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We demonstrate that the scalar-mediator dark-matter scenario is consistent with the experimental
data on the decay B — K Mx and provides a good description of the shape of the observed excess.
Within this scenario, the interaction with dark-matter particles leads to approximately the same
excess in I'(B — K*Mx ) and I'(B — K Mx) compared to the Standard Model; also the differential
distributions of the excess events are similar in shape in the variable ¢2, measured by experiment.

I. INTRODUCTION

A recent Belle II observation [I] of B — K Mx — for which also the notation B — K}, with ' the missing energy,
is used — at a level much exceeding the Standard-Model (SM) prediction for B — Kvv [2],

B(BT — KtMyx) = (234+0.7) x 107° ~ (5.4 + 1.5) B(B* — Kvi)su, (1.1)

opened the window for immediate discussions of possible new-physics effects capable to explain this result (see, e.g., the
recent publications [2H28]). One of the most popular discussed options is the decay into Dark-Matter (DM) particles
[6] with multiple scenarios for the content of these particles and the possible mediators.

In our previous paper [28], we noted that combining the current Belle IT result for the decay B — K Mx with the
hypothesis of a DM origin of the enhancement of the decay width T'(B — KMx), where the DM particles couple
to SM particles via a scalar-mediator field, leads to rigorous constraints on I'(B — K*My ) that are independent of
further details of the DM model.

Extending the results of [28], this analysis provides a study of the differential distributions in the decays B — K Mx
and B — K*Mx in the experimental variable ¢2,, [1]. By confronting the calculated distributions with the data, we
(i) obtain constraints on the numerical parameters of the DM model — such as the mass and width of the scalar
mediator, the mass of the light DM fermions, as well as the corresponding couplings — and (ii) report that within
the scalar mediator scenario, the ¢% differential distributions in B — K Mx and B — K*Mx are equal to each other
within a few-percent accuracy, independently of the numerical parameters of the DM model.

II. B— (K,K")xx DECAYS VIA A SCALAR MEDIATOR ¢

Following [28], we focus on a rather simple representative of the really vast class of DM models. To this end, we
consider a rather popular model involving an interaction of DM fermions x with the top quark ¢ by exchange of a
scalar-mediator field ¢, governed by the interaction Lagrangian [29, [30]

mse
Ling = —%qﬁtt — KORX- (2.1)

The emerging effective Lagrangian encoding the flavor-changing neutral-current (FCNC) vertex b — s¢ then reads

[29, 130]
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This Lagrangian enters in the amplitudes controlling the ¢-mediated decay B — (K, K*)xx:

A(B(p) = KW (p—q)x(k)x(g — k) = —i(KW(p—q)x(k)x(q — k)| Lo—ss| B(p))
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with the abbreviation

(Oexxxl0) = (x(k)x (g — k)[x(0)x(0)[0). (2.4)

For the present analysis, we take the liberty to assume Mg > 2m, and, as a consequence, to introduce a ¢*-dependent
width of the mediator ¢ according to

2 2\ 2
q° —4m
P¢<q2>:<M§_4n;;) O(q* — 4m?) T, (25)
X

Here, ¢ is the momentum of the outgoing x¥ pair of unobserved DM particles and M% = ¢* denotes the missing mass
squared. Equation provides a simplified parametrization of the ¢?>-dependent width that reproduces the correct
threshold behavior of the decay rate of a scalar particle ¢ into two spin-1/2 fermions x¥. The on-shell width F% is
proportional to x2, see Eq. below.

Using the QCD equations of motion, the required amplitudes can be straightforwardly calculated, yielding
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(K*[subalB) = 5(K*[s(1—16)blB) = —5 (K*[s:blB) = ~ileq) ;-5 AT (), (2.6)

with well-known dimensionless form factors fy and Ay parametrizing the amplitudes (K|5v,b|B) and (K*|57y,75b|B)
[31].
Using these amplitudes and the recursive formula for the phase space
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where ) is defined by A(a,b,c) = (a — b — ¢)? — 4bc, we can factorize the process into the decay of the B meson to the
K meson and a virtual ¢*, followed by the decay of ¢* to a yx pair. The dI'(B — (K, K*)xx)/dq* distributions can
then be expressed as
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The expression for B — K*yx is obtained by the obvious replacements K — K* and Mg — Mg~ in Eq. (2.8).
Taking into account that

> Ix(k)x(g = B)[X(0)x(0)[0)[* = ¢* — 4m? (2.9)
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we obtain the following expressions for dI'(B — Kx)/dq? and dU'(B — K*Yx)/dq*:
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A powerful probe of the DM scenario considered is provided by the ratio [2§]

R () = B2 Kx)/de?  XP(Mp, M., ¢?) [AP 7 ()" (my —ms)”
sl ) = B S Ko A NPME M%) (R (G (0 — MEP(my + ma)

(2.12)

Clearly, the dependence on the specific parameters of the DM model cancels out in this ratio. We shall see that this
ratio remains largely unaffected by the averaging procedure adopted in the experiment.

The form factors fy and Ag required by Eq. may be specified by implementing the results of [32][33] in the form
of rather convenient parametrizations [34]:
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(1 - 0467“13)(1 - Tp)’
Numerically, these parametrizations yield, for the ratio of differential distributions in the reactions B — K¢ — Kxx
and B — K*¢ — K*xx, the prediction depicted in Fig. 1 of [28]. More recent parametrizations of these form factors
(for instance, those from [35] [36]) entail, for RE?) /¢» an uncertainty of about 2% [28].

III. KINEMATICS

The Belle IT experiment, as described in [I], analyzes partially reconstructed events to increase the statistical
sample. For such events, the direction of the B meson cannot be determined. Therefore, instead of ¢*> = (pp — px)?
the variable ¢2,. is used:

Qrzec = E% + MI2( - 2EBEK7 (31)

where Ep and Ex are the energies of the B and K mesons in the center-of-mass frame of the BB-meson pair produced
in T(45) decays.

The variable ¢2,. can be expressed through the three-momenta pp and px of the B and K mesons, and then
through the velocity v of the B meson in the BB center-of-mass frame:

2 2 2 2 2 2 o MEv? . Mpv
Gree = Ep + Mg —2EpEx = q¢” + (Ep — Mp) — 2(px - PB) = ¢ + 1-_v2 2pKﬁa (3:2)
where p% is the projection of px onto the direction of the B-meson motion.
It is convenient to express p% as follows:
cos O p% —v E?{. (3.3)

Pr = V1 —v?

Here, © is the angle between the direction of the K-meson motion in the B-meson rest frame and the direction of the
B-meson motion in the BB center-of-mass frame, while p}; and EY are, respectively, the projection of the K-meson
three-momentum onto the B-meson direction, and the K-meson energy in the B-meson rest frame:
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By combining Eqs. (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), ¢2,. becomes, in terms of ¢?, © and v,
2 2.2 120072 A2 2
q¢° — Mpv? —cos© v M2 (Mg, M, q
7, = LM WM MEo) D

1—v2
This equation has an exact solution for ¢2:
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Neglecting terms proportional to v2, we obtain
¢* ~ L. +cos OV A2 (ME, ME, g2.). (3.7)

Further, upon neglecting My we arrive at an even simpler relation between ¢? and ¢2,., which matches the previous
expression within a few percent:

G R Qoo + (MB — Giee) v cos ©. (3.8)
Since the B meson decays uniformly over ©, we have
dzI‘(q cos (9) 2 dl'(q q cos ©)) dg*(g2.., cos ©)
I = dcos© = dqz..dcos©. 3.9
/ " dq?dcos® €08 / / dg.. Trec® €08 (3.9)

Thus,
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Therefore, any decay characteristic A(q2,.) at a given ¢2,. is the average of A(g?) over the range

q € [qrec _V)‘l/Q(MB’MK7qreC) q +V)‘1/2(MB7MK5Qrec)] (311)

In particular, the averaged differential decay rate has the form

dl'(qZ,.) _ /dl(¢?
dgZ, ~ \ d¢?

) > (3.12)
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In order to give an idea of the size of the averaging interval, we note that v)\l/z(Mj%, MZ.0 GeV2) ~ 1.7 GeV? and
vAY2(M3, M%,10 GeV?) = 1 GeV2.
It is instructive to consider the real ¢-mediator with a negligible decay width, in which case one finds
dr . .
7 —(B = KW¢) =T(B - K™¢)-5(¢> — M3). (3.13)

So, in this case, the distributions over ¢2,, become rectangular functions with a width of 2vAY2(M3, M2 ), ¢ ):
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IV. DATA FITTING

The Belle IT experiment does not apply efficiency corrections to its data [I]. Consequently, in order to fit the data,
we adopt the ¢?-dependent efficiency £(g?) estimated in [23] (and provided by Fig. 2 of [23]),

e (dfe) _ <E<q2> dfi(q‘f>> . (4.1)

d
Qrec £AV/2(ME,M% q2..)
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To determine the optimal fit parameters, we minimize the x? value, defined as

(néx B ni cor)2 Nex Nheor 2
X2 = Z I(DAZ t)h + ( pAQ ! ) ) (4.2)

exp exp

%

where the sum runs over the experimental bins, n,, and n{} . are the measured and the predicted numbers of excess

events over the SM expectation in the i-th bin, and Aexp is the experimental error in the i-th bin; Nexp and Nineor

are the full numbers of excess events, Nex, = >, nl,, and Niheor = 2_; Mipeors and AZ =37 (AL )2,
We fit the data under the following three assumptions:

1. The mediator ¢ predominantly decays into a xx pair.
2. The mass M of the mediator ¢ is greater than the mass of the xx pair: My > 2m,.
3. The decay width I‘g of the mediator ¢ is smaller than its mass: I‘g < M.
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Figure 1: The x? distributions over the following variables: (a) the mass My of the mediator ¢, (b) the mass m, of the light
dark-matter fermion , (c) the width I} of the mediator ¢, and (d) the two-dimensional x* distribution over My and m,. The

x? minimum value, xZ;, = 4.65, has been subtracted. For each plot, the variables not being varied are fixed at their values
corresponding to the x? minimum: My =28 GeV, Fg = 2.8 GeV, and m, =0 GeV.

V. RESULTS

The fitting of the data indicates that the scenario under investigation is consistent with the experimental data and
provides a good description of the shape of the observed excess. However, the limited statistics prevents the extraction
of parameter values with high precision. Indeed, the regions with 3o significance are too broad to allow for a definitive
choice. This is clearly illustrated in Fig. [I| which presents x? distributions over ¢ mass, Y mass, and ¢ width, as well
as the two-dimensional y? distribution over ¢ mass and x mass.

Nevertheless, two preferred parameter regions with 1o significance can be identified:

1. The first region [located in the bottom-left corner of Fig. d)] corresponds to the case where the observed excess
is described by a broad resonance structure: 2.2 GeV < My < 3.1 GeV, 1.8 GeV < Fg <5 GeV,my < 0.8 GeV.

2. The second region [located in the bottom-right corner of Fig. (d)] corresponds to the opposite case, where the
observed excess is described by a non-resonant structure with M, > 20 GeV and m,, < 0.4 GeV. In this scenario,
the bell-shaped data distribution is reproduced by the phase space modulated by the efficiency. The propagator
in becomes independent of ¢? for such parameter values and effectively acts as a constant.

Both parameter regions provide a very satisfactory description of the data, as demonstrated in Fig.
Considering the first case, we assume that the mediator ¢ decays predominantly into the xx pair. This implies
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Figure 2: The Belle II data on the decay B — K Mx fitted by the DM model considered for different parameter values:
My = 2.8 GeV, IT') = 2.8 GeV and my = 0 GeV (red solid curve); My = 20 GeV, I') = 0 GeV and m, = 0 GeV (green solid
curve). The corresponding predictions for B — K* My are also shown, assuming the same detection efficiency (red dashed and
green dashed curves). Only excess events over the SM expectations are shown.
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Figure 3: Both predicted theoretical ratio R;fz /K [which is independent of My, 1"2, and m, (blue solid curve)] and experimentally

measurable ratio Rgfz /i for different parameter values [My = 2.8 GeV, T = 2.8 GeV and m, = 0 GeV (red dashed curve), and
My =20 GeV, T} = 0 GeV and m, = 0 GeV (black dotted-dashed curve)] vs. qrec.
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Taking into account the extracted value of k, the total number of B mesons produced at Belle II (Nyoy = 3.99 - 108),
and the observed excess of approximately 170 events, we can estimate the coupling gy s in (2.11) as gp—ss4 ~ 7-1075.
For the second, non-resonant case, where My is large and Fg is negligible, we obtain

Kgb—s¢

e~ 6 1078 GeV™2 (5.3)
¢

Our analysis shows that, if assuming the same detection efficiency for B — K*Mx and B — K Mx decays, the ratio

Rﬁ?ﬂ / K(qfec) of excess events in the experimentally measured differential distributions in B —+ K*Mx and B - KMx

decays,

) dreft(B — K*xx)/dq>
R (i) = TP B0 e, (5.4
AT (B Kxx)/dei.




is practically independent of the model parameters, such as ¢ mass, x mass and ¢ width, since the dependence on these
parameters approximately cancels out in the ratio. [Recall that the dependence on these parameters cancels exactly

in the theoretical ratio RK “K of Eq.

Consequently, we have an approximate relation between the measured Rﬁ? y K(qfec) and the theoretical R(l?) iy K(qfec),

which is fulfilled with very high accuracy in a broad range of momentum transfers (see Fig. |3):

This useful result is not surprising, given the relation in (3.12)). Notice, however, that if the reconstruction efficiencies
for the decays B — K*Mx and B — K Mx differ significantly, then (5.5) must be adjusted accordingly.

It is important to note that the experimental ¢2, distribution reaches its maximum at ¢2, ~ 5 GeV?, where

R&?E/K(qfec) ~ 1. This observation implies that the number of excess events in the decays B — K*Mx and B — K Mx

— assuming the same detection efficiency for both processes — should be approximately equal in magnitude and the
corresponding differential distributions in ¢2,. should have similar shapes. This behavior is illustrated in Fig. [2| where
predictions for the expected excess events for the B — K*Mx decay are represented by dashed curves.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In the current study, our aim was limited to the analysis of the impact of the enhancement in the B — K M x decay,
observed by Belle IT [1], on some DM scenario involving a scalar mediator. For this model, the following conclusions,
based solely on Belle IT data, hold:

e The model discussed is consistent with the experimental data and provides a good description of the shape of the
excess observed. However, the limited statistics prevents the extraction of parameter values with high precision.

e An acceptable description of the data can be achieved for a scalar ¢-mediator with intermediate mass ~ 2.8 GeV,
as well as for a heavy ¢-mediator with a mass several times greater than the B-meson mass. In the first case, the
data are described by a resonance structure; in the second case, the bell-shaped data distribution is reproduced by
the phase space modulated by the detection efficiency. In both scenarios, a small mass value has to be chosen
for the DM fermion x.

e Both the shape and the normalization of the ratio of the excess events which may be measured experimentally,

R%’z / 5« (q2.), may be well approximated by the theoretical ratio (2.12) evaluated at the same ¢, R(¢2 K+ /K (¢%.):

R(¢ /K(qrcc) = R%))/K(qrcc)

pé)
Ry K+ /K
and m, — and provides a clear signature of the DM scenario based on the scalar mediator field.

Consequently, the shape of (¢2..) is largely independent on the DM model parameters — such as My, Ty

e Within the framework of the model considered, the yields of the excess events over the SM background for the
decays B —+ K*Mx and B — K My should be approximately equal in magnitude and exhibit a qualitatively
similar shape in the ¢2,. distribution, assuming the same detection efficiency for both reactions.

These constraints on DM particles may be combined with constraints coming from other phenomena (see, e.g., [6]) but
such kind of analysis is beyond the scope of our interest in this analysis.
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