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We calculate the new physics contributions to the rare semileptonic decay B — X, [T1~ (I = e, u)
induced by the charged-Higgs loop diagrams appeared in the top quark two-Higgs doublet model
(T2HDM). Within the considered parameter space, we found that (a) the effective Wilson coefficients
C¢""(m,) (i =7y, 9V and 10A) in the T2HDM are always standard model-like; (b) the new physics
contributions to C%fyf and Cgfé can be significant in magnitude, but they tend to cancel each other; and
(c) the T2HDM predictions for Br(B — X,[71~) agree well with the measured value within 1 standard

deviation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Flavor changing neutral current (FCNC) b — s pro-
cesses are forbidden at the tree level in the standard model
(SM). They proceed at a low rate via penguin or box
diagrams. If additional diagrams with non-SM particles
contribute to such a decay, their amplitudes will interfere
with the SM amplitudes and thereby modify the rate as
well as other properties. This feature makes FCNC pro-
cesses an ideal place to search for new physics.

In the past decade, the data of B — X,y decay has
served as one of the most important constraints for various
new physics models beyond the SM. At present, the world
average, Br(B— X,y) = (3.55+0.26) X 107*  [1],
agrees very well with the standard model prediction at
next-next-to-leading order (NNLO) [2]. The magnitude
of the Wilson coefficient C;,(u,) is therefore strongly
constrained by the precision data of B — X,vy, but its
sign is still to be determined through the measurement of
B — X,I"1~ decay [3]. In Ref. [3], the authors studied
B — X,I"1~ decay and found that the recent experimental
data of Br(B — X,I"1") prefer a SM-like C7, ().

In fact, the semileptonic decays B — X, ["1~ (I = e, u)
have been extensively investigated, for example, in the SM
[4,5], the two-Higgs doublet models (2HDM) [6] or the
supersymmetric models [7,8]. Our goal in the present work
is to calculate the new physics contributions to the branch-
ing ratio of B — X,y and B — X[~ decays induced by
the charged-Higgs loop diagrams in the top-quark two-
Higgs-doublet model (T2ZHDM) [9-11], and compare the
theoretical predictions in the T2ZHDM with currently avail-
able data.
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The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we give
a brief review for the top-quark two-Higgs-doublet model
and we calculate the new penguin diagrams induced by
new particles and extract out the new physics parts of the
Wilson coefficients or some basic functions in the
T2HDM. In Sec. III, we present the numerical results of
the branching ratios of B — X,/*/~ decay in the SM and
the T2HDM, and make phenomenological analysis. The
conclusions are included in the final section.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
A. Outline of the top quark two-Higgs-doublet model

The specific model considered here is the top quark two-
Higgs-doublet model (T2ZHDM) proposed in Ref. [9] and
studied in Refs. [10,11], which is also a special case of the
2HDM of type III [12]. In this model, the large mass of the
top quark arises naturally in the extension of the SM since
the top quark is the only fermion receiving its mass from
the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the second Higgs
doublet. All the other fermions receive their masses from
the VEV of the first Higgs doublet.

Let us now briefly recapitulate some important features
of the model of Ref. [9]. Consider the Yukawa Lagrangian
of the form:

Ly=—-L;$Elg — 0, Fdp — 0,G1Vuy
— 0, ¢,G1Py, + He, (1)

where Q; and L; are 3-vector of the left-handed quark and
lepton doublets, respectively; ¢; (i = 1,2) are the two
Higgs doublets with ¢; = it,¢7; and E, F,G are the 3 X
3 matrices in the generation space and give masses, re-
spectively, to the charged leptons, the down and up-type
quarks; 11V = diag(1, 1, 0); 1® = diag(0, 0, 1) are the two
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orthogonal projection operators onto the first two and the
third families, respectively. The top quark is assigned a
special status by coupling it to one Higgs doublet that gets
a large VEV, whereas all the other quarks are coupled only
to the other Higgs doublet whose VEV is much smaller.
Consequently, if one sets the VEVs of ¢; and ¢, to be
v,/+/2 and v,e'? /\/2 [9], the ratio of two Higgs VEVs,
tanB = v,/v,, is required to be relatively large.

The Yukawa couplings involving the charged-Higgs
bosons are of the form [9]

r4=_=
Y \/EMW

+ IZRMUVdL[G+ - tanBH+]
+ 4g2tVd, [tanB + cotB]JH + H.c), (2)

{_L_lLVMDdR[G+ - tanﬁH+]

where G* and H= denote the would-be Goldstone bosons
and the physical charged Higgs bosons, respectively. Here
My and M, are the diagonal up- and down-type mass
matrices, V is the usual CKM matrix and 3 =
My U};l(z) Uxg. U,JE is the unitary matrix which diagonalizes
the right-handed up-type quarks and has the following

form:
cos¢p —sing 0
Up = ( sing  cos¢ O)

0 0 1
0
X110 1- |ch§|2 _ecté‘:* » (3)
0 Ecté: 1- |€cr§|2

where €., = m./m,, & = |£|e’® is a complex number of
order unity, and the phase § in ¢ is a new CP violating
phase. Inserting Eq. (3) into the definition of % yields

0 0
=10 mcegtlglz ’ncect§>:< I - |€ct§|2
0 m.&J1— |Ect§|2 m,(1 — |€ct§|2)

4

In the following sections, we will calculate the charged
Higgs contributions to the rare decay B — X, /1™ in the
top quark two-Higgs-doublet model.

B. Effective Hamiltonian for B — X /"~ in the SM

In the framework of the SM, the effective Hamiltonian
inducing the transition b — sI*1~ at the scale u can be
written as follows:

0y S o, ©)
\/§ ts tbi:1 (M i\ML),

where G is the coupling constant, and V[V,, is the
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) factor [13]. The op-
erators can be chosen as Ref. [4]

H =
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Q= (5pyu T )Ly T by,),
Q> = (5, yuc)(CLy*by),
03 = (5Ly,b) (@ q),
7

Q4 = (LyuTb)D (v T q),
q
Qs = (LVu Vi Y bL) D@y 742 v"2q),
q

Q6 = (§L7M17#27#3TabL)§(q'yﬂl7”27M3TQQ)r (6)

e H v
Q7y = —my(5L 0" bg)F
S

u

oQ

1
Qs, = —my(5,0*" T bg)GY,,,

N

2
e _
Qoy = ?(ELY;J?L)Z(%’”{),
s 7

2
e -
Qioa = ?(§L7,LbL)Z(€7“75€),
s 7

where Q;, are the current-current operators, Q;_¢ the
QCD penguin operators, Q¢ “magnetic penguin’ opera-
tors, and Qg o semileptonic electroweak penguin opera-
tors. T%a =1, ...,8) stands for SU(3), generators, L,
R = (1 ¥ y5)/2 by definition. The sum over g runs over
the quark fields that are active at the scale u = O(m,), i.e.,
q € {u, d, s, c, b}. We work in the approximation where the
combination (V;,V,,) of the CKM matrix elements is
neglected. We do not separate top-quark and charm-quark
contributions and will give the results in the summed form.

To calculate the semileptonic B meson decays at next-to-
leading order in a,, we should determinate the Wilson
coefficient C;(My) through matching of the full theory
onto the five-quark low energy effective theory where the
W= gauge boson, top quark and the new particles of
T2HDM heavier than My, are integrated out, and run the
Wilson coefficients down to the low energy scale u ~
O(my,) by using the QCD renormalization group equations.
The corresponding Wilson coefficients in SM can be
found, for example, in Refs. [14,15].

C. New physics contributions

In the framework of the SM, the semileptonic B —
X, "1~ (I= e, u") decays proceed through loop dia-
grams and are of forth order in the weak coupling. The
dominant contributions to this decay come from the W box
and Z penguin diagrams. The corresponding one-loop dia-
grams in the SM were evaluated long time ago and can be
found in Refs. [4,16]. The calculations at the next-next-to-
leading order (NNLO) are also available now.

In the T2HDM considered here, besides the SM dia-
grams with a W-gauge boson and an up quark in the loop,
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the B — X,I7]~ decays can also proceed via the new
diagrams involving the charged-Higgs boson exchanges,
as illustrated by Fig. 1. In order to determine the new
physics contributions to the relevant Wilson coefficients
C7y, Cgg, Coy, and Cjpy at the My scale, we need to
calculate the corresponding Feynman diagrams.

The new physics parts of the Wilson coefficients C;, and
Cs, have been calculated in Refs. [10,11] and confirmed by
our independent calculation. In the naive dimensional
regularization (NDR) scheme, they are of the form

Ot = 3w —tanp o+ Lo (ST a4 )|

i=c,t miVis
1 1

X {BO) + A0 —1+ 3TV,

X (cot? B + 1)}}, (7)

Cig (My) = :Z: Kis[—tanzﬂ + miIV-* (2TV*);(tan®B + 1)}

1 1

X ) + PO —1+ 5 (5V),

X (co?B + 1)}}, ®)

with the Inami-Lim functions

2 2

.oom; 4dm . %
G = > “:Cf)](yi) - gsmzﬂWCﬁ](yi)}[—tanz,B b (STV)(tan + 1)}[—1 +

3m;

i=c,t
m
X (cot’ B + 1)} + 2

1

NP _
Dyt = -~
i=cr iVis

m; [(1 - isin29W>C61(yi) - Clll(yi)i“i_tanzﬁ +

Z K —2H3(y,~) [—tanzﬁ + IV* (2TV*) (tan*B + l)}[—l +
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A = 2B B By
BO) = 1 - )
RO = 2R )

where k' = =V, Vit /(V,, Vi), yi = (m;/mpy)*.

As for the Wilson coefficients Cqy, and Cyo4 at the My,
scale, we found the new physics parts after calculating
analytically the Feynman diagrams as shown in Fig. 1,

Y (Myy) = [C)” — BYP] = [D) +4C)"), (10)

sin20W
1
CloaMw) = = 275 [GF = By'L D
where
m;mytan® 8
B()NP - WB+(XH+, x,), (12)

1 1
v ETV)y

iVib

ivis
1
*
miVis

(STV*)(tan’B + 1)}}, (13)

lv (STV)i(cot2B + 1)}, (14)

iVib

(d)

FIG. 1.

®

The typical Feynman diagrams for the decay B — X,[/"[~ in the T2ZHDM. The internal solid and dashed lines denote the

propagators of upper quarks (u,c,t) and charged-Higgs boson, respectively.
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with
z In[z] In[x]
B t = - >y
+(2) x—z[z—l x—l}
38y — 79y2 + 47y3 4y — 6y2 + 3y4
H(y) = 1 ,
G) 721 — y)? 121 — y)* nby]
y y
Ch) = 12+ g D
3y — 2
Ch) =2+ L ] (15)

M=y 2=y

where y; = m?/m3, xy+ = m3; /M3, and x, = m?/M3,. V

is the CKM matrix, and the matrix 3 has been given in
Eq. (4). The contributions from Fig. 1(e) and the Fig. 1(f)
when the internal W and charged-Higgs lines exchange
their position are strongly suppressed by a factor of
(m/my)* (m; = m, m,) or m;/m;,, and therefore have
been neglected.

D. The differential decay rate

Within the standard model, the differential decay rate for
the decay B — X,/* 1~ in the NNLO approximation can be
written as [5,17]

EH® = 4Co ) (5 (s

i=1

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 034016 (2006)

AT(b— sI*17)
R@) =< T(b — cev)
— “em t*s th (1 §)2 eff 2
477.2 Vcb f(Z)K(Z) |:(1 + 28)(|C (S)l

e 2\, -
+1CE@P) + 4(1 - §)|C%f§|2

+ 12Re[CST(CE(S)" ]} (16)
where
~ e V:sVub ~e:
Ciff == _Ckff + makgACfo (17)

that are related to the evolved coefficients Ci(u,) as
follows:

4 1 4
Ceff — S(Zb) C7(/-Lb) — §C3(,LL[,) - §C4(/'Lb)
20 80
C5(Mb) C6(,U«h) (18)

6 2
R m mz  \[4
+ @) )+ Cilup) ¥ In—L + h( =5, 8| 2 C1(mp) + Calpy) + 6CS (1) + 60CE (1)
Mp my, 3

+ h(1, §)<_ ~Cs(up) — —C4(Mb) — 38Cs(u;) — —Cs(Mb)> + h(0, S)<_ = Cs(up) — —C4(Mb) 8Cs(up)

32 4 64 64
- —Ce(Mb)> + = Cs(up) + — Cs(Mh) +

ESn (5) = 4010(%)( +w(§)>, (20)

T
as(lu'b)

Aeff _ mg \7/4
AC5y |:h(0 §) — (W’ S>:|<§ Ci(mp) + Cz(Mb)>,
b
21
with
4 8 4
B )= — ozt o+ 3204
(2§ =gzt 5 +gx =52+
\/—+l . = A~
xJT=x I{ln = i, forx=4z/5§<1,
2arctan(1/+/x — 1), forx=4z/§>1,

(22)

Cﬁ(uh), (19)

[

_ 8 4
4 2 2
5+ 4§
———=In(l1 -3 2
s T )

C 281+ 81 —29) 5+ 95 — 652

—a < e —varzmy Y

and
f(z) =1—8z2+8z° — 28 — 24z*Inz, (25)
k(z) =1 — 26;—7(7“) [(wz - %1)(1 -2+ %} (26)

Here § = (p+ + pi-)?/m} = mj/m3, z=m./my, f(2)
and k(z) are the phase-factor and single gluon QCD cor-
rection to the b — ceV decay, respectively.

In Refs. [17], the Wilson coefficients have been ex-
panded perturbatively as follows
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g (1) g5 (2)

For the standard model parts of the Wilson coefficients

Ci = CSO) +

CEO), Cf»l) and ng), the explicit expressions as given in
Refs. [5,17] will be used in our numerical calculation.
For the new physics part, only CSI)NP(M w) are known at
present, as given explicitly in Egs. (7), (8), (10), and (11),
and will be included in numerical calculations.

ITII. NUMERICAL RESULT

In this section, we first give the input parameters needed
in numerical calculations, and then present the numerical
results and make some theoretical analysis.

A. Input parameters

In numerical calculations we will use the following input
parameters (all masses are in GeV) [18]:

My, = 80.425, Gr = 1.16639 X 107> GeV 2,
O = 1/128, m.=14, m, =48=02,
m,=173.8+5  AY =0225 A =0853
MS (28)
A =02200, p=0.20 = 0.09,
1n = 0.33 = 0.05, sin’@y, = 0.23124,

Br(B— X_.ev) = 0.1061,

where the parameter A, A, p and n are Wolfenstein pa-
rameters of the CKM mixing matrix. For the strong cou-
pling constant a,(u) we use the two-loop expression,

dar g, Inln(u2/AZ)
= @ |1 -H.__ 7 ° MS ’
a (p) Bo ln(MZ/AIQVI_S) |: B(Z) 1n(M2/A12\/[_s) i|
(29)
with
-2
Bo=2 2 g =72—10r-87/3 GO

3 )
where the f is the number of quark flavors, and the term
MS denotes the modified subtraction scheme.

B. B — X,y decay

There are four free parameters my, tang, |£| and a new
CP-violating phase § in the T2HDM. We fix [£] =1
throughout the paper and consider other three as variable
parameters to be constrained by precise measurements,
such as the date of Br(B — X, 7).

In Ref. [19], the branching ratio Br(B — X,vy) have been
calculated in both the SM and the T2HDM. Using the
formulas as given in Appendix A and taking the range of

277X 1074 = Br(B — X,y) =433 X 1074 (31)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 034016 (2006)
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BR(B->X y)(10™)
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25
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FIG. 2. The my dependence of Br(B — X,v) in the T2HDM
for 6 = 0°, and for tanB = 10, 20, 30, 40 and 50, respectively.
The band between two horizontal dash dot lines shows data as
specified in Eq. (31). The solid horizontal line shows the central
value of the SM prediction.

as the experimentally allowed region at 3¢ level [1], one
can read off the lower limit on the mass of charged-Higgs
boson my directly from Fig. 2:

my = 300 GeV, (32)

for fixed tanB = 30 and 6 = 0°. It is easy to see from
Fig. 2 that (a) a light charged-Higgs boson with a mass less
than 200 GeV is excluded by the data of B — X,y decay at
30 level; and (b) a charged-Higgs boson with a mass
heavier than 300 GeV is still allowed by the same data.

As shown in the contour plot Fig. 3, the region between
the short-dashed and solid curves is still allowed by the
data of B — X,y as given in Eq. (31) for fixed value of 6 =
0°. On the other hand, by assuming tanf8 = 30 and my =
400 GeV, one finds a strong constraint on the phase 6: 6 <
44°.

C.B— X'l decay

The branching ratio of B — X,I*1~ (I = e, u) has been
recently measured by BABAR and Belle Collaborations
[20,21]. In the low-¢> region,' the average of BABAR and
Belle’s measurements is [3]

Br(B— X,I"17) = (1.60 + 0.51) X 1075. (33)

Theoretically, the integrated branching ratio can be writ-
ten as [17]

Br, = Br(B — X,Iv) f " R(3), (34)

where § = ¢*/m3 with §, = 1/m3 and §, = 6/m3, and the
differential decay rate R(5) has been defined in Eq. (16).

'"The low-g? region is the region with 1 GeV? = m} = q* =
6 GeV2.

034016-5



ZHENJUN XIAO AND LINXIA LU

55 ———————————————
N
FN
500 F N
[ \
[ \ Allowed region
450_— \
\
— [ \
% 400_— \
) \
T [ \
€ 350 [ N
\
300 [ N
[ ~
~
- \\
250 [ ~<_
o0 b0 v v ey ey
10 20 30 40 50 60

tanp

FIG. 3. Contour plot in tan8 — my plane obtained by consid-
ering the data in Eq. (31) for fixed 6 = 0. The region between
the short-dashed and solid curves is still allowed by the data as
given in Eq. (31).

The SM prediction after integrating over the low-g? region
reads

Br(B—>XSl+l_) = (158 + O'Oglm, + 007|ﬂb + 004|CKM
+0.06],,, +0.18], ) X 1076
= (1.58 £ 0.13 +0.18], ) X 1075, (35)

where the errors correspond to the uncertainty of input
parameters of m,, A, p, n and m; as shown in Eq. (28),
and for my,/2 < w, < 2m,. The last error refers to the
choice of uy = 120 GeV, instead of uy = My. Since we
here focus on the new physics contributions to the branch-
ing ratios of B — X[~ decay, we will take y = My, in
the following without further specification.

Now we consider the new physics contributions. When
the new physics parts of the Wilson coefficients cﬁ”Ww) for
i =Ty, 8g,9V and 10A are taken into account, the values
of the effective Wilson coefficients appeared in Eq. (16)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 034016 (2006)
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0.1k ]

~ eff
C,~ (m,)

02 h

03fF -

0.4

05 ]

06l ot e
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FIG. 4 (color online). The my dependence of the real part of
the effective Wilson coefficient C%Ef(mb) in the SM (solid line)
and T2HDM for 6 = 0°, and tanB = 10 (dotted curve), 30 (dot-

dashed curve) and 50 (dashed curve), respectively.

and the theoretical predictions of the branching ratio will
be changed accordingly, as listed in Table I for tan8 = 10,
30, 50, my = 300 GeV and 6 = 0°, 30° and 60°.

In Figs. 4 and 5, in order to show more details of the my
and tan 3 dependence, we draw the real part of the effective
Wilson coefficients C58(m,,) and Cy(m,) for fixed § =
q*/m? = 0.2 and & = 0°. Within the considered parame-
ter space of the T2HDM, it is easy to see from the numeri-
cal results in Table I and Figs. 4 and 5 that

(1) The effective Wilson coefficient C‘%fyf(mb) is always

SM-like. This feature can be seen explicitly in
Fig. 4, where the my-dependence of the real part
of C‘%fyf(m,,) is shown for 6 = 0°, tanB = 10, 30, 50
and 200 GeV = my = 1000 GeV. The imaginary
part of C‘%fyf(mb) is generally small.

(2) The effective Wilson coefficient C&it(m,) is also

SM-like. The imaginary part of Cg(m,) is also
generally small.

TABLE 1. The effective Wilson coefficients and the interference term (12 Re[CZI(CE!)*]) for fixed § = ¢2/m} = 0.2, the branching

Y

ratio integrated over the low-g? region in units 107® in the SM and the T2HDM for my = 300, tang8 = 10, 30, 50 and (a) § = 0°,

(b) 30° and (c) 60°. Only the central values are shown here.

C‘Sf; C cet Int. Term Bry,

SM —0.344 4.302 + i0.064 —3.547 —17.73 1.579
T2HDM (a) —0.422 + i0.001 (a) 4.205 + i0.063 (a) —3.552 —21.30 1.576
tanB = 10 (b) —0.424 + i0.006 (b) 4.218 + i0.014 (b) —3.552 + i0.001 —21.45 1.581
(c) —0.428 + i0.010 (c) 4.255 —i0.021 (c) —3.553 +i0.001 —21.84 1.595

(a) —0.376 + i0.001 (a) 3.430 + i0.051 (a) —3.546 —15.47 1.342

tanB = 30 (b) —0.389 + i0.050 (b) 3.554 — i0.385 (b) —3.546 + i0.001 —16.84 1.388
(c) —0.425 + i0.086 (c) 3.879 — i0.700 (c) —3.547 + i0.002 —20.50 1.581

(a) —0.283 + i0.002 (a) 1.882 + i0.026 (a) —3.544 —6.40 1.033

tanB = 50 (b) —0.321 + i0.140 (b) 2.226 — i1.183 (b) —3.544 + i0.002 —10.56 1.167
(c) —0.420 + i0.239 (c) 3.126 — i2.056 (c) —3.546 + i0.003 —21.65 1.526
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FIG. 5 (color online). The my dependence of the real part of
the effective Wilson coefficient C§ii(m,) in the SM (solid line)
and T2HDM for § = 0.2, § = 0°, and tanB8 = 10 (dotted curve),
30 (dot-dashed curve) and 50 (dashed curve), respectively.

(3) The new physics contribution to Cff, is very small
phy 10A y

in size, less than 1% of its standard model counter-
part, and therefore can be neglected safely.

(4) The new physics contributions to C’%fyf and CSlf can
be significant in magnitude, respectively, for large
tanB, large 6 and lighter charged-Higgs boson, as
can be seen from the numerical results in Table I and
illustrated explicitly by Figs. 4 and 5. But they tend
to cancel each other and finally lead to a small
change to the prediction for the branching ratio
under study.

It is worth noting that both the real and imaginary parts of
effective Wilson coefficients are taken into account in our
calculation of the branching ratio.

As shown in Eq. (16), the differential decay rate depends

on the summation of three terms:

Term — 1: (1 + 28)(ICSH () + | G50, (9)1),

Tyl >

2\ .

Term — 2: 4<1 + 7>|Ceff 2 (36)
$

Term — 3: 12 Re[@%f;(égf‘f(f))*],

where the third term is the interference term, which has
opposite sign compared to first two terms. From Fig. 6, one
can see easily that

(1) After the inclusion of new physics contributions in
T2HDM, the signs of three terms remain
unchanged.

(2) The new physics contributions to these three terms
are indeed tend to cancel each other and result in a
summation (solid curve in Fig. 6) which becomes
closer to the SM prediction (solid line in Fig. 6)
when my becoming larger. The theoretical predic-
tions for the branching ratio in the SM and T2HDM

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 034016 (2006)
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FIG. 6 (color online). The my dependence of the branching
ratio of B— X,I*1~ in the SM and T2HDM for § = 0°, and
tanB = 30. The contributions from the term-1, term-2, interfer-
ence term and their summation are shown by the dot-dashed,
dashed, short-dashed and solid curve, respectively. The horizon-
tal band between two dotted lines shows the data: Br(B —
X,IT17) = (1.60 = 0.51) X 1079, while the solid line refers to
the central value of SM prediction: Br(B — X,["]7) = 1.58 X
1076,

agree well for the whole range of my considered
here. They are also in good agreement with the data
within 1 standard deviation.

Analogous to Fig. 6, the Figs. 7 and 8 show the tan and
6— dependence of the branching ratio Br(B — X, ["17),
respectively. Here, the cancelation of new physics contri-
butions to different terms occurs and leaves the summation,
the theoretical prediction in the T2HDM, in good agree-
ment with the SM prediction as well as the measured value

S

Br(B->XI1)[10™]

05 F

FIG. 7 (color online).

The same as Fig. 6, but shows the tanf
dependence of the branching ratio of B — X,/ in the SM and
T2HDM for 6 = 0° and my = 300 GeV.
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FIG. 8 (color online). The same as Fig. 6, but shows the &
dependence of the branching ratio of B — X,/ [~ in the SM and
T2HDM for tanB = 30 and my = 300 GeV.

within 1 standard deviation. From Fig. 7, one can also see
that a tan smaller than 40 is preferred by current data.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we calculate the new physics contributions
to the branching ratio of B — X,y and B — X" [~ decays
induced by the charged-Higgs loop diagrams in the top-
quark two-Higgs-doublet model, and compare the theoreti-
cal predictions in the T2ZHDM with currently available
data.

In Sec. II, we firstly present a brief review about the
basic structure of the top-quark two-Higgs-doublet model,
and then evaluate analytically the new Feynman diagrams
induced by the charged-Higgs H* exchanges and extract
the new physics parts of the Wilson coefficients CJJ (s ),
Cy (w), Cy(pw) and Cig, (wy) which govern the new
physics contributions to B — X,y and B — X,[" [~ decays
considered in this paper. For the SM part, we use the known
analytical formulae at NNLO level as given, for example,
in Refs. [5,17]. The new physics contributions are included
through the modifications to the corresponding Wilson
coefficients at matching scale wy ~ My .

From the numerical results and the figures as shown in
Sec. III, we found that

(1) For the T2ZHDM studied here, a light charged-Higgs

boson with a mass less than 200 GeV is excluded by
the data of B— X,y decay at 30 level. But a
charged-Higgs boson with a mass heavier than
300 GeV is still allowed by the data of both B —
X,y and B — X,I*1” decay. The data of B — X,y
also prefer a small 6, a new CP violating phase
appeared in the Yukawa couplings of the T2ZHDM.

(2) After the inclusion of new physics contributions, the

effective Wilson coefficients C¢t(m,,) (i = 7y, 9V

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 034016 (2006)

and 10A), which govern the branching ratio of B —
X,I"1~ decay, are always SM-like within the con-
sidered parameter space of T2ZHDM. The sign of the
interference term in Eq. (16) remains unchanged.

(3) The new physics contributions to C‘%f; and C$ can
be significant in magnitude, respectively, for large
tan, large 6 and lighter charged-Higgs boson, but
they tend to cancel each other and finally result in
only a small change to the prediction for the branch-
ing ratio of B — X,[* [~ decay. This feature can be
seen clearly through the numerical results in Table I
and the curves shown in last three figures.

(4) Within the considered parameter space of the
T2HDM, the T2HDM predictions for Br(B —
X,[*17) agree well with the SM as well as the
measured value within 1 standard deviation.
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APPENDIX: Br(B — X,v) IN THE SM AND T2HDM

The branching ratio of B — X,y at the next-to-leading
order (NLO) in the SM and the leading order (LO) in the
T2HDM can be written as [19,22]

B(B— X;vy)

V;v th
Vcb

2 6y

mf(2)k(z)

= By, [IDI> + A+ A]

(A1)

where Bg = 10.61% is the measured semileptonic
branching ratio of B meson, a, = 1/128 is the fine-
structure constant, z = mP"¢/ m,‘:"]e =0.29 = 0.02 is the
ratio of the quark pole mass. The function f(z) and «(z)
have been given in Egs. (25) and (26).

The term D at low energy scale u = O(m,,) in Eq. (A1)
corresponds to the subprocess b — sy

D = CM(u) + V(n) + CF (). (A2)

y
Here C%’l( ) denotes the SM part of the Wilson coefficient
C7,(n) at NLO level, and the explicit expression of
€3 (1) at both LO and NLO level can be found easily in
Ref. [15].

The new physics part of the Wilson coefficient C;, and
Cs, at the matching scale My, are currently known at LO
level and have been given in Egs. (7) and (8). At the low
energy scale u = O(m,,), the leading order Wilson coef-

ficients C3¥(u) and Clgg’ (u) can be written as

Y
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X (w) = n'PCF (My)

8
+ §(,'714/23 _ 7'}16/23)CI§15(Mw), (A3)

Cy (w) = /B CFF (My), (Ad)

where 1 = a,(My)/a,(n), and the Wilson coefficient
ng’ (M) has been given in Eq. (8).
The function V(w) in Eq. (A1) is defined as [22]

a,(p) [« 1, m?
V(p) = 4:{; C?(M)[ri + 57’?7 lnpfé}

16
—gcwm} (AS)
where the functions r; (i = 1, ..., 8) are the virtual correc-

tion functions (see Appendix D of Ref. [22]), y% are the
elements of the anomalous dimension matrix which govern
the evolution of the Wilson coefficients from the matching
scale My to lower scale u. The values of y%, can be found
in Ref. [22].

In Eq. (A1), the term A = A(u) is the correction coming
from the bremsstrahlung process b — syg [23]

8
) S RelCWICAWT S

i,j=Li=j

Alp) = (A6)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 74, 034016 (2006)

The coefficients f;; have been defined and computed in
Refs. [23,24]. We here use the explicit expressions of those
relevant f;; as given in Appendix E of Ref. [22].

Finally, the term A in Eq. (A1) denotes the nonpertur-
bative corrections [25,26],

61'}\’IP 0 2 BIC\JP 0 *
= IC G + 5 Reflchu]
1
[t - gt || (A7)
with
A 9 A
NP =" 2 NP = 22 A
Y 2 2/\2’ c 9 ’ ( 8)
where Ay = (m3. — m3)/4=0.12GeV> and A, =
0.5 GeV2.

In the expressions of V(u), A(w) and A, the superscript
“0” means that the corresponding Wilson coefficients at
LO level will be used. The numerical results show that the
new physics contributions to “‘small quantities” A(u) and
A are very small in magnitude and can be neglected safely.
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