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The Belle Collaboration has recently measured the complete set of angular coefficient func-

tions for the exclusive decays B — D*(Dn)lp,, with £ = e, u, in four bins of the parameter
2 2 2

w = ”W—D*Q’ with ¢ the lepton pair momentum [I]. Under the assumption that physics

m *
beyond the Stagdard Model does not contribute to such modes, the measurements are useful to
determine the hadronic form factors describing the B — D™ matrix elements of the Standard Model
weak current, and to improve the determination of |Vz|. On the other hand, they can be used
to assess the impact of possible new physics contributions. In a bottom-up approach, we extend
the Standard Model effective Hamiltonian governing this mode with the inclusion of the full set of
Lorentz invariant d=6 operators compatible with the gauge symmetry of the theory. The measured
angular coefficient functions can tightly constrain the couplings in the generalized Hamiltonian. We
present the first results of this analysis, discussing how improvements can be achieved when more

complete data on the angular coefficient functions will be available.

I. INTRODUCTION AND FRAMEWORK

In the search of signals from physics beyond the
Standard Model (SM), a few tensions between SM
expectations and measurements have emerged in the
flavour sector [2, B]. In particular, in addition
to processes suppressed at tree-level in SM, which
are highly sensitive to virtual contribution of heavy
quanta [4], also charged current processes are under
scrutiny after the emerge(nge of anomalies in the ra-

. . B(B — DYruy,) .
tios R(D™)) = BB = DIlv,) (¢ =e, p) in BaBar
Collaboration [B] and subsequent analyses [6HI2] (see
[2L 13] for averages and review). The possibility of
relating such anomalies to the tensions for the differ-
ent determinations of |V ;| makes the investigation of
such processes even more intriguing [14].

The angular coefficient functions in the fully differ-
ential B(p) — D™ (p/, €)(Dm)l(ky)vg(ks) decay dis-
tribution are suitable observables to look for the ef-
fects of new physics (NP) [I5HI9]. The Belle Col-
laboration has recently reported the measurement of
the complete set of such functions in four bins of the
m% +m%. — ¢

2mBmD*
g =p—p [1]. Here, we want to consider the role
of NP in this process using theoretical expressions
that can be applied also to other modes [20] 2I]. We
make use of the Standard Model effective field the-
ory (SMEFT) as a model-independent framework to

hadronic recoil parameter w = , with
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analyze NP contributions to beauty hadron decays
[22, 23]. If the NP scale Ayp is much larger than
the electroweak scale, the new massive degrees of
freedom can be integrated out providing an effective
Hamiltonian in terms of SM fields, invariant under
the SM gauge group. In the extended Hamiltonian
new operators not present in the SM appear, sup-
pressed by powers of 1/Ayp. At O (1/A%p) these
are dimension-six operators. Among these, those rel-
evant for the present study are four fermion opera-
tors.

To describe the modes B — V¢~ iy, with V a me-
son comprising an up-type quark U, we consider the
generalized effective Hamiltonian

Hb—)UZV _ ﬁVUb

V2
{1+ ) (1 = 6)0) (G371 = 75)ve)
+e (U7u(1+75)b) (64" (1 = 7)) (1)
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b (O (1 =5)b) (0 (1 =5)00) }+ hec.

with Gr the Fermi constant and Vy; the relevant
element of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
matrix. Besides the SM term, the low energy Hamil-
tonian comprises NP operators with complex
e€,7 r.s.pr lepton-flavour dependent coefficients. The
scalar operator does not contribute if V' is a vector
meson, as D* in the present case.

We choose the kinematics indicated in Fig. Oy
is the angle between the D meson and the direction
opposite to the B in the D* rest frame; 6, the angle

between the charged lepton and the B in the vir-
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tual W rest frame and ¢ the angle between the decay
planes identified by the directions of the lepton pair
on one hand and the (D, ) pair on the other in the B
rest frame. Using such variables the fully differential
decay width reads:

d4F(B — V(Plpg)f_f/g) . C|“ | B ﬁ 2
dg2dcos@dpdcosby pv 2

X {Ils sin? Oy + I, cos? Oy
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128(2m)*m%
momentum of the V' meson (here D*) in the B meson
rest-frame. The angular coefficient functions I; in
depend on the couplings e€/7 r.prs o0 ¢* (or w) and
on the hadronic form factors:

Li=[1+ ey P I°M 4 |eg|2IN PR 4 |ep2IN PP
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FIG. 1. Kinematics of B — D*(Dm){™ 1.

for i = 1s,...6¢,
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and for i =8, 9

b

I = 2Tm [eg(1 + )] I]VTR (5)

In SM such functions are expressed in terms of helic-
ity amplitudes:

1
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with the form factors defined in the appendix [A] For
NP operators the amplitudes are also introduced:

1YY = —={¢*(Ti(¢*) ~ Ta(g?))

1
v
(= mi £ A m6)) () + To(a?) }

A(mZ, m2, q?)
HNP:4{ B, My, T (a?
L mv(mB+mv)2 0(q7)
mQBer%/—q2
my

+2 Ty(a?) + 4my Ta(*) |- (7)
The form factors T; are also defined in appendix [A]

The expressions of all coefficient functions I; are in
Tables I-V included the appendix [B]

II. CONSTRAINTS ON NP COUPLINGS
FROM BELLE MEASUREMENT

The comparison of the Belle measurement [1] to
the theoretical expressions in the previous section
allows us to constrain the couplings in the general-
ized Hamiltonian . Before presenting the anal-
ysis, we point out that i) the coefficient functions
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FIG. 2. NP couplings €/, €/, €5, €. obtained from the

Belle measurement of the angular coefficient functions of
B — D*(Dn)u~ 7. The light region corresponds to re-
quiring that the theoretical results agree with the experi-
mental data at 2.5 0. The dark region corresponds to the
values obtained minimizing the reduced 2.

defined in the previous section are related to the
coefficient functions in [I], denoted as J;, through

. 3|pp-|
|I;| = |J;/F|, with FF = 2103
in [I] corresponds to §; — 7 — @ in our notation,
therefore we have I; = —J;/F for i = 4, 6s, 6¢, 8,
and I; = J;/F for all the other coefficients; iii)
the Belle Collaboration provides the angular coef-
ficient functions in four bins Aw(® of w, defining

J¢ = [ap@ Ji(w)dw and J; = J;/N, where N =

ii) the angle 6,

3

S (3T + 6J¢, — Jg —2J8,). The factor N
corresponds, modulo a constant, to the integrated
width.

To get information on the effective couplings we
proceed as follows. From Fig. 1 of [I] we obtain the
values of the coefficients jl in the four bins Aw™® =
[1, 1.15], Aw® = [1.15, 1.25], Aw® = [1.25, 1.35],
Aw™® = [1.35, 1.5] (for such an information the Col-
laboration has not provided in [I] the table of numer-
ical results and the error covariance matrix). Next,
we consider the products (J*)2P = J; - (Aw)®. Using
the results in appendix [B] and fixing the parameter
N = 0.146 to reproduce the measured branching ra-
tio quoted in [24], we calculate the expressions of the
integrals of the coefficient functions in each bin of w,
(J&)h . The w dependence of the hadronic form fac-
tors is needed to perform the integrals: we use the
CLN parametrization [25] with the parameters ob-
tained in [26]. The details on the reconstruction of
the form factors and on the choice of the parameters
can be found in [I5].

We require that (J#)ih, € [(JA)nf —kof, (Jnd +
ko], with k a number of standard deviations to be
fixed; of is the error of the Belle result for each
jf multiplied by the corresponding bin width. We
have a total of 48 constraints, i.e. the integrals over
4 bins for 12 angular coefficients. Since the data
refer to the muon channel, we determine the set
(i, €, €p, €) (set 1) that can simultaneously sat-
isfy all constraints, within the initial ranges |e/'| < 0.5
for i =V, R, P,T. We find that the smallest value
of k for which all constraints are fulfilled is k = 2.5.
For this setlof parameters we computg the function
X = Ny (I8 = (I5P) /(0)?, with
Ngog = 40, @ = 1s5,...9 and a = 1,..4. The
values of this function lie in the range [1.8,2.6],
the minimum corresponds to the set of parameters
(Re[ev],Im[ey]) = (—0.05,0.25); (Reler), Im[eg]) =
(—0.03,0.09); (Re[ep],Im[ep]) = ( — 0.25,—0.25);
(Re[er], Im[er]) = (0.04,—0.04). To be conservative
we select more points, those satisfying x2,, < 1.875
(set 2). This choice is sensible since the probabil-
ity to find x?%,, > 1.875 in the case of 40 degrees of
freedom is 0.07%. For comparison, the SM case (i.e.
ey =ep =¢€p = ep = 0 and Ngoy = 48) corresponds
to Xfed = 2. The results are in Fig.[2} the light region
corresponds to the parameters in set 1, while the dark
region to the parameters in set 2. The agreement with
data can be appreciated from Fig. [3] which includes
the Belle points together with the angular coefficient
functions obtained using the determined e couplings.
The remarkable result is that, while the SM point
with all new couplings equal to zero is allowed, it
does not belong to the region of minimum x2, and
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FIG. 3. Angular coefficient functions in Eq. for B — D*(Dm)u~ 7. The shaded regions correspond to the results
obtained using the determined € couplings, the points are the Belle measurements [I].

there is the possibility of values different from zero

in €7. This observation will be strengthened when
|

Other observables are sensitive to the effects of the
new operators in . In particular, an interesting
observable is the ratio

:25(711)
Jls (w)

Indeed, as obtained using the expressions in ap-
pendix EI, the angular coefficient functions Iy, 25,

hence Jis 25, do not depend on ep. For vanishing
e their ratio would be independent of the form fac-
tors and insensitive to €y, €r. Therefore, the ratio (8)
might signal the tensor operator. This is displayed in
Fig. 4] which shows that for nonvanishing e the ratio
can have a zero for wq in the range [1.44, 1.5] in the
muon channel.

The structure of the angular coefficients provides
insights on the possibility that e is the only nonva-

Rgls(’w) = . (8)

the table of measurements and the error covariance
matrix will be available.

nishing new coupling. In particular, for ey = eg =0

1.1 1.2 1.5

FIG. 4. Ratio R2is in Eq. for €. = 0 (dashed line)
and varying €% in the range displayed in Fig. [2] (shaded
region).



wo

FIG. 5.

the ratio Jas (blue curve) and Ja. (magenta curve) for

B
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|ef| as a function of the position of the zero of

one finds that both jgs and jgc might have a zero.
This is depicted in Fig. This figure shows that if
|| < 0.25 Jas should have a zero while J5. should
not, and viceversa. They cannot have a zero simul-
taneously. Although the Belle data are not precise
enough to draw definite conclusions, they seem to
exclude the presence of a zero in Jp. and are com-
patible with the presence of a zero of Jo in the last
bin of w. Other angular coeflicient functions provide
us with further information. If the only nonvanishing
NP coupling is €7, Jg. would display a zero at a value
given by the relation

V@HE (¢ =0. (9

The position wy of the zero of Jg. would fix Reler].
This is shown in Fig. [6 where the continuous curve
corresponds to the relation @D, while the gray band

YReler] — 4myHy(q

is the range of w where the zero of jgc should be
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FIG. 6. Re[eT] as a function of the position of the zero of
Joe for € = ¢ = €, = 0, obtained from Eq. @b

found according to the Belle measurement. This cor-
responds to small values of Re[€], consistently with

the results for j25 and jgc.

III. CONCLUSIONS

The measurement of the full set of angular coef-
ficient functions in B — D*(Dm)uw, constrains the
set of NP coefficients in the generalized low energy
Hamiltonian. In particular, the possibility that some
NP coefficients are different from zero emerges as a
first evidence on the basis of the information available
in [I]. It will be possible to corroborate this indica-
tion using the experimental table of measurements
together with the covariance error matrix.

Note added. When this manuscript was completed,
the paper [27] was uploaded to the archive, dealing
with the same issue.
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Appendix A: Hadronic matrix elements

The B — V matrix elements are parametrized as:

2V (%)
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