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New Strategies for New Physics Search with Ay, — Avv Decays
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We examine the new physics sensitivity of the rare decay Ay — Avv which can
be accessible at future Z-pole machines like FCC-ee and CEPC. We find that the
longitudinal polarization of A baryons produced in Z decays introduces a novel
observable, the forward-backward asymmetry A;B in the angle between the outgoing
A momentum and the Ay spin. We provide Standard Model predictions for the
Ay — Avv branching ratio and AgB, and show that future precision measurements
of these observables are complementary and probe new physics scales comparable
to other b — svv and b — s/~ processes. We also show that the zero crossing
of the forward-backward asymmetry offers a robust test of form factor calculations

independent of new physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rare b decays are highly suppressed in the Standard Model and therefore exceptionally
sensitive to new physics at very high energy scales. They garner much effort and attention
from the theoretical and experimental communities alike [1, 2].

Precise experimental measurements and accurate SM predictions are essential to fully
harness the potential of rare b decays as probes of new physics. Experimental results from
LHCb, ATLAS, and CMS exist for a multitude of rare semi-leptonic B meson decays in-
cluding B - Kutp~, B — K*u"p~ and By, — ¢u™p~. Measured observables include
differential branching ratios [3-5], angular distributions [6-15], and lepton flavor univer-
sality ratios [16-20]. To maximize the potential of rare decay observables in probing new

physics, global fits incorporating all relevant rare b decay data are frequently performed,
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for recent results see [21-29]. Intriguingly, there are several measured branching ratios and
angular observables that do not agree well with SM predictions and that fairly consistently
point to new physics. The interpretation of the observed deviations in terms of new physics
relies critically on the robust control of hadronic effects in b — s¢*¢~ decays, parameterized
by local and non-local form factors [30-36].

In this context, the rare decays based on the b — sviv transition emerge as an interest-
ing complementary probe of new physics [37-41]. The di-neutrino modes are theoretically
cleaner than their charged-lepton counterparts, as they are not affected by the non-local
hadronic effects (e.g. the charm loops). All hadronic physics in the exclusive b — svv de-
cays is encapsulated by local form factors. The b — sv modes play a dual role in probing
new physics: they test heavy new physics through model-independent four-fermion contact
interactions (potentially linked to b — s¢*¢~ transitions via SU(2); symmetry) and provide
a window into light dark sectors, as decays like b — sX-—where X is a neutral, invisibly
decaying, or long-lived light particle—mimic the missing-energy signature of di-neutrino
processes.

On the experimental side, BaBar and Belle established upper limits on the B — Kvv and
B — K*vv branching ratios a factor of few above the SM predictions [42-45], while Belle 11
recently found first evidence for BT — Kvw [46]. The measured branching ratio is ~ 2.7¢
above the SM expectation, which sparked renewed interest in the b — svv decays as probes
of new physics [47-67]. Belle II is expected to measure the BT — KTvi and B® — K*vw
branching ratios with ~ 10% precision [68]. Future e™e™ machines running on the Z-pole like
FCC-ee and CEPC [69-72] have the potential to further improve this precision and have the
unique capability to observe the By — ¢vi and A, — Avw decays [73, 74]. Combining the
insights from the full range of di-neutrino modes—including pseudoscalar-to-pseudoscalar
transitions (B — Kwvr), pseudoscalar-to-vector transitions (B — K*vv, By — ¢vr), and
fermion-to-fermion transitions (A, — Awvv)—offers a powerful approach to probing new
physics.

The decays of the A, baryon are particularly interesting, as the A, can be polarized
and thus provide novel observables that are not accessible in the meson decays. Here, we
will be especially interested in the fact that A, baryons that are produced in Z decays are
longitudinally polarized [75-79]. The goal of our work is to provide a comprehensive study

of the decay A, — Avv of longitudinally polarized A, baryons (see [74, 80-84], for related



work on A, — Avw decays). The kinematics of the decay is characterized by the energy
of the A and the angle between its momentum and the spin of the A,. We find that the
corresponding angular decay distribution depends on a novel observable, a forward-backward
asymmetry A;B, that is proportional to the longitudinal polarization of the A,. We work
out state-of-the-art SM predictions for the integrated branching ratio, BR(A, — Avr), and
the forward-backward asymmetry, AEB, and explore their sensitivity to new physics, in
particular to the new physics’ chirality structure. See [85] for similar ideas in the context of

the Ay, — A~ decay.

The corresponding decays with charged leptons in the final state, A, — A¢T¢~, have
been observed at LHCD [86, 87] and are extensively discussed in the literature [88-94]. It
would be interesting to extend our work, and to study the decays of longitudinally polarized
Ay — ALT07, at future Z-pole machines. Note that in our paper, we focus on the decay
Ay — Avw, where A refers to the weakly decaying A baryon ground state. An analogous
analysis could also be performed for the A, — A(1520)rvv decay or other higher excited A
baryon states. See [95-98] for the relevant transition form factors, and [99-107] for related

work on A, — A(1520)¢1¢~ decays.

This paper is organized as follows: In section II, we introduce the effective Hamiltonian
that describes the b — svv decay in the SM and in models with heavy new physics and
define the relevant A, — A form factors. We discuss in detail the uncertainties from the
short distance SM contributions and the CKM input. In section III, we present our results
for the differential A, — Avv branching ratio in the presence of longitudinal A, polariza-
tion and introduce the forward-backward asymmetry AEB. We give SM predictions for the
branching ratio and the forward-backward asymmetry and discuss qualitatively the impact
of new physics on the observables. In section IV we determine the new physics sensitivity of
precision measurements of the A, — Avv observables. Finally, in section V, we discuss the
imprint of the forward-backward asymmetry on the A energy distribution in the lab frame.
This distribution might provide an alternative method to test new physics with A, — Avw.
We conclude in section VI. Details about our implementation of the A, — A form factors

are collected in appendix A.



II. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN AND HADRONIC MATRIX ELEMENTS

The effective Hamiltonian that underlies the description of the Ay, — Avv decay is
4GF «
V2 4r

with the four-fermion operators

Hog = — v;;vﬂ,(cLoL n CROR> + he. (1)

Op = (Y"Prb)(ry,(1 = )v) . Or = (59" Prb)(0y,(1 — 35)v) - (2)

In the SM, the Wilson coefficients are C?™ = — X (z;)/s%, where sy = sin 0y is the sine of
the weak mixing angle, and C3™ ~ 0. The loop function X (z;) depends on the ratio of the
top quark MS mass and the W mass z; = m?2(m;)/m?,. Its most recent determination can
be found in [108, 109]. The uncertainties in the W mass and the sine of the weak mixing
angle sy can be neglected when evaluating the SM Wilson coefficient, but the uncertainty
in the top mass is not entirely negligible.

To obtain a value for C$™, we re-scale the X (z;) function given in [109] to take into
account the latest experimental results on the top mass. We translate the top quark pole
mass from cross-section measurements quoted by the PDG, m; = (172.5 + 0.7) GeV [110],
into the top quark MS mass at 3-loop QCD accuracy using RunDec [111] and find m;(m;) =
162.92 + 0.72 GeV. Using myy = 80.377 GeV and s%, = 0.2314 [110] we arrive at

C™M = —6.3224-0.031

10.074‘ 10.009’ , (3)
QCD EW

my
where the three uncertainties are due to the top mass, higher-order QCD corrections, and
higher-order EW corrections, respectively. The value of the electromagnetic coupling o that
enters the effective Hamiltonian is the running « at the electroweak scale, =t ~ 127.95
with negligible uncertainty.

We determine the relevant CKM matrix elements that enter the effective Hamiltonian

from input given by the PDG. In particular, we use [110]
[Vap| = (40.8 £1.4) x 1072 | |Vip| = (3.82£0.20) x 107% , 7 =165.9°+£35". (4)

The values for |V,| and |V,;| are conservative averages of determinations using inclusive and
exclusive tree-level B decays. For the sine of the Cabibbo angle, we use A ~ 0.225 [110],

neglecting its tiny uncertainty. This results in

£ 0.001

Vew

£ 0.004

Vb

ViV |? = (1.609 10.109

) % 1073 (5)



with the uncertainty entirely dominated by |Vi|.
The hadronic matrix elements relevant for the A, — Avv decay can be parameterized by

form factors in the following way [91, 94, 112]
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where P and p are the momenta of the A, and A, respectively, and m,, and m, are their
masses. The form factors ft‘;’)ﬁ are functions of ¢*> = (P — p)?, the di-neutrino invariant
mass squared. For our numerical analysis, we use the A, — A form factors from [91] (see

also [94]). More details are provided in appendix A.

III. DIFFERENTIAL BRANCHING RATIO IN THE SM AND BEYOND

With the effective Hamiltonian introduced in the previous section, we can determine
the differential branching ratio of the A, — Avv decay. For the decay of a polarized Ay,
the kinematics of the visible decay products depends on two independent variables. One
convenient choice is Fj, the energy of the A in the A, restframe, and 6, the angle between
the A momentum and the spin quantization axis of the A, in its restframe. Alternatively,
one may want to use the di-neutrino invariant mass squared ¢? and the angle 6,, with ¢?

given in terms of the A energy by
q2 = m?\b + m?\ — 2mAbEA . (8)

We find that the double differential branching ratio has a very simple dependence on cos 6,

that can be written as

BR(A Avv BR(A Avp) (1
dBR(Ay — Avv)  dBR(A, — l/y)( A;BCOSQA> (9)

dExdcosf, dE\ 2 +



The differential branching ratio as a function of the A energy is given by

dBR(A, — Avi) 02G , B2 m2
= Tay e ViV P 1 - A
dE, T s " Via V] mg, E?

x (Iov+ Cal'Fo+]CL—Cal'Fa) . (10)

where we summed over all three neutrino flavors, assuming that the Wilson coefficients
are neutrino flavor conserving and neutrino flavor universal, as is the case in the SM. The
numerical value for the A, lifetime that enters the branching ratio is 74, = (0.970 £ 0.009) x
Tpo = (1.473 £ 0.014) x 107125 [110].

The quantity A;B is a forward-backward asymmetry of the A with respect to the spin
quantization axis of the A,. We find

Al PAb(‘CR|2 - ‘CL|2>‘FVA
PO+ Cr|PFy + L — Cr|PFa

(11)

To simplify notation in the above expressions for the branching ratio and the forward-
backward asymmetry, we have introduced the following quadratic functions of the A, — A

form factors

Foo= (1= (@ o (@) + 22 (@) (12)
( EA) ( )

mAb
Foa = 1= B (0 R @R - @) )

All form factors in the above expressions depend on the di-neutrino invariant mass squared
¢* as introduced already in (8). For later convenience, we have introduced the ratio of A
mass and A, mass xp = mp/ma,.
The quantity Py, that enters the forward-backward asymmetry is the polarization asym-
metry of the Ay, i.e. it corresponds to the difference of A, baryons with spin-up and spin-down
) 1
Pa, = H . (15)
Ay Ay
The natural choice for the spin quantization axis is the direction of the A, momentum in the

lab frame. In that case, Py, corresponds to the longitudinal polarization fraction of the A,.



On the Z pole, this polarization can be measured using semi-leptonic A, decays [75, 113-115].
Measurements at LEP found
—0.237050 008, ALEPH [77] ,
P, =9 —0497932+0.17, DELPHI [79] (16)

—0.5670204+0.09, OPAL [7§] ,
where the first uncertainty is due to statistics and the second due to systematics. A naive

weighted average of the LEP measurements that neglects possible correlations gives
Pr, = —0.40£0.14 . (17)

We expect that a future Z pole machine should be able to measure Py, with percent level
accuracy. In fact, the statistical uncertainty at FCC-ee or CEPC should be negligible, while
systematic uncertainties from e.g. the lepton energy and missing energy resolution should

be improved significantly compared to LEP.!

A. Standard Model Predictions

Before discussing the new physics sensitivity of the A, — Avv decay, we provide the SM
predictions for the branching ratio and the forward-backward asymmetry.

The SM expression for the integrated branching ratio can be found from (10), setting the
right-handed Wilson coefficient to zero

_ 2G> . o [FRY dE\E? m2
BR(A, — Avi)gy = TAb32—§mgbm3th12]c§M1 | AR - E—g (Fv + Fa) ,
™ ppin My, A

(18)
where Fy, and F,4 were already introduced in egs. (12) and (13), and the integration bound-

aries are given by

. m
Bt =my,  ER= (1)) (19)

We stress that the branching ratio is independent of the A, polarization Py,.
Using the numerical input discussed previously, we arrive at the following numerical SM

prediction for the integrated branching ratio

BR(A, — Avi)gy = (7.71 £1.06) x 107° (20)

! Note that even in the challenging environment of the LHC, measurements of the (transversal) A, polar-

ization with an uncertainty of few percent have been performed [116, 117]
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Figure 1. Pie chart that shows the most relevant sources of uncertainty entering the SM prediction

of the Ay, — Avv branching ratio.

which has an uncertainty of approximately 14%. In figure 1, we show a pie chart of the
various sources of uncertainty that enter our SM prediction. The bulk of the uncertainty is
shared by the form factors and the CKM input, with the form factors being dominant. The

other sources of uncertainty are subdominant

SBR(Ay — Avir)gy x 10° = 10.90’3 + 0.53‘ + 0.18)

CKM QCD
+0.08] £0.07

mi

10.02‘ —+1.06, (21)
EW

™,
where we added all uncertainties in quadrature.

In figure 2, we show the differential branching ratio (10) in the SM as a function of the A
energy E) (left panel) and the di-neutrino invariant mass squared (right panel). Also these
spectra are independent of the A, polarization P,,. The uncertainty increases for small ¢
or large Ey, respectively, as the uncertainties in the form factors increases in that kinematic
regime.

The forward-backward asymmetry in the SM is given by

_ —Pr,Fva
Fv+ Fa '

Besides P,,, the only other source of uncertainty are the form factors contained in the

(Afp)sm (22)

functions Fy/, Fa, and Fy 4 in eqs. (12), (13), and (14). In figure 3, we show (Alg)su as a
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Figure 2. The differential branching ratio of A, — Avv in the SM as a function of the A energy
in the Ay rest frame E5 (left) and the di-neutrino invariant mass squared ¢> (right). The relevant
phase space boundaries of the decay are my < Ep < %(1 +m?\/m?\b) and 0 < ¢ < (ma, —ma)>

The colored bands correspond to the 10 and 20 uncertainties.

function of the A energy E\ (left panel) and the di-neutrino invariant mass squared (right
panel). For concreteness we set the Ay, polarization to the central value given in eq. (17). The
shown uncertainty is from the form factors only. The forward-backward asymmetry vanishes
at the kinematic endpoint EXY'™ = my, or correspondingly ¢2.. = (ma, —mya)?. We find that
the forward-backward asymmetry has a zero crossing in the SM, which is determined by the
relative size of the form factors fg/’A and ff’A, cf. equation (14), by the implicit relation

7= m_QAb(l _a2) f(i(qz)fé:(qz) |

2 JI(@?) 1(e?)

The corresponding numerical zero crossing values for the A energy and the di-neutrino

(23)

invariant mass are
(EA)SM = (1.80 £ 0.11) GeV ,  (¢*)M = (12.6 + 1.2) GeV? . (24)

The uncertainties in these values are entirely due to the form factors.

Integrating over the whole range of A energies we find in the SM

By > A
S dEAERN/1 = Fya

fgﬁ:x dEAEjzm/l — g—;‘ (fv +-FA)

(Abg)su = —Py, X = P, x (2743.4) x 1072 (25)
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Figure 3. The forward-backward asymmetry in Ay — Avv in the SM as a function of the A energy
in the A, rest frame E, (left) and the di-neutrino invariant mass squared ¢2 (right). The relevant
phase space boundaries of the decay are my < Ej < %(1 +m?\/m?\b) and 0 < ¢ < (ma, —ma)>
The colored bands correspond to the 1o and 20 uncertainties. Only uncertainties due to the form

factors are shown. The Ay polarization is set to its central experimental value Py, = —0.40.

The SM prediction of the integrated asymmetry is fairly small, with the uncertainty entirely
due to the form factors. If we instead split the integration region into two parts at the zero

crossing of the forward-backward asymmetry, we find

<A£B>1§)§AV = —Php, X (13.2 i4.2) x1072, 0<q®<12.6GeV?, (26)
(Alg)es = —Pa, X (=53+£14)x107%, 12.6GeV? < ¢* < ¢y (27)

where “low” and “high” refer to the ¢? regions 0 < ¢?> < 12.6GeV? and 12.6 GeV? < ¢ <
q2..., respectively. We find that the uncertainties of the forward-backward asymmetries in
the low and high ¢? regions are correlated, with a correlation coefficient of p ~ 4+52%.

Analogously, we can also obtain SM predictions for the branching ratio in the two different

q° regions
BR(A, — Avp)yr = (3.324£0.99) x 107% | 0 < ¢* < 12.6GeV? (28)
BR(A, — Avp)o® = (4.3940.47) x 1078, 12.6CeV? < ¢ < 2., (29)

with an error correlation of p ~ +40%. The prediction is less precise at low ¢2, because of

the larger form factor uncertainties in this kinematic regime.
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Figure 4. The normalized differential branching ratio of A, — Avv in various new physics scenarios
as a function of the A energy in the Ay rest frame E) (left) and the di-neutrino invariant mass

squared ¢? (right). The scenario with Cr = 0 coincides with the SM prediction.

As we will see below, splitting the phase space into the two ¢? regions below and above the

zero crossing of the forward-backward asymmetry enhances the sensitivity to new physics.

B. Impact of Heavy New Physics

In this paper we focus on the impact of heavy new physics on the A, — Avv decay. A
study of light new physics will be presented elsewhere. Heavy new physics is parameterized
by modifications of the two Wilson coefficients C;, and Cg in the effective Hamiltonian,
see equation (1). Heavy new physics can change the values of the branching ratio and the
forward-backward asymmetry, as well as their kinematic distributions.

In the plots of figure 4, we show the normalized differential branching ratio as a function
of the A energy (left) and of ¢? (right) in four different new physics scenarios. Scenarios
with only left-handed currents (Cr = 0, dashed blue) or only right-handed currents (C, = 0,
yellow) result in the same kinematic distributions that coincide the SM prediction. Scenarios
with vector currents (C, = Cg, orange) give a slightly harder E5 spectrum, while the Ej
spectrum for axial-vector currents (Cp, = —Cg, dashed black) is slightly softer.

The new physics effects on the forward-backward asymmetry are highly complementary.
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Figure 5. The forward-backward asymmetry in Ay, — Avp in various new physics scenarios as a
function of the A energy in the Ay rest frame Fy (left) and the di-neutrino invariant mass squared
q? (right). The A polarization is set to its central experimental value P, = —0.40. The scenario

with Cr = 0 coincides with the SM prediction.

The plots of figure 5 show the forward-backward asymmetry as a function of the A energy
(left) and of ¢* (right) in the same four new physics scenarios. The forward-backward
asymmetry maximally distinguishes the two chiral scenarios Cr = 0 and Cp = 0. The
forward-backward asymmetry vanishes for both the vector and axial-vector scenarios. The
gray regions in the plots is theoretically inaccessible. In fact, the maximum value of the

forward-backward asymmetry that can in principle be reached is given by

Pa,Fva

WET| )

| ALy <‘

which defines the boundary of the gray region in the plots of figure 5. In passing, we note that
the SM prediction (that coincides with the dashed blue line) is very close to the theoretical

maximum of the forward-backward asymmetry.

Interestingly enough, the zero crossing of the forward-backward asymmetry does not
change with new physics, but depends purely on form factor inputs. It is always determined
by the condition in equation (23). Our predictions in equation (24) therefore serve as an

interesting experimental cross-check of the form factor calculations.
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IV. SENSITIVITY TO HEAVY NEW PHYSICS

After the discussion in the previous section that focused on the qualitative impact that
heavy new physics can have on the A, — Avv decay, we now determine quantitatively the
sensitivity to heavy new physics.

As discussed above, new physics can modify the value of the branching ratio and the
forward-backward asymmetry as well as their kinematic distributions (but not the location
of the zero crossing of the forward-backward asymmetry). The new physics sensitivity
of the A, — Avv observables will depend on the precision of the theory predictions and
the uncertainties of the future experimental measurements. The uncertainty of a future
Ay — Avp branching ratio measurement at the FCC-ee was estimated to be around 10%
in [74]. This is below the current theory uncertainty of ~ 14%, see equation (20). So far,
no estimates exist how well the forward-backward asymmetry could be measured at future
Z-pole machines. In our study, we will take into account the current uncertainties on the
theory side and will neglect the experimental uncertainties. This illustrates to which extent
the current theory precision limits the sensitivity of A, — Avv. We do expect improved
theory predictions by the time the FCC-ee or CEPC would deliver results.

To incorporate new physics to the branching ratio and the forward-backward asymmetry,
we find it convenient to normalize the new physics contributions to the Wilson coefficients

by the SM Wilson coefficient
& = CIF/CP,  oF = CIF /oM. 31

The expressions for the branching ratio and the forward-backward asymmetry in the presence

of new physics are then

BR(Ay — Avir) = BR(A, — Avi)sy (r\l + AP 4P 4+ (1= 7)1+ AP - cﬁp\z) (32)

(Abp) = (Abshsu (|1 +67 = ) (33)
FB/ — T‘1+C§P+C%F’}2—}-(1—r)}1+clzp_cgp‘2 ,

where the parameter r is given by

Epax 2 ma

S dBAE3 (/1 - ;g_f (Fv + Fa)

r =
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ACL

Figure 6. The expected sensitivity of A, — Avp to new physics parameterized by the Wilson
coefficients CEP and C}}IP. Left: taking into account a single large ¢? bin; Right: splitting the ¢?
range into two bins, one above and one below the zero crossing of the forward-backward asymmetry.
The blue, yellow, and red regions correspond to the constraints from the branching ratio, the
forward-backward asymmetry, and their combination, respectively. Dark and light shaded regions

indicate 1o and 20 constraints.

The expressions can be applied for any range of the A energy or ¢2, respectively. In particular,

we find for the total ¢* range and the low and high ¢? ranges
Tiot = 0.41 ,  7Tiow = 0.55,  7high =~ 0.30 . (35)

In figure 6, we show the allowed regions in CX vs. CRXP parameter space, assuming
that the experimental measurements of the branching ration and the forward-backward
asymmetry agree precisely with our SM predictions. The plot on the left takes into account
observables integrated over the full ¢* range, while in the plot on the right we include the
low and high ¢? regions separately, taking into account their correlations. We assume that
both CY* and CR" are real.

The blue regions correspond to the constraint we anticipate from a future branching ratio
measurement at the 1o and 20 level, while the yellow regions correspond to a measurement
of the forward-backward asymmetry. The red regions show the combination of both. More

precisely, the dark and light shaded regions correspond to a Ax? of 1 and 4, when we
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consider the branching ratio or the forward backward asymmetry individually (blue and
yellow regions), and to a Ax? of 2.3 and 6 in the combination (red regions). As expected,
the branching ratio and the forward-backward asymmetry have complementary sensitivity.
However, if the forward-backward asymmetry is integrated over the entire ¢? range, its
constraining power is largely washed out. A much better sensitivity is obtained if the high-
¢* and low-¢? regions are taken into account separately, which avoids cancellations in the
forward-backward asymmetry.

In the right plot, we observe two clearly resolved regions of parameter space: one in the
vicinity of the SM point CYF = CXP = 0, and one with CYF ~ —2C%™ ~ 12,6, OXF ~ 0.
The second region corresponds to a total b — svv amplitude with opposite sign compared
to the SM, a scenario that cannot be distinguished from the SM using only b — svv decays.
We consider such a scenario contrived and do not discuss it further.

We can translate the allowed region around the point C}¥ = CR¥ = 0 into constraints

on the new physics scale, using the parameterization
1 4AGr « 1 4Gr «a

Il e * NP I * NP
A% \/5 47T|‘/;s‘/tb|CL ) A% \/§ 47T|‘/ts‘/tb|CR : (36>
We find the following 20 limits
T (37)
(45TeV)” AL ™ (44TeV)”  (25TeV)” ~ AR ™ (33TeV)

These new physics scales are in the same ballpark as the scales that are probed by b — suu
decays (see e.g. [118, 119]) and by the rare meson decays with neutrinos in the final state

B — Kvv and B — K*vv (see e.g. [47, 48]).

V. DIFFERENTIAL BRANCHING RATIO IN THE LAB FRAME

As we have seen in the previous section, a measurement of the forward-backward asymme-
try provides interesting sensitivity to new physics that is complementary to measurements
of the branching ratio. We note that a measurement of AIT;B requires access to the angle
between the flight direction of the A in the Ay rest frame and the flight direction of the A,
in the lab frame. Reconstructing the A, rest frame might be challenging due to the two

neutrinos in the decay?, and we therefore explore to which extent information about the

2 One could for example estimate the di-neutrino energy and momentum using the missing energy and

momentum in the hemisphere containing the Ay.
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forward-backward asymmetry (or, equivalently, information about the chirality structure
of the b — svv transition) can be extracted from lab frame observables alone. The ap-
proach is inspired by methods to determine the A, polarization at LEP, using semi-leptonic
decays [75, 113, 114].

For the following, it will be useful to introduce the shorthand notation

2 2 2

~ mA N mA mA
/BA: 1_Ab7 ﬁA: 1_A_7 ﬁ/\: — 9 (38)

’ E3, £2 E3

where BAb is the velocity of the Ay in the lab frame, BA the velocity of the A in the lab frame,

and [, the velocity of the A in the Ay, restframe, respectively.
The relevant lab frame observable is the differential decay rate as a function of the A
energy in the lab frame that we denote with E,. We find

dBR(A, — Av) /EX““ dEymy, 1 dBR(A, — Avp)

(39)

where EAb is the energy of the A, in the lab frame, and in the expression for the differential

branching ratio in the A, restframe (9), one needs to replace

cosfy = — ! ﬂﬂ}/\b -1] . (40)
Brfa \ B Ey,

The lower and upper integration boundaries in (39) are given by

E/r\nm — ALVA (]. _BAb6A> , (4]_)
ma,
_m E\E L
Ehex Mln{ 2“ (1+23), rAnAAb (1 +5Abﬁ‘A>} : (42)
b

The physical range of the A energy in the lab frame is

. 1— a3
ma it Ba, < T/
proin = ] L2y (43)
S| B (es- - ) it By, > LA
2 A A Ay Ay 1+x?\7
R E R
max QAb (1+xi+ (1-a3) ﬁAb> . (44)

The Ex spectrum depends on EAb, the energy of the decaying A,. The energy spectrum
of B mesons produced on the Z-pole has been measured at LEP [120]. The average energy
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Figure 7. The differential branching ratio Ay, — Avv as a function of the A energy in the lab frame.
For illustration, we set the A; energy to EAb = 10 mp, ~ 56 GeV. We show a few benchmark cases:
Cp = C™M, Cr =0 (top left), Cp, = 0, Cr = CFM (top right), Cf, = 20 = C$M (bottom left),
and Cp = Cr = C’EM (bottom right). The shaded band corresponds to the 1o theory uncertainty

on the branching ratio.

is around 70% of half the center of mass energy. As argued in [114] the average energies of
mesons and baryons should be very similar and we therefore expect an average energy of A,
baryons of around (30-35) GeV, however, with a distribution that covers also much smaller
and much larger values.

We find that the differential branching ratio (39) scales to a very good approximation with
the A, energy, i.e. its shape is approximately invariant if plotted as a function of E\ / EAb.
For illustration, we show in figure 7 the differential branching ratio as a function of the A
energy in the lab frame for a fixed E’Ab = 10 mp, ~ 56 GeV. The four panels correspond to
four benchmark cases for the Wilson coefficients: C;, = C?M, Cr = 0 (top left), Cr, = 0,
Cr = C?M (top right), Cp = 2Cr = CM (bottom left), and C;, = Cr = C?™ (bottom
right). The peak of the distributions is at a A energy of around Ey ~0.2 x E’Ab in all cases.
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The distribution is much broader if both C;, and Cr are present.

The distributions for purely left-chiral interactions (top left) and purely right-chiral in-
teractions (top right) are very similar. This result indicates that the effect of the forward
backward asymmetry (that maximally distinguishes between the left-chiral and right-chiral
scenarios, see figure 5) is largely washed out in the lab frame. Dedicated sensitivity studies
are required to determine to which extent a lab frame analysis could recover information
about the chirality structure, or if a A, rest frame analysis can provide much better sensi-

tivity.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we explored the new physics sensitivity of the rare decay A, — Avv. The
decay has never been observed but can be accessed at future Z-pole machines like FCC-ee
and CEPC. In contrast to the mesonic counterparts (B — Kvv, B — K*vv, and By — ¢vv),
A, baryons produced in Z decays are longitudinally polarized, which offers complementary
novel observables to test the Standard Model.

The kinematics of the A baryon in the final state depends on two independent variables,
its energy and the angle between its momentum and the spin of the A,. We find that the
corresponding angular decay distribution is characterized by a forward-backward asymmetry,
AIEB, that is proportional to the longitudinal polarization of the A,. We give state-of-the-art
predictions for the integrated branching ratio, BR(A, — Avv), and the forward-backward
asymmetry, A;B, in the Standard Model. The uncertainties are dominated by the current
knowledge of A, — A form factors, providing continued motivation to improve baryon form
factor calculations on the lattice. We find that the forward-backward asymmetry has a zero
crossing at a specific value of the A energy, F\ (or equivalently of the di-neutrino invariant
mass, ¢*). Interestingly, the location of the zero-crossing is independent of new physics and
therefore can be used as an experimental test of form factor calculations. On the other hand,
the ¢? shapes of the differential branching ratio and the forward-backward asymmetry do
depend on new physics.

Parameterizing heavy new physics in A, — Avv by an effective Hamiltonian, we determine
the expected new physics sensitivity of future precision measurements of A, — Avv on the Z-

pole. We find that splitting the ¢? region into two bins, one above the AEB zero crossing and
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one below, greatly enhances the new physics sensitivity, and allows one to break degeneracies
in the new physics parameter space. We find that new physics scales of Axp ~ (25—45) TeV
can be probed. This is comparable to the scales that can be probed with other b — svv
decays and with b — s¢T¢~ decays. It would be interesting to extend our study to the
Ay — ALT¢ decays on the Z-pole. Also in that case we expect that the longitudinal
polarization of the A, gives novel probes of new physics.

An experimental measurement of the forward-backward asymmetry requires reconstruc-
tion of the A, rest frame. Because of the presence of the two neutrinos in the final state,
this may be challenging. We therefore also explored to which extent information about the
forward-backward asymmetry can be accessed from lab frame observables. We find that
different values of the forward-backward asymmetry leave only a very mild imprint on the
energy distribution of the A in the lab frame. More detailed studies are required to determine

if a lab frame analysis or a A, rest frame analysis would have better sensitivities.
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Appendix A: Form Factors

In this appendix we give details about our implementation of the A, — A form factors.

We follow [91] and parameterize the form factors using a z-expansion

1 fon _\/t+—q2—\/t+—t0
7 QZ%Z : z= - : (A1)
1_Q/(mpole) n \/t-‘r_q +\/t+_t0

The parameters ¢, and ¢, are chosen such that the kinematic endpoint ¢Z . is mapped to

f(@®) =

2z = 0, and ¢® values above the BK threshold are mapped onto the unit circle in the complex

z plane

to = (ma, —map)?, ty = (mp+mg)?. (A2)

The poles that correspond to the lowest relevant B, mesons are factored out explicitly. The

f

pole a1d the expansion coefficients al are taken from [91].

corresponding masses m
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Figure 8. The relevant A, — A form factors as a function of ¢2. The colored bands correspond to

the 1o and 20 uncertainties.

To obtain the form factor uncertainties, we follow the procedure recommended in [91]
that takes into account the difference in the results based on z-expansions up to order n = 1
and n = 2. Figure 8 shows all the form factors relevant for our analysis with their 1o and

20 uncertainties.
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