = Xepuv,) 11.0x 1072 B, — Xypuv,) 11.65x 107
BNy, = X.TV;) 24x1072  BAp, = X, TV, 2.75 % 107*

spectra, where singularities appear and which should be resummed in a H; shape function,
the convolution with such a function smears the spectra at the endpoint. The effects of the
baryon shape function has not been considered here. Perturbative QCD corrections have also
been not included: in the SM case they can be found in [27H32]]. NLO QCD corrections have
also been recently computed in [[13}33]].

4 Results for A, — X, (v,

In [3] several observables for the modes A, — X, , £ ¥, have been studied. Here we consider
a few of them. Further ones, as well as the input parameters, can be found in [3]]. For the
couplings ef in Eq. (I) we fix three NP benchmark points, set in [7, [34] for U = ¢, while for
U = u we use the ranges fixed in [35]]. Using Gr = 1.16637(1) x 107 GeV72, |Vl = 0.042
and |V,,| = 0.0037, together with 75, = 1.471(9)ps [36], we compute the inclusive A,
branching fraction for the two quark transitions and for final 7 and u lepton. The results
in the SM, for the central values of the parameters and neglecting QCD corrections, are in
table [} For comparison, the available measurements are B(A, — A.{” ¥, + anything) =
(10.9 £2.2) x 1072, with £ = e, and B(Ap, — pu~ ¥,) = (4.1 £ 1.0) X 107*[36].

For inclusive semileptonic A; decays it is interesting to consider a ratio analogous to
R(D*) for B meson, to compare the 7 and the muon mode using a quantity in which several
theoretical uncertainties cancel:

F'(Ap = Xy1¥r)

Ra,(Xy) =
~(Xv) T(Ap — Xy i 7,)

with U=u,c. (10)
Another ratio sensitive to LFU violating NP effects can be defined. It can be constructed
from the distribution %ﬁi”‘) = AY + B} cos6p. The dependence of %SX:PM) on
cos p is linear, and NP contributions modify both the slope and the intercept of the curve
as displayed in figure 2] Similarly to the ratio defined in Eq. (I0), we define the ratio of the
slopes RY = BY /BY which has a definite value in SM, and can deviate due to NP as specified

in table 2| A correlation between Ry, (Xy) and Rg can be constructed. As an example, for

Table 2. Ratios Ry, (X,) and Ry, (X.) (left) and ratios R and R (right) for SM and NP at the BP.

Rp, (X)) Rp(Xe) R R
SM  0.234 0.214  0.081 0.100
NP  0.238 0.240  0.091 0.074

Ap — X, 7V, with the effective Hamiltonian extended including a tensor operator, we vary
the couplings (Re[e‘T‘],Im[e‘TL]) and (Re[€]], Im[€]]) in the regions determined in [7]. The
correlation plot in figure[3|shows that the (challenging) measurement of the two ratios would
discriminate SM and NP.
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Figure 2. r dcos o distribution for A, — Xy € ¥, with U = ¢ (top row), U = u (bottom row), £ = u

(left column) and 5 = 7 (right column). The solid line is the SM result, the dashed line the NP result at
the benchmark point.
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5 Conclusions

The calculation of the fully differential inclusive semileptonic decay width of a polarized
heavy hadron at O(1 /mi) in the HQE, at leading order in @, and for non vanishing charged
lepton mass has been described. NP generalization of the SM has been considered in the
effective Hamiltonian in Eq.(T) including all the D = 6 semileptonic operators with left-
handed neutrinos. The correlation plot in figure |§| shows that the ratios Ra,(X.) and RS can
assume different values in the SM and when NP is included. Although this measurement is
experimentally challenging, it represents a suitable observable to test violation of LFU.
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