Lepton Flavour Violating A, decays in non-universal Z' model
S. Biswas!, P. Nayek, P. Maji and S. Sahoo?

Department of Physics, National Institute of Technology Durgapur
Durgapur-713209, West Bengal, India
'E-mail: getswagata92@gmail.com, 2E-mail: sukadevsahoo@yahoo.com

Abstract

Motivated by the recent LHCb results of lepton flavour violation on b - s and b — ¢
transitions we study the lepton flavour violating (LFV) baryonic decays A, — Al{’lj‘ in non-
universal Z' model. We discuss the two-fold decay distribution of A, — Al li” decays in terms
of transversity amplitudes. From this distribution we study the differential branching ratio and
lepton side forward-backward asymmetry in new physics (NP). The predicted values of the

observables are very interesting and that might emboss the footprints of NP more aesthetically.

Keywords: Lepton flavour violating decays, Flavour-changing neutral currents, Baryonic
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l. Introduction

Recent results by the LHCb, BaBar and Belle collaborations in neutral and charged current
transitions of the mesons containing b hadrons arouse curiosity about lepton flavour
universality (LFU) violation. These LFV decay processes are extremely suppressed in the
Standard Model (SM) because the expected levels at the SM lie far below current experimental
sensitivities. In particular the branching fractions of B® — t*u¥ and B, — t*u™ decays are
obtained in SM of order 10~>* [1] whereas experimentally they are constrained at the order of
1075 by BaBar and LHCb with 90% and 95% confidence level respectively [2, 3]. Actually in
the SM the generation lepton number of electroweak interactions is conserved but the
observation of neutrino oscillation indicates the family lepton number violation. In the charged
current interaction of the W boson, the mismatch between weak and mass eigenstates of
neutrinos causes mixing between different generations of leptons [4]. Due to LFV, the flavour
changing neutral current (FCNC) transitions in lepton sector should analogous to the principle
occur for quark sector. In these FCNCs the mixing in the charged current interaction with the
left-handed W boson and tiny neutrinos are extremely small because they are suppressed by
powers of m2/mi,. Other observables that are used to test LFU with the FCNC b — sll are:
Br(B-K®u*tu")

BT K eT o)’ The most recent result established by LHCb is (Rg)new =

Ry =

0.84610:909+0.016 1 < g2 < 6 GeV?[5] where g? is dilepton mass squared. This result is lower
than the SM prediction(Rg)sy = 1.00 £ 0.01 [6] by 2.50 discrepancy. Rg+ is also
experimented recently at LHCb and the value set as [7]:
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R - 0.66%11, +0.03,0.045 < g% < 1.1
7 0.69%3%, +0.05,1.1 < g% < 6.0

Here g2 is in unit GeV?2. These results are deviated from SM predictions Rg*' = 0.906 + 0.028
and R = 1.00 £+ 0.01 by 2.30 and 2.5¢ discrepancies respectively. Belle has also set their
values of Rx and Rg- which are closer to the SM [8] value but with high uncertainties. Not
only the FCNC transitions b — sll but also the charged current transition b — clv hints the
LFU violation with the observable R, and Ry-. Belle [9-11], BaBar [12] and LHCb [13] has
measured Rp+. The new measurement of Belle [14] set the values as:

Rp =0.307 £ 0.37 £ 0.016,

Rp+=0.283+0.018 £ 0.14..

These results are greater than the SM predictions given in ref. [15] and ref. [16] by 2.30 and
3.40 deviations respectively.

However there are several theoretical models proposed to explain possible experimental
tensions within current sensitivity discussed above. Therefore it can be said that the models
that generate LFU violation also can generate LFV processes which are prohibited strictly at
the SM. Various lepton flavour violating decays, suchas t — 3u, u = 3e,l - I'M (where [, I
are different leptons and M is meson) and radiative decays u — ey etc are studied in different
NP models though there are no direct experimental evidence of these decays but their
experimental bounds exist. These decays previously explained with the effect of FCNC
mediated Z boson [4, 17], in non-universal Z' model [18-20], in leptoquark model [21-24], in
MSSM [25-27] and other NP models [28] and also in model independent way [29]. In ref. [30]
various NP operators of LFV decays are analysed with optimal observable technique. The LFV
decays in B meson and charged lepton sector are extensively investigated; therefore it will be
very interesting to observe lepton flavour violation in baryonic decays. In the present paper
we have studied LFV baryonic decay A, — Al li" induced by the quark level transition b —
sl li" where I} and l;" are charged leptons of different flavours. The analogue part A, — All
is observed in LHCD [31, 32] but all we know that currently there is no experimental data on
Ay — Al 17 Contrasted with A, — All, the favourable fact about A, — Al{" I~ decay is that it
does not suffer from long distance QCD and charnomium resonance effects. Previously we
have studied A, — All decays in non-universal Z' model [33] and here we study the differential
branching fractions and forward-backward asymmetries of A, — Al decays in this NP
model of extended gauge group.

To understand physics beyond the SM, non-universal Z' model is one of the most important
and appreciated theoretically models [34-38]. In this model, the NP is allowed to contribute at
tree level by Z'-mediated flavour changing b — q(q = s, d) decays where Z' boson couples to
the flavour-changing part gb as well as to the leptonic part ;" L. Traditionally in different grand
unified theories (GUTS) the mass of the Z' boson is taken as arbitrary as it is not discovered
till now. That is why various experiments and detectors have constrained the Z' mass restricting
its upper and lower limit. Different accelerators set the model-dependent lower bound about
500 GeV [39-41]. The range of 1352-1665 GeV is predicted from B, — B, mixing by Sahoo et
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al. [42] and the Drell-Yan process at LHC constrained the mass of Z’ boson, mixing angle of
Z — Z' and the effective coupling of extra U(1) gauge group [43-45]. The lower bound of Z'
mass is set 2.42 TeV [43] for sequential standard model (SSM) and 4.1 TeV [46] for Eg
motivated Z; by the ATLAS collaboration. On the other hand, the lower bound of Z’ mass is
set 4.5 TeV for sequential standard model (SSM) and 3.9 TeV for superstring-inspired model
by the CMS collaboration [44]. The recent Drell-Yan data of LHC reported as M, > 4.4 TeV
by Bandopadhyay et al. when additional U(1) coupling is same as the SU(2), coupling [45].
From the study of the mass difference of B; meson the upper bound of Z’ mass is set as 9 TeV
in extended standard model [47]. In this work we have considered Z’ mass in TeV range.

To study the bounds in the NP couplings generated in our model we have used several
observables of other LFV B meson and leptonic decays. Mainly the bound on quark couplings
are obtained from B; — B, mixing and the leptonic couplings are constrained from several
experimental upper limits. According to the quark sector level A, baryonic and B mesonic
decays are induced by same mechanism, so we can independently investigate quark-hadron
dynamics with the help of rare decays of baryons, apart from validating the data from the
mesonic part.

The paper is organized as follows: In section Il we have defined the effective Hamiltonian of
the LFV decays in non-universal Z' model. In section Il we have discussed the kinematics of
the decay, described the hadronic and leptonic helicity amplitudes and structured the
observables. We have included Z' contribution in the decays in section IV and performed the
numerical analysis in section V. And in section VI we have concluded the findings of our
investigation.

Il.  Effective Hamiltonian of b — sIfL;:

We start to build the effective Hamiltonian with the lepton flavour violating b — sl;flj‘
transition. In the SM, " and [~ leptons are considered of the same flavour I but in our case NP

particle Z'" will couple with leptons of different family. The Hamiltonian can be written as [19,
25, 28],

Gra

Heff = —
2\2m

Vo Vi, z CL0! + h.c., )
r=9,10

where G is the Fermi coupling constant, a electromagnetic coupling constant. The primed
parts represent the NP contributions in terms of Wilson Coefficients. Actually the CKM matrix
elements V,, V;; are included due the virtual effects induced by tt contributions. It is to be noted
that these LFV decays occur at tree level in our model; therefore the NP is included in such a
way that the contributions for tt loops are cancelled. Moreover in the SM, there is an
electromagnetic operator O, that contributes in b — sll transition but not in LFV part. Non-
universal Z' model is basically sensitive for the semileptonic operators including NP
contributions in Cq and C;, [19, 24, 48]. Here,

04 = [5v,(1 — vs)b][Ly* 1]



010 = [§Vu(1 - Vs)b][l_j)’ﬂysli] ) (2)
Il The A, — ALl decays:

To the best of our knowledge theoretical study of any inclusive decay is easy but their
experimental recognition is relatively difficult whereas for the exclusive decays the situation is
pretty much opposite. This exclusive decay A, — Al{flj‘ is studied in previous section at

inclusive level by b — sIi"I; transition. In this section we have discussed the kinematics of the

decay assuming that A, is at rest condition whereas A and dilepton pair travel along positive z
-direction and negative z —direction respectively. The momenta of the A, A, [; and [; are

designated by p, k, q; and q; respectively and s,, sy are the projections of the baryonic spins
on z axis in their respective rest frames.

We have considered two kinematic variables as: the four momentum of the dilepton pair g* =
q{‘ + qf and the angle made by [; lepton with z axis in the dilepton rest frame 6;. The four

momentum of I is q{', where I;~ has four momentum gJ. The four momentums can be defined
as below,

q!' |21 = (B2, —lqz]sin6;,0,—|qy] cos6;) , CIﬁzz = (E1,|1qz|sin6;,0,|qzlcos6) .  (3)
Where,

2 02 02
Aq? m¢,m7) q* +mi —m? q® —mi +m?

= ,E= ,E= y 4‘
|q2[| 2\/? 1 ZW 2 2\/? ()

Here, the physical range of momentum transferred term g2 is defined as,
2
(mjz +m?) <q*< (mAb —my)’. (5)

The decay amplitudes can be written in terms of hadronic and leptonic helicity amplitudes
which is given as below,

y Gra R.SpiSk 25,0
MAA(s,, s) = ———= Vi Vi Z maH,, o LE (6)
2V2n
h=L,R
. . . . . A
where HVA/1 are vector and axial-vector related hadronic helicity amplitudes and L,’)" are

the leptonic helicity amplitudes. In the above eq. (6), h = L, R represent the chiralities of the
lepton current, A = t, +1,0 represent the helicity states of the virtual gauge boson that decays
into dilepton pair, 4;; represent the helicities of the leptons and n, =1, 14,0 = —1. The
hadronic helicity amplitudes can be represented in terms of the Wilson Coefficients and form
factors which are defined in the ref. [49]. In our work we are interested in the transversity
amplitudes [24, 50] AL(") ,A’i(")o and A, (). These expressions are defined in Appendix A.
The A, — A transition matrix elements are parametrized correlating the operators of eq. (2) in
terms of g2 dependent form factors [51] fy; . and f3; . and their numerical values are taken
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from the ref. [52]. For completeness of the paper the detail about the form factors are collected
in Appendix B.

The leptonic helicity amplitudes can be defined as below and the details are discussed in
Appendix C,

Li(}?)z E* MG (AL DLy, (1 F vs)L]0), (7

where e* represents the polarization vector of the virtual gauge boson which is involved in the
decays of dilepton pair [49]. Proceeding with all these calculations we have found the
expression of two fold differential branching ratio for this decay as,

dZ

—qud s (Klsssm 0, + Ky..c0s%0; + K, cos 6)) (8)

The angular coefficients K g5 1 ¢ 1. Can be written in terms of the transversity amplitudes which
are given as below,

Kiss = (2|A||0| + |A||1| +2|AR 12 + AR )P+ {R & L})
(m +m
2q

o (m? 2)
_(i

D [(1at + 14508 + (R > 13) = Qe + (2o

[2Re(AR A% + AR AL + {LelD)]
]) [(|A||1| + 4B, 12 +{R © L}) + 2 (|Aut|2 + |Alt|2)] O

Kyce = (IAull + 145,17 + (R & L})
( +m})
5l

4% | + 148,12 — AR — 145,12 + (R © 1})

+(|Allt|2+|AJ_t|2)] (! ’) [2Re(AR AL + AR AL + (LoI})]
( 4q* 2) [(lAllol + 1A% o|2 {R<—>L})+(|A"t|2+|Alt|2)] ., (10)

2 _ .2
= /(AR AR — (R & L}) + ﬁﬁ’w

where, f = ’ (ml:;—m’) and g’ = (mi;—;nj) : (12)

We have informed previously that the paper is mainly concentrated on the differential
branching fractions and forward backward asymmetries of A, — Al l;” decays calculated from

Re(Af Ar, + AL oALL), (11)



the double differential distribution of eq. (8). Integrating eg. (8) with respect to cos 6;, we have
obtained as below:

dB

d_qz = 2K155 + Kicc - (13)
Another powerful tool for searching new physics in LFV decays is the forward-backward
asymmetry which is given by,

d*B
1dq?d cos 6,

d?B
1dq?d cos 6,

1 d*B
fO dq?d cos 9,
d?B
fO dq?d cos 9,

dcosf, — [° d cos 6,

Arp(q*) = (14)

dcos 8, + f_o d cos 9,

Using all the above equations we have obtained the following form as:

Kic

(Klss + chc) . (15)

3
AFB(qZ) = E

IV.  Contribution of Z’ boson in A, — Al{1; decays:

Non-universal Z' model is one of the most simplified models in which NP effects originate
from a heavy new gauge boson Z’ with various couplings to quarks and charged lepton pairs.
In this Z' model, one extra U (1)’ gauge group is associated with the SM gauge group [36, 53].
The characteristic of the Z'couplings with fermions explains the FCNC transitions to the tree
level successfully. Some theories have assumed the flavour universal Z’ couplings considering
the diagonal element even in the presence of flavour mixing of fermions by the GIM
mechanism [36]. However, for construction of different families we have to consider the family
non-universal Z' couplings in BSMs. Chaudhuri, Hockney and Lykken [54-56] have predicted
that the third generation of quark couples differently to Z’ from the other two families as well
as all three lepton generations also couples differently to the Z’ boson. Here we have assumed
that our Z' couplings are diagonal and non-universal in nature.

With the extension towards BSM the U (1)’ currents represented as,
Ju=Xij ¥ vu [Ell)LijPL + €¢RijPR] Y;. (16)

Here the sum extends over all fermions ¥; ; and €, denote the chiral couplings of the newly
Lij

originated gauge boson. We have also assumed that our Z' couplings are diagonal and non-
universal in nature. Generally FCNCs form in both LH and RH sectors at the tree level. So we
can write as, Bi‘ﬁ.’L = (I/;/’el,,LI/LW)U : Bi’fR = (VwawRVRwT)ij- The Z'bq couplings can be
generated as

Licne = —g'(B&SLyubL + BE,Sry,br)Z™ + h.c., (17)

where g’ is the gauge coupling associated with the U (1) group and the effective Hamiltonian
becomes as,



ZI

8Gr, . _ _ _ _
Hegy =~ (PhoSuvab + ol Sivabe) (oo B Yy + Pl Gt (18)

LR _ 9'Mz
lilj - gMZ,

) respectively. Here we need to consider some simplifications: (i) we have

sin By cos Oy
neglected kinetic mixing as it represents the redefinition of unknown couplings, (ii) we have
also neglected Z — Z' mixing [36, 57-60] (as the mixing angle is constrained as less than 1073
by Bandyopadhyay et al. [45] and recently at LHC it was found as of the order 10~* by
Bobovnikov et al. [61]) for its very small mixing angle, (iii) there are no crucial effects of
renormalization group (RG) evolution between the mass of W boson (My,) and the mass of
Z'(M,) scales, (iv) we consider the remarkable contribution of the flavour-off-diagonal left-
handed couplings of quarks in the flavour changing b — s — Z' part [62-66]. Along with these
simplifications the LHC Drell-Yan data have constrained the following parameters recently:
the mass of Z’ boson, the Z — Z' mixing angle and the extra U(1)" gauge coupling. Not only
the Z —Z' mixing angle but also the Z' mass have constrained as M, < 4.4 TeV by

where p BILL_'ZI;’ , g’ and g are the gauge couplings of Z' and Z bosons (where g =

Bandyopadhyay et al. [45]. The value of |%'| is not determined yet. But we can expect that

|g;’| ~1 as both U(1) gauge groups generate from same origin of some grand unified theory

Mgz

ZI
of Z' boson with the same fermionic coupings as that of the SM Z boson. If |pk, |~ |V, Visl,
then the order of BL, will be of 1073, Considering all the simplifications for the non-universal

couplings of Z’, the effective Hamiltonian including the NP part for b — sli‘“lj‘ becomes
) 26y
HZ = ——
I \n

and ~0.1 for TeV-scale Z'. All four experiments of LEP have also suggested the existence

L pL L pR
BgyBy, BB,

=2 Y sh)_ (L1 - L(5b)y_4(L:1; h.c.,(19
thVt*S (S )V A(} l)V—A thVtz (S )V A(] l)V+A +n.c ( )

where By, is the left-handed coupling of Z’ boson with quarks, Bj;, . and By, are the left-handed
and right-handed couplings with the leptons respectively. The coupling parameter consists of
a NP weak phase term which is related as, BL, = |BL, |e=#s.

With the assistance of eq. (1) and eq. (2), we have included the NP terms as follows:

4B
p=——> (Bt + B,
aVipVis / /
! 4‘7'[ng L R
10 = m(Bziz, - Bzizj) : (20)

With all above considerations we have studied the observables defined in previous section in
the light of new physics.



V. Numerical Analysis:

In this work we have studied differential branching ratio and forward backward asymmetry for
the lepton flavour violating decay mode A, — Al{’lj‘ in the framework of non-universal Z’
model. In this work we are mainly focussing on the terms Cg and C;, in which NP affects
dominantly and here it is essential to fix the b — s — Z' coupling as well as the NP weak phase
oL which are constrained from B, — B, mixing data of UTfit Collaboration [67-73] and various
inclusive and exclusive decays. The numerical values of these NP couplings are recorded below
in Table-1. The first two scenarios are taken from refs. [33, 48]. The third scenario is
constrained from the recent values of the mass differences updated in ref [47]. The constrained
values are taken from our previous work [74]. Other input parameters are taken from Appendix
D [75]. Using all these values in the expressions we have shown the variation of the observables
with leptonic couplings within the kinematically accessible physical range of g2.

Table-1: Numerical values of coupling parameters

Scenarios |Bsp| x 1073 @l (in degree)
(1.09 + 0.22) (=72 + 7)°

(2.20 + 0.15) (—82 + 4)°

0<|BL|<1539%x1073 || For0° < ¢l <180°

To magnify the influence of NP in the observables we have considered the maximum values
of the NP couplings. According to the ranges of three scenarios given in Table-1 we have fixed
three sets of values of coupling parameters which are given below.

For scenario 1: Taken from the range of S; in Table-1 the maximum magnitude of the NP

coupling parameter |B,,| and NP weak phase angle ¢! are set as |Bg,| = (1.31 x 10~3) and
l o

@s = —65°.

For scenario 2: Again in accordance with the limit for S, in Table-1 the enhanced effect of
NP couplings are set as |By,| = (2.35 x 1073) and ¢! = —78°.

For scenario 3: The maximum contributions of NP couplings for 3" scenario are set as | B, | =
(1.539 x 1073) and ¢! = 180°.

With all these numerical data we have made a start of our investigation. According to eg. (20)
the left (right) handed leptonic couplings BlLil(f) represent lepton flavour violating nature of the

decays. Now we need to find the bounds on these couplings utilising the experimental upper
limits constrained by LHCb [3, 75-78] on the LFV decays.

In order to study the limits of LFV leptonic couplings of A, — Aut*e™ decay having inclusive
transition as b —» su*e™, we have used the following experimental bounds of branching ratios
of same quark transition set by LHCb [75-78]



B(B, - ute™) < (5.4 x 107%), with 95% C. L.
B(u — 3e) < 10712,
AB(u - ev,v,) < (4% 1075),
B(B* - K*tute™) < (88x107%), with95% C.L.  (21)

We have formulated the expressions for these observables and plotted them within the
mentioned experimental bound. The allowed region provides the possible bound of the NP
couplings. The expression for the branching ratios for LFV decays are followed from the ref.
[19] and for B, — I decays it is taken as,
B(Bs - 1)

5 (m; +m;) a?GE
- 25m3mp
+[C0l?) (22)

Voo Vis|? sz* +mt +mb — 2(mPm? + mPm2 + m?m2)(|Col?

The branching ratio expressions for other LFV decays are also structured as following:
B(B* > K*I717) = 107° (a7 1Col? + bysi1Crol?) (23)
The values of a;+ 5 and bz;z; are taken from the ref. [19].
5
_ oMy L opL | R pr | L pr |?
B(l > 3}) = m[z <|BliljBljlf| + |Bziz,-Bz,-z,-| > + |Bziz,-Bz,-z,-|

2
+ [yt | @9

Here AB (li - ljvliﬁl]_) is represented as,
AB (li N zjvliﬁlj) = [B (ll- > ljvliﬁlj)]exp - [:B (ll- > ljvliﬁlj)]SM (25)

We have plotted the observables in Fig. 1 with respect to their NP couplings within the
experimental upper limits mentioned at eq. (21). In Fig. 1 the red contour represents the
parameter space for B(B™ —» K*ute™), green contour represents for B(B; » u*e™) and
yellow region is for the LFV decay B(u — 3e). The common portion is considered as the
allowed region for the NP couplings B}, and BJ.. The upper limit of AB (li - ljUziﬁz,-)

bounded B}, within the range that obtained from Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1: The parameter space allowed by the experimental upper limits mentioned at eq. (21)

According to the Fig. 1 we have set the bounds for the leptonic couplings. Here we can see that
B, = —0.0079 when Bj, = 0 whereas By, set to zero when B, = 0.0092. In terms of these
couplings we have formulated S,i,j and Dy, as below:

Sy = (Bfilj + B{jlj) ,and Dy, = (Bfi,j — B{jlj) . (26)

Another consideration is taken in our model as: Cq = —Cj,, (this consideration provided many
fruitful results in these references [24, 50, 79-82] also). Therefore, we have studied within the
parameter space from (—0.0079) to 0.0079. To enhance the contribution of our model in this
decay we have taken the maximum contribution of the leptonic couplings as 0.0079. Using all
the values of NP couplings we have varied differential branching ratio within allowed
kinematic region of g2 in Fig. 2a, Fig. 2b and Fig. 2c for scenario 1, scenario 2 and scenario 3
respectively. The blue line shows the variation of differential branching ratio taking the central
values of the form factors and input parameters whereas the red and the black line show the
maximum and minimum variation of the observable in accordance with the uncertainties of all
the form factors and input parameters. From this figure we can observe that the value of
differential branching ratio increases with increment of g2. Another thing is that the differential
branching ratio has maximum value for scenario 2 which indicates the sensitivity of NP on
Ay = Aute™ decay.

10



5.x10710

4 x10-10

3 w1070

11072

.
g 10-10

d'B

o-10
—_— 6o 10
dg* 4, p-10

dB
2 n
dqt 110

=10
1o« 1l o
1 10710

b
=

@ @ {b) e

,_.

[

X *® *®

e

=

| | | i

P T Y S
[

©

Fig. 2: Variation of differential branching ratio for A, — Au*e™ within allowed kinematic
region of g% using the bound of NP couplings for (a) scenario 1, (b) scenario 2 and (c) scenario
3

Similarly, we have plotted the variation of forward backward asymmetry within the same
parameter space in Fig. 3a, Fig. 3b and Fig. 3c for scenario 1, scenario 2 and scenario 3
respectively. The interpretation of colour bands of the figures is discussed previously.
According to the figures, it is observed that at low g2 region the value of the observable is
slightly negative then it increases gradually. Here Arp zero crossing is present at g% = 0.6
GeV? for 1% and 3" scenario and g2 = 0.4 GeV? for 2" scenario which are shown with
magnified view at Fig. 3d. Here, we can observe that the zero crossing values for 1% and 3
scenarios are almost same and larger the value of NP coupling | By, | smaller the value of zero
crossing. From g2 = 10 GeV? App increases significantly and then suddenly drops at high
momentum region. Here, we should note that forward backward asymmetry increases for
scenario 2 due to more contribution of NP. The calculated values of differential branching ratio
and forward backward asymmetry with the upper bounds of the couplings are recorded in
Table-2.
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Table-2: Predicted values of differential branching ratios and forward backward
asymmetries for A, - Aute™ decay in 15t 2"d and 3" scenarios

Kinematic

For A, —» Aute~

region

dB
dq?

1%t Scenario

2" Scenario

3" Scenario

(1.67 + 1.20) x 1010

(5.36 + 3.52) x 1010

(2.30 + 1.54) x 1010

(2.24 +1.22) x 10~ 10

(7.20 + 2.10) x 1010

(3.09 + 1.46) x 1010

(2.53 + 0.57) x 10~ 10

(8.14 + 1.83) x 1010

(3.49 + 0.78) x 1010

AFB
2" Scenario

15t Scenario 3" Scenario
(0.005 + 0.003)

(0.024 + 0.009)

(0.007 + 0.004) (0.006 + 0.004)

(0.035 £ 0.013) (0.028 £ 0.012)

(0.066 + 0.009) (0.101 + 0.014) (0.079 + 0.012)

To study the A, = At*u~ decay we need to set the upper limit of leptonic couplings Bj,
and Bf,. We have used the experimental bounds of some LFV decays. Previously BaBaR
collaboration has obtained the upper limit of the branching ratio for B® — t*u® as
(2.2 x 1075) at 90% C.L. but has not obtained any data for B, — t*u¥. First time this bound

was set by LHCD in the ref [3]. Other experimental limits that are used in this work are as
follows [3, 75, 83],

B(By - t*put) < (42 % 1075), with 95% C. L.
B(t - 3u) < (2.1 x1079%),

B(B* - K*t*u™) < (4.8x107%), with90% C. L.  (27)

As previous we have plotted the above observables mentioned at eq. (27) with respect to the
NP couplings in the Fig. 4 where red portion represents the branching ratio for B* — K*t*u™
decay, green portion for v — 3u decay and blue portion represents B, — t¥u¥ decay.
According to the figure the common portion is the allowed region. Along with the previous
considerations we have enhanced the contribution of the NP leptonic couplings by fixing it at
0.11.
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Fig. 4: The parameter space allowed by the experimental upper limits mentioned at eq. (27)

At first we have studied the variation of differential branching ratio for A, - At*u~ decay
within the whole allowable kinematic region in Fig. 5a, Fig. 5b and Fig. 5¢ for scenario 1,
scenario 2 and scenario 3 respectively. Here we can observe that differential branching ratio
for 2" scenario increases sharply in compare to the 1% and 3™ scenario and the observable
attained largest value for the 2" one. So we can say that the observable is sensitive to our NP
model.

353107
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g g x10-%
d'B

dg? 6=t

dB 25 %10
dg?  1x1078
15 =108

2 4.x10°F
Lxl0m
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4 x10-2 |
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dg*
2 w1078 |
Lxlo-%f
B . 10 15
(c) q°

Fig. 5: Variation of differential branching ratio for A, -» At*u~ within allowed kinematic
region of g2 using the bound of NP couplings for (a) scenario 1, (b) scenario 2 and (c)
scenario 3
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Secondly we have varied the forward backward asymmetry for this LFV decay with respect to
the total kinematic range in Fig. 6a, Fig. 6b and Fig. 6¢ for scenario 1, scenario 2 and scenario
3 respectively. Here we have seen that Ar5 increases more sharply for 2" scenario than for the
1% and 3" scenarios. From about g% = 10 GeV? this value enhances significantly. The zero
crossing for 2" scenario is nearer to the origin than the other scenarios. Fig. 6d shows the
variation of Arz with respect to g for low g2 region to show the zero crossing of observable.
The calculated values of differential branching ratio and Az for A, - At*tu~ decay are
encapsulated in Table 3.
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Fig. 6: Variation of lepton side forward backward asymmetry for A, - At*u~ within
allowed kinematic region of g2 using the bound of NP couplings for (a) scenario 1, (b)
scenario 2 and (c) scenario 3
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Fig. 6d: Variation of lepton side forward backward asymmetry for A, » At pu~ in low
q? region to locate the position of zero crossing



Table-3: Predicted values of differential branching ratios and forward backward
asymmetries for A, - At*pu~ decay in 15t 2" and 3" scenarios

Kinematic

For A, = Attu~

region

dB
dq?

1%t Scenario

2" Scenario

3" Scenario

(8.45 +5.11) X 10~°

(2.72 + 1.15) x 108

(1.16 + 0.98) x 108

(2.01+ 1.14) x 10~8

(6.46 + 2.68) x 1078

(2.77 + 1.58) x 108

(2.51+ 0.57) x 108

(8.07 + 1.84) x 108

(3.46 + 0.78) x 108

AFB

1%t Scenario

2" Scenario

3" Scenario

(0.009 + 0.004)

(0.021 + 0.007)

(0.010 + 0.004)

(0.023 + 0.010)

(0.033 + 0.026)

(0.032+£0.012)

(0.129 + 0.016)

(0.228 + 0.032)

(0.152 + 0.019)

VI. Conclusion:

Universality of electroweak couplings for the 3 lepton families is successfully explained by
SM theory. Although the signals of LFV have not been perfectly recognized in LHCb, yet this
advanced analysis could evidently be mesmerizing in the horizon of high energy physics that
might fabricate the future of BSM physics more vibrantly. The transition b — sli*lj‘ is
previously studied in leptoquark model and MSSM. In this paper, we have studied this quark
transition for lepton flavour violating decays of A, baryon. To the best of our knowledge these
LFV decays have not studied experimentally till now but some NP models have discussed [18-
30]. Motivated by the results of references [23, 24], we have studied A, — Al li" decays in the

context of non-universal Z" model. While analysing we have constrained the flavour changing
coupling By, from B; — B, mixing and LFV couplings from various LFV decays. The
constrainton u — e — Z' coupling is the order of 1073 whereas T — u — Z’ coupling is the order
of 10~ and By, is fixed for three scenarios [shown at Table 1]. In the 2" scenario the predicted
values of the observables are higher due to enhancement of NP contribution. The zero crossings
are present in Agp for both decays but it is more prominent for A, — At*u~ decay.

The observables, which are discussed in this work, are also explained with the effects
of vector and scalar leptoquarks in the references [24] and [23] respectively. Two observables:
differential branching fractions and forward backward asymmetries are studied in those works
where ref. [24] found the maximum values of branching ratio and lepton side forward backward
asymmetry for A, — At*u~ decay over the whole g2 region as (7.83 x 107%) and (—0.2504)
respectively whereas scalar leptoquark model [23] found the branching fraction for A, —
At~ ut decay of the order of 1071° — 10~°. We have found the differential branching ratio for
Ap, = Attpu~ decay in non-universal Z' model over the whole kinematic region as

16



(2.46 x 10~7) for scenario 1, (7.91 x 10~7) for scenario 2 and (3.39 x 10~7) for scenario 3.
Another powerful observable to look for NP is the zero crossing position of lepton side forward
backward asymmetry. The shifting of this position is very sensitive to the physics beyond the
SM. Here, we have found that the zero crossing is shifting with different NP scenarios in Fig.
3d and Fig.6d in a magnified way and this infers the responsiveness of NP on the observable.
Vector leptoquark model has obtained the zero crossing in between g% = 8 GeV2to g2 = 9
GeV? whereas we have obtained at g2 = 6.5 GeV? for scenario 1, g2 = 4.0 GeV? for scenario
2 and g2 = 6.2 GeV? for scenario 3 for A, — At~ decay. It is noted that the higher value of
NP coupling shifts the zero crossing nearer to origin.

According to our calculation the larger values of the observables are obtained at high
q? regime with magnified contribution of Z' boson. The bands of the figures 2, 3, 5, 6 interpret
that the uncertainty at high g2 region is much lower than the low g? region. It can be expected

that the predicted values of 22 and App at Table 2 and Table 3 would help experimental
dq?

community to access it in the near future.
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Appendix A:

Being comparable to the effective Hamiltonian the expressions of transversity amplitudes
becomes as,

L(R) = —V2N (ff\/F(Cg + C10)) (A1)
ﬁl(R) V2N (ff\/Z(Cg + C10)) (A2)
L(R) =V2N| fY (mAb +mA)\/7 (CoFCip) |, (A3)
AP = V2N | fi(my, —ma) \/7 (Co+ Cio) | (A4)
A= —ZﬁthV(mAb — mA)\/%C{O , (A5)
Aye = 2V2N f (my, +my) j;:; Cio » (46)
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l(mAb ma,q )

here, N = GFthng;\/TAqu lem TL'S ﬁB,

In general A(a,b,c) = a? + b% + ¢? — 2(ab + bc + ac) is the triangular function and the
other expressions are given as below,

54 = {(mAb + mA)Z - Clz}
s_ = {(mAb — mA)2 — qz} . (A7)

Appendix B:

To parametrize the A, — A hadronic matrix elements we have chosen the helicity basis [49,
51] in terms of the matrix elements for the vector and axial-vector current. The matrix element
for vector current is,

(ACk, si)|sv#b|A(p, sp))

u
= u(k, sg) Iftv(qz)(m,\b —mp Z—Z
+ 1o (¢* )( A){”+k“—z—2(m12\b—m12\)}
2 2
+ 11 (g {V“ - ZA p* — Z:Ab k#}l u(p,sp) , (B1)

and matrix element for axial-current is,
(ACk, s |sv*ysb|A(p, sp))

u
= —u(k, sp)vs lftA(qz)(mAb +my) (ZI_Z

u
e T g T o )
+ (g% {V“ + 2;1_1,\ pH — ZT_AD k“}l u(p,sp) - (B2)

The g2 dependence fit function for which we have used a higher order fit is,

ICRE s |ab + alz(a?, t) + a) (2(¢% £))7] (B3)
1- 2/( pole)
where, z(q?, t;) = \/—M?—Zu\/—fr—% ty = (mg +mg)? and ¢p = (my, — mA)

The numerical values of the fit parameters are recorded in Table B1 and B2 [51]. In our analysis
we have taken the central values of the fit parameters.
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pole

Table B1: Values of B meson pole masses m

Appendix C:
The leptonic helicity amplitudes can be written explicitly as,
"Dy y, (1 +ys)vy,, (C1)

From the ref [84] the explicit expressions of the spinor for lepton [~ is expressed as,

0, 0

O R i WO | B -
] 2AVE —muxyl e sinﬂ 2 cosﬂ
2 2

Another spinor for the lepton I} which is moving opposite to lepton L,

JEom .6 0,

_ El _ ml)(zll l , sm? 5 COS?
vli(l) = X 1= X 1= . (C3)

“2WE Ml | s Ol sinﬂ

2 2

From the ref [84] we have studied the two component spinors which are related as 7, = &, x3
and &, = 21e~2¢ where ¢ is the azimuthal angle.
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Following all these considerations we have obtained the expressions of the lepton helicity

i oA :
amplitudes LL’(R)/.l which are collected below,

1.1

A L [m;(B" + B) + m;(B’ — B)]sin@
L+1 \/E 2 ] [

R q?
LAl == |5 (B =B (1 —cosb) ,

L1 g2
LE2= |58 =B +cos6y)

- 1
LL,2+12 = _ﬁ[mi(ﬁ’ -p)+ mj(ﬁ’ +ﬁ)] )

TEVE S|

LR,2+12 = ﬁ [mi(ﬁ’ —-B)+m(B’ + ﬁ)] sing; ,
+l_l qz

Ll == |7 (B —B)(1-costy) ,
11 q>

LR,2+12 = 7 (B' = B)(1 + cos b)) ,
_11 1

LR,2+12 = _ﬁ [mi(ﬁl +B) +m(B’ — ,3)] sing; ,
+24d 1

LL,2—12 = _ﬁ[mi(ﬁ, + :B) + mj(ﬁ’ - ,3)] ’
411 q2

L22=— |7 =B +cos)
1.1 q>

L2P= |5 (B +B)(1-cosy)

L_%_% L [m;(B" — B) + m;(B' + B)]sin@
L—1 \/E l ] L

1,1

g1 g
L2 2= ?(B’ + B)(1 + cos b)) ,

L2y = j% (B =B)(1~cosby) ,

11

272 1 ’ ’ .
LR,—1 :ﬁ[mi(ﬁ +ﬁ)+mj(ﬁ —ﬁ)]smgl ,
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+5+5 1 . ) .
L i = _ﬁ[mi(ﬁ —B) +mj(B' + p)]sin6, ,

(C4)

(€5)

(C6)

(C7)

(C8)

(€9)

(C10)

(C11)

(C12)

(C13)

(C14)

(C15)

(C16)

(C17)

(C18)

(€19)
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Appendix D:
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1
E+

N[ =

N[ =

NIH

Nlr—\

1
T2 _

1
2 _

Ja2(B' - B) cos b, ,
V@2 (B' + B) cos b, ,

= [m(B' = B) + m(B’
1
L2 = —[my(B' = B) +my(B' + B)] cos b, ,

=Jq2(B' + B) cos b, ,
=Jq?(B' — p) cos b, ,
= [m;(B' + B) + m; (B’

—[m;(B" + B) —m;(B' — B)] cos 6, ,

+ ,6’)] cosf; ,

ﬁ)] cos 6, ,

= —[mi(8" = B) + m;(B' + B)] ,

1.1
L2 =0,

= —[m,(8" +B) + m;(B' - B)] ,

(€20)
(c21)
(€22)
(€23)
(C24)
(€25)
(C26)
(€27)
(C28)
(€29)
(C30)
(€31)
(€32)

(€33)

Input values which are used in the investigation are recorded in the following table.

Parameter

Values

(105.66 £+ 0.0000024) MeV

(0.51 +£ 0.0000000031) MeV

(1776.86 + 0.12) MeV

(5279.55 + 0.26) MeV

(497.611 + 0.013) MeV

(1115.683 + 0.006) MeV

(5619.60 + 0.17) MeV

(1.166 + 0.0000006) x 10~5GeV/2

(1.019 + 0.025)

(39.4 +2.3) x 10~3




References

22

1.

(62}

L. Calibbi and G. Signorelli, Charged lepton flavour violation: An experimental and
theoretical introduction, Riv. Nuovo Cim. 41, 71 (2018) [arXiv: 1709.00294 [hep-ph]].
BaBar collaboration, B. Aubert et al., “Searches for the decays B® - [*tF and B* -
I*v (I = e, 1) using hadronic tag reconstruction”, Phys. Rev. D 77, 091104 (2008)
[arXiv: 0801.0697 [hep-ex]].

R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], Search for the lepton-flavour-violating decays
B? — t*u¥ and B® — t¥u¥, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 211801 (2019) [arXiv: 1905.06614
[hep-ex]].

R. Mohanta, Effect of FCNC mediated Z boson on lepton flavour violating decays, Eur.
Phys. J. C, 71, 1625 (2011) [arXiv:1011.4184 [hep-ph]].

. LHCb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for lepton-universality violation in B* —

K*1*1™ decays” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 191801 (2019) [arXiv: 1903.09252 [hep-ex]].
M. Bordone, G. Isidori and A. Pattori, “On the Standard Model predictions for Ry and
Ry~ , Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 440 (2016) [arXiv: 1605.07633 [hep-ph]].

R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], “Test of lepton universality with B® — K*°[*[~
decays”, JHEP 1708, 055 (2017) [arXiv: 1705.05802 [hep-ex]].

A. Abdesselam et al. [Belle Collaboration], “Test of lepton flavor universality in B —
K*1*1~ decays at Belle”, [arXiv: 1904.02440 [hep-ex]].

9.Belle Collaboration, S. Hirose et al., “Measurement of the T lepton polarization and

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

R(D*) in the decay B — D*t~©,”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 211801 (2017) [arXiv:
1612.00529 [hep-ex]].

M. Huschle et al. [Belle Collaboration], “Measurement of the branching ratio of B —
D™t~ relative to B —» D™I[~9, decays with hadronic tagging at Belle”, Phys. Rev.
D 92, 072014 (2015)[arXiv: 1507.03233[hep-ex]].

A. Abdesselam et al. [Belle Collaboration], “Measurement of the branching ratio
of B - D**1~u, relative to B° —» D**1~7;, decays with a semileptonic tagging
method”, Belle-CONF-1602, [arXiv: 1603.06711[hep-ex]].

J. P. Lees et al. [BaBar Collaboration], “Measurement of an excess of B = D*t~ 0,
decays and implications for charged higgs bosons”, Phys. Rev. D 88, 072012 (2013)
[arXiv: 1303.0571[hep-ex]].

LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Measurement of the ratio of branching fractions
B(B® - D**t7u,)/B(B° » D**u"u,)”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 111803 [arXiv:
1506.08614[hep-ex]].

A. Abdesselam et al. [Belle Collaboration], “Measurement of R(D) and R(D*) with a
semileptonic tagging method”, [arXiv: 1904.08794[hep-ex]].

D. Bigi and P. Gambino, “Revisiting B — DIlv”, Phy. Rev. D 94, 094008 (2016), [arXiv:
1606.08030 [hep-ph]].

S. Jaiswal, S. Nandi and S. K. Patra, “Extracting of |V,,| fromB — D®{v,and the
Standard model predictions of R(D)”, JHEP 1712, 060 (2017) [arXiv: 1707.09977

[hep-ph]]



23

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

P. Nayek, S. Biswas, P. Maji and S. Sahoo, Implication of Z-mediated FCNC on
semileptonic decays B, — @l*l~ and BT —» K*I*l~, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 59, 1418
(2020).

S. Sahoo and R. Mohanta, New physics effects in charm meson decays involving ¢ —

ul*l‘(li*l;—’) transitions, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, 344 (2017) [arXiv: 1705.02251 [hep-ph]].
A. Crivellin et al., “Lepton-flavour violating B decays in generic Z' models”, Phys.
Rev. D 92, 054013 (2015) [arXiv: 1504.07928 [hep-ph]].

Y. Farzan and |. M. Shoemaker, “Lepton flavour violating non-standard interactions
via light mediators”, JHEP 1607, 033 (2016) [arXiv: 1512.09147 [hep-ph]].

S. Sahoo and R. Mohanta, lepton flavour violating B meson decays via scalar
leptoquark, Phys. Rev. D 93, 114001 (2016) [arXiv:1512.04657[hep-ph]].

M. Duraisamy, S. Sahoo and R. Mohanta, “Rare semileptonic B = K (m)l; lj+ decay in
vector leptoquark model”, Phys. Rev. D 95, 035022 (2017) [arXiv: 1610.00902 [hep-
ph]].

S. Sahoo and R. Mohanta, “Effects of scalar leptoquark on semileptonic A, decays”,
New J. Phys. 18, 093051 (2016) [arXiv: 1607.04449 [hep-ph]].

D. Das, “Lepton flavour violating A, = Al;l, decay”, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 1005 (2019),
[arXiv: 1909.08676 [hep-ph]].

A. Dedes, J. Rosiek and P. Tanedo, “Complete one-loop MSSM predictions for B® —
[*1™" at the Tevatron and LHC”, Phys, Rev. D 79, 055006 (2009), [arXiv: 0812.4320
[hep-ph]].

U. Chattopadhyay, D. Das and S. Mukherjee, “Probing lepton flavour violating dcays
in MSSM with non-holomorphic soft terms”, JHEP 2006, 015 (2020) [arXiv:
1911.05543 [hep-ph]].

A. Crivellin et al., “Lepton flavour violation in the MSSM: exact diagonalization vs
mass expansion”, JHEP 1806, 003 (2018) [arXiv: 1802.06803 [hep-ph]].

D. Becirevic, O. Sumensari and R. Zukanovich Funchal, “Lepton flavour violation in
exclusive b — s decays”, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 134 (2016), [arxiv; 1602.00881 [hep-ph]].
B. M. Dassinger, Th. Feldmann, Th. Mannel and S. Turczyk, Model-independent
analysis of lepton flavour violating tau decays, JHEP 0710, 039 (2007) [arXiv:
0707.0988 [hep-ph]].

Z. Calcuttawala, A. Kundu, S. Nandi and S. Patra, “New physics with the lepton flavour
violating decay 7 — 3u”, Phys, Rev. D 97, 095009 (2018) [arXiv: 1802.09218 [hep-
ph]].

R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], Differential branching fraction and angular
analysis of A, — Al*l~ decays, JHEP 1506, 115 (2015); JHEP 1809, 145 (2018)
[arXiv: 1503.07138 [hep-ex]].

R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], Angular moments of the decay at low hadronic
recoil, JHEP 1809, 146 (2018) [arXiv: 1808.00264 [hep-ex]].

D. Banerjee and S. Sahoo, “Analysis of A, — AlT1l™ in a non-universal Z' model”,
Chin. Phys. C 41, 083101 (2017).

J. Hewett and T. Rizzo, Low energy phenomenology of superstring-inspired E, models,
Phys. Rep. 183, 193 (1989).



24

35

36

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45,

46.

47.

48.

49,

50.

51.

. A. Leike, The phenomenology of extra neutral gauge bosons, Phys. Rep, 317, 143
(1999).

. P. Langacker and M. Plumacher, Flavor changing effects in theories with a heavy Z’

boson with family nonuniversal couplings, Phys. Rev. D 62, 013006 (2000).

S. Sahoo, The prediction of mass of Z’ boson in an SO(10)-based model, Indian J.

Phys. 80, 191 (2008).

D. Feldman, Z. Liu, and P. Nath, Probing a very new narrow Z’ boson with CDF and

DO data, Phys. Rev. Lett., 97, 021801 (2006) [arXiv: hep-ph/0603039].

CDF Collaboration, F. Abe et al., “Inclusive jet cross section in pp collisions at s} =
1.8 TeV”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 438 (1996).

CDF Collaboration, F. Abe et al., “Measurement of the e*e~ invariant-mass

distribution in pp collisions at /s = 1.8 TeV”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 2418 (1991).

LEP Collaborations, D. Abbaneo et al., “A Combination of preliminary electroweak

measurements and constraints on the Standard Model”, [arXiv: hep-ex/0212036].

S. Sahoo, C. K. Das and L. Maharana, “The prediction of mass of Z'-boson from Bg —

B_fl’ Mixing”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 26, 3347 (2011), [arXiv: 1112.0460 [hep-ph]].
ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Search for additional heavy neutral Higgs
and gauge bosons in the ditau final state produced in 36 fb~1 of pp collisions at /s =
13 TeV with the ATLAS detector”, JHEP 1801, 055 (2018), [arXiv: 1709.07242 [hep-
ex]].

CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for high-mass resonances in
dilepton final states in proton-proton collisions at v/s = 13 TeV”, JHEP 1806, 120
(2018), [arXiv: 1803.06292 [hep-ex]].

T. Bandyopadhyay, G. Bhattacharya, D. Das and A. Raychaudhuri, “A reappraisal of
constraints on Z' models from unitarity and direct searches at the LHC”, Phys. Rev. D
98, 035027 (2018), [arXiv: 1803.07989 [hep-ph]].

ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Search for new high-mass phenomena in the
dilepton final state using 36 fb~'of proton-proton collision data at v's = 13 TeV with
the ATLAS detector”, JHEP 1710, 182 (2017).

L. D. Luzio, M. Kirk, A. Lenz and T. Rauh, “AM, theory precision confronts flavour
anomalies”, JHEP 1912, 009 (2019) [arXiv: 1909.11087 [hep-ph]].

Q. Chang, X-Qiang Li and Y-Dong, “Family non-universal Z’ effects on B, — B,
mixing, B - X,u*u~ and By - u*tu~ Decays”, JHEP 1002, 082 (2010) [arXiv:
0907.4408 [hep-ph]].

D. Das, “Model independent New Physics analysis in A, - Au*u~ decay”, Eur. Phys.
J. C 78, 230 (2018) [arXiv: 1802.09404 [hep-ph]].

D. Das, “On the angular distribution A, - A(— Nm)t*7~ decay”, JHEP 1807, 063
(2018) [arXiv: 1804.08527[hep-ph]].

T. Feldmann and M. W. Y. Yip, “Form Factors for A, = A Transitions in SCET”, Phys.
Rev. D 85, 014035 (2012); Erratum: Phys. Rev. D 86, 079901 (2012), [arXiv:
1111.1844 [hep-ph]].



25

52

53.

54,

55.

56.

S7.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68

. W. Detmold and S. Meinel, “A, — Al*1~ form factors, differential branching fraction,
and angular observables from lattice QCD with relativistic b quarks”, Phys. Rev. D 93,
074501 (2016), [arXiv: 1602.01399 [hep-lat]].
V. Barger et al., “b — s transitions in family-dependent U(1)" models”, JHEP 0912,
048 (2009).

S. Chaudhuri, S. W. Chung, G. Hockney and J. Lykken, “String consistency for unified
model building”, Nucl. Phys. B 456, 89 (1995).

G. Cleaver, M. Cveti¢, J. R. Epinosa, L. Everett and P. Langacker, “Classification of
flat directions in perturbative heterotic superstring vacua with anomalous U (1), Nucl.
Phys. B 525, 3 (1998).
G. Cleaver, M. Cveti¢, J. R. Espinosa, L. Everett, P. Langacker and J. Wang, “Physics
implications of flat directions in free fermionic superstring models. 1. Mass spectrum
and couplings”, Phys. Rev. D 59, 055005 (1999).
DELPHI Collaboration, P. Abreu et al., “A study of radiative muon-pair events at
Z° energies and limits on an additional Z' gauge boson”, Z. Phys. C 65, 603 (1995).
J. Erler and P. Langacker, “Constraints on extended neutral gauge structures”, Phys.
Lett. B 456, 68 (1999) [arXiv: hep-ph/9903476].
J. Erler and P. Langacker, “Indications for an extra neutral gauge boson in electroweak
precision data”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 212 (2000) [arXiv: hep-ph/9910315].
J. Erler, P. Langacker, S. Munir and E. R. Pena, “Improved constraints on Z' bosons
from electroweak precision data”, JHEP 0908, 017 (2009) [arXiv: 0906.2435 [hep-
ph]].

I. D. Bobovnikov, P. Osland and A. A. Pankov, “Improved constraints on the mixing
and mass of Z' bosons from resonant diboson searches at the LHC at /s = 13 TeV and
predictions for Run 11, Phys. Rev. D 98, 095029 (2018) [arXiv: 1809.08933 [hep-ph]].
V. Barger, C-W. Chiang, P. Langacker and H.S. Lee, “Solution to the B - K Puzzle
in a Flavor-Changing Z' Model”, Phys. Lett. B 598, 218 (2004) [arXiv: hep-
ph/0406126].

V. Barger, C-W. Chiang, P. Langacker and H.S. Lee, “Z" mediated flavour changing
neutral currents in B meson decays”, Phys. Lett. B 580, 186 (2004) [arXiv: hep-
ph/0310073].
V. Barger, C-W. Chiang, J. Jiang and P. Langacker, “B; — B mixing in Z' models with
flavor-changing neutral currents”, Phys. Lett. B 596, 229 (2004) [arXiv: hep-
ph/0405108].
R. Mohanta and A. K. Giri, “Explaining B — mK anomaly with non-universal Z’
boson”, Phys. Rev. D 79, 057902 (2009) [arXiv: 0812.1842 [hep-ph]].
K. Cheung, C-W. Chiang, N. G. Deshpande and J. Jiang, “Constraints on flavor-
changing Z' models by B; mixing, Z’ production, and By = u*u~>, Phys. Lett. B 652,
285 (2007) [arXiv: hep-ph/0604223].
M. Bona et al (UTfit Collaboration), First evidence of new physics in b « s transitions,
PMC Phys. A 3, 6 (2009) [arXiv: 0803.0659 [hep-ph]].
. M. Bona et al, New physics from flavour [arXiv: 0906.0953 [hep-ph]].



26

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.
76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

C. H. Chen, CP phase of nonuniversal Z' on sin qbsj/"’ and T-odd observables of B, —

V,I*1™, Phys. Lett. B, 683, 160 (2010) [arXiv: 0911.3479 [hep-ph]].

N. G. Deshpande, X. G. He, and G. Valencia, DO dimuon asymmetry in B, — B, mixing
and constraints on new physics, Phys. Rev. D 82, 056013 (2010) [arXiv: 1006.1682
[hep-ph]].

J. E. Kim, M. S. Seo, and S. Shin, DO same-charge dimuon asymmetry and possible
new CP violation sources in the B, — B, system, Phys. Rev. D 83, 036003 (2011)
[arXiv: 1010.5123 [hep-ph]].

P. J. Fox, J. Liu, D. Tucker-Smith, and N. Weiner, An effective Z', Phys. Rev. D 84,
115006 (2011) [arXiv: 1104.4127 [hep-ph]].

Q. Chang, R. M. Wang, Y. G. Xu, and X. W. Cui, Large dimuon asymmetry and non-
universal Z’ boson in the B, — B, system, Chin. Phys. Lett. 28, 081301 (2011).

S. Biswas, P. Nayek, P. Maji and S. Sahoo, New Physics Effect on B; ; — [*1™ decays,
Int. J. Theor. Phys., DOI: [10.1007/s10773-021-04713-3], (2021).

M. Tanabashi et al. (Particle Data Group), Phys. Rev. D 98, 030001 (2018).

LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for lepton-flavour-violating decays B —
e*u® and B® - et Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 141801 (2019).

LHCb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for the lepton-flavour violating decays
B* = K*ute®”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 241802 (2019) [arXiv: 1909.01010 [hep-ph]].
LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for the lepton-flavour-violating decays
B&, — e*u™”, JHEP 1803, 078 (2018) [arXiv: 1710.04111 [hep-ph]].

A. Datta, J. Kumar and D. London, “The B Anomalies and new physicsin b - se*e™”,
Phys. Lett. B 797, 134858 (2019) [arXiv: 1903.10086 [hep-ph]].

A. K. Alok, A. Dighe, S. Gangal and D. Kumar, “Continuing search for new physics in
b — suu decays: two operators at a time”, JHEP 1906, 089 (2019) [arXiv: 1903.09617
[hep-ph]].

D. Ghosh, M. Nardecchia and S. A. Renner, Hint of lepton flavour non-universality in
B meson decays, JHEP 1412, 131 (2014) [arXiv: 1408.4097 [hep-ph]].

G. Hiller and M. Schmatz, “Ry and future b — sll BSM opportunities”, Phys. Rev. D
90, 054014 (2014) [arXiv: 1408.1627 [hep-ph]].

CMS Collaboration, Search for T — 3u decays using 7 leptons produced in D and B
meson decays, CMS PAS BPH-17-004 (2019).

H. E. Haber, Spin formalism and applications to new physics searches, In *Stanford
1993, Spin structure in high energy processes* 231-272 [arXiv: hep-ph/9405376].



