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Abstract

Recent anomalies in B-meson decays, such as deviations in R and B — Kvv, suggest possible
lepton flavor universality violation and new exotic interactions. In this work, we explore these
anomalies within a non-minimal SU(5) grand unified theory (GUT) framework, which introduces a
45-dimensional Higgs representation predicting exotic scalar particles, including the leptoquark Ra
and diquark Sg. The Ry leptoquark addresses charged current anomalies in b — c7v transitions,
the Sg diquark contributes to nonleptonic neutral current processes, such as B — K while at the
loop level, the exchange of a leptoquark and diquark contributes to B — Kvv offering solutions to

longstanding puzzles.

* bbhattach@ltu.edu

t datta@phy.olemiss.edu

! gaberfaisel @sdu.edu.tr

§ skhalil@Qzewailcity.edu.eg

¥ shibasis.cmi@gmail.com


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2238-321X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8713-2783
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8770-1966
mailto:bbhattach@ltu.edu
mailto:datta@phy.olemiss.edu
mailto:gaberfaisel@sdu.edu.tr
mailto:skhalil@zewailcity.edu.eg
mailto:shibasis.cmi@gmail.com

I. INTRODUCTION

The masses and mixing of the quarks and leptons along with the unknown reason for
three generations are the pressing flavor puzzles in the standard model (SM) that remain
unresolved. In addition, the gauge interactions of the three families of quarks and leptons
are the same. This forbids tree-level flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC) processes. At
the loop level, FCNC effects in b quark decays are enhanced due to contributions from the
heavy top quark. However, these processes are still rare in the SM allowing for new physics
effects to be present. Hence, understanding FCNC effects in B-meson decays provides cru-
cial insights into the physics beyond the SM. Among the various theoretical extensions of
the SM, the SU(5) grand unified theory (GUT) stands out as one of the most compelling.
It unifies the SM gauge groups into a single framework and, combines quarks and leptons
into a single multiplet, thereby predicting electric charge quantization. SU(5) provides a
promising avenue for understanding fundamental interactions by linking the strong, weak,
and electromagnetic forces. However, minimal SU(5) faces several significant challenges.
For instance, it does not successfully unify the SM gauge couplings and predicts incorrect
fermion mass relations that conflict with experimental data. A potential solution to address
some of these issues is to introduce an additional Higgs multiplet with a 45-dimensional rep-
resentation [I, 2]. This model also enables a richer flavor structure and introduces potential
new sources of flavor violation. In particular, the inclusion of exotic scalars, such as the
leptoquark R, and diquark Sg, significantly broadens the scope of potential flavor-violating
interactions in non-minimal SU(5) models. These particles, which emerge naturally in the
extended SU(5) framework, introduce interactions beyond those allowed in the SM, offering
a pathway to address key experimental anomalies and deepen our understanding of flavor

physics.

Studies of B-meson decays have played an important role in establishing the flavor struc-
ture of the SM. FCNC processes in b-quark decays are also crucial in the search for new
physics, as they are highly sensitive to new sources of CP violation and exotic particles.
Over several decades many B-decay measurements have shown deviations from their SM
predictions — these are known as the B anomalies. The anomalies can be classified as
charged-current and neutral-current anomalies. In the charged-current sector, the measure-

ments of interest are the ratios Ry = B(B — D1~ 0.)/B(B — D®/{(~ 1) (here { = e, j1)
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and Ry = B(Bf — J/¢vrtv,)/B(Bf — J/Yptv,). The first of these ratios, Ry, has
been measured with a precision of 5-8% [3HI6], by the BaBar, Belle, and LHCb experiments.
These measurements show a combined deviation of 3.31¢ [I7] from the SM. The second ratio,
Ry, has been measured by the LHCDb experiment with a precision of 35% [18] and displays
a 1.70 deviation from its SM prediction. Together these measurements provide strong hints

of lepton universality violating new physics in charged-current b decays.

In the neutral-current sector, there are anomalies in semileptonic and nonleptonic B
decays. In the semileptonic B decays, there are several hints of deviations from the SM
in the FCNC b — s transitions with charged leptons and neutrinos in the final state. A
recent first measurement of the branching ratio B(BT™ — KTvw) = (2.3 £0.7) x 1075 by
the Belle I experiment [19] is 2.70 higher than the SM expectation B(BT — KTvi)gy =
(5.58 4 0.38) x 107% [20]. Furthermore, even though the recently updated measurements
of Ry = B(B — KWutpu=)/B(B — K®ete™) are now fully consistent with their SM
expectations [21], the individual branching fractions in both the electron and muon channels
remain discrepant [22]). There have also been recent interests in several anomalies in neutral-
current hadronic B decays [23H31]. In particular, we will focus on the hadronic B-decay
anomaly that has been around for about 20 years, known as the B — K7 puzzle (see
Refs. [23] 25, B2, B3] and references therein). Here the amplitudes for the four decays
BT — 7tKY Bt — 7K+, B® - 77 KT and B° — 7°K° obey a quadrilateral isospin
relation. However, the measurements of the observables in these decays are not completely

consistent with one another — there is a discrepancy at the level of ~ 3o.

The non-minimal SU(5) model proposed in this work has several new states that can
potentially resolve the various B anomalies. The leptoquark Rs, with its ability to mediate
interactions between quarks and leptons, can explain observed anomalies in semileptonic
decays, particularly the R;/fi) ratios in b — c7v transitions. The Ry leptoquark, with its dis-
tinct coupling patterns, presents a viable candidate for reconciling these discrepancies and,
if confirmed, could establish a direct link between grand unification and lepton-flavor univer-
sality violation. On the other hand, the diquark Sg enables novel quark-quark interactions
that are absent in the SM. This scalar diquark has the potential to contribute significantly
to flavor-changing neutral current processes in B-meson decays, including rare channels like
B — Km and B — Kwvv, thereby resolving the anomalies in these decays. A model with

diquarks and leptoquarks that resolve the B anomalies was discussed in Ref. [34].
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In this work, we investigate the role of exotic scalar fields in flavor-violating B-meson
decays within the non-minimal SU(5) model. We focus on the contributions of the diquark Sg
and leptoquark R, to rare decay channels, aiming to shed light on their potential to address
current experimental anomalies. By analyzing the B — Kn, b — crv, and B — Kvv
processes, we provide insights into how these exotic scalars may offer a promising avenue for
discovering new physics through flavor violation.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly introduce minimal SU(5),
focusing on the main features of the light exotic 45-dimensional scalars, specifically the
leptoquark R, and diquark Sg. In Section 3, we examine the contributions of the diquark Sg
to the B — K processes and determine the best-fit parameters consistent with experimental
measurements. Section 4 addresses the contribution of the leptoquark R, to the b — crv
process, highlighting its potential to account for the Rp and Rp+ anomalies. In Section 5,
we consider the combined contributions of both Sg and Ry to B — Kvv, a process with a
very small SM prediction, making it a promising channel for probing new physics through

flavor violation. Finally, we present our conclusions and future prospects in Section 6.

II. NON-MINIMAL SU(5)

In this section, we describe the Non-Minimal SU(5) model which includes a Higgs in the
45 representation. Starting from the Lagrangian for the model, we discuss constraints on
the model parameters from FCNC b — s(d)7y processes.

As advocated, extending the Higgs sector of SU(5) by 455 helps solve some of the prob-
lems that the minimal SU(5) GUT faces [35H38]. The 45 transforms under the SM gauge
group, SU(3)e¢xSU(2),xU(1)y, as follows.

455 = (8,2)1/2® (1,2)12® (3,1)—13®(3,3) =13 D (6%,1)=1/3D (3%,2) 76 D (3", 1)as3. (1)

It also satisfies the following constraints: 45?‘/5 = —4550‘ and 22(45)35 = 0. Through
non-vanishing Vacuum Expectation Values (VEVs) of 5y and 455: (55) = vs, (455)1° =
(455)25 = (451)3° = wys, (45)5° = —3uys, the electroweak symmetry SU(2), x U(1)y is
spontaneously broken into U(1)gy. We present the decomposition of the 45, scalar field in

Table [l



(6,1,-1/3)7 | Sg o = 1 el

(3,2,-7/6) | Ry | ¢ =L éilgy. = L €las,

(3,1,4/3)% | S ab =1 5ab45,

(3,1,—1/3)| Sy | ¢b =1 6ba5' = —1 6745

(3,1,1/3)

(3,3,-1/3)% | S5 ¢l = 451 — 1604511

(1,2,1/2)2% | Dy |¢2(¢il) = $6245° = —1 ;45

(1,2,1/2)%®

(8,2,1/2)i0 | Sy | ¢l = (45x)i0 — 16%(45,)°

TABLE 1. 45-Higgs scalar spectrum, with SU(3) indices 4, j, k and SU(2) indices a, b, c.

In general, the Yukawa interactions of the 45y field can be expressed as [39):

1 1
—Ly = ( YDijeanepe (P10:) 2 (@5) 8P (W10,) 78 + = (YiE) i (W10:) 2 (@15) 5 (Vs,) e +hec.

2
(2)
where eapcpg is the totally antisymmetric tensor with €19345 = 1, and Y4g is an antisym-

metric matrix in generation space that satisfies
(Yis)ig = —(Yas )i (3)

where 7, 7 are generation indices.

After SU(5) symmetry breaking, the Lagrangian in Eq. can be expanded as [39)

— ax E — * ax 7 a
—Ly = (Y9 )ijeaplina RS0, + (Y ?)ij8ri R 017 + (YY) ij drai (7)™ S ey
(V¢

+ s G (1 S al; + b, (4)

where €,4 is an antisymmetric tensor with €'2 = €15 = 1, a,b = 1,2, 3 are SU(3) indices and
a, = 1,2 are SU(2) indices. Recall that the SU(5) fields can be decomposed into SM fields

as follows:
10 — (qL,u%,ecR), 3 — ( %,gL), 5H — (Hu,T), gH — (Hd,T), (5)

where ¢q;, and /;, are the left-handed quark and lepton doublets in the SM, u%, d%, and

e, are their right-handed charge conjugate counterparts, i, and H; represent the up- and
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down-type Higgs doublets, and T" and T are heavy color-triplet fields. The symmetric 3 x 3
matrices, n*, are as defined in [40] — they play a key role in encoding the structure of
interactions between the various fields.

The quark and lepton fields in Eq. were written in the flavor basis. In order to
transform these fields to the physical (mass) basis it is sufficient to rotate the left-handed
down type quark fields by the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix. We can rewrite
the flavor-basis quark and lepton fields as

Uri ; VL
dri = R , Ui = Ui, dri = dp;, lri = ) €Rri = €Ri (6)
(Verm)ijdr; eri
where  denotes the mass eigenstate corresponding to the flavor-basis field z and Vekm
represents the CKM matrix. We will use the Particle Data Group (PDG) phase conven-
tion [41} 42] when computing the CKM matrix elements. The couplings YGQQ that appear in
Eq. form an antisymmetric matrix over the generation indices i, j. This antisymmetry
of YﬁQQ arises naturally from the GUT-scale matching conditions of the couplings, which
impose the following relationship:
V= v @
where Y,¥ represents the Yukawa coupling associated with the 45 representation in SU(5).

Expanding the Lagrangian in Eq. in terms of fermion fields in the mass basis using
Eq. (6)), we obtain

—Ly = (Y9")i; [(Grai RS er;) — (GraiRS?015)] + (YY) drai (n™)**Sg a5y,

1 ~ * 7 * 3 a * A
+ §(YGQQ>U [UE?(UA)abS? (Voran)jrdy, — (Vorm) i dig (™) an S¢ U?,j]
+ (Y59, [éRz‘RSalﬂij + éRiR;ﬂ(VCKM)jkCZ%k} + h.c. (8)
The diquark and leptoquark couplings, YQUL’EQ and YGQQ’DU, in the above Lagrangian

can be constrained using experimental limits on FCNC processes, such as b — s(d)y. This
is because the diquark and leptoquark fields can replace the W boson in loop diagrams
analogous to the SM penguin and box diagrams. After integrating out the heavier scalar
fields, S¢ and Ry, one can compute their effects on effective operators. Focusing on the

electromagnetic and chromomagnetic dipole operators,

(& _ v Js — a apy
Or = 1eam()(@rowbp) ™ Os = o 5mp(p) (@l oumbr) G 9)



~ (&

7 =

1672

my (H) (QRUquL)FuV )

0, = &

(1) (G T3 G

(10)

one can readily show that Sg not only introduces new contributions to both O; and Og but

also generates additional contributions to their chirality-flipped counterparts O; and Os.

The Wilson coefficients (WCs) corresponding to these operators obtained by integrating out

Sg are given as,

Se
C7

Se
Cy

56
Cr

= 56
Cs

+

2 3
U *
o Y FVE Ve i)
ta"Ss ; A D1
v? 1 - QQ\x y,CKM DU\« f
N 2 My, (Yg Vi MY )i F (i) 11
2)\tqm§6 mp j;l J< ) ( 6 )b]f7<yj) ( )
2 3
U *
Do Z (YGQQ) VCKM (YQQ>jDVg[)KMf8<yj)
ta’ss ; A pe1
2 3
v _
2y, mbMZ:1 S Y6 ) AV (Y )b fs () (12)
v? 3
)\tqmgs Z (}%DU)Zj(YDU)qJﬁ(yJ)
6 j=1
v? RS CKM (DU
—_— My, Y Vi Y. 13
2Mgmig, bjgz:l i ) (Yo gz f2(y5) (13)
2L
)\tqm?g Z (YGDU)ZJ‘(YGDU)QJfB(yJ)
6 j=1
v? 1 - QQ CKM (x,DU\ f
— Moy, (Y Vi Y ; ), 14
2)\tqm%6 me j;l J< )]A ( )QJfS(y]) ( )

where v = (246/v/2) GeV is the SM Higgs VEV, y; = m2 /mj,, and f7s(y;) and frs(y;)

are loop functions that take the following explicit forms.

frl) = % 4y} — 9y +(5y—_631/;(yj —2) hlyy} | (15)
Filw) = 15 _3‘% e (16
i e (17)
o =5 [P )

Focusing specifically on b — sv, assuming a TeV scale mass for the diquark, and plug-

ging in numerical values of measured parameters such as the CKM matrix elements, we

7



can expand sums in Eqgs. f in terms of products of Yukawa couplings. We find
that the dominant contributions to the WCs come from the two products (YPV)ss(Y2?)s,
and (Y29)s5(Y{?V )93, while the contributions from all other products of two Yukawas are
subdominant. Following Refs. [43, [44], one can show that experimental bounds on b — sy
can be used to constrain C7g and 6’778. In turn, these can be used to put bounds on prod-
ucts of Yukawa couplings in our model. We find that the most stringent of these bounds
is |(YPU)33(Yi?9)s5| < 2.7 x 1073, while less stringent bounds apply to all other products
of two Yukawa couplings. On the other hand, the product (Y;V)s3(Y??)s, does not con-
tribute to the B anomalies we discuss in this paper. Furthermore, we find that similar,
albeit slightly weaker, constraints on products of Yukawa couplings can also be obtained
from b — dvy. Consequently, it is still possible to use the Sg diquark in our model to analyze
the B-anomalies without running afoul of constraints from b — s(d)~.

We now turn to the leptoquark, R,. The Wilson coefficients corresponding to Org and

0778 obtained by integrating out Ry can be summarized as follows.

2 3
U * *
O = o D PV (V)0 Vg M (19)
4" Raa2 j k=1
2 3
2a2 __ v EQ\x * E
O™ = — o > (PG (V) 0 Vg M (20)
1q"" Rogo Gk 0=1
Cfﬁ2a2 _ éféﬁw =0, (21>

where we have neglected the mass of the charged lepton running in the loop compared to the
leptoquark mass. Here we find that, for ](YQEQ); (V) el < 1071, leptoquark contributions
to these Wilson coefficients are small compared to their SM values. Thus, constraints on the
leptoquark Yukawa couplings appear to be even weaker than those on the diquark Yukawa
couplings.

Other flavor-violating processes, such as B — B, K — K and D — D mixing can receive
new contributions from box diagrams with the diquark or leptoquark running in the loop.
However, in addition to being loop-suppressed these new contributions are proportional to
products of four new Yukawa couplings associated with the diquark or leptoquark. Since
each Yukawa coupling can be modified independently, obtaining meaningful constraints on
any one of them from meson mixing is not possible. Moreover, in the following sections,

we focus on processes that receive new contributions from the diquark and/or leptoquark
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states involving only products of two new Yukawa couplings. Consequently, meson-mixing
constraints on products of four new Yukawa couplings do not affect our results.

We have introduced a non-minimal SU(5) model with an R5 leptoquark and an Sy diquark.
Both the diquark and the leptoquark are heavy. Additionally, numerous Yukawa couplings
parameterize the interactions of the SM particles with Ry and Sg. We have shown that, with
couplings ranging from 107! to 1072 or smaller, one can avoid experimental bounds from
FCNC processes such as b — s(d)y and meson mixing. In what follows, we will discuss the

effects of the diquark and leptoquark on the anomalies in B decays.

ITII. SU(5) DIQUARK CONTRIBUTIONS TO B — Kn

In this section, we consider the contributions of the diquark to B — Km decays and
discuss a path for the resolution of the B — K puzzle. In order to understand the
puzzle, it is advantageous to express the B — K7 decay amplitudes in terms of topological
flavor-flow amplitudes [45H51] commonly referred to as the penguin (P), color-favored tree
(T'), color-suppressed tree (C), and annihilation (A) amplitudes. The penguin amplitudes
are further categorized as the QCD penguin amplitude P, electroweak penguin (EWP)
amplitude Pgw, and color-suppressed EWP amplitude Pgy, originating respectively from
the QCD penguin and electroweak penguin operators in the dimension-6 hadronic effective
Hamiltonian [52) [63]. In general, individual flavor-flow amplitudes carry a strong phase and
a weak phase and the relative phases between different amplitudes become important at the
level of decay observables.

The decay amplitudes for B - K7+, B~ — K%, B’ — K%, and B~ — K~ 7° are

expressed as [45], 46], 54, [55],

A(BO — K_7T+) = _)\u (Puc + T) - >‘t (Ptc + ;PgW) ) (22)
_ 1
AB™ = K°77) = A\ (Pue + A) + N, (Ptc -3 gw) : (23)
_ _ 1
V2A(B® = K%7%) = A\, (P — C) + X\ (Ptc — Ppw — 3 gw) ; (24)

2
V2AB™ = K 7% = -\ (P + T+C + A) =\ (Ptc“‘PEW‘i‘gP]gW) , (25)

v

qb

where \, = V7 P, = P, — P., and P, = P, — P.. The subscript (u,c,t) on the

penguin amplitude denotes the up-type quark running in the loop. The expected hierarchy
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of magnitudes among the flavor-flow amplitudes is typically
IAePic| > INT| > |ACl > [ MA| L (APl - (26)

Here each successive amplitude from left to right is suppressed by a factor of the order of

~ sinfc = 0.22. This hierarchy is a combined effect of the magnitudes of the respective
CKM matrix elements, the additional loop suppression of the penguin amplitudes, and the
small ratio of the B meson decay constant to the B meson mass. The ratio |P,./T| can be as
large as 0.1 when estimated in the pQCD approach [56]. The numerical estimate of this ratio
obtained using pQCD differs from that obtained using QCD factorization [57), 58]. Another
ratio, |C/T)|, also takes disparate numerical values depending on the scenario. |C'/T| can
be ~ A [B8], or ~ 0.5 [59]. In some scenarios, the value of this ratio can even approach
unity [60, 61]. The annihilation amplitude, A, is suppressed by a factor of fg/mp ~ 0.05 ~
A? when compared to 7. In the SM, the EWP amplitudes can be estimated using the
following relationship between the tree and EWP amplitudes [53].

3 Cg:l:Clo

Pow £ Pow =565 ¢,

(T+C). (27)

The above relationship uses SU(3)-flavor symmetry of the dimension-6 weak Hamiltonian
[52, 53]. Using numerical values of the Wilson coefficients C 2 and Cy 19 to the leading-log

order at the my, scale [52], one gets
Ppw ~ kT, Piy ~ kC', (28)

to a good approximation, where

3 Cg+C10 3 09_010
_ 29Tt 29T HI0 L0135 4 0.0012. 29
T O Oy 2 °C, — Oy (29)

Based on the relevant flavor-flow amplitudes contributing upto O(\), one finds that direct
CP asymmetries in B® — K~nt and B~ — K~ 7° are identical, i.e. [62]

Acp(B® - K 7%) = Acp(B™ — K 7°) . (30)

This follows from the common T-P,. interference term in both of the decay modes having a
nonzero relative strong phase, as well as a weak phase difference. It is worth mentioning that

the interference between Pgy and T does not generate an Acp in the case of B~ — K 7"
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despite the relative weak-phase difference between these two amplitudes as they share the
same strong phase apparent from Eq. in the SM.
In experiments [63-H65], a deviation from the above CP-asymmetry relation given in

Eq. is measured by the quantity AAcp,
AAcp = Acp(B™ = K 7°) — Acp(B° — K~ n), (31)

In addition to the non-zero value of A Acp, the relative sign of Acp in the two decay modes is
in contradiction with the SM expectation. In fact, by going beyond O(\), one can construct
a more theoretically robust sum-rule relationship [55] connecting the branching ratios (B)

and CP asymmetries in all four B — K7 decay channels, expressed as [55],

B(B~ — K)o

B(B® — K—nt)7p-

2B(B~ — K~ 7%) 750 2B(B° — K°7")
B(BY — K—nt)71p- Br(B® — K-7+)’

where 75— and 750 are the lifetimes of the B~ and B° mesons, respectively. Further assuming

Ay = ACP(BO — K77T+> + Acp(Bi — K’Oﬂ'i)

— Acp(B™ — K1) — Acp(B® — K°7%) (32)

that the annihilation amplitude, A, is suppressed relative to the color-favored tree amplitude,
T, and the relative strong phase between the T and C' amplitudes is small, one infers that
A, vanishes and the result holds up to a few percent.

Interestingly, a previous measurement of Ay = —0.270£0.1324+0.060 at Belle [63] deviated
from zero (albeit with large errors), whereas a recent measurement of Ay = —0.03£0.13+0.04
at Belle IT [65] is in good agreement with zero. In light of these experimental observations, we
adopt an approach in which new physics (NP) contributions to the B — K decays improve
the explanation of the available data. The contribution from NP is modeled in terms of the
NP matrix elements (K7|QY"|B). In general, each matrix element has its own NP weak
and strong phases. Conveniently, the complete amplitude for all the B — K decays can be
written in terms of the previously indicated SM diagrams and these NP matrix elements.

Starting from the Lagrangian describing the color sextext diquark-quark interaction in

Eq., we find that integrating the diquark S¢' leads to the effective Lagrangian contributing

(~)

to AB = |AS| =1 transition at tree level. The relevant dimension-6 effective operators @’
(~)

and their corresponding NP Wilson coefficients C}’ mediating b — usu transition relevant

to our study can be expressed as:

Gr o~ o o e
-- Z QICY +QYCY), (33)

11



and

U= (U Syt PLb™) (sﬁvuPLu )
1y _
¥ =

u,; ’}/HPLb )( PLU?)

(uf

(uf

(uf Peb) (57 Pruj)
{ = (TP (s"Pr)

(

(uf

g
g

S

ulo ‘“’PLba) (3 JWPLu )

i
g =

i

§ = (uFo™ Pb’)(s” o Prus u?) (34)

The operators Qf can be obtained from sz (1,7 are the generation indices of the up-type
quark), for k =1,2,..,6, by exchanging the chirality operator Pp, by Pg.

The Wilson coefficients C’,ij corresponding to the operators Q;j can be expressed as,

\/5 3

Oij — Oij - _ YQQ* ; VCKM* YQQ ‘/C’KM7 35
1 2 8GFm%'6 k§z1( 6 )é 02 ( 6 ) ( )
g N V2 e

9 — ¥ — Y= y DU . YQQ VC’KM 36
5 U Te Ry ;?:1( o )2i(Ys™ )k : (36)
i, g V2 3

Y9 — 0¥ — _ 2: y.PU),, Y@@ VC’KM 37
5 6 16GF m%6 k:1( 6 )2( 6 )]k ’ ( )

where mg, is the mass of the sextet diquark. On the other hand, the Wilson coefficients C’:J ,

corresponding to the operators Q;j with £ =1,2,...,6, are given as,
Nij _ id V2 DU DU+
OF = O = g O O
o o V2 3
ij i QQ\* 1,CKMx(y DU
03—04—m§(y JieVia T (Ys )3,
k=1
iy iy V2 3
OZ] — OZJ — E YQQ VCKM* YDU 38
5 6 ].6GF m§6 k1< 6 ) ( )3] ( )

Using the effective Hamiltonian listed in Eq., in the factorization approach, the NP
amplitudes of the different B — K processes can be expressed as,

A?(B* 5 ntK™) = (n" K™ |Hy |B%) = 135 (1+—) fi (myh —m2)

(my, + ms)(mpy —my,)

() - (c3 = G| BB = i) (39
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A(BY = 2OKY) = (RO |BY = LOF (1+—) i (2 — %)

16

~ 2 ~ =

(Cr = O e (e - )| BB = ), (10
¢ (- 07—\ — (-0 __iGr i)
A(B™ = 1K) = (KR B) 4\/_(1+

Loty =) [0 = ) = (g - )| BB = iy

2 .2 . 2 R )
p L 2 (o ey 4 (o - O | R = md) . a)

whereas B~ — 7~ K decay amplitude does not receive an NP contribution in the factor-

ization approximation. The B — Kr decay amplitudes still satisfy the isospin relation,
V2A(B® = 71°K°) = V2A(B~ = 1°K~) = A(B~ = m K% — A(B* - 7tK~), (42

which ensures that only three combinations of NP amplitudes can be extracted from the
data. In order to make the correspondence between NP amplitudes and the NP hadronic

matrix elements more transparent we parametrize the B — Km decay amplitudes as follows.

_ 2
AB® = 77 K™) = =A\T — \(Pe + gPCEW) —-T7, (43)
_ 1
AB~ —» 7 K% = \(Pe — gpgw), (44)
_ _ 1
V2A(BY = 1°K%) = —\,C 4+ A\(Py — gPC‘EW — Ppw) — C?, (45)

2
V2AB™ = 7K 7) = =M (T4 C) — \(Poe + S 4 Pow) = (T7+C7), - (46)
where the NP amplitudes 7% and C? are defined as,

T¢_§?( )m( m2) FE7 (g = m3,)

uu  uu) m%{ uu oY
[(Cl Ci ) (Mg + M) (mp — my,) (03 “ )] - 4D
00 = 1 (14 ) fulh — miR) FE g =)
i m2 X
{(C’}“‘ - ) + Ty — ) (Cy* — C’g“)} : (48)

We expect that strong phases associated with 7% and C? to be very small [66] as self-
rescattering of these NP amplitudes are intrinsically feeble [66]. However, there may be NP

weak phases contributing to the NP amplitudes. For the sake of simplicity, we assume a
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single NP weak phase to appear both in case of 7% and C? that is denoted by ¢xp which can
potentially generate C'P-violation through interference with the SM amplitudes. We make

Modes Avg. BR [1079) Avg. Acp Scp

BY — 7= K*| 20.0040.04 |—0.0831 4 0.0031

Bt — oYK+ 13.2+04 0.027 £ 0.012

Bt — T KY 23.9+0.6 —0.003 £0.015

BY — 79K© 10.1+0.4 0.00 +0.08 0.64 +0.13

TABLE II. Experimental inputs used in this work taken from PDG.

use of the PDG averaged data [67] consisting of the four branching ratios for the B — K
modes, the four direct CP asymmetries Acp, and the mixing-induced CP asymmetry Scp
measured for the B — K% decay from BaBar, Belle, Belle II and LHCb [64] 65] and
perform a fit to the magnitude and strong phases contributing to Egs. . The input
data is summarized in Table [[Il First we perform the SM fit setting NP amplitudes to zero
using five free fit parameters: the three magnitudes P, |T|, |C| and two relative phases
01, 0c. The parameter k is treated as a prior around the central value. We have defined the
relative phases with respect to the P, diagram whose absolute phase is set to zero in this
convention [68]. Apart from these free parameters, the magnitude of the CKM elements |V,;],
|Vusls [Viol, |Vis|, and the CKM angles 5 and +, enter the analysis as uncertain theoretical
inputs conciding with HFLAV averages [69] tabulated in Table

Parameter Value

\A 0.2245 £ 0.0008

V| | (3.82£0.24) x 1073

|Vis| (41.54+0.9) x 103

5 (65.9 4 3.3 £ 3.5)°

B (22.14 +£0.69 £ 0.67)°

TABLE III. Relevant theoretical CKM input parameters from HFLAV averages [69].

These values are incorporated as SM priors while the uncertainties of the meson masses

and the B meson lifetimes are inconsequential for the current analysis. The results of the
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SM fit (NP set to 0) are given in Scenario I of Table [[V] In case |C/T| is restricted to
be less than 0.2, one finds essentially a very poor fit (Scenario Ia) to the available data.
Relaxing this requirement results in a better fit (Scenario Ib) with a somewhat acceptable
p-value but the preferred |C/T| value shifts towards a larger value of 0.5. Additionally,
it is worth mentioning that if the CKM angle v is set to the recently measured value of
78.6°1%% at Belle 11 [70], we find that the C/T ratio shifting towards larger value of 0.68
with an increased Ax?/d.o.f and a reduction in p-value. Using the priors obtained for P,
|T| and & from Scenario Ia and adding the two NP amplitudes 7¢ and C? and the NP
weak phase ¢np as fit parameters, we find the resultant fit (Scenario Ila) prefers a C'/T
ratio to be more aligned with SM expectation. The quality of the fit also improves with
Ax?/d.o.f = 0.93 and a p-value of 0.42. The T? and C? best-fit values can be recast in
terms of NP Wilson coefficients using the relation provided in Eq . Plugging in values for
the decay constants [71], B — m, K form factors [72] and masses [71] we infer the numerical

values of the combinations of NP Wilson coefficients (C** — C**) and (C%* — C¥*) to be,

o — Ot =0.004 £ 0.003 (49)
Cun — Cuv = —0.011 £ 0.007 (50)

This estimate effectively constraints the Yukawa matrices Y29 and Y°U. For illustration,
we can choose (Y#%)13 and (YPV)y; to be the only two non-zero entries in Y*“ and Y2V

matrices respectively and find,

V2

O = — (VP9 VS M (Y29 Vg <M, C = 0, (51)
SGFmS6
N \/§ un
O = GG 00OV G = 0. (52)

While this choice may turn out to be unrealistic, we note that the numbers of free parameters
present in the case of the most general form of Y* and Y,V matrices allow us to satisfy the
constraints given in Eq. . For a benchmark value of the sextet diquark mass, mg, = 400

GeV, we find the following relations between the entries of the Y29 and Y°U matrices.

3
—0.094 Y (V) Vg F M (V) VG Y + 037 (V) (V)5
kf=1

12

0.004,  (53)

l

3
018 ) (V) (V) ueViGH ™ — 0.18(Yg29) 1 Vg M (YP)s, ~ —0.011.  (54)
k=1
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Scenario x2%/d.o.f |p-value|Fit parameter Fit value
P —0.150 £+ 0.001
Ia 4.2 0.002 K 0.0134 £ 0.001
(SM fit: £ <0.2) T 1.21+£0.15
] 0.24 + 0.04
or 3.36 £0.03
oc 1.58 £ 0.26
P —0.149 £+ 0.001
Ib 1.4 0.23 K 0.0134 £ 0.001
(SM fit) |T| 0.84 £0.20
|C| 0.41 +0.09
or 3.48 £0.09
d¢ 1.14 +£0.45
P —0.149 4+ 0.001
ITa K 0.0134 £ 0.001
(NP fit) 0.93 | 0.42 IT| 1.12 + 0.37
NP amplitudes |C| 0.31 +£0.09
T?,C? or 3.32 £ 0.06
1 NP weak phase ¢np ¢ 1.50 & 0.95
T? 0.0042 =+ 0.0029
c? 0.00062 £ 0.00039
ONp 4.20 +0.31

TABLE IV. Best fit values for the topological flavor-flow amplitudes and strong phases.

The

topological amplitudes are defined by factoring out G /v/2 and therefore the amplitudes are given

in units of (GeV)3.

The above relationships must be satisfied to be consistent with available data. In addition,

we also calculate the value for Acp(B° — K%7°) and A, with the fit parameters in the
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presence of NP contributions and find,

Acp(B® = K°7%) = —0.077 4 0.035,
Ay = —0.04 + 0.14. (55)

IV. SU(5) LEPTOQUARK CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE B ANOMALIES AT
TREE LEVEL

In this section, we explore the contributions of the Ry leptoquark arising in non-minimal
SU(5) to semileptonic B decays. The relevant quark-level processes are b — cfvy and
b — stt{~. These decays proceed through a tree-level exchange of leptoquarks. In presence

of NP, the effective Hamiltonian for |Ac| = 1 semileptonic B decays can be written as,

1,2,3 [ L,R
4G 14 K i' B _ i' B _
Hex = TQFVCb > D {(5XL5YL +gv ) (@ Pxb) (L Pyrvi) + g5 Y’(Cbe)(fijM)}
%, XY

L,R
+ > g (€0 Pxb) (G0, Pxy) | (56)
X

where ggwj represent effective NP Wilson Coefficients with Z = S, V, T referring to Scalar,
Vector, or Tensor, X,Y = L, R referring to left-handed and right-handed fermion currents,
and 7,5 = 1,2, 3 referring to lepton family number (generation). Here, Pp, p are projection
operators defined as Prr = (1 F 75)/2. Note that, unlike in the scalar (S) and vector
(V) operators, the quark and lepton currents in the tensor (') operators necessarily have
the same chirality. In what follows, we only consider NP in 7. Therefore, we suppress the
generation indices by rewriting g5 33 as g5 .

In our non-minimal SU(5) model, Hg receives contributions from tree-level diagrams me-

diated by the exchange of the Ry leptoquark. The Lagrangian that describes the interactions

of Ry with SM fermions can be expressed as,
L, = (Y3)ijtai PLogRS® + (Y579) i (Vexw) ju € Prdf Ry, + hec. (57)

Once the R, leptoquark is integrated out, we obtain the following contributions to Hg.

3
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+ —(TouwPryy)(ea" Prb) | . (58)

-

Comparing this with Eq. at the Leptoquark mass scale, u = mpg,, we find,

3
1 1
LL — YUL YEQ ; V i3 LL _ LL7 59
g5 4\/§GF‘/cbm%22 ;:1( 5 )23(Y5 7 )si (Vo )is 97 195 (59)

Note that all coefficients except g5 and ¢g%* vanish in this model. We take these as the

respective Wilson coefficients also at the bottom quark mass scale, 4 = m,. Following
Refs. [73H76], with NP restricted to the third generation leptons (7, v, ), one can show that

the ratios R take the following forms.

Rp = RSM [1 + 1.01|gE" [ + 0.84[gEE [ + 1.49 Re(ght) + 1.08Re(g£L)} . (60)
Rp. = RV [1 +0.04|gEL[? + 16.0[gEE|2 — 0.11 Re(gEL) — 5.17Re(g%L)]. (61)

The assumption used to arrive at the above expressions, that NP only affects the third-
generation leptons, is motivated by the absence of deviations from the SM in modes involving

the light leptons (¢ = e, ). The SM predictions for R are [76]

R =0.290 £ 0.003,

(62)
R =0.248 £ 0.001.
In contrast, the experimental world averages of Rp.) are given by HFLAV [17] as
Rp = 0.342 +0.026,
(63)

Tree-level leptoquark exchange also modifies the branching ratio (B) of the decay B, —
T Uy, as follows [73H75)].

2 _LL
mp.9s

BB, -7 v,) = BB, -1 0, 1l-—1 64
( c T V) ( c TV )SM mT(mb+mC) ( )
where m%_/m.(m, +m,) = 4.065 and
G? m2 \ 2
B(B, = 7 U;)sm = 7308_7f|vcb|2f123’cm30m3 (1 — mQBT) , (65)

with 75, and fp, respectively denoting the lifetime of the B, meson and its decay constant.
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Direct constraints on the leptonic B, branching ratios are not available from searches
at the LHC. However, an estimate based on LEP data provides a strong upper bound
of B(B, — 7 ;) < 10% [77]. Subsequent studies using the measured B, lifetime have
suggested that this bound could be considerably relaxed to < 39% [78] and < 60% [79, [80].
In our analysis, we adopt the upper bound B(B, — 7 7;)up = 60%. Using this upper
bound and B(B, — 77)sm =~ 0.022, one finds [79],

_ LL|12 B(Bc — Tv) B(Bc — TE)UB
|1 —4.35g5"|" = BB, 5 o) 27.1 G : (66)

The longitudinal polarization fractions of the D* in B — D*7~7, denoted by FP", and
the 7 in B — D71, given by PP M, are additional observables that receive contributions
from the effective Hamiltonian, H.g, of Eq. . Since some of these observables have been
measured, they can provide crucial complementary constraints on the relevant WCs in our
model. While their explicit definitions can be found in Refs. [73] [75] [81], with non-vanishing
WCs gL* and gkl, we find [T3HT76],

. FP
FP = =250 (140,08 957" +6.90 [gF"|” — 0.25 Re (g57) — 430 Re (g5")] . (67)
b
PD
PP = 2= [1+3.04 95" + 017 [gF"|" + 4.50 Re (g5") — 1.09 Re (Q%L)} . (68)
D
. PY;
PPt = 1007 |g [ — 185 |gf* [ + 0.23 Re (95") — 347 Re (9f4)| . (69)
D*

SM

The SM predictions for the above observables are [76],

FPgu = 0.464 +0.003 (70)
PPy = 0.3314+0.004, (71)
PPgy = —0.497 £0.007 . (72)

In our analysis, we use F{'p . = 0.49 & 0.05 [76], which is the average of the measured
values FP . = 0.60 £ 0.08tar & 0.04gys [82] and F| ey, = 0.43 £ 00640t £ 0.034yse [83].
Note that the latter is obtained from a combined LHCb dataset that includes Run 1 and
part of Run 2. For the 7 longitudinal polarization, experimental measurements of PP are

not available to date. However, we do have PPp . = —0.3870:22 [8, [10, 84]. It is important
to note that the large experimental uncertainties in P result in weak constraints on the

relevant WCs in our analysis.
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The baryonic decay mode A, — A.77 is also governed by the transition b — ¢77 and,
therefore, receives new contributions from the effective Hamiltonian, H.g, given in Eq. .
This decay can also be a sensitive probe of new physics [85] and we investigate the size of

the leptoquark contributions to the ratio R,_, defined as
B (Ab — ACT ﬁ)

Ry, = . 73

A T B(A, = Au) (73)

An expression for Ry, incorporating lattice QCD results for the transition A, — A, [86-8§]

as well as numerical values of other measurable quantities, is provided in Refs. [76, [89].
Keeping only terms that depend on gi* and g%%, the only relevant nonzero WCs in our

model, we find,
R = R |1+ 032 g5"" + 104 [gF*" + 0.33Re (95*) = 311Re (9) |, (74)

where R3M = 0.32440.004 accounts for the SM prediction [90, 91]. The LHCb collaboration
has reported the observed value of the ratio as R/L\EICb = 0.242 £ 0.0264tar £ 0.071 [92].
As discussed in Ref.[76], normalizing with the SM prediction of T'(A, — A.u¥) refines
the accuracy and marginally raises the central value, Ry, = [0.041/V|?(0.271 4 0.069) =
0.271 4 0.072 [93].

The several observables discussed thus far can now be simultaneously used to constrain
the WCs g&% and gkF. Since these WCs can be expressed in terms of the Yukawa couplings
of the Ry leptoquark, as shown in Eq. , one can in turn put constraints on the Yukawa
couplings. Here we note that the dominant contribution to the WCs comes from the term
proportional to (Vexm)ss = Viy = 1. Thus, ignoring the CKM suppressed terms in Eq.
and using 1o bounds for the observables discussed above, we obtain an allowed region of
parameter space spanned by the real and imaginary parts of the product (Yy ?)ss(YFL)as.
We present our results in Figure [T}

We also perform a fit to the data (excluding Ry, ) to constrain the complex-valued product

(%UL)Q:;(YQEQ):;;; and find the following best-fit values for its real and imaginary parts,
Re [(Y;UL)%(YZEQ)%} — 0.005 + 0.019, (75)
I [ (V)2 (V" %)s| = 030 +0.02, (76)

with x2,,/d.o.f = 2.3 for a p-value of 0.09. Note that bounds from LHC direct searches can

be reduced to [76] the following constraint,
(Y5 F)ea (Vs )z 95" ()| < 0.52. (77)
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Im ( (YZEQ )aa( yzUL )2:;)

0.0F

-0.1F

Im( (Y;)Eq)x:s(yzm)%)
Im((YQEQ):s:s<Y2UL>23)

-0.11

-0.2F : : 1 -0.2F : : B
-0.3F 1 -0.3F 1
. . . ! n I . . . . . | n ! . .
0.03 0.02 0.01  0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.01  0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04
R(‘((YzEQ):s:KYzL'L)z.‘s) R("((%EQ)RR(YZUL)ZK)

FIG. 1. Allowed parameter space spanned by the real and imaginary parts of the product
(YQEQ)gg(YQUL)gg for an Ry leptoquark with mass mp, = 0.5 TeV. The top panel shows the al-
lowed region based on various measurements: the upper bound on B(B. — 77) (in green), Rp
(in red), Rp+ (in blue), F(D*) (in yellow), and Ry, (in magenta). Due to large errors in the
measurement of P-(D*), it does not lead to additional constraints and is therefore omitted in the
top panel. The bottom-left panel shows the allowed region (in green) of real and imaginary parts
of (Y2EQ)33(Y2UL)23 collectively satisfying all relevant bounds from B-meson decays — the upper
bound on B(B. — 77), Rp, Rp+, Fr(D*), and P-(D*). The bottom-right panel overlays the
1o bound on Rp, on top of the parameter space allowed by all other relevant B-decay bounds,

resulting in the exclusion of the region marked in yellow.
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This constraint is easily satisfied by the best-fit values of the real and imaginary parts of

(YVE)93(Yy 935 presented in Egs. and . Using these best-fit values we find,
Ry, = 0.391+ 0.007. (78)

Comparing the above value of ), with its measured value from LHCb, Ry, = 0.242 +
0.026 4+ 0.071 [92], one notices that the central value of the measurement is almost 1.50
smaller than that obtained in Eq. . This aligns well with the observation that the
suppression in the experimental value of R,_ is in tension with the NP scenarios preferred
by the Rp anomaly. However, a large experimental uncertainty in Ry, prevents us from
reaching a firm conclusion in this case.

One final point deserves further attention. In addition to charged-current transitions, the
R, leptoquark can also mediate neutral-current B-decays at tree level. In particular, the
neutral-current transition b — s¢; ﬁj will receive contributions from the following interaction

Lagrangian.
Lry = =Y D)ii(Vorwn);" & Prdfi Ry — (Y5795 (Vo)™ dif Préi Rygy . (79)

Once the leptoquark, R, is integrated out, the effective Hamiltonian takes the form,

3
1 _
Het = 53 D D (Vo) rs (Vs )5 (Vi) 2 (574 Prb) (" Prey) . (80)
Ra p=1

Comparing this with the standard dimension-6 effective Hamiltonian for b — s£;7¢; [52],

one finds the relevant WCs to be,

> VD (Vaxis (V2 )5 (Vi) - (81)

k=1

™

oo i
? 10 V2Gr Vi Visam?,

Once again several Yukawa couplings are involved in the above relations and we can use
this to our advantage. Assuming the YZEQ couplings irrelevant for the charged-current B-
anomalies to be small, we can suppress any contribution to b — séféj_. Thus, in this

scenario, no conflict with existing data will arise.

V. B" = Ktvy IN NON-MINIMAL SU(5)

In this section, we compute the contribution from the non-minimal SU(5) model to b —

svv. This contribution arises at the one-loop level through the exchange of both a diquark
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and a leptoquark. The SM prediction for the branching fraction of B* — K*twvv is [20]:
Bsm(Bt — KTvv) = (5.58 £0.37) x 107°. (82)

Recently, the Belle II collaboration reported using the novel Inclusive Tagging Analysis
(ITA) method to measure [19]:

B(B" — K*wvv) = (2.7 £ 0.5 (stat) £ 0.5 (syst)) x 107°. (83)

The measured value of B(BT — K1) exceeds the SM prediction by approximately 2.7c.
This observed excess could be due to NP, and as such it has generated significant theoretical
interest in potential NP explanations for the discrepancy [904HIT§].

In our non-minimal SU(5) model with a 45-dimensional Higgs, the primary contribution
to this transition arises from a box diagram mediated by the diquark, Sg, and the leptoquark,

Ry, as illustrated in Fig. [2]

b S6 S

FIG. 2. Box diagram contribution to b — svv through the exchange of an Sg diquark and an Rs

leptoquark.

Once the heavy particles in the box diagram of Fig. [2| — the diquark, leptoquark, and
top quark — are integrated out, the following effective Hamiltonian governing the b — svv
transition [119] emerges.

_4Gp
7

where the operators O g are given as,

Heﬁ == th‘/;; (CLOL + CROR) + h.c. y (84)

e? e?

Or = 162 GWl)(@y' (A —w)r),  Or= 1.

(SWPRb)(VV (1—=5)v). (85)

The WCs, C, g, in the above effective Hamiltonian can be expressed as C7, = C3M+CM and
Cr = CXP. The SM contribution to the WC, C#M is well known, with high precision, includ-

ing next-to-leading order QCD corrections [I20H122] and two-loop electroweak contributions
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[123]. It can be expressed as C?M = —X,/s? with X; = 1.469 £ 0.017 and s2, = 0.23121,
so that C?™ ~ —6.35. The non-minimal SU(5) model introduces new contributions to the

WCs CYF and CRP.

3

CNP _ ™ Ty, Tr, YQQ YQQ* YUL i2 36

L 16\/§GFthbV;; f(@ss: wr,) (Y577)33(Ys )32;’( 5 )3l (86)
3

ONP _ Q T TR, y DU\x_(y DU y UL i2> 87

R 8\/§GFthth§g( Se R)( 6 )33( 6 )23;“ 2 )3| ( )

where zg,(r,) = mf/m%ﬁ(&) and f(zg,,r,) and g(xs,, vr,) are loop functions that can be

expressed as,

1 zy |(l—z+zxlne
1 xy |[l—z+Inx

Note that the loop functions, f(z,y) and g(x,y) are symmetric under the interchange of x
and y. In the limiting case obtained when the diquark and leptoquark have the same mass,

the loop functions take the forms,

2 21—-2)+(1+xz)lnz

f@,z) = = 1672 m? (1—2z)3 ’ (%0)
r 1—224+2rlnz

= — . 1

9(z, ) 1672 m? (1—x2)3 (O1)

In Fig. , assuming the diquark and leptoquark masses to be identical, we plot CN* and
CHT as functions of the common mass. Here, we also assume the relevant products of the
Yukawa couplings given in Eqgs. and to be unity.

It is worth noting that neither B,y mixing nor b — s(d)y impose constraints on the

quantity |(Yy'")s;|* appearing in C7''z. Similarly, |(Yy'")s;|? is not constrained by D meson

*

mixing, as the relevant constraint applies to the combination (Yo7 %)e; (YV£)o; (Y E)1, (Y E)s -

Additionally, tree-level processes involving B-meson decays, such as B, — 77 ,, do not
constrain |(Y,V1)3;|? (see Egs. and (64).) Consequently, |(Y/%)s|? can be taken to be
of order one. For diquark masses greater than or equal to 500 GeV, the bound from b — sy
constrains |(YPY)s3(Y) 30| < 2.7 x 1073 (see the discussion in Section ) Retaining only
the products of Yukawa couplings (Y*%)s3(Yi2?)s, and (YPV)%(YPY),s, which appear in
Cl% in Egs. and , while setting all other couplings to zero, we find that the
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FIG. 3. New physics Wilson coeflicients for the effective Hamiltonian for b — svv in the non-
minimal SU(5) model, plotted as functions of the heavy mediator (Sg, R2) mass. Here we only
consider the limiting case mg, = mp, and set the relevant products of Yukawa couplings to unity.

The dashed (solid) line represents CNF(CHP).

constraints on these products become less restrictive. This allows us to choose the relevant
products of Yukawa couplings appearing in Eqgs. and to be unity.

In calculating the amplitude for BT — K Tvi using the effective Hamiltonian, one notices
that the hadronic matrix elements (K|sy*Ppb|B) and (K|sy"Prb|B) are equal, since the
axial-vector current, (K|sy*y°b|B), vanishes. Therefore, the total amplitude for BT —
Ktvp is proportional to Cr + Cr and consequently its branching ratio is proportional
to |Cp + Cgr|%2. In the SM, this factor is |C?™]?, while in our non-minimal SU(5) model
it is |CPM 4+ CYP 4+ CRP|2. Thus, one can express the NP-enhanced branching ratio for
BT — K*vi as,

CNP + NP [
C’—EM

As one can see from the above equation, an enhancement in B(B* — K*tvw) over its SM

BNP<B+ — K+Vﬂ> = BSM<B+ — K+Vﬂ) 1+ (92)

value can be obtained for reasonable real-valued NP WCs if C}¥ + CRP has the same sign
as C$M. Once again, thanks to our model’s large parameter space, this enhancement can be
achieved in many ways. For example, taking mg, = 500 GeV and mp, = 600 GeV, along
with the relevant products of Yukawa couplings that appear in the expressions for the NP

WCs to be unity, we find the following results.
C¥ = —0077, O = —1.120, Bxp(BT = Ktwp) = (7.940.5) x 107%. (93)
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This represents a ~ 41.2% enhancement of B(Bt — KTv) over its SM value.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Understanding the masses and mixing of the quarks and leptons as well as the flavor
structure of the SM is one of the key challenges in particle physics. A proposed class of
solutions to address this problem are the grand unified theory (GUT) models of which
the SU(5) model is well known. In this work, we considered a non-minimal SU(5) GUT
framework, which introduces a 45-dimensional Higgs representation that includes new scalar
states such as the leptoquark, Rs, and the diquark Sg. We discussed the effect of these new
states in flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC) decays of the b quark. In particular, we
focussed on the B anomalies which have generated a lot of interest over the past decade. We
showed that the exchange of the diquark at the tree level can lead to new structures in the
FCNC effective Hamiltonian for non-leptonic decays. These new contributions can explain
the long-standing B — K7 puzzle without conflicting with constraints from other FCNC
processes like B mixing and b — sv. In the charged current sector, we demonstrated that the
tree-level exchange of the leptoquark, Rs, can explain the anomalies in the b — ¢77 7, decays
such as the Rp and Rp+ measurements. Finally, we showed that the loop-level contribution,
though the diquark and leptoquark exchange, can contribute to the b — svv processes and
can potentially cause an enhancement in the rate of B™ — K+ + inv. This enhancement is
consistent with the recent observation of this mode by Belle IT with a branching ratio that

deviates from the SM prediction by 2.7 o.
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Appendix A: Inputs used for B — K7 NP fits

The non-zero hadronic matrix elements important to express the B — K7 decay ampli-

tudes are given by,

_ - m2, —m?2
(1 (e s )T B B (b0, ) = FZ™7 (¢) (9o + prs )" — <B°q—27f*>qﬂ] (A1)

+ R <q2>%q“
(7 e e 1B, ) = = () 0 e (A2)
O[5y ysul K (prctm ) = if it s (A3)
(595l K (b, )) = —memﬁ (Ad)

where ¢* = (pgo — p.+)* and

- . - oo (M2 — m2o) -
(K°(pgo, mo)|5v"b| B (pgo, mpo)) = FE 5 (¢%)[(pgo + po)” — %Q“} (A5)
2 2
50 0 , (m —m >~
+ By RN = K22 g
2 2
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