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The weak decays of A, — AI*[~ (I = e, p) are investigated in the minimal supersymmetric standard
model (MSSM) and also in supersymmetric (SUSY) SO(10) grand unified models. In the MSSM special
attention is paid to the neutral Higgs bosons (NHBs) as they make quite a large contribution in exclusive
B — X, 11~ decays at large tanf regions of parameter space of SUSY models, since part of SUSY
contributions is proportional to tan® 8. The analysis of decay rate, forward-backward asymmetries, lepton
polarization asymmetries, and the polarization asymmetries of the A baryonin A, — Al*[~ show that the
values of these physical observables are greatly modified by the effects of NHBs. In the SUSY SO(10)
grand unified theory model, the new physics contribution comes from the operators which are induced by
the NHBs’ penguins and also from the operators having chirality opposite to that of the corresponding
standard model (SM) operators. SUSY SO(10) effects show up only in the decay A, — A + 77~ where
the longitudinal and transverse lepton polarization asymmetries deviate significantly from the SM value
while the effects in the decay rate, forward-backward asymmetries, and polarization asymmetries of final
state A baryon are very mild. The transverse lepton polarization asymmetry in A, — A + 7777 is almost
zero in the SM and in the MSSM model. However, it can reach to —0.1 in the SUSY SO(10) grand unified
theory model and could be seen at the future colliders; hence this asymmetry observable will provide us

useful information to probe new physics and discriminate between different models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

From the last decade, rare decays induced by flavor-
changing neutral currents (FCNCs) b — sI*[~ have be-
come the main focus of the studies due to the CLEO
measurement of the radiative decay b — sy [1]. In the
standard model (SM) these decays are forbidden at tree
level and can only be induced by the Glashow-Iliopoulos-
Maiani mechanism [2] via loop diagrams. Hence, such
decays will provide helpful information about the parame-
ters of the Cabbibo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix
[3,4] elements as well as various hadronic form factors.
In the literature there have been intensive studies on the
exclusive decays B — P(V, A)I*1~ [5-11] both in the SM
and beyond, where the notions P, V, and A denote the
pseudoscalar, vector, and axial vector mesons, respec-
tively.

It is generally believed that supersymmetry (SUSY) is
not only one of the strongest competitors of the SM but is
also the most promising candidate of new physics. The
reason is that it offers a unique scheme to embed the SM in
a more fundamental theory where many theoretical prob-
lems such as gauge hierarchy, origin of mass, and Yukawa
couplings can be resolved. One direct way to search for
SUSY is to discover SUSY particles at high-energy col-
liders, but unfortunately, so far no SUSY particles have
been found. Another way is to search for its effects through
indirect methods. The measurement of invariant mass
spectrum, forward-backward asymmetry, and polarization
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asymmetries are the suitable tools to probe new physics
effects. For most of the SUSY models, the SUSY contri-
butions to an observable appear at loop level due to the
R-parity conservation. Therefore, it has been realized for a
long time that rare processes can be used as a good probe
for the searches of SUSY, since in these processes the
contributions of SUSY and SM arise at the same order in
perturbation theory [12].

Motivated from the fact that in the two Higgs doublet
model and in other SUSY models, neutral Higgs bosons
(NHBs) could contribute largely to the inclusive processes
B — X, I, as part of supersymmetric contributions is
proportional to the tan® 8 [13]. Subsequently, the physical
observables, like branching ratio and forward-backward
asymmetry, in the large tanf region of parameter space
in SUSY models can be quite different from that in the SM.
In addition, similar effects in exclusive B — K(K*)[TI~
decay modes are also investigated [12], where the analysis
of decay rates, forward-backward asymmetries, and polar-
ization asymmetries of the final state lepton indicate the
significant role of NHBs. It is believed that physics beyond
the SM is essential to explain the problem of neutrino
oscillation. To this purpose, a number of SUSY SO(10)
models have been proposed in the literature [14—17]. One
such model is the SUSY SO(10) grand unified models
(GUT), in which there is a complex flavor nondiagonal
down-type squark mass matrix element of 2nd and 3rd
generations of order one at the GUT scale [16]. This can
induce large flavor off-diagonal coupling such as the cou-
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pling of the gluino to the quark and squark which belong to
different generations. These couplings are in general com-
plex and may contribute to the process of flavor-changing
neutral currents (FCNCs). The above analysis of physical
observables in B — K(K*)I"1~ decay is extended in the
SUSY SO(10) GUT model in Ref. [18]. It is believed that
the effects of the counterparts of usual chromomagnetic
and electromagnetic dipole moment operators as well as
semileptonic operators with opposite chirality are sup-
pressed by m,/m,, in the SM, but in SUSY SO(10) GUTs
their effect can be significant, since §9%% can be as large as
0.5 [16,18]. Apart from this, 89%R can induce new opera-
tors as the counterparts of usual scalar operators in SUSY
models due to NHB penguins with gluino-down-type
squark propagator in the loop. It has been shown [18]
that the forward-backward asymmetries as well as the
longitudinal and transverse decay widths of B —
K(K*)I*1~ decay are sensitive to these NHBs’ effect in
the SUSY SO(10) GUT model which can be detected in the
future B factories. Apart from these decays, there are some
studies in the literature on the rare B decays in some of
these SUSY models [19-21].

Compared to the B meson decays, the investigations of
FCNC b — s transition for bottom baryon decays A, —
AI"I~ are much behind because more degrees of freedom
are involved in the bound state of the baryon system at the
quark level. From the experimental point of view, the only
drawback of bottom baryon decays is that the production
rate of the A, baryon in b quark hadronization is about 4
times less than that of the B meson. Theoretically, the
major interest in baryonic decays can be attributed to the
fact that they can offer a unique ground to extract the
helicity structure of the effective Hamiltonian for b — s
transition in the SM and beyond, which is lost in the
hadronization of the mesonic case. The key issue in the
study of exclusive baryonic decays is to properly evaluate
the hadronic matrix elements for A, — A, namely, the
transition form factors which are obviously governed by
nonperturbative QCD dynamics. Currently, there have
been some studies in the literature on A, — A transition
form factors in different models including pole model
(PM) [22], covariant oscillator quark model (COQM)
[23], MIT bag model (BM)[24], and the nonrelativistic
quark model [25], QCD sum rule approach (QCDSR)
[26], perturbative QCD (pQCD) approach [27], and also
in the light-cone sum rules approach (LCSR) [28]. Using
these form factors, the physical observables like decay
rates, forward-backward asymmetries, and polarization
asymmetries of the A baryon as well as of the final state
leptons in A, — Al*1~ were studied in great detail in the
literature [29-37]. It is pointed out that these observables
are very sensitive to the new physics, for instance, the
polarization asymmetries of the A baryon in A, —
AI"I™ decays heavily depend on the right-handed current,
which is much suppressed in the SM [32].
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In this paper, we will investigate the exclusive decay
A, — AI*I” (I = u, 7) both in the minimal supersym-
metric standard model (MSSM) as well as in the SUSY SO
(10) GUT model [16]. We evaluate the branching ratios,
forward-backward asymmetries, lepton polarization asym-
metries and polarization asymmetries of the A baryon with
special emphasis on the effects of NHBs in the MSSM. It is
pointed out that different sources of the vector current
could manifest themselves in different regions of phase
space. For a low value of momentum transfer, the photonic
penguin dominates, while the Z penguin and W box be-
come important towards a high value of momentum trans-
fer [12]. In order to search the region of momentum
transfer with large contributions from NHBs, the above
decay in a certain large tan region of parameter space has
been analyzed in SuperGravity (SUGRA) and M-theory
inspired models [38]. We extend this analysis to the SUSY
SO(10) GUT model [12], where there are some primed
counterparts of the usual SM operators. For instance, the
counterparts of usual operators in B — X,y decay are
suppressed by m,/m,; and consequently negligible in the
SM because they have opposite chiralities. These operators
are also suppressed in minimal flavor violating (MFV)
models [39,40], however, in the SUSY SO(10) GUT model
their effects can be significant. The reason is that the flavor
nondiagonal squark mass matrix elements are the free
parameters and some of them have significant effects in
rare decays of B mesons [41]. In our numerical analysis for
A, — AITI™ decays, we shall use the results of the form
factors calculated by the LCSR approach in Ref. [28], and
the values of the relevant Wilson coefficient for MSSM and
SUSY SO(10) GUT models are borrowed from
Refs. [12,18]. The effects of SUSY contributions to the
decay rate and zero position of forward-backward asym-
metry are also explored in this work. Our results show that
not only the decay rates are sensitive to the NHBs’ con-
tribution but the zero-point of the forward-backward asym-
metry also shifts remarkably. It is known that the hadronic
uncertainties associated with the form factors and other
input parameters have negligible effects on the lepton
polarization asymmetries and polarization asymmetries
of the A baryon in A, — AI*[~ decays. We have also
studied these asymmetries in the SUSY models mentioned
above and found that the effects of NHBs are quite signifi-
cant in some regions of parameter space of SUSY.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present
the effective Hamiltonian for the dilepton decay A, —
AI*17. Section III contains the definitions and numbers
of the form factors for the said decay using the LCSR
approach. In Sec. IV we present the basic formulas of
physical observables like decays rate, forward-backward
asymmetries (FBAs), and polarization asymmetries of the
lepton and that of the A baryonin A, — Al"[~. Section V
is devoted to the numerical analysis of these observables,
and the brief summary and concluding remarks are given in
Sec. VL.
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II. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

After integrating out the heavy degrees of freedom in the
full theory, the general effective Hamiltonian for b —
sIT1” in the SUSY SO(10) GUT model can be written as
[18]

4Gy

10
Ha = = V,bv;;[zc (W0 + 3 (Cw0i(w)
i=3

+ Ci(w)0j(w)) + Z(CQ,.(M)Q,-(M)
i=1

+ Coweiu) | (1)

where O;(u) (i = 1,..., 10) are the four-quark operators
and C;(u) are the corresponding Wilson coefficients at the
|
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energy scale w [42]. Using renormalization group equa-
tions to resum the QCD corrections, Wilson coefficients
are evaluated at the energy scale u = m,,. The theoretical
uncertainties associated with the renormalization scale can
be substantially reduced when the next-to-leading-
logarithm corrections are included [43]. The new operators
Qi(u) (i =1,...,8) come from the NHBs’ exchange dia-
grams, whose manifest forms and corresponding Wilson
coefficients can be found in [44,45]. The primed operators
are the counterparts of the unprimed operators, which can
be obtained by flipping the chiralities in the corresponding
unprimed operators. It needs to be pointed out that these
primed operators will appear only in the SUSY SO(10)
GUT model and are absent in the SM and MSSM [12].

The explicit expressions of the operators responsible for
A, — AI"[™ transition are given by

e’ _ e’
07 =5 3my5T PRO)FY,  Oh=—Csm) (50, PLO)F™ 09—16 2 (57, PLOIYMD),
) ez - e’ 7
0y = 167 —— (5, Prb)(Iy*1) 01ozw(S7#PLb)(l)’“751), 0/10216772(‘?7’#})13[7)([7#751) @

62 _ 2
— ¢ P
Ql 1677'2 (S Rb)(ll)r

with P r=(1%v5)/2. In terms of the above
Hamiltonian, the free quark decay amplitude for b —
sIT 1™ can be derived as [13]:

GFa
N

+ Cio(5y PLb) Iy ysl) — 2m, CSt

Mb—sltl)=— v,,,v;{ce“(sy#PLb)(ly“l)

X <sza’ q—PR )(l_y“l) + Cp,(3Pgb)
X (1) + Cp,(5PRb)(lysl)
+ (Ci(my,) <= C;(mb))} 3)

where s = ¢g?>and g = p A, — P is the momentum trans-
fer. Because of the absence of the Z boson in the effective
theory, the operator O, can not be induced by the insertion
of four-quark operators. Therefore, the Wilson coefficient
C|o does not renormalize under QCD corrections and
hence it is independent on the energy scale. Moreover,
the above quark level decay amplitude can receive addi-
tional contributions from the matrix element of four-quark
operators, Z?:1<l+l*s|0i|b>, which are usually absorbed
into the effective Wilson coefficient CS(u). To be more
specific, we can decompose C§'(u) into the following
three parts [46—52]

CM(n) = Co(p) + Ysp(z, s') + Yip(z 5),

where the parameters z and s’ are defined as z = m,./m,,

2 2

0| =ﬁ(mb)(m 0, =ﬁ(sPRb)(z‘ysz), 0 =ﬁ(§hb)(1‘ysl>

s' = g*/m?. Ysp(z, s) describes the short-distance contri-
butions from four-quark operators far away from the cc
resonance regions, which can be calculated reliably in the
perturbative theory. The long-distance contributions
Y1 p(z, s) from four-quark operators near the ¢ resonance
cannot be calculated from first principles of QCD and are
usually parametrized in the form of a phenomenological
Breit-Wigner formula making use of the vacuum saturation
approximation and quark-hadron duality. The manifest
expressions for Ygp(z, s') and Y;p(z, ') can be written as
[28-32]

Ysp(z, 8") = h(z, s')3C () + Co(p) + 3C5(u) + Cyp)

+3C3() + Col)) = h(1,)ECs (1)

+4C, (1) + 3C5(w) + Cylpe)) = 5HO, o)

X (Cxlp) + 3C, ) + 5 BC(w) + Cul)

+3Cs(u) + Co(p)), “)

Vinle ) = =~ GCy(w) + Cal) +3C5() + Culw)

+ 3Cs(u) + Co(p)) Z wj(q2)kj
i=v.y
q2 — sz + iMjF}O"

)

114032-3



M. JAMIL ASLAM, YU-MING WANG, AND CAI-DIAN LU

with
8 8 4
h(z, s’ ——§ nz+ﬁ~l—9x——(2~l-x)|1—)cll/2
Imﬂl—m for x = 472/s' < 1
2arctan7== for x =422/s' > 1
8 mb 4 4
PO A L S MV 6
0, s’ 7 9™, % ns’ 5im (6)

The nonfactorizable effects [53-56] from the charm
loop can bring about further corrections to the radiative
b — sy transition, which can be absorbed into the effective
Wilson coefficient CSI. Specifically, the Wilson coefficient
CS is given by [32]

C5(p) = Co(p) + Cpay (1),
with
Chsy(m) = ias[gn”/B(Gl(x,) —0.1687)
- 0.03Cz(u)], (7)
_x(x* =5x—2) | 3x%n’x
G ==y tiao ®

where 1 = ay(my)/a(n), x, = mi/m}, Cy_, is the
absorptive part for the b — scc — sy rescattering and
we have dropped out the tiny contributions proportional
to the CKM sector V,,Vi. In addition, C£M(u) and
CK(u) can be obtained by replacing the unprimed
Wilson coefficients with the corresponding prime ones in
the above formula.

III. MATRIX ELEMENTS AND FORM FACTORS IN
LIGHT-CONE SUM RULES

With the free quark decay amplitude available, we can
proceed to calculate the decay amplitudes for A, — Ay
and A, — AlT]™ at hadron level, which can be obtained
by sandwiching the free quark amplitudes between the
initial and final baryon states. Consequently, the following
four hadronic matrix elements,

(A(P)|5y,,bIAL(P + q)),
(A(P)|5y,ysbIA,(P + q)),
(A(P)[50,,bIAL(P + q)),
(A(P)|50,,7sbIA,(P + q)),

need to be computed. Generally, the above matrix elements

can be parametrized in terms of the form factors as [32-
36]:

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114032 (2008)
(A(P)I5yublAY(P + q)) = MP)(81Y + 8200 ,4"

(A(P)5y,ysbIAL(P + @)) = AP)(G v, + Giio,,q"
+ G3q,u,)’)/5Ab(P + C])’

(1)
<A(P)|§0-p.yb|Ah(P + 61)> = ]_\(P)[hla-y,ll - ihZ(Y/LqV
- YVQ,U.) - ih3(7;LPV
- YVP;L) - lh4(P,uQV

P,g)IN(P +q), (12

<A(P)|§0#V75b|Ab(P + CI)> = A(P)[Hla-p,u - in(‘ylquV

- YVq;L) - iH3(7ﬂPV
- YVP,LL) - iH4(P,l,¢qy
Puqu)]ysAy(P + q),
(13)

where all the form factors g;, G;, h; and H; are functions of
the square of momentum transfer g>. Contracting Eqgs. (12)
and (13) with the four momentum g* on both sides and
making use of the equations of motion

g (v, ) = (my — my) b s (14)

g*(P1yuysa) = —(my + m)dysp,  (15)
we have
(A(P)|5io,,q"bIAL(P + q))
= APf1y + f2i0,,9" + [10,)M(P + q). (16)

(A(P)I5io ., vsq"bIAL(P + q))
= /_\(P)(FW;L + Fi0,,q" + F3q,)vsA,(P + q),

(17)
with
2hy — hy + h +

g = e T ) g

2hy + h — + hyg?
£y = 1 3(my : mA,,) 49 ’ (19)

may —m
fr=—"2520 1, (20)
q

F, = 2H, — H3 + Hy(my, — my) e 21

2 5
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2H| + Hy(mp + my,) + H,q*
2= ,
2

(22)

+
y= T Mg (23)
q
Because of the conservation of vector current, the form
factors f; and g3 do not contribute to the decay amplitude
of A, — Al*I~. To incorporate the NHBs’ effect one
needs to calculate the matrix elements involving the scalar
§b and the pseudoscalar 5ysb currents, which can be
parametrized as

APIHIAP + ) = e RPN in, — )

+ g3¢* 1A, (P + g), (24)

AP)SysbIAP + g)) = R(PIG my, +m)

b K
= G3q*lysA(P + q).  (25)

The various form factors f; and g; appearing in the
above equations are not independent in the heavy quark
limit and one can express them in terms of two independent
form factors &; and &, in HQET defined by [28]

(A(P)IBTsIA,(P + @)y = AP)[€1(¢7) + Péx(g7)]
X TAL(P + q), (26)

with I" being an arbitrary Lorentz structure and v, being
the four-velocity of the A, baryon. Comparing Egs. (10),
(11), (16), and (17) and Eq. (26), one can arrive at [32-36]

e
fi=F=—¢&, (27)
mAh
m
fr=F,=g =G =§&+—2¢, (28)
mAh
my — m
=Rty (29)
mAb
+
Fi :Mérz, (30)
mAb
£
8 =Gy, =g3 =Gy = >2. 31
mAb

It is known that Eq. (26) is successful at the zero recoil
region (with large ¢?) in the heavy quark limit. As for the
large recoil region, one might think that these relations
would be broken since light degrees of freedom could
receive large excitations. However, as pointed out in
Ref. [57], the effective theory of soft-collinear interactions
and HQET are independent on both the energy of the light
hadron (E) and heavy quark mass (m,,) in the limit of £ —
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TABLE I. Numerical results for the form factors f,(0), g,(0),
and parameters a; and a, involved in the double-pole fit of Eq.
(32) for both twist-3 and twist-6 sum rules with M%, e
[3.0,6.0] GeV?, 5o =39 + 1 GeV>.

Parameter Twist-3 Up to twist-6
£>(0) 0.1470.02 0157092
a 2.91£§:(}(73) 2.94£§:(11)§
a, 2.261 503 23156500
2,(0)(1072 GeV ™) —0.47£§;§§ 1.3t8;§12
. +0.
a, 3.40:883 2'9118'(1)2
a2 2.98 90 2247013

oo, which indicates that Eq. (26) is still well defined owing
to the tiny effects from 1/m,, 1/E, and «, corrections [57]
under the assumption of the Feynman mechanism.

Because of our poor understanding of nonperturbative
QCD dynamics, one has to rely on some approaches to
calculate the form factors answering for A, — A transi-
tion. It is suggested that the soft nonperturbative contribu-
tion to the transition form factor can be calculated
quantitatively in the framework of the LCSR approach
[58-62], which is a fully relativistic approach and well
rooted in quantum field theory, in a systematic and almost
model-independent way. As a marriage of standard
QCDSR technique [63-65] and theory of hard exclusive
process [66—73], LCSR cures the problem of QCDSR
applying to the large momentum transfer by performing
the operator product expansion (OPE) in terms of twist of
the relevant operators rather than their dimension [74].
Therefore, the principal discrepancy between QCDSR
and LCSR consists in that nonperturbative vacuum con-
densates representing the long-distance quark and gluon
interactions in the short-distance expansion are substituted
by the light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs) de-
scribing the distribution of longitudinal momentum carried
by the valence quarks of the hadronic bound system in the
expansion of transverse-distance between partons in the
infinite momentum frame.

Considering the distribution amplitude up to twist-6, the
form factors for A, — Al"[~ have been calculated in [28]
to the accuracy of leading conformal spin, where the pole
model was also employed to extend the results to the whole
kinematical region. Specifically, the dependence of form
factors on transfer momentum are parametrized as

£:(0)

—adIm, + agt

éilg?) = 1 (32)

where &; denotes the form factors f, and g,. The numbers
of parameters &;(0), a;, a, have been collected in Table I.

IV. FORMULA FOR OBSERVABLES

In this section, we proceed to perform the calculations of
some interesting observables in phenomenology including
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decay rates, forward-backward asymmetry, and polariza-
tion asymmetries of the final state lepton and of the A
baryon. From Eq. (3), it is straightforward to obtain the
decay amplitude for A, — AI*1™ as

Mp,—rr- = V,bV?}[T' (Iy*1) + TZ(Iy*ysl)

2\/_
+ T3(11)], (33)

where the auxiliary functions T}, T%, and T° are given by

T), = A(P)I:{Y,L(& G1ys) +i0,,q" (82 — Gays) + (83 — G3¥5)q, }C + {y (g1 + G1ys) + i0,,q" (82 + Gays)
2m .
+ (g3 + G3¥5)q,}C5" — Tb{m(fl + Frys) + i0,,q"(f2 + Fays) + (f3 + F3y5)q,0C5"

2m .
b{yu(fl Fiys) +i0,,q"(f> — Foys) + (f5 — F375)6I,L}C/7€ffi|Ab(P + q), (34)

T2 = A(P)I:{Vu(gl —Gyys) +i0,,q"(g2 — Gays) + (g3 — G3¥5)q,1Ci0 +{yu(g1 + Giys) + i0,,q" (g2 + Gyys)

q
+ (g3 + G3¥5)q,Cho — s—"—{lg1(mp, — mp) + g3¢*1 + [G1(my, + mp) — G3¢*1ys}Co,
2mlmh
q
- 2ml:n {lg1(ma, —mp) + g3¢°]1 = [Gi(mp, + mp) — G3¢*]ys}Cl JA,(P + ), (35)
1y
M.
and with

1 - G +m
T3 =_—"A (P)[{[gl(mAb - mA) + g3q2] [ l(mAb A) - B, + B,y
ny, 7/& = A(P)[Yﬂ(Al +Ayys) +io,q" (B 27s)

+ q.(Dy + Dyys)JAL(P + g),
T2 = A(P)y (A3 + Ayys) + io,,q"(B; + Byys) (38)

— G3q*lysyCo, +{lg1(my, — mp) + g34°]
=[G\ (my, + mp) = G3¢*]ys}Cy AL (P + g). (36)

For convenience, we can also rewrite the decay amplitude

in the following form: +q, (D3 + Dyys)IA(P + g),
-
My npr = ZG\/p_a VaVELTLGyD + T2y ys) T3 = A(P)(E, + Eyy5)A(P + q).
+ T3] 37 The functions A;, B;, D;, and E; are defined as
J

A, = g (CSF + ity — f (CST+ CMT), Ay =Gy (— G + Oty — f (CSft — Crefty,

— g,(CST + CletT) — fz(Ceff + Cle), — Gy (—CgfT + €l — Fz(Cetf Crefty,

— g3 (CST + L) — f (CST+ CT), Dy = Gy(— G + Ot — F%(Ceff Cifty, .
Ay =g(Cp+ ), A4 =G(=Cjp+ ), B3=g,(Cyo+ Cip), B4 =G,(—Cjo+ Clp),
Dy=g5(Cro+Cly) _gilmp, —mp) + g3 (Co,+Ch) Dy=Gi(—Cro+Clo)— G (my, —my)+ Gqu(CQ2 —cy),

2mlmb 2mlmb

E1:

my —my)+ g:g> Gi(my, —my) — G3q>
gi(my, —my) + g3q (Co+Ch), Eam 1(my, —my) — Gsq (Co—Cly).
my, 0 my 0,

It needs to be pointed out that the terms proportional to g,, in T}L, namely D; and D,, do not contribute to the decay
amplitude with the help of the equation of motion for lepton fields. Besides, one can also find that the above results can
indeed reproduce those obtained in the SM with C, = 0 and 7° = 0.
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A. The differential decay rates of A, — Al"]~
The differential decay width of A, — AI*[™ in the rest
frame of the A, baryon can be written as [75],
dU(Ay — AIF17) 1 1
ds (277)3 327)’13\

X / | My, —prei- 1du,  (40)

where u = (py + p;-)? and s = (p; + pr-)% pas pres
and p;- are tlle four-momenta vectors of A, [T, and [,
respectively. M, 5+~ denotes the decay amplitude after
performing the integration over the angle between the [~

and A baryon. The upper and lower limits of u are given by
|

ar 2G2|V;,V*S|2 _Amp f—mA m;
ds 12§ml77t o A(mA’mA’ { ) fz( Ay

m
+mp,my(1+ Zm%/s)((mzAb —m3 — 0(f3 + g35) — 4f2825mp, )(CNCET + CHTCET) + $5

—s)f2|CQ2|2

1
+ 6(1 +2m7/s)(A(f3 + 2g35) + 3s(myy +m3 —

1+ 2m 9N+ 30— 2m3[5)md -+~ )3

T 6/2825mp(1 — 4m2/s)(m3, —m3 + )| Cpol? }

where

A= )l(m%b, m%, s)

_ 4 4 2_ 9,2 2 2 2
—mAh+mA+s ZmAhmA 2my s 2smAh.

(44)

In Eq. (43) we have given the result in the MSSM with
NHBs and ignored the contribution from the primed op-
erators which appear in the SUSY SO(10) GUT model as
the results are very tiny.

B.FBAsof A, — Al"l™

Now we are in a position to explore the FBAs of A, —
A1, which is an essential observable sensitive to the
new physics effects. To calculate the forward-backward
asymmetry, we consider the following double differential
decay rate formula for the process A, — AlTI~

d*T(s,cos0) _ 1 1
dsd cosf @2m)® 64m;

1/2(’”%\;7’ m3, )

4

m?
X4/1 — |MA,,—»A1+1 2 (45)
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s = (B} + E)? = (JER2 — md — {JE = m2R,

\/E*2 - m3 + \/E“2 —m?)?

m1n (E'k + E*)z

(41)
where E{ and Ej are the energies of A and /™ in the rest
frame of lepton pair

2 2
my —my — S Js
E\=——F, Ej =—. 42
A 2\/; [ 2 ( )

Putting everything together, we can achieve the decay rates
and invariant mass distributions of A, — A/T/~ with and
without long-distance contributions as

—mp)(s = (my +my,)*)(Co, Ciy + Cp, Cio)

2
A
L((my +my,)?
b

2
—mb(l + 2m12/s)(/\(2f2 + gzs) + 3s(mA + mA — s)(f2 + gzs) + 6f2g2smA(mA — mA + s))|Ceff|2
D2+ &25) + 6fagasma(md, — s + G

—g5s(1 —4m?/s)(A — 3((m§\h — mfx)2 + (m%\[ + mf\)s))

(43)

|
where 6 is the angle between the momentum of the A,
baryon and [~ in the dilepton rest frame. Following
Refs. [32,52], the differential and normalized FBAs for
the semileptonic decay A, — Al* [~ are defined as

dArs(q®) _ [ d co M
ds dsd cosf

/‘ deo d F(s COSHG) 46)

and
d*T'(s,cos6) [0 d*T'(s,cosf)
Aps(q?) = Jodcoso sdooss — JL1dcosO L0
T (s,cos0 T(s,cos6)
Jhdcosd L5t 4 [0, dcosh e
“47)

Following the same procedure as we did for the differential
decay rate, one can easily get the expression for the
forward-backward asymmetry.

C. Lepton polarization asymmetries of A, — AlTl~

In the rest frame of the lepton /™, the unit vectors along
the longitudinal, normal, and transversal component of the
[~ can be defined as [76]:
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—(0,8,) = (o, L)
[p-|

_(0,2y) (0 P X P- ) (48)
’ paxpl)
= (0, ET) = (0, EN X gL),

where p_ and p, are the three-momenta of the lepton I~
and A baryon, respectively, in the center mass (CM) frame
of the I* [~ system. Lorentz transformation is used to boost
the longitudinal component of the lepton polarization to
the CM frame of the lepton pair as

. Gl Ep
(sL’%M:(”—, P ) (49)
m; m1|P—|

where E; and m; are the energy and mass of the lepton in
the CM frame. The normal and transverse components
remain unchanged under the Lorentz boost.

The longitudinal (P;), normal (Py) and transverse (P7)
polarizations of lepton can be defined as:

P = (17%)

+ CZI CIO) -

@GRV VEP A , m3, s)

768m%mib T

—2m3 my(f3 + g35) —
— g35) — 4f282mp5)(C}CS" + C3*MCy)}.
Similarly, the normal lepton polarization is
dT\ @’GElV, Vi PAGmy  m3, s) [ 4
Py(s) = (1/—> Lo A il
ds 1024m,my 7*\/s s |

- 2smAbmb(g2(mA + mA,,)
= 2fymmy(fa(my — m3) + gamps)(C§Cly +

16m,mi

— dmymzmy, f3(C3Co + CSTCYy) +

- fz)fz(CZ)zcgff + CECy,) + smy, (f2(my + my,)
C5Cp) + 8mmimy, (f3 — g35)(CST Oyt + et C™)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114032 (2008)

(=) -4 =-&)

P(+)
(s) = o =

(50)
=)+ EE =)

where i = L, N, T, and §+ is the spin direction along the
leptons /™. The differential decay rate for the polarized
lepton [* in A, — AI*1™ decay along any spin direction
E * is related to the unpolarized decay rate (40) with the
following relation:

£7) 1dl B
drc(lf ) — E(g)[l + (PFe7 + Phey +

We can achieve the expressions of longitudinal, normal,
and transverse polarizations for A, — AIT[~ decays as
collected below, where only the results in MSSM models
with NHB are given for the conciseness of this paper. Thus
the longitudinal lepton polarization can be written as

4m? ;
S (1= TGy, f3ma — ma, )5 — (n + ma,J)(Co,Cly

6m3 f3s(s — (my + my,)*)(Cph, Co, + Co,Cp,) + mp(3(m} + my — s*)(f3 + g35)

/\(m%b, m}, $)(f3 — g3N(CCyp +

CCly) — 12mimy, (m} — m?\,, + 5)(f3

(52)

(s = 4m7)(gas — folmp + my,)) famy,(Co, Cly + Cp Cio)

— 828)f2(Cp, G5 + G5 C,)

(f3(mp, — mp)* — g3sHICS? + dmymy,s((f, — gamy)?

— &m? h)lcgffIZ}, (53)
and the transverse one is given by
Pr(s) = (1/%) iazG%H;,lszj/zi/:fj\{ ) (1 - 4Tmlz)( —mj + S){% (82(mp + my,) = f2)f2(Cp, C3¢"

— Cp, C5") + ﬁfz(fz(mzx +my,) = g25)(Co, (C5* + Cfy) — Cp, — gomy)?

— g3} )(CSTCyy = C3Cg) + TR (3 — gBs) (O ey — cToc;ff>}. (54)

The appearlng in the above equation is the one given in Eq. (43) and A(m? A m3 4 §) is the same as defined in Eq. (44).

114032-8



EXCLUSIVE SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS OF ...
D. A polarization in A, — Al"1~

To study the A spin polarization, one needs to express
the A four spin vector in terms of a unit vector ¢ along the
A spin in its rest frame as [30]

S0

S0 = , §=é?+

——— D 55
mp EA+mApA ( )

where the unit vectors along the longitudinal, normal, and
transverse components of the A polarization are chosen to
be

_ Pa _ PAX(p-Xpn) P _ P-Xpa

1= 1= > > s T 1= < = I
[Pl [PAX (P X Pl |p- X pal

Similar to the lepton polarization, the polarization asym-

metries for the A baryon in A, — Al*1~ can be defined as
|

er

ey

_4my [mamy,m

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114032 (2008)

_EE=0-TE=-9

P(s) = 43 :
SR iy

(56)

where i = L, N, T, and E is the spin direction along the A
baryon. The differential decay rate for the polarized A
baryon in A, — Al*1~ decay along any spin direction &
is related to the unpolarized decay rate (40) through the
following relation:
£y 1/dl’ . . L =
dr(f) =_<—)[1 +(PL€L+PN6N+PT€T)'§] (57)
ds 2\ds

Following the same procedure as we did for the lepton
polarizations, we can derive the formulae for the longitu-

dinal, normal, and transverse polarizations of A baryon in
the MSSM as

d\ &>GZH|V, VEPA(m3 , m3, s)
o = (1)
ds 64mAm‘Ab77'5s3/2 s |

2mb

(my + mAb)SS/ng(CchTo + CiyCo,)

i . mi[m
+ mamp,m2mi + 5)(g3s — fI/s(CICET + CST Oyt + ?hl:_js\ (12m3((m% — mf\h)f% + g35%))

NG

4m?
— 3s(s — m%\ + mf\b)(f% — g%s) + (1 — TZ)(S + mﬁ\ - m%b)(fg + g%s))]|C§ff|2

12

N
+ 12 SUICHP = ICSTP)S3 + 3(, = m)ICiol = (5 =} + i3 IGSTP)

4 2
a5 + 00—k + k)= (1= ik, + )G + I ]|

dr> @ GEIVy VP Amy , m3, 5)

P =1
w(s) ( / ds 512mbm?\] 774\/5

2
(1 - 4%){Zmbmzmm(s = (mp + mp, )2)(falma, = mp) + g25)

X (Co,C3" + Cp, C5) + mymy, s(s — (mp + my,)*)(f2 + ga(mp, — mp))(Co, C5¢" + Cpy, C§)
—mps(my —m3 + s)mpf3 — g(mi —m3 + 5)fr + gmp)(CioCs™ + C1CY")

+dmymy, s(—=mpf3 + g(my —m3 +5)fr — gamp)(CioCr + ClpCsM},

dF) iazG%lvtht*SlZA(m?\b’ mg\’ 5)
ds 512mbm%\bﬂ.4\/'s'
+ s(galmy + ma,) = f2)(Co, G = Cp, G5}

Pyls) = (1/

where )L(mih, m?3, s) is the same as that defined in Eq. (44),
and the mass of the strange quark is neglected to make the
expressions more compact.

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we would like to present the numerical
analysis of decay rates, FBAs, and polarization asymme-
tries of the lepton and A baryon. The numerical values of
Wilson coefficients and other input parameters used in our
analysis are borrowed from Refs. [12,18,28] and collected
in Tables I, II, III, and IV. In the subsequent analysis, we

4m? " .
mz(l - Tl){th(fz(mA +my,) — g25)(Co, C5¢F — C*Q]CS“)

(58)

[

will focus on the parameter space of large tan3, where the
NHBs’ effects are significant owing to the fact that the
Wilson coefficients corresponding to NHBs are propor-
tional to (m,m;/my)tan’B (h = h°, A°). Here, one tanf
comes from the chargino-up-type squark loop and tan’j
comes from the exchange of the NHBs. At large value of
tanf the C(é) compete with Cﬁ-’) and can overwhelm CE/) in
some region as can be seen from Tables III and IV [13].
Apart from the large tanf limit, the other two conditions
responsible for the large contributions from NHBs are:
(i) the mass values of the lighter chargino and lighter
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TABLE II.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114032 (2008)

Values of input parameters used in our numerical analysis.

Gr = 1.166 X 107° GeV 2
[V | = 0.9991
m.(m.) = 1.27570013 GeV
my, = 5.62 GeV
fa, =3.9704 X 1072 GeV?

[Vl = 41617940 x 1073

m, = (4.68 = 0.03) GeV
my(1 GeV) = (142 = 28) MeV

my = 1.12 GeV

fa =6.0%54 X 1073 GeV?

stop should not be too large; (ii) the mass splitting of
charginos and stops should be large, which also indicate
large mixing between the stop sector and chargino sector
[12]. Once these conditions are satisfied, the process B —
X,y will not only impose constraints on C5, but it also puts
a very stringent constraint on the possible new physics. It is
well known that the SUSY contribution is sensitive to the
sign of the Higgs mass term p and SUSY contributes
destructively when the sign of this term becomes minus.
It is pointed out in literature [12] that there exist consid-
erable regions of SUSY parameter space in which NHBs
can largely contribute to the process b — sI*1~ due to
change of the sign of C; from positive to negative, while
the constraint on b — sy is respected. Also, when the
masses of SUSY particles are relatively large, say about
450 GeV, there exist significant regions in the parameter
space of SUSY models in which NHBs could contribute
largely. However, in these cases C; does not change its
sign, because contributions of charged Higgs and chargi-
nos cancel each other. Hopefully, we can distinguish be-

TABLE III.

tween these two regions
Ay — AT with (I = u, 7).
The numerical results for the decay rates, FBAs, and
polarization asymmetries of the lepton and A baryon are
presented in Figs. 1-8. Figure 1 describes the differential
decay rate of A, — AI*]~, from which one can see that
the supersymmetric effects are quite significant for the
SUSY Iand SUSY II model in the high momentum transfer
regions for the muon case, whereas these effects are ex-
tremely small for SUSY III and SUSY SO(10) GUT mod-
els in this case. The reason for the increase of differential
decay width in the SUSY I model is the relative change in
the sign of Cf; while the large change in the SUSY II
model is due to the contribution of the NHBs. As for the
SUSY III and SUSY SO (10) models, the value of the
Wilson coefficients corresponding to NHBs is small and
hence one expects small deviations from SM. For the tauon
case, the values of Wilson coefficients corresponding to
NHBs in SUSY III are larger than those for the muon case
and therefore their effects are quite significant as shown in

of SUSY by observing

Wilson Coefficients in the SM and different SUSY models but without neutral Higgs boson contributions. The primed

Wilson coefficients correspond to the operators, which are opposite in helicities from those of the SM operators and these come only in

the SUSY SO(10) GUT model.

Wilson coefficients Ceff Cleff Co Cj Co Cho

SM —0.313 0 4.334 0 —4.669 0
SUSYI +0.3756 0 47674 0 —3.7354 0
SUSYII +0.3756 0 47674 0 —3.7354 0
SUSYIII —0.3756 0 47674 0 —3.7354 0

SUSY SO(10) (Ag = —1000) —0.219 +0; 0.039 —0.038; 4.275+0i 0.011 +0.0721i —4.732—-0i —0.075 — 0.670i

TABLE IV. Wilson coefficient corresponding to NHBs’ contributions. SUSYI corresponds to the regions where SUSY can
destructively contribute and can change the sign of C;, but contribution of NHBs are neglected; SUSYII refers to the region where
tanf3 is large and the masses of the superpartners are relatively small. SUSY III corresponds to the regions where tang is large and the
masses of the superpartners are relatively large. The primed Wilson coefficients are the contribution of NHBs in the SUSY SO(10)
GUT model. As the neutral Higgs bosons are proportional to the lepton mass, the values shown in the table are for the x and 7 case.
The values in the bracket are for the 7.

Wilson coefficients Co, C’Q1 Co, C’Q2
SM 0 0 0 0
SUSYI 0 0 0 0
SuSYIll 6.5 (16.5) 0 —6.5(—16.5) 0
SUSYIII 1.2 (4.5) 0 —1.2(—4.5) 0

SUSY SO(10) (A, = —1000) 0.106 + 0i

(1.775 + 0.002i)

—0.247 + 0.242i
(—4.148 + 4.074i0)

—0.107 + 0i
(— 1.797 — 0.002i)

—0.250 + 0.246i
(—4.202 + 4.128i)
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The differential width for the A, — AI*[~ (I = u, 7) decays as functions of ¢g> without long-distance contributions (a, c)

and with long-distance contributions (b, d). The solid, dashed, dashed-dot, dashed-double dot, and dashed-triple dot line represent the

SM, SUSY I, SUSY II, SUSY III, and SUSY SO(10) GUT model.

Figs. 1(c) and 1(d). The numerical values of the branching
fractions for A, — Al*l~ (I = w, 7) with and without
long-distance contribution in the SM and different SUSY
models are given in Table V.

In Fig. 2, the FBAs for A, — Al*[~ are presented.
Figures 2(a) and 2(b) describe the FBAs for A, —
Aut ™ with and without long-distance contributions,
from which one can easily distinguish different SUSY
models. It is known that in the SM the zero position of
FBA:s is due to the opposite sign of C$" and C&T. In SUSY I
and SUSY II models, the sign of C§ and C§" are the same
and hence the zero point of the FBAs disappears. Whereas,

in the SUSY III model, due to the opposite sign of C$" and
CS', forward-backward asymmetry passes from the zero
but this zero position shifts to the right from that of the SM
value due to the contribution from the NHBs. Similar
behavior is expected in the SUSY SO(10) GUT model
but in this case the shifting is very mild as the contribution
from the NHBs is very small. For A, — A7" 7~ the FBAs
with and without long-distance contributions are repre-
sented in Figs. 2(c) and 2(d). Again, one can easily dis-
tinguish between the contributions from different SUSY
models. Here, the most interesting point is that the FBAs
pass through the zero point in the SUSY SO(10) GUT

TABLE V. Branching ratio for A, — Al"1~ (I = u, 7) in units of 10~ in the SM and different

SUSY models.

Branching Ay—=Autu~ Ay—=Autu™ Ay—> AT Ay — Artr™
ratio without LD with LD without LD with LD
SM 5.9 39 2.1 4
SUSYI 79 47 35 5.7
SUSYII 25 65 31 33
SUSYIII 5.6 45 32 5.6
SUSY SO(10) (A; = —1000) 5.92 23 2 2.6
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FIG. 2. Forward-backward asymmetry for the A, — AlTI~ (I = u, 7) decays as functions of ¢ without long-distance contributions
(a, c) and with long-distance contributions (b, d). The line conventions are same as given in the legend of Fig. 1.

model. This is due to the same sign of the Cj, and Cj,
which suppress the large contribution coming from the C&if
and CST in this model. Though SUSY effects are more
distinguishable in FBAs in this case, however, it is
too difficult to measure it experimentally due to its small
value.

Figures 3-5 describe the lepton polarization asymme-
tries for A, — AI*[~. Before, we try to explain the be-
havior of different polarization asymmetries with the help
the formulas (52)—(54) given above. Equation (52) shows
the dependence of the longitudinal lepton polarization on
different Wilson coefficients, from which one can expect
that the value of lepton polarization asymmetries in the
SUSY I model should be greatly modified from that of the
SM due to the change of sign for the term proportional to
C3*1C . Because of this change in sign, the large positive
contribution comes and the magnitude of the longitudinal
polarization asymmetry decreases from that of the SM
value. However, this value is expected to increase in the
SUSY II model because of the NHBs’ contribution, which
lies in the first and second term of Eq. (52). In the SUSY III
model, this asymmetry lies close to that of the SM value
due to the same sign of Ci¢C), and small contribution

from the NHBs. As we have considered all the primed
Wilson coefficients to be zero therefore the effect of SUSY
SO(10) on longitudinal lepton polarization asymmetry will
be explained by plotting it with the square of the momen-
tum transfer.

Now, Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) show the dependence of longi-
tudinal polarization asymmetry for the A, — Aut ™ on
the square of momentum transfer. The value in the SUSY 1
model is significantly different from that of the SM, how-
ever, this value is close to that in the SM for SUSY II and
SUSY III models. Furthermore, the absolute value of lon-
gitudinal polarization asymmetry in the SUSY SO(10) is
small compared to the SM model due to the complex part
of the Wilson coefficients and also due to small contribu-
tions of the NHBs in this model.

Figures 3(c) and 3(d) are for the longitudinal lepton
polarization asymmetries of A, — A7 7~ with and with-
out long-distance contributions, where the different SUSY
models are easily distinguishable. Contrary to the muon
case, the values of this asymmetry in the SUSY II and
SUSY III models are even larger in magnitude than those
obtained in the SM owing to the large contributions from
NHBs, which are attributed to the first and second term of

114032-12



EXCLUSIVE SEMILEPTONIC DECAYS OF ...

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114032 (2008)

I:L Il
+ +
+ +
=8 =8
+ +
< <
A 1
< <
=) =
-9 -9
¢*(GeV)? *(GeV)?
(a) (b)
o o
- -
+ +
+ +
(3 (3
+ +
< <
1 7
= =
< <
=] =]
=" ="
13 14 15 16 17 18
¢*(GeV)? ¢*(GeV)?
(c) (d

FIG. 3. Longitudinal lepton polarization asymmetries for the A, — AI*l~ (I = u, 7) decays as functions of g> without long-
distance contributions (a, ¢) and with long-distance contributions (b, d). The line conventions are same as given in the legend of Fig. 1.

Eq. (52). Though the large contributions come from the
first term which is proportional to m; in Eq. (52), this is
overshadowed by the much larger term proportional to
my,(Cph Co, + C, Co,).
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FIG. 4. Normal lepton polarization asymmetries for the A, — AI*l~ (I = u, 7) decays as functions of g¢>.

1140

The dependence of lepton normal polarization asymme-
tries for A, — Al"I~ on the momentum transfer square
are presented in Fig. 4. In terms of Eq. (53), one can
observe that this asymmetry is sensitive to the contribu-
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FIG. 5. Transverse lepton polarization asymmetries for the A, — AI*[~ (I = u, 7) decays as functions of ¢°.

tion of NHBs in the SUSY II and SUSY III models, while
it is insensitive to the contributions from the SUSY I
and SUSY SO(10) model. It can be seen that Py changes
its sign in the case of large contributions from NHBs
as indicated in Fig. 4, and this is also clear from the
first three terms of Eq. (53). As expected, the contribution
of NHBs from the 7% 7~ channel is much more signifi-
cant than that from the u* u~ channel. Now, the nor-
mal polarization is proportional to the A which ap-
proaches to zero at the large momentum transfer region
and hence the normal polarization is suppressed by A in
this region.

Figure 5 shows the dependence of transverse polariza-
tion asymmetries for A, — AI*]l~ on the square of mo-
mentum transfer. From Eq. (54) we can see that it is
proportional to the imaginary part of the Wilson coefficient
which is negligibly small in the SM as well as in the SUSY
I, SUSY II and SUSY III models. However, complex flavor
nondiagonal down-type squark mass matrix elements of
2nd and 3rd generations are of order one at GUT scale in
the SUSY SO(10) model, which induces complex cou-

PL(Ap>A+pt+p7)

¢*(GeV)?

(a)

plings and Wilson coefficients. As a result, nonzero trans-
verse polarization asymmetries for A, — AI*[™ exist in
this model. Even though in this case, the asymmetry effects
are quite small in the 7177 channel, the value of transverse
polarization asymmetry can reach to —0.1 when the mo-
mentum transfer is around 15 GeV2. Experimentally, to
measure {Py) of a particular decay branching ratio B at the
no level, the required number of events are N =
n?/(B(P)?) and if (P;) ~ 0.1, then the required number
of events are almost 10® for A, decays. Since at LHC and
BTeV machines, the expected number of bbh production
events is around 10'?> per year, so the measurement of
transverse polarization asymmetries in the A, — AI*[~
decays could discriminate the SUSY SO(10) model from
the SM and other SUSY models.

Figure 6 shows the dependence of longitudinal polariza-
tion of the A baryon on the square of momentum transfer.
One can see that the effects of NHBs are quite distinguish-
able in SUSY II and SUSY III models both for the ™ u~
and 77 7~ channels; but the values for SUSY I and SUSY II
are almost close to that of the SM. As observed from

PL(Ap=> A+t +77)
I I | I
s s = =
= L b =

|
S
n

|
S
EN

¢*(GeV)?

(b)

FIG. 6. Longitudinal A polarization asymmetries for the A, — AlTI~ (I = u, 7) decays as functions of g>.
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(b)

14 18 20

FIG. 7. Normal A polarization asymmetries for the A, — Al*[~ (I = w, 7) decays as functions of g>.

Eq. (58), the effects of NHBs are proportional to the mass
of leptons, therefore the large deviations from the SM are
expected for the tauon as presented in Fig. 6. In the SUSY
IT model, the value of the longitudinal polarization even
changes its sign for the 777~ channel.

With the help of Eq. (58), one can see that the normal
polarization asymmetry of the A baryon is sensitive to the
Cy, and the sign of the C&. It is shown that the sign of C&
is negative in the SUSY I and II models. In particular, this
asymmetry in the SUSY II model differs from that in the
SM remarkably due to the large value of Cyp,. Moreover,
the contributions from the SUSY III and SUSY SO(10)
models are also quite distinguishable from the SM as
shown in Fig. 7. Therefore, the measurements of normal
polarization asymmetries for A, — Al*[™ in future ex-
periments will help to distinguish different scenarios be-
yond the SM.

Similar to the transverse polarization asymmetry of the
lepton, the transverse polarization asymmetry of the A
baryon is also proportional to the imaginary part of
Co,C5Mand Cy, C5¥'™ (c.f. Eq. (58)). It is known that these

0.2

0.1

(SUSYLSUSY2.SUSY3)

Pr(Ap=>A+p*+p0)

0
0.1+
SO(10)
0 5 10 15 20
¢*(GeV?)
(a)

imaginary parts are quite small in the SM, SUSY [, SUSY
II, and SUSY III model, and hence the values of the
transverse polarization asymmetries of the A baryon are
almost zero in these models. However, the imaginary part
of the Wilson coefficient in the SUSY SO(10) model is
large, and hence its effects are quite different from the
other models discussed above as collected in Fig. 8. For the
muon case, the transverse polarization asymmetry can
reach the number —0.1 in the SUSY SO(10) model;
whereas the value is too small to measure experimentally
for the tauon case.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have carried out the study of invariant mass spec-
trum, FBAs, polarization asymmetries of the lepton and A
baryon in A, — Al*I~ (I = u, 7) decays in SUSY theo-
ries including the SUSY SO(10) GUT model. In particular,
we analyze the effects of NHBs to this process and our
main outcomes can be summarized as follows:

(1) The differential decay rates deviate sizably from that

of the SM especially in the large momentum transfer

0 $

— —0.01+
[
+
;
[
X —o00f
=
=
<
5 -0.03 -

-0.04 -

Ol
14 16 18 20
*(GeV?)
(b)

FIG. 8. Transverse A polarization asymmetries for the A, — AT/~ (I = u, 7) decays as functions of g>.
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region. These effects are significant in the SUSY II
model where the value of the Wilson coefficients
corresponding to the NHBs is large. However, the
SUSY SO(10) effects in the differential decay rate of
A, — AT are negligibly small.

(i1) The SUSY effects show up for the FBA of the A, —
AITI™ (I = w, 7) decays and the deviations from the
SM are very large especially in the SUSY I and
SUSY II model where the FBAs did not pass from
zero. The reason is the same sign of C5f and C§' in
these two models, but in the SUSY III scenario it
passes from the zero-point different from that of the
SM. The effects of the SUSY SO(10) are quite
distinguishable when the final state leptons are the
tauon pair, but these are too small to be measured
experimentally.

(iii)) The longitudinal, normal, and transverse polariza-
tions of leptons are calculated in different SUSY
models. It is found that the SUSY effects are very
promising which could be measured at future experi-
ments and shed light on the new physics beyond the
SM.

(iv) Following the same line, the longitudinal, normal,
and transverse polarizations of the A baryon in
Ap— AI"lI” (I = u, 7) decays are calculated at
length. The different SUSY effects are clearly dis-
tinguishable from each other and also from those of
the SM. The transverse polarization asymmetries are
proportional to the imaginary part of the Wilson
coefficients. Hence it is almost zero in the SM as
well as in the MSSM model, however, the Wilson
coefficients in the SUSY SO(10) GUT model have a
large imaginary part, and hence the value of the
transverse polarization is expected to be nonzero.
The maximum value of transverse polarization of
A, — Aut ™ decay reaches to —0.1 for the square
of momentum transfer around 10 GeV? and hence
can be measurable at future experiments like LHC
and BTeV machines where a large number of bb
pairs are expected to be produced.

In short, the experimental investigation of observables,
like decay rates, FBAs, lepton polarization asymmetries,
and the polarization asymmetries of the A baryonin A, —
AI*1™ (I = u, 7) decay will be used to search for the
SUSY effects, in particular, the NHBs’ effect, encoded in
the MSSM as well as the SUSY SO(10) models.
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APPENDIX A: HELICITY AMPLITUDE
OF A, — Al*I- DECAY

In this appendix, we would like to present the helicity
amplitude of A, — AI*~ decay. It is convenient to regard
this decay as a quasi-two-body decay A, — AV* followed
by the leptonic decay V* — [*1~, where V* is the off-shell
photon, Z boson or neutral Higgs boson. The matrix ele-
ment of A, — Al*1™ can be written in the following form:

A A - |
M)\I\ "= gh I (pr, AT (pre, A1+)|J%)|0>

XAAPA A A (P, ) + e (AD)
Notice that the dots represent the contributions from
the scalar leptonic current A(p,)(E, + Eyys)Ap(pa,) X
I(p/-)I(p;+), which can be decomposed as the helicity
amplitudes directly. Below, we can concentrate on the
amplitudes contributed from the first part. It is known
that the polarization vector of V* satisfies the completeness
relation

. a"q”
D €t(g Ve (g N) = —g" + 15—, (A2)
A=%1,0 q
Introducing a timelike polarization vector
1
e*(gq, 1) = —Zq/‘, (A3)

Ve

we can express the metric tensor g*” in terms of the
polarization vector of the virtual vector particle as

—g" =Y met(q Ne"(g D), (A4
A=%1,01
where the metric is givenby . = g = —1n, = +1. Now

we can rewrite the matrix element of A, — AI*]™ as

A= A+ A=A+
M).j\ b= _”’MV*H,\A,/\V*L)\L* ", (AS)
where
A=A+ _ .
Ly = el (7 (pr, M) (pre, 4)1j210),
" . (A6)
Hy, ). = (eﬁ‘v*)'m(m, AA)l]%)lAb(pAb»,

with A+ being the polarization vector of the virtual inter-
. . A= A
mediate vector boson. Since both L )le " and H/)\‘V‘ are

Lorentz invariant, we can calculate these two amplitudes in
the rest frame of the lepton pair and A, baryon, respec-
tively. The kinematics in the rest frame of A, can be
specified as follows:
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P, = (my,,0,0,0),  p = (Ex, 0,0, Ipal).

q,u = (EV*’ 0’ O’ _lpAl)r
1
—2(|pA|) O) O) _EV*))

Ve

1
€l (1) = =(0.51,0,0),

NG

€l (0) = (A7)

€. (1) =

L
7
where the variables E, |pa |, and E+ are given by

2
mAb
EA =

2
, lpal = \/Ei - m3, (AS)

EV* = mAb - EA'

+ m?\ —q
2mAb

It needs to be pointed out that we choose the z axes as the
direction of A momentum. The kinematics in the rest
frame of lepton pair can be specified as

pr =(E, |pIsinfcos, |p,|sinfsing, |p;|cosh),
pye =(E;, —|p/|sinfcos, —|p,|sinfsine, —|p;| cosh),

g" =7(1,0,0,0),  €(0)=(0,0,0,1)
_ 1
V2

el.(x1) (0, %1,i,0), €h.(n)= (A9)

1
—q*,
Ve

where the variable E; and |p,| are
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3
V7 =—
Ip/| = E? — m2.

>
It should be emphasized that we choose the direction of the
lepton’s momentum as (6, ¢) in the spherical coordinate,
hence the direction of the antilepton’s momentum is (7 —
0, m + ¢). For convenience, we usually choose the x — z
plane as the virtual vector boson V* decay plane, that is to
say ¢ = 0.

Now we can calculate the helicity amplitude of A, —
AIT I~ explicitly. To this purpose, we first give the expres-
sions of the Dirac spinor in terms of the helicity operator’s
eigenstate

E = (A10)

u(p, s) = %(){Sﬂ )
m
Po (A11)
(9) = A ( 0))
v(p,s) = ——— ,
P Jpo Fm\n®
with
0 winb i
W2 — CcOs3 -1/2) — sing e'?
X <0 i ’ X [} ’
smEe COSE
/2 = ,(=1/2) "1/ = —(1/2), (A12)

After some lengthy computations, we can finally derive the
following helicity amplitudes:

Mj:;’/z = —\2m, sinHHKl/zy+1 —2my COSHHL/z,o — Zm,Hﬁl/z,t + \’(12 - 4mlef/2

My, =~ 2q20052§(H11/2,H +uHY, ), ) \/gisine(mm +vHY, ),

M;1+/2 = @Sinzg(HK1/2,+1 - vHﬁ1/2,+1) + ‘/;sme(HKl/z,o - vHﬁuz,o)’

M7y, = N2mysindHY |, |+ 2mcosOHY | o — 2mHY, ) — \q> — 4mPHS ), A
M, = —2mjcosOHY | ) o+ 2mysin0HY |, | = 2mHA |, 4 Alq? — 4m3HS ),

MYy = A S0, + VB, ) = PPsint S (Y, v, )

M:fr/z = \/;sinﬁ(Hyl/z’o — vHﬂ]/Z,O) + ZqQCOSZS(HYI/Zﬁ1 - UHé]/z,fl)’

M=y, =2m COSGHKI/ZO —2m, sinﬁHYl/z,_1 — Zm,Hél/Zt -\ - 4m12H§1/2,

where the hadronic amplitude H, , . is given by
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+1/2 +1 \/_[\/_(Al Bl(mAh + mA)) + \/E(AZ + BZ(mAb - mA))]’

HY o = J——Z[N/—Q—-:(Al(mAb +my) = By1) + Q. (Ay(my, — my) + By1)]
q

A, Jl_sz—_ (Aglma, + my) = Dyt) + VO (As(my, — my) + Da)],
q

H§_1/2 =EWO+ — ExO-,

HA | 5 = V2O (=A; + Bs(my, + my) — VO (A4 + By(ma, — mp))]
Hﬁl/z,o = J——[V _(A3(my, + my) — B3t) + O (Ay(my, — my) + Byt)], (Al4)
HK1/2,0 = J—__[V Q_(Ay(mp, + my) — Bit) — O (Ay(my, — my) + By1)],
HZ]/zﬁl \/— V 7(A1 - Bl(mA,, + mA)) - VQ+(A2 + Bz(mA,, - mA))],
Hél/Z,t = ﬁ[_\/ Q (Ay(my, + my) — Dyt) + Q4 (As(my, — my) + Dst)],
H§1/2 = El VQ+ + EZV Q*'
1
Hél/z,o = ﬁ[\/ QO _(As(my, + mp) — Bst) — Q1 (Ay(my, — my) + But)],
HA, = V2O (A3 = By(my, + my)) — VO (A + Bylmy, — my))]
|
with The differential decay rate formula for the process A, —
s, AI*1™ can be written as
Q. = (my, + my)* — ¢,
17 (Al5)
_ _ 2_ 2 — 7
Q- = (my, —mp)” — ¢, v 1 Pl d*T (s, cos0) _ | 1

The square of the matrix element for the decay of A, —
AI" I~ after averaging over the spin of A, baryon can be
written as

12 ++ 2 +— 2 2
AR, e = ML, + ML, + 15 )

+1/2
M, + M P M
+IMZL P+ M, (A16)

A2(m3  m3, s)

dsd cosf Qm)? 64m3Ah

4’"12

X 4[1 — (ALT)

—HM —pge 1P

where 6 is the angle between the momentum of the A
baryon and /™ in the dilepton rest frame.
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