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Abstract

Belle IT collaboration reported the first measurement on Br(Bt — K Tvv), which lies 2.70 away
from the Standard Model expectation. This result may be manifestation of new physics beyond the
Standard Model. In present work, motivated by the Belle II measurement, we investigate the effect
of a dark photon on the rare B meson decay BT — KTvi and show that the Br(BT — KTwp)
excess from Belle II over SM expectation explained by the appearance of the dark photon especially
in resonances. We also derive constraints on various parameters of the Two-Higgs-Doublet Model
extended with a dark abelian gauge group, in the light of measurement of the Br(B* — K*vi) by
the Belle-II collaboration as well as the upper bound on Br(B? — K*%vi) decay, set by the Belle
data. Our results indicate that there exist common region where both experimental results for a

dark photon mass around 4.5 GeV with suitable values of the other parameters.



I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of the Higgs boson at the CERN Large Hadron Collider [Il, 2] com-
pleted the Standard Model (SM). However, this does not rule out the existence of physics
beyond the SM; instead, it merely restricts its possible scale and strongly encourages the
experimental search for it. New particles can be explored both directly through high-energy
experiments and indirectly through low-energy precision frontier. Historically, indirect evi-
dence for new particles has often come before their direct discoveries. Notably, the existence
of the charm quark, the W boson, the top quark, and the Higgs boson was predicted based
on indirect measurements such as Fermi interactions, kaon mixing, and electroweak preci-
sion observables. In this context, semi-leptonic B meson decays are especially useful for
conducting indirect searches for new physics (NP) due to they exhibit distinct and clear

experimental signatures.

The flavor-changing neutral transitions, such as b — svv and b — sff, where £ represents a
charged lepton, are highly suppressed in the SM due to the Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani(GIM)
[3] mechanism making them powerful tool for new physics searches beyond the SM [4] [5].
Because in the SM the flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC) processes are forbidden at
the tree level and take place only at loop level. Obviously these processes are inherently
sensitive to any new physics. Rare semileptonic decays of mesons mediated by FCNC are
one of the promising areas to observe indirect NP effects. The rare B meson decays with a
neutrino pair in the final state, B — K*vv [6H12] and BT — K*vp, are cleanest of them
to search for new physics, due to their well controlled theoretical uncertainty in the SM,
and for this reason, are rather sensitive to NP beyond SM. Many beyond the SM (BSM)
scenarios predict a significant deviation of Br(B* — KTvv) and Br(B — K*vv) with
respect to their SM prediction and therefore those branching ratios can provide us with
either a test of validity of a given model, or with a constraint acceptable scenario of physics
BSM. Experimentally, BaBar and Belle imposed upper limits on the B — K*vv decays and
had a measurement of B — Kvv branching ratios, which are a few times higher than the SM
predictions [I3H16]. Belle 1T was expected to achieve a measurement of the BT — KTvw,

Bt — K**vv and B — K*vv branching ratios with a precision of about 10% [17].

Recently, using the dataset with an integrated luminosity of 362fb~!, the Belle II ex-

periment announced the first 3.50 evidence for the charged decay mode BT — KTvw,



Br(Bt — Kvi)geenn = (2.3 £ 0.7) x 107° [18], showing a 2.7¢ excess over the SM pre-
diction Br(BT — Ktvi)gy = (4.29 4 0.23) x 1076 [6H8] where the tree-level contribution
mediated by 7 leptons has been subtracted [19]. If the results are taken at face value,
the following conclusions can be drawn: either lepton flavor universality is violated at the
(multi)-TeV scale, or NP effects may be involved. This result is intriguing as it may suggest
not only the existence of NP in the b — svv transitions but also the possible presence of
new light states [20]. The possibility of explaining the excess reported by Belle II in terms
of NP has been considered in many different scenarios [T9-41]. Recently, research on these
types of experimental signatures has intensified within the context of dark sectors.

The Bt — K*tvi decay rate can be significantly influenced in models that introduce
non-SM particles [I§], like leptoquarks [42]. Additionally, the B meson might decay into a
kaon and an invisible particle, such as an axion [43] or a dark-sector mediator [44]. There are
other rare decays of B meson including v pair and as mentioned above one such channel
would be B — K*vv decay which involves the vector meson K* in the final state while
the kaon in B — Kuvv process is a scalar particle. The Belle search for this decay has
shown no excess over the SM so that it is converted to an exclusion bound of 1.8 x 10~® for
Br(B — K*vi) [16].

In the last few years, The existence of dark sectors has emerged as a compelling theoretical
framework. The simplest dark sector may be referred to as the dark photon model [45, [46],
where a new abelian gauge boson is added to the particle content of the SM. Dark sectors
generally contain one or more mediator particles that interact with the SM through a portal.
The portal relevant for interactions between the dark sector and the SM depends on the
mediator’s spin and parity. The portal can be a scalar, a pseudoscalar, a fermion, or a
vector. The gauge and Lorentz symmetries of the SM significantly restrict the possible ways
the mediator can couple to the SM. In particular, light dark sectors with masses ranging
from few MeV to few GeV have triggered a lot of attention and the Belle II experiment is
known highly sensitive to many such scenarios.

The dark photon scenario [45], 47, 48] has been extensively analyzed in the literature,
mainly in its massive case, and is the focus of many ongoing experimental searches [46].
In the context of astrophysics and cosmology, massless dark photons have been studied as
mechanisms for long-range interactions among dark matter components [49-53]. Addition-

ally, massless dark photons have been employed to understand the Standard Model’s flavor



hierarchy problem, flavor-changing neutral currents, and phenomena in kaon physics [54-58].

Dark photon models can be classified into two separate types depending on whether
the associated field quanta are massive or massless. These possibilities lead to distinctly
different experimental signatures: a massless dark photon does not have tree-level couplings
to any SM fermions, and thus can only interact with ordinary matter through operators of
dimension higher than four [45, 46, [59]. In contrast, massive dark photons can interact with
ordinary matter through a renormalizable dimension-four operator involving an arbitrarily
small charge. These two categories are distinct since the massless case cannot be achieved
as a limit of massive dark photon models.

In present work, we study the compatibility of the recent Belle IT result for Br(B* —
K*vw) with new physics in the form of a Two-Higgs-Doublet Model extended with U(1)p.
The part of the parameter space that satisfies the Br(B™ — K*v) constraint will be further
checked against the Br(BY — K*'v7) bound, which would reduce the allowed space signif-
icantly. Our paper is organized as follows. After the Two-Higgs-Doublet Model extended
with a dark gauge group is briefly outlined in Section [Tl We present the decay widths of
B — K®up processes within the framework of U(1)p extended Two-Higgs Doublet Models
in Section [[Tl The next section is devoted to the numerical analysis of branching ratios

mentioned above. The last section contains our discussions and conclusions.

II. U(1)p EXTENDED TWO-HIGGS DOUBLET MODELS

In this section we outline the basic elements of the theoretical framework and we refer
to the references [60), [61] for further details. Then a numerical analysis of the process
B — KWy will follow.

Although its definition is rather broad, dark sector physics can be effectively and system-
atically investigated by using specific portal interactions as a guide. Dark sectors typically
contain one or more mediator particles that connect to the SM through a portal. The
interactions between the SM and dark sector could be controlled through various portals,
classified further based on types of particles involved. Vector portal, requiring a dark vec-
tor boson coupling with the SM particles through dimension-4 operators, is one of such
commonly studied scenario.

The gauge group of the Abelian vector portal is U(1) p; the mediator originating from this
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additional gauge group is a vector boson, known as the dark photon. Even though it is taken
to be massive, the vector boson (dark photon) resembles the SM photon because it is based
on a U(1) symmetry; however, unlike the photon, it mediates a new kind of fundamental
force, known as the dark force, which might have some detectable effects at colliders as well
as low energy with high luminosity experiments. The vector portal fundamentally involves
an interaction through kinetic mixing between the SM U(1)y hypercharge field Y, and the
U(1)p dark sector field X,. This kinetic mixing interaction (1 sine Y, X*) is invariant
under both the U(1)y and U(1)p gauge groups. The strength of the coupling is defined
by the kinetic mixing parameter sine, which is a free parameter. Since it behaves as a
small perturbation to the SM, to be consistent with observations, it is generally expected
to have a small value. The phenomenology of the vector portal represents a broad class
of well-motivated models, including scenarios where the mediator preferentially couples to

baryonic, leptonic, or baryon number minus lepton number (B-L) conserving currents.

In its original form, there exists only a non-zero mixing between the photon field and
the dark vector field, which results in limited access to the SM fermions without involving
any additional gauge symmetry. This picture can be extended if the dark vector field is
a gauge field of a local U(1) symmetry under which the SM fields are charged. Indeed,
baryon number minus lepton number (B — L) is assigned to the SM fields plus right-handed
neutrinos as the new charges, one can show that the theoretical framework with Gsyx U (1) p

gauge symmetry would be free of gauge anomalies.

A popular way to extend the SM is through its scalar sector while keeping the dark sec-
tor minimal (specifically, assuming an Abelian dark gauge group U(1)p). This is achieved
by introducing an additional SU(2) doublet, leading to the so-called Two Higgs Doublet
Models (2HDM) [62]. In its general form, the 2HDM struggles with the FCNC problem. To
resolve this issue, a discrete symmetry is typically required. Furthermore, neutrino masses,
which are among the most important observational evidence for new physics, are typically
not addressed in the 2HDM. In this study, a gauge solution will be employed to address
the FCNC problem. The idea here is to obtain anomaly-free, conventional 2HDM scenarios
without FCNC by adding an Abelian U(1)p gauge group to the 2HDM (Goppn @ U(1)p).
The particle content of the model will include right-handed neutrinos, which will not only
address the neutrino mass issue but also make it possible to satisfy the new anomaly equa-

tions that arise in the 2HDM under the U(1)p group. The details of the scenarios have been
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extensively examined in previous studies [61], [63] [64]. We focus solely on the relevant part

of the model which we need in present study. The Lagrangian of the considered model is

1 v 1 v 1 v 1 3 4 1
£ = =W WA = VY = X, X = g sime XY 4 oma XX
+(Dyud1) (DM61) + (D) (Do) + S Fiilp fi. (1)

Here Xﬁ represents the gauge field of U(1) p while Y,, and W3, are the usual weak hypercharge
field of U(1)y and the third of weak gauge fields, respectively. ¢; and ¢, are the usual scalar
doublets under SU(2).. sine indicates the strength of the kinetic mixing between U(1)y
and U(1)p. mx is the Stueckelberg mass parameter [60, 65] for the dark gauge field X7
Dy = 0, —igw t* Wy, —igyYY, —igpQp X, + ... is the covariant derivative with °, ¥ and
Q' being the SU(2) generator, weak hypercharge and dark U(1)p charges of the fields,
respectively. Here gy, gy and gp refer to the corresponding gauge coupling constants.
In the literature, the Stueckelberg extension of the SM with and without kinetic mixing
has been thoroughly analyzed [66] 67]. The two-Higgs doublet model, augmented by an
additional U(1) gauge symmetry, has been examined in [68] by considering the Stueckelberg

contribution to the mass terms.

Fields up dp QL Ly eRr VR ®2 1
Dark Charges @Q, @ Q;‘;Q& —3(Q4‘2+Q:1) —(2Q, + Q) —(Qy +2Qy) Q;;Q& 5Q;;7%
Model A 3 —3 0 0 -1 ! ! —1
Model B 5 5 0 0 ! - -1 !
Model C i -3 -1 3 0 3 3 -2
Model D 0 . -3 —1 - 1 5
Model E 0o 1 : -3 -3 -1 -1 I
Model F % % % _% _g _% % %
Model G -1 1 L ~1 0 - ~1 3
Model B — L % % % —% —% _% 0 1

Table I. Dark quantum charges of the fields under U(1)p, adapted from ref. [61].

The comprehensive discussion of the scalar sector and the anomaly cancellation mech-

anisms of the model can be found in [6I]. Certain relevant parts will be reiterated here.
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For instance, the dark charge assignments of the SM fields that satisfy the anomaly con-
ditions are provided in Table [Il Since the original gauge basis in the neutral sector, i.e.,
(Y, WgM,XS), is not diagonal, the physical basis, denoted as (A, Z,, A},), can be derived
through three successive rotations [60]. After performing the rotations, one can finally ob-
tain eigenvalues corresponding to the mass squares of the photon (A4,), the dark photon

(A},), and the electroweak neutral boson (Z,,), respectively:

M2 =0, (2)
1 2 2
M3, = m% cos®¢ sec®e + Zg,%vQ cos’E sec?e |:COSQB (Q%) + sin’3 ( %2> ]
+9gp v myg, cos & sece (cosQB Q% + sin?p Q%) (sin& — cos € sin Oy tane)
+m, (sin§ — cos ¢ sin By tane)?, (3)
1 2 2
M2 = m% sin®¢ sec?e + Zg%zﬂ sin?¢ sec’e [coszﬁ < %1) + sin’B (Q%) }
—gp U My, sin§ sece (0052,6’ Q%l +sin?g Q%Q) (cos & + sin € sinfyy, tane)

+m, (cos& + sin € sin By tane)?. (4)

III. B — K*vy DECAY IN U(1)p-EXTENDED 2HDM

After describing the necessary ingredients of the theoretical framework in the previous
section, we now delve into the details of the matrix element for the b — svv transition within
the U(1)p-extended two-Higgs-doublet model. For convenience, we give a list of the vertex
factors for fermion-fermion-Z/A’ interactions that are relevant to the B — K™ vu decays

in Table [[I| according to the parameterization given by the following Lagrangian terms
LD (G + O ) 2+ FCIA + Ol f A, (5)

The vertex factors of the models, namely Model A, B, C, D, E, F, G, and B — L (listed
in Table , can be read off from the entries in Table [[I| by plugging the values of the
corresponding charges @, and @/, given in Table . By taking the appropriate limiting
values, @, ; — 0 and € — 0 (§ — 0), the vertex factors in Table [[Il can be reduced to their
SM forms. In this limit, it is clear that all dark photon vertices vanish, as expected.

The b — s transition happens at one-loop level, receiving contributions from the so-

called self-energy diagrams, triangle diagrams involving Z and dark photon exchanges, as
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Vertices C’(; C i;

\ \% _gDs§(7Qii+5Q;) 4 e(c§+s§tesw) _gDsf(Q&fQ;) B e(c§+S§tGSW)
7 8ce dew sw 8ce dew sw
u u gDs§(in+3Q;) 605(883‘/73)+568£tésw gDSE(Q;lfQ;) e(c§+s§tesw)
7 8ce - 12cw sw - 8ce - dew sw
d d 9D S¢ (3QQ+Q§L) ece (45%‘,73)+es§tesw gDSE(QﬁifQ;) e(c§+s§t€sw)
7 8ce + 12cw sw 8ce + dew sw
'f 'f
Cy C4
v v 7gD05<7Q:1+5Q;) B e(ss—c@esw) 7gD05(Q:i—Q;) n e(ss—c@esw)
A 8ce deyw sw 8ce deyw sw
u u gch(Q:ﬁ‘?’Q;L) i 655(85‘2/‘/—3)—5@51553‘/[/ _gDCE(Q;—Q;) i e(ss—c@esw)
A 8ce 12cw sw 8ce deyw sw
d d gDcCe (3Q&+Q;) esg (45‘2/V—3)—ec§tesw gpCe (Q;—Q;) 6(85—C§tesw)
A 8ce - 12cw sw 8ce - dew sw

Table II. The relevant fermion-fermion-Z/A’ vertex factors for B — K®)vi decays in the Two-
Higgs Doublet Models extended with a dark U(1)p group. A shorthand notation is used for the

trigonometric expressions. For example, (s¢ , ) stand for (sin,tane) and similar for the others.

well as box diagrams. At this point, two key observations are worth noting: (a) The model
introduces right-handed neutrino currents, and (b) neither Z nor the dark photon contributes
to the box diagrams. The contribution from diagrams involving Z-boson exchange can be

expressed as

Vit VEG p Qo M3
My = S S (OO + CyOun). ©
Z

while the matrix element for dark photon exchange takes the form

V;tb‘/t* GF Qlem m%,v A’ Al
My = s (€0 + C0un) 7
4 2V2m(m?, — ¢%) LR L ")
Here, the coefficients are defined as
Cirm = Clfr + Citiny (8)
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A A’ SA’
CLL(R) = CEL(R) + CLL(R)v (9>
where the superscripts 7" and .S denote contributions from triangle and self-energy diagrams,
respectively. Lastly, the matrix element for the box diagrams can be expressed as

2
V;Sb‘/;: GF Qem mW

2\/§7r

Explicit expressions for these C' coefficients are provided in Appendix [A] The operators Oy,

MPB = Cr* Oy, (10)

and Opr correspond to the local ones

Orr = 57u(1 —75)b vy, (1 —y)v,

Orr = 57,1 —35)bvy, (1 4+ v5)v.

Using the contributions at the quark level given in Egs. @, and , the hadronic matrix
element for the B — K®vu decays can be calculated by sandwiching the quark current
between the initial B meson and the final K*) meson states. The hadronic matrix elements
appearing in B — K®vp decays are parametrized in terms of form factors which are further
classified as scalar, psudoscalar, vector, and axial vector.

The matrix elements for the B — K® transitions are

_ m2 —m2 m2 _m2
(K (px) [57,01B (p)) = [(pB + PR ) — %Qu} fel@®) + %qﬂfo(ﬁ,
\ _ wop o 2V(P)
(K™ (p+,€) [57,0|B (PB)) = €uvpot ppoK*M7

A7) — LB g

K* * S b|B = g™ v *
(K™ (pic+ €) [57u75b| B (p)) 1 [77# (mp +m mp + My~

—%%%$SMAf»n%@%i

where the scalar and vector form factors for the B — K transition are fo(¢?) and f, (¢?) while
the vector and axial form factors for B — K* are Ag(q?), A1(¢%), A2(¢?), As(q?), and V (¢?).
Among these, fy, Ay and Az do not contribute to B — K* v decays due to having negligible
neutrino masses. The remaining set of form factors can be chosen as (fy, Ay, A2, V) after

employing the following relation

Ay — (mp + mg+) [A1(mp + mg+) (—m% +m%. + ¢*) + 16A1ompm?.] (1)
mb — 2m% (m%. + ¢) + (m%. — ¢2)°
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The differential decay widths for the exclusive decays B — Kvv and B — K*vv can be

cast into the following compact forms:

dl'(B — Kvi) 1 D ot ) aro
= @) (CLL + CLR)N?, (12)
dq? 5127m3m3, 7 " LL- T ZLR
dl'(B — K*vp) N/2(C2, + C3p) - A
= ANGPV2 + A2¢% (mp + mg-
dg? 25673 m, (mp + mc-)? [ ig” (ms i)
+32A2,mEim2.. (mp + mK)Q] , (13)

2

2 2 2y _ 4 4 4 2
where \(m%, my.), ¢°) = mp + mi +q* = 2mpmi..

2 92 2 2
) — 2mpq” — 2my.,q°, and

Vi ViiGr aemm?, [ CF Ch
OLL(R): Vs F Q mW< LL(R)+ LL(R) . (14)

227 m? m% — q?
Here ¢°> = (pp — pr»)? and the explicit forms of the coefficients C’LZL( p and Cﬁ( R are given
in Appendix[A] In the numerical study we demonstrate that treating the resonant production
of the dark photon properly plays very important role to enhance the new physics effects in
Br(B — K®vp). The width affects can placed with the use of the Breit-Wigner formula:

1 . 1
@ —m @ —m% +iLamy’

(15)

where I" 4/ denotes the decay width of the dark photon into the relevant fermion pairs.
In the numerical analysis of both decays, the following z-parameterizations for the form
factors (fy, F; = Ay, Aj2, V) are employed [8] [69]:
N-1
(@) = P @) Y | .

k=0

F(¢) = P () D ai [ (¢) - =(0)]" (16)

k

Here P, (¢*) = (1— q2/M3+)_1 with M, = 5.4154 GeV and the other mass parameters

are

5415GeV F, =V

5.829 GeV Fz = Al, A12 .

The z—function is defined
gty = VLoV (1
ty — q2 + vt — o
where t. = (mp &+ mg«)? and to = [1 - (1- t,/t+)%] Lastly, the fit parameters a;
are used from Refs. [§] and [69].
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IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS OF B — K®ui

In light of the analytical calculations presented in the previous section, a numerical analy-
sis is required to examine the selected models at the given sample points. More importantly,
we need to explore the parameter space to determine whether there exist scenarios that
simultaneously accommodate the Br(B — Kvv) [I§] and Br(B — K*vv) [10] data from the

Belle collaboration.

The model primarily includes the following five parameters: ~7§ = gpQ@.,, @% = gpQ@),
sine, tan 3, and M. At this point, we can make the observation that, since the gauge
coupling ¢gp and the independent charges of the model (@, and @) enter the vertex factors
and other relevant terms via the covariant derivative as a product, the above new parameters
have been defined accordingly. The ) parameters can, in principle, be large, provided that
they do not exceed the perturbative limit. However, in that regime, a light dark photon
mass cannot be obtained, leading to no deviation from the Standard Model predictions for

the B — Kvv and B — K*vv decays.

Another and perhaps the most important observation obtained from our analysis is that
when performing the ¢? integral, encountering the kinematic situation where ¢? equals the
mass of the dark photon allows the modification of the dark photon propagator in the
relevant diagrams to incorporate the width effects. This modification enables deviations
above the Standard Model values and, in particular, allows the explanation of the Belle

data for the B — Kvv decay.

The variation of the branching ratio of the B — Kvv decay with respect to the mass of
the dark photon mass is presented in Fig. |1, There is a lower limit on the mass of the dark
photon, which can be determined by setting mx to zero once a set of input values are chosen
for the other parameters. For example, for the input values given in Fig. [1, the minimum
value of mass that the dark photon can have is close to 70 MeV. In this calculation, it is
also necessary to determine the decay width of the dark photon, I' 4/, by incorporating new
channels as the mass varies. The effects of these new channels can be seen in Fig. [ On
the other hand, it should be noted that the results presented here do not exhibit significant

sensitivity to the parameters sin e and tan .

Deviations from the Standard Model start to appear when the dark photon mass is around

5 GeV, and the results become compatible with Belle IT data when the mass is approximately
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Figure 1. The branching ratios of B — K® v decays as a function of dark photon mass m 4
for representative values of the input variables. Belle IT measurement [I8] of Br(Bt — K*tvp) is
displayed in green band while the exclusion region by Br(B° — K*Ovi) from Belle data [16] is

hatched. The SM values of both decays are also indicated in the figure.

2 GeV. However, when the mass drops below 1 GeV, the dependence on mass disappears. A
similar behavior is observed for the B — K*vv decay. Although the mass dependence occurs
at a slightly lower value compared to the B — Kvi decay, the branching ratio exceeds the
experimental upper limit at around 3 GeV. Consequently, under the chosen input values

there is no common parameter space that simultaneously satisfies both results.

In Fig. 2| we investigated whether a common solution region exists. The left panel shows
that a common solution is only possible in the 4-5 GeV range and how the allowed region
shrinks as the parameters vary. In the right panel, the parameter values that yield the
largest possible region are given, and the common region has been scanned. As can be seen,
the common solution region is quite small, but it is still possible to explain both sets of data.
There is one important feature that needs to be noted here. Even if no excess events can

be reported for B — K*vv and the current upper limit decreases further, potentially even

12



x10~6 x10~0

77777 772K 777777 77777, 7Y777 v 777 77777 777777 7777 y % 77ITTT 7
N e (B K v, 7N B K
3077 // 7 7 . ) A 30¢ 7 % > 7/ 5 BY KOy p 1
/ (B" = K"uD)py, - K"%vr
+ +
208000 0 AN T BT =K vi)sy 4 207 (BT 2K ooy i
1 _
..... (B 5K wi)gy (B =K i)p, 4
o N o
B = BT 2K vi)su
c!; 10F . :; """ (B =K i)gy
.‘E: [ E 10 Common solution -
%) 1%}
c r c
oot o
o [aa]
St \
F Gy, O s 5y o 5 ‘ 5
— ) =% s = [ “), sine= 3. stg=
(Q%, Q%) = (~47x 10 7.0x107%), sine=3.4x 1079, t;=2
3t — (Q%, Q%) =(-84x1071.1x107%), sine=1.0x 107%, t3=2 4 (Q%, Q%) = (—47x 1073, =7.0x 107%), sine=3.4 x 1075, ¢3=2
Q1 Q%) =(45x1073, —1.3x 107%), sine=1.0x 1075, t; =2 3t
R R.
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
my (GeV) myr (GeV)

Figure 2. The branching ratios of B — K v decays as a function of dark photon mass m s for
three different values of the input variables (left panel) and for a scenario with a maximized allowed
region (right panel). The Belle IT measurement [I8] of Br(B*T — KTvp) is displayed in green band
while hatched region as the exclusion region determined by the upper bound of Br(B° — K*0uvp)
from Belle data [16]. The SM values of both decays are also indicated in figures. In the right panel,

a maximized common solution region is highlighted.

reaching the SM value, the outcomes we have derived here will remain unaffected.

If we want to visualize the allowed regions from the Br(B — Kvv) measurement along
with the excluded regions from the Br(B — K*vi) data in the(Q%, Q%) plane, we obtain
Fig.[3] Asseen in the figure, for the selected input values, there exists a narrow green-shaded
region favored by Br(B — Kvr), while the excluded region from Br(B — K*vv) does not
overlap with it. To illustrate the new physics models selected as representative points in
such a parameter space, we need to specify a value for gp. As an example, we consider
gp =5 x107* and gp = 5 x 1073, Particularly, for gp = 5 x 1073, some models lie within
the green region, whereas for smaller values of gp, all models can be excluded. We believe
that the Br(B — K™vp) data significantly constrain the new physics parameter space and
can play a decisive role in distinguishing between possible scenarios.

Finally, we generated a scatter plot in the B — Kvv versus B — K*vv plane. The

following parameter ranges were considered:
1078 < ’Q;g;d‘ <10°, 1076 < sine < 1072,
1 <tanf < 60, 10MeV <m, < 10GeV. (18)
Under these conditions, Fig. 4] was obtained and as can be seen from the figure, neither
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Figure 3. The Belle IT measurement [I8] of Br(Bt — K*wvp) (thin green shaded area) and Belle
data [16] for Br(B? — K*%ui) (gray hatched region for exclusion) are shown in the (Q%, Q%) plane
for the favored dark photon mass. Points representing the models listed in Table [[] are marked for

two different gp values.

red nor blue points can enter the allowed region of B — Kvv without going through the
excluded region of B — K*rv. Only the green points satisfy both conditions, indicating that
the allowed mass range is 4.3 GeV < ma < 4.9 GeV since the red (blue) points represent
a scenario with my > 4.9 GeV (ma < 4.3 GeV). These results depend particularly on the
values and signs of Q}g and QdR. In the figure, scenarios with both QC}% and @}‘% positive are
encoded with light green points while the darker ones represent negative case for both of
them. Parameters with opposite signs are indicated in dark green color. The green points
that appear parallel to the B — Kvi axis correspond to the region where the branching
ratio of B — K*vv is not yet affected by the dark photon, while the branching ratio of
B — Kvv increases rapidly. This region is also indicated in Fig. [2l Even though the overall
solution space satisfying both constraints is rather small, it is seen that, out of 50,000 points
generated under the conditions described above, relatively quite number of them fall into

the desired region.
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Figure 4. Scatter plot in (Br(B*™ — K*vi),Br(B — K*vi)) plane for various sign conventions
of (QdR,Q}‘{). The red points represent a scenario with ma, > 4.9 GeV while the blue ones for
my < 4.3 GeV. The remaining green dots (varying tones encoded with changing signs of (Q%, Q}fz)

parameters) represent 4.3 GeV< my < 4.9 GeV.

V. CONCLUSION

The recent Belle II measurement on rare B decay BT — K v showed a 2.70 deviation
from the SM value, which can be seen a fertile ground for searching new physics. The Belle
collaboration has additionally data on another rare B meson channel, namely B® — K*9vp,
and setting an upper bound 1.8 x 10~° for the branching ratios of the decay. To test whether a
new physics scenario in the form of a two-Higgs-Doublet Model extended in the gauge sector
with an abelian dark gauge group U(1)p would account for the discrepancy mentioned above
as well as satisfying the exclusion bound for B® — K*%vis decay. Both processes happen at
one loop level whose Feynman diagrams can be classified as self-energy, triangle and box. The
dark photon contributes only to self-energy and triangle diagrams. The matrix element of
each diagram has been computed and expressed in terms of the Passarino-Veltman functions
in Appendix [A]in the vanishing limit of the masses and momenta of the external particles.

We have made extensive checks on our results to make sure that the total matrix element
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is UV finite. Our analytical findings are further manipulated to carry loop integrals which
could be tricky under the limit employed so that a comparison with the results available in
the literature. We found full agreement in the Standard Model limit with the results given
in [70H72].

Let us stress the following point one more time. The first important observation we have
made is that the discrepancy between the Belle II data and the SM prediction for the decay
BT — KTviy would not be elucidated by the existence of a dark photon unless the resonant
contributions around ¢* = m? are taken into account. Far from the resonance region, the
dark photon contribution becomes much less significant and no deviation would be obtained
from the SM values of both channels.

Even though satisfying either bound individually is rather easy to achieve strictly after the
resonant contributions are manifested in the analytical level, finding a common parameter
space which is goof for both requires some further analysis. Our numerical study showed that
while the exclusion data of BY — K*Ovv prefers a heavier dark photon scenario, B — Ktvi
measurement would indicate very light dark photon options which can get as heavy as few
GeV. The task is to seek for a common mass region which lays in the overlapped potion of
the parameter space. As shown in the figures, for reasonable values of the other parameters
of the model ( ";%, QdR, sin e, tan ), a dark photon with a 4 —5 GeV mass would explain both.
Even though the sensitivity of our results is not much affected by the parameters sin eor tan 3,
the values of the other two parameters @% and QdR are playing more essential role. On the
other hand, our scatter plot would prove that the overlapping region for the mass of the
dark photon does not shift much and remains in the 4 — 5 GeV range. Another important
feature seen from the figures that even if no excess can be reported for the Br(B® — K*vp)
channel and the existing upper limit value decreases further, even dropping to the SM value,
the results we have obtained here will not be affected by this. Current bounds already pin
down the allowed range of the dark photon mass in particular and future improvements to
reduce the errors further in the B™ — K v decay will tighten up the allowed region more

and will determine whether a common solution would still be possible or not.
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Appendix A: Explicit Expressions of the Coefficients for Cr; and Crpr

In this Appendix we present the explicit expressions of the coefficients C';, and C' g com-
puted from the triangle, self energy and box diagramd] Before presenting these expressions

for customary we introduce following short handed notations:

v =mj[my, y =mi/my, gp = gn/e,
cy 1 | sin coS
L ¢ (2 tan esec 0, — 395 (QF + QF) sec e) + : csc 20,
c" 4| cos¢ —siné
I3 1. sin &
o — 59D : (205 + Q) sece,
7 oS
Cz 1 : e R R
o -3 [sin€ (395,(QF + QL) sece — 2tanesec,,) + cos & (£6cot 0, — 2tanb,,)]
L
(on] R —4
Bl =2 3g¢ @ sin € sec € + (cos& tan B, + sin € tanesect,,) |,
d 6 Pl AR
I Cs, | Q, 2
(o] 1 oo
(o =13 [cos& (395 (QF + Qi) sece — 2tanesec,,) + sin (F6cot b, + 2tan,,)] ,
L
Cx| 1[,.|QF —4 .
- =3 39p OF cos € sec e + (—sin& tanf,, + cos& tanesech,,) | ,
R d
GWGZ ] sin COS
= sin f csc by, — sece + 2tanesect,,) + tand,,
| = sinpesco * | (@ - @y sece + 2tamesecn,) +2 | | tano
GweA —cosé sin &
Geez ] 1 | sin 1| cos
= ¢ (95 (QF — Q) sece + 2tanesec,,) + = : (1 —cot*6,,) .
’ D d u
GEGA cos& —siné

L After computing each diagram, we checked the SM limits, whenever relevant, and found agreement with
the results avaliable in the literature. Additionally, the UV finiteness of the overall result has been

confirmed after especially the factor of 1/2 taken into account [70].
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1. Triangle Z Diagrams

ve

Figure 5. Triangle Z diagrams relevant for b — svv. Only one neutrino generation is shown.

Total result obtained from the triangle diagrams in Fig. 5| for the Z boson exchangeﬂ is

o VaViiGr aey m?
M — Qti/%w(an . q%V (CTZOL, + CTEOLR) (A1)
Z

where
CTE :C'Z{ + Co(0,0, 0; m3y,, myy,, myy, ) dmsy, cos € cot Oy
— Cp(0,0,0;m3y, m?, m?)2m; (Cia + 2C%)
2 2
— Cp(0,0,0;m2, m3y,, miy) e (GWGZ sin Oy + 2 cos € cot QW)
— Cpo(0,0,0; m3,, m3,, m3,)16 cos € cot Oy
+ Co0(0,0,0; m3y,, m2, m2)4(20% + Cx)
+ Co0(0,0,0; m?, m3y,, miy, )4 (GGGZx — 2cos& cot HW)
+ 4 cos cot Oy — (4CT + Clha) | — (my — O)} (A2)
and

2

Crin :C]V%{ + Co(0,0,0; m3y,, myy,, myy, )dmiy, cos € cot Oy

2 Here and in the forthcoming diagrams, “GP” represents charged Goldstone boson, “uq” for up type quarks,

and “Ap” for the dark photon.
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— Cp(0,0,0;m3y, m?, m2)2m? (Cx + 2C%)
o 22 2 \2m7 war
Co(0,0,0; my, myy,, my, ) —- (G sin Oy + 27 cos € cot QW)
0

— Co0(0,0,0; m3y,, miy, miy, )16 cos € cot Oy,

+ Co0(0,0,0; m?, méy,, mi, )4 (GGGZ:B — 2cos cot HW)

+ 4 cos& cot Oy — (4CF + Cha)

—(mt—>0)}. (A3)

2. Triangle A’ Diagrams

Figure 6. Triangle A" diagrams relevant for b — sv. Only one neutrino generation is shown.

The matrix element obtained from the triangle diagrams in Fig. [6] the dark photon ex-

change is:
M ‘;i/vitwc(;;;i ?j)V (c{g"om + Ty OLR) (A4)
where
orA :C/Z{ — Cp(0,0,0; mZ,, mi,, mé,)4m3, sin & cot Oy

—20,(0,0,0;my,, m?, m2)2m2(2C"% + C'} x)
2 . 2 2 me WGA' .
+ Co(0,0,0; mz, myy,, my, ) — (G sin Oy + 27 sin & cot 0W>
T

+ Co0(0, 0, 0; m3y,, miy, miy, )16 sin € cot Oy
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+ Co0(0,0,0; m3y,, m7, m?)4(2C"} + C'y)

+ Co0(0,0,0; m?, m3y,, miyy, )4 (GGGA/Z‘ — 2sin & cot 0W>

— 4sin € cot Oy — (4C"; + C'p)

— (my — O)} (A5)

and
— Cp(0,0,0; méy,, my,, mi, )4m3, sin € cot Oy

it -

—20,(0,0,0;mi,, m?, m2)2m2(2C"% + C'} x)

2m? /
+ Cp(0,0,0; m2, miy,, m%,v)% (GWGA sin Oy + 27 sin & cot 9W>
+ Co0(0, 0, 0; m3y,, miy, miy, )16 sin € cot Oy
+ 000(07 07 07 m12/1/7 m?v m?)4(20“£ + Clzx)

+ Co0(0,0,0; m?, méy,, m, )4 (GGGAIQS — 2siné cot 9W>

—4sin € cot Oy — (4C"; + C'p)

— (my — 0)} (A6)

3. Self energy Z and A’ Diagrams

Finally we present the self energy diagrams due to the Z and dark photon A’ exchange.

a. Self energy Z:

Using the Feynman diagrams in Fig.[7] the result for the self energy diagram contributions

due to the Z boson exchange becomes

2
Self _ ViViGF Qe miy

7z = 2\/§7r(m22 — P (ngOLL + Ciq}%OLR) (A7)
where
o5z :20;05{ [Bl(o; m2,m%,)(2 + z) + 1} ~ (= 0)} (A8)
and
C5% =2C4CH | Bi(0;mi, m3) (2 + 2) + 1] = (my > 0)} (A9)
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Figure 7. Self energy Z diagrams relevant for b — svv. Only one neutrino generation is shown.

b. Self energy A’:

Figure 8. Self energy A’ diagrams relevant for b — svv. Only one neutrino generation is shown.

The result for the self energy diagram contributions due to the dark photon A’ exchange,

computed from the diagrams in Fig. [§ is

VbV*GFOé m2 ’ ’
M= e m e W (CFY O, + O O A10
N R p—S ( i O+ Crg LR) (A10)
where
5 =2 ' {[Bi(0smi, mi )2+ 2) + 1) = (my > 0)} (A11)

21



and

it =200t [BuO;m, )2+ @) + 1] = (m - 0)} (A12)

4. Box Diagrams

S S
u u
g 'GP a w
b eve b eve
w w
ve ve

Figure 9. Box diagrams relevant for b — svv. Only one neutrino generation is shown.

Finally, the box diagram amplitude from Fig. [9]is

2
V;Sb‘/;: GF Qem mW

MBOX _
2\/§7r

cBero,, (A13)

where
Cffx =|— 2D0(O,O,O,O,O,O;mf,m%v,mg,m%v) m%,[wy
+ Dyo(0,0,0,0,0,0;m?, m3,, m2, mi, ) (16 + 2y)| — (m; — 0) (A14)

It should be noted that the dark photon do not contribute to the box diagrams. The
one-loop integral expressions B;, Cy, Cyo, Dy, and Dyy are the standard Passarino -Veltman

functions and they are defined by using the convention in [73].
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