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Fourth generation effect on A, decays
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The rare decays of the A, baryon governed by the quark level transitions b — s are investigated in the
fourth quark generation model popularly known as SM4. Recently it has been shown that SM4, which is a
very simple extension of the standard model, can successfully explain several anomalies observed in the
CP violation parameters of B and B; mesons. We find that in this model due to the additional contributions
coming from the heavy 7' quark in the loop, the branching ratios and other observables in rare A, decays
deviate significantly from their standard model values. Some of these modes are within the reach of the
LHCD experiment and search for such channels is strongly argued.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The rare decays of B mesons involving flavor changing
neutral current (FCNC) transitions are of great interest to
look for possible hints of new physics beyond the standard
model (SM). In the SM, the FCNC transitions arise only at
one-loop level, thus providing an excellent testing ground
to look for new physics. Therefore, it is very important to
study FCNC processes, both theoretically and experimen-
tally, as these decays can provide a sensitive test for the
investigation of the gauge structure of the SM at the loop
level. Huge experimental data on both exclusive and in-
clusive B meson decays [1] involving b — s transitions
have been accumulated at the e " e~ asymmetric B factories
operating at Y(4S), which motivated extensive theoretical
studies on these mesonic decay modes.

Unlike the mesonic decays, the experimental results
on FCNC mediated A, baryon decays e.g., A, — A,
A, — pK~, A, — Ay, and A, — Al"]™ are rather lim-
ited. At present we have only upper limits on some of these
decay modes [2]. Heavy baryons containing a heavy b
quark will be copiously produced at the LHC. Their
weak decays may provide important clues on flavor chang-
ing currents beyond the SM in a complementary fashion to
the B decays. A particular advantage of the bottom baryon
decays over the B mesons is that these decays are self-
tagging processes which should make their experimental
reconstructions easier.

Another important aspect is that, in the past few years,
we have seen some kind of deviations from the SM results
in the CP violating observables of B and B; meson decays
involving b — s transitions [1,3-6]. Several new physics
scenarios are proposed in the literature to account for these
deviations [7]. Therefore, it is quite natural to expect that if
there is some new physics present in the b — s transitions
of B meson decays it must also affect the corresponding A,
transitions. Therefore, the study of the rare A, decays is of
utmost importance to obtain an unambiguous signal of new
physics.
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In this paper we would like to study the rare A, decays in
a model with an extra generation of quarks, usually known
as SM4 [8]. SM4 is a simple extension of the standard
model with three generations (SM3) with the additional up-
type (¢') and down-type (d’) quarks. The model retains all
the properties of SM3. The ¢’ quark like the other up-type
quarks contributes to the » — s transition at the loop level.
Because of the additional fourth generation there will be
mixing between the b’ quark, the three down-type quarks of
the standard model, and the resulting mixing matrix will
become a 4 X 4 matrix (Vcgwma). The parametrization of
this unitary matrix requires six mixing angles and three
phases. The existence of the two extra phases provides the
possibilities of an extra source of CP violation. Another
advantage of this model is that the heavier quarks and
leptons in this family can play a crucial role in dynamical
electroweak symmetry breaking as an economical way to
address the hierarchy problem [9]. The effects of the fourth
generation of quarks in various B decays are extensively
studied in the literature [10]. In Refs. [11,12], it has been
shown that this model can easily explain the observed
anomalies in the B meson sector.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we discuss
the nonleptonic decay of the A, baryon. The radiative
decay process A, — A+ is discussed in Sec. IIl. The
results on semileptonic decays are presented in Sec. IV.
Section V contains the summary and conclusion

II. DECAY WIDTH OF A, — A#=° AND
A, — pK~ MODES

In this section we will discuss the nonleptonic rare A,
decay modes A, — A7 and A, — pK~ induced by the
quark level transition b — sqg (¢ = u, d). The effective
Hamiltonian describing these processes is given by [13]

G . . 10
g-l.eff = _F[Vuhvm' Z Cl(lu’)ol - Vthtlx Z Ct(lu‘)oz]y
\/-Z i=1,2 i=3

)
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where C;(u)’s are the Wilson coefficients evaluated at the
renormalization scale w, O, are the tree level current-
current operators, Oz are the QCD and O,_;, are the
electroweak penguin operators.

Let us first consider the decay process A, — Aar. In the
SM this mode receives contributions from the color-
suppressed tree and the electroweak penguin diagrams
and the amplitude for this process in the factorization
approximation is given as [14]

A(Ay(p) — A(p)7°(q))

Gy 3
_ V.V —v. vi= _
\/i [ ub Vusd2 th ts(z (a9 a7))]

X{APIGyH(1 = y5)bIAL(p))

X Am(q)iy (1 = ys)ul0), 2)
where a; = C; + C;;1/N(C; + C;_;/N) for i= odd
(even). In order to evaluate the matrix elements we use
the following form factors and decay constants. The matrix
elements of the various hadronic currents between initial

A, and the final A baryon are parametrized in terms of
various form factors [15] as

(AP"5y,bIAL (P =i (P& 1(g?) Y, +ig2(g?) 0"
+e3(g*)qulun, (p),
(APONSy L ysbIA,(p)y=iA(PG1(g%) Y, +iGo(g?) 0 q”
+Gs(g?) g, Jysun,(p), 3)

where g; (G;)’s are the vector (axial vector) form factors
and ¢ is the momentum transfer i.e., ¢ = p — p’. The
matrix element (7(g)|iiy, ysul0) is related to the pion
decay constant f as

(mO(@)ay*ysul0) = if nq* /V2. 4)

With these values one can write the transition amplitude for
A, — Amas

AN, — A7)
G ‘S
= 17Ff7r<VubV;sa2 - EVthm(% - a7))

X i (p"(g1(g*)my, — my) + g3(g*)m3)
+(Gi(g*)(my, + my) — G3(gH)m7)ysluy, (p).  (5)

The above amplitude can be symbolically written as

A (Ay(p) — Ap)7°(q)) = iiip(p')(A + Bys)un,(p),
(6)

where A and B are given as
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G . 3.y
A= TFfﬂ'(VuhVL;saZ - Evtbvts(a9 - a7))

X (g1(gH)(my, — my) + g3(g*)m?%),
G 3
B =T fo(ViVisar =3 VaVia — a)
X (Gi(g*)(my, + my) — Gs5(g*)m7). (7)

Thus, one can obtain the decay width for this process
as [16]

my + my)* — m
F:pc.m.l:( Ay A) 77-|A|2

2
8 my

®)

2

2 2
m —m - m
Jr( A, A) 7T|B|2],
A

where p.,, is the magnitude of the center-of-mass
momentum of the outgoing particles.

For numerical analysis we use the following input
parameters. The masses of the particles, the decay constant
of the pion, and the lifetime of the A, baryon are taken
from [2]. The values of the effective Wilson coefficients
are taken from [14]. The values of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) elements used are |V,,| = (3.93 =
0.36) X 1072, |V,,| = (0.2255 £ 0.0019), |V,,| = 0.999,
|V,,| = (38.7 +2.3) X 1073 [2], and the weak phase y =
(7053h° [171.

To evaluate the branching ratio for A, — A7 decay we
need to specify the form factors describing A, — A tran-
sition. In this analysis we use the values of the factors from
[15] which are evaluated using the light-cone sum rules. In
this approach, the dependence of form factors on the
momentum transfer can be parametrized as

£:(0)

L= ai(q?/m3 ) + axlq* /m)’

£i(g?) = )
where ¢ denotes the form factors g; and g,. The values
of the parameters &;(0), a;, and a, have been presented
in Table I. The other form factors can be related to these
two as

g1 = Gy, g = Gy, = g3 = Gs. (10)

TABLE I. Numerical values of the form factors g, and g, and
the parameters a; and a, involved in the double fit (9).

Parameter Twist 3 Up to twist 6
£1(0) 0.141202 0.15%5:%2
a 2.91759 2.947511
a, 2.267513 2317518
2:(0)(1072 GeV 1) —0.4779:00 1.3402

a, 3.401000 2.915042
a, 2.98700¢ 2.247517
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Thus, we obtain the branching ratio for the A, — A
mode in the SM as

Br(A, — Am) = (6.4 +2.0) X 1078
Br(A, = Am) = (7.4 +23) X 1078

(twist 3),

(up to twist 6),
(11)

where we have assumed 50% uncertainties due to non-
factorizable contributions. It should be noted that these
values are beyond the reach of the currently running
experiments and hence, observation of this mode will be
a clear signal of new physics.

In the presence of a fourth generation of quarks, there
will be an additional contribution due to the ¢ quark in the
electroweak penguin loops. Furthermore, it should be
noted that due to the presence of the # quark the unitarity
condition becomes A, + A, + A, + Ay = 0, where A, =
Vb Vis-

Thus, in the presence of the fourth generation of quarks
the amplitude for A, — A7 will become

A(A, — A7)

. 3 3
= i(Auaz = 3 ay = ar) = S Aulah — b))

X iip(p)(X + Yys)uy, (p), (12)
where X and Y are given as
G
X = =FFal8i(@)ma, = my) + gs(g*)niy),
(13)

Y = £oGr g my, + my) = Gy(gIm)

The above amplitude can be represented in a more general
way
A(Ay(p") = Alp)7°(q))
= ili)(X + Yys)uy, JA,a(1 + raexp(i(6 + )
— br'exp(i(8' + ¢, + v))), (14)

where the parameters a, b, r, and v’ and the strong phases &
and &' are defined as

a=|A/A,l b= |A/A,l
_3 dg — dg r/_3 a‘l)_al7|
2 as ’ 2 ay
— I ]
5 = arg<u> 5 = arg<u). (15)
as a

The weak phases of the CKM elements are used as follows:
(=) is the phase of V,,;,, 7 is the phase of V,, and ¢, is
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the phase of A,. The decay width for this process can be
given by

my + my)? — m2
r= Igcm |)tua2|2|:( Ay 2A) T |X|2

T my

b
2 2
my —m —m

+ (ma, ;\) 7 |Y|2][1 + a?r? + b2
my

+ 2arcos(8 + y) — 2br' cos(p, + v + &)

— 2abrr' cos(¢p, + 8’ — 9)]. (16)

For numerical evaluation of the branching ratio we need
to know the values of the new parameters of this model.
We use the allowed range for the new CKM elements
as |Ay| = (0.08 — 1.4) X 1072 and ¢, = (0 — 80)° for
my = 400 GeV, extracted using the available observables
which are mediated through b — s transitions [11]. To find
out the values of the QCD parameters aj and a/,, we need to
evaluate the new Wilson coefficients C}_,, due to the
virtual # quark exchange in the loop. The values of these
coefficients at the My, scale can be obtained from the
corresponding contribution due to 7-quark exchange by
replacing the mass of the 7 quark in the Inami-Lim func-
tions [18] by m,. These values can then be evolved to the
my, scale using the renormalization group equation as dis-
cussed in [19]. The values of these coefficients for a
representative ¢ mass m, = 400 GeV are listed in Table II.

With these inputs the variation of the branching ratio for
the A, — A with |A}| is shown in Fig. 1. From the figure
it can be seen that the branching ratio is significantly
enhanced from its corresponding SM value and it could
be easily accessible in the currently running LHCb
experiment.

Now we will discuss the A, decay mode A, — pK~,
mediated through b — s transition. In the SM, it receives
contributions from the color allowed tree, QCD as well
as electroweak penguins. Its amplitude in the SM is given
as [14]

Gr . _
A(A, — pK™) = IT;fKMp(P/)[(Mm — Mlag + ay

+ (ag + ag)R,)(g(m%)(my, — my)
+ g3(m¥)m%) + (A,a; — A(ay + ay
= (ag + ag)Ry)(G(mx)(my, + my)

= Gy(mg)mg)yslua,(p), (17)
TABLE II.  Numerical values of the Wilson coefficients C/ for
my = 400 GeV.
(@ C, CL Cy
206X 1072 —=3.85X 1072 1.02X 1072 —4.43x 1072
¢ Cy G Clo
4453 X 1073 2.115%x 1073 —0.029 0.006
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FIG. 1 (color online).
process A, — Amr.

The branching ratio versus |A}| for the

where
R, = Zm%< ’
(mb - mu)(ms + mu) (18)
Zm%(
Ry

B (mb + mu)(ms + mu).

From the above amplitude one can obtain the branching
ratio using Eq. (8). Using the input parameters as discussed
earlier in this section and assuming 50% uncertainties due
to nonfactorizable contributions, we obtain the branching
ratio in the SM

Br(A, — pK~) =3.5X1079, (19)

which is lower than the present experimental value
Br(A, — pK™) = (5.6 0.8 = 1.5) X 107® [20]. Here
we have used the form factors for A, — p transitions
from [21], which are evaluated in the light-front quark
model. The ¢ dependence of the form factors is given
by the following three parameters fit as

£i(0)
(1 = ¢*/m3 )1 = a\(g*/m3)) + ax(g*/m} )’
(20)

fi(qz) =

where the values of the different fit parameters are listed in
Table III.

As discussed earlier in the presence of a fourth genera-
tion of quarks the amplitude (17) will receive additional
contributions due to the heavy ¢ quark in the loop. The
modified amplitude becomes

TABLE III. Numerical values of the form factors g, and g,
and the parameters @, and a, for A, — p transition (20).

& £(0) a b
g1 0.1131 1.70 1.60
g3 0.0356 2.5 2.57
G, 0.1112 1.65 1.60
G; 0.0097 2.8 2.7
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FIG. 2 (color online). The branching ratio versus |A}| for the
process A, — pK~, where the horizontal line represents the
experimental central value.

.G _
AN, — pKT) = l_;fK”p[()lual — Alag + ay

NG

+ (ag + ag)R)) — Ajla, + d),

+ (ag + ag)R)) (g (mg)(my, — my)

+ g3(mp)mg) + (Na; — Aflay + ayo
— (as + ag)Ry — Ajla} + ay

= (ag + ag)R))(G(mg)(my, + my)
— G3(m})m%)ysluy,. (20

Now using the values of the new Wilson coefficients
C%_,, from Table II and varying the new CKM elements
between 0.0008 = [A}| = 0.014 and (0 = ¢, = 80)°, we
present in Fig. 2 the variation of Br(A, — pK ™) with |A/].
From the figure it can be seen that the measured branching
ratio can be easily accommodated in this model.

III. A, — Ay DECAY WIDTH

In this section we will consider the rare radiative decay
A, — Ay which is induced by the quark level transition
b — sv. The effective Hamiltonian describing A, — Ay
is given as

4G
H oo = — T;/\tc7(mb)07’ (22)

where C; is the Wilson coefficient and O is the electro-
magnetic dipole operator given as

0, = FM,,[mbEU‘“’(l + vs)b + msat? (1 — ys)b].

(23)

e
3272

The expression for calculating the Wilson coefficient
C5(w) is given in [22]. The matrix elements of the various
hadronic currents between initial A, and the final A
baryon, which are parametrized in terms of various form
factors as
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<A|§10'quyb|/\b> = ﬁAUl Yu + ifZO-;LVqV + qu;L]uAb’
(Al5io,,ysq"bIAy) = wz[Fry,ys + iF,0,,Y59"
+ F3y5q,luy,. (24)

These form factors are related to the previously defined g
and g, through [15]

Fi(q%) = f1(¢*) = ¢*82(¢%) = ¢°G1(g?),
Fy(q%) = f2(q*) = g1(q?) = Gy(g?).

Thus, one can obtain the decay width of A, — Ay in the
SM as

(25

aG? )
32}71*%77'4 |vtbvts|2|C7|2(1 - x2)3
Ay

X (my + m3)[f>(0), (26)

where x = my/m,,. Using the input parameters as dis-
cussed in Sec. II we obtain the branching ratio in the SM as

Br(A, — Ay) = (7.93+2.31) X 1075, (27)

I(A, — Ay) =

which is well below the present experimental upper limit
Br(A, — Ay) < 1.3 X 1073 [2]. Now we would like to
see the effect of the fourth quark generation on the branch-
ing ratio of A, — Ay. In the presence of the fourth quark
generation of quarks, the Wilson coefficient C; will be
modified due to the # contribution in the loop. Thus the
modified parameter can be given as

O () = Colw) + T w), 28)

th Vts

where C can be obtained from the expression of C; by
replacing the mass of the 7 quark by m,. The value of C’, for
my = 400 GeV is found to be C;, = —0.375.

Thus, in SM4 the branching ratio can be given by
Eq. (25) by replacing C; by C%"'. Now varying A, between
0.0008 = |A}| = 0.0014 and ¢, between (0°-80°) we
show in Fig. 3 the corresponding branching ratio, where
we have included 30% uncertainties due to hadronic form
factors. From the figure it can be seen that the branching

25

0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012 0.014
Iyl

FIG. 3 (color online). The branching ratio versus |A}| for the
process A, — Avy. The gray bands are due to the 30% uncer-
tainties in the hadronic form factors.
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ratio in SM4 has been significantly enhanced from its SM
value and it could be easily accessible in the currently
running experiments.

IV. A, — Al*1~ DECAYS

The decay process A, — AlTIl™ is described by the
quark level transition b — sI*1~. These processes are
extensively studied in the literature [23] in various beyond
the standard model scenarios. The effective Hamiltonian
describing these processes can be given as [19]

Gra . - _
H 5 = Lvtbv;;[cs“(smb)(lwo + Chosy,Lb)

\/577
- I -
X (l’)/’l'L')/sl) - 2C$ffmb<§la'lwq—sz)(l’y'“l):I,
q

(29)

where ¢ is the momentum transferred to the lepton pair,
givenas g = p_ + p,,where p_ and p are the momenta
of the leptons [~ and [*, respectively. L, R = (1 = v5)/2
and C;’s are the Wilson coefficients evaluated at the b
quark mass scale. The values of these coefficients in
next-leading-logarithmic (NLL) order are Cf = —0.31,
Cy = 4.154, and C,(, = —4.261 [24].

The coefficient CS has a perturbative part and a reso-
nance part which comes from the long distance effects due
to the conversion of the real c¢ into the lepton pair /7.
Therefore, one can write it as

CT = Cy + Y(s) + C§, (30)

where s = g2 and the function Y(s) denotes the perturba-
tive part coming from one-loop matrix elements of the four
quark operators and is given by [19]

Y(S) = g(mc, S)(3C1 + C2 + 3C3 + C4 + 3C5 + C6)
— 380, 5)(C5 + 3Cy) — 3g(my,, 5)(AC5 + 4C,
+3Cs + Cg) +3(3C; + C4 +3Cs + Co),  (31)

where
8 pole 8 4 2

g = —— ) 4ty -2+

glm;,s) = —¢ InGm; /") + 5= i @ty
1+ «/1 - Vi .
1
+ 0y, —1)2 arctanil}, (32)
Yi —

with y; = 4m?/s. The values of the coefficients C;’s in
NLL order are taken from [24].
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The long distance resonance effect is given as [25]
3
O =22 (3C; + Cy +3C5 + Cy + 3Cs + Co)
@
mVI_F(Vi - l+l_)

2 _ :
my, — s — imy Ty,

X :E Ky
Vi=y(15),..., 4 (6S)

(33)

i

The phenomenological parameter « is taken to be 2.3, so
as to reproduce the correct branching ratio of Br(B —
J/YKI 1) =Br(B— J/yK)Br(J/ ¢ — 1T17).

The matrix elements of the various hadronic currents in
(29) between initial A, and the final A baryon are parame-
trized in terms of various form factors as defined in Egs. (3)
and (24). Thus, using these matrix elements, the transition
amplitude can be written as
MA, — AITI)

_ GFa
27

+i017q,(AyPr + BoPp))uy, }

+ Iy, ys{iip(y*(D\Pg + E, Pp)
+io""q,(DyPg + EyPp)

+ q*(D3Pg + E3Pp))uy,t] (34)

Vi Villy Hiin(y*(A Pk + BiP)

where the various parameters A;, B; and D i» E; i=1,2
and j = 1, 2, 3) are defined as
|
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1 C
A = ECSff(gi -G — Z]—Zmb(fi + F)),

1 Cim
B =5 G g+ G) = =5 (fi = F),

1 (35)
D;= Eclo(gj - G)),

1

E; = ECI()(gj + G)).

We will consider here the case when the final A baryon is
unpolarized. The physical observables in this case are the
differential decay rate and the forward-backward (FB) rate
asymmetries. From the transition amplitude (34), one can

obtain the double differential decay rate [26] as
T _ Gpa? 12 1/2 o
Fdz = lethvlsl mAbUz)\ / (1,7, 8)K(s, z), (36)

where § = s/ m%\b, z = cosd, the angle between p,, and
p+ in the center-of-mass frame of the [T~ pair,

v, = ,/1 —4m?/s, and Ma, b, c) =

Ja? + b* + ¢ — 2(ab + bc + ca) is the usual triangle
function. The function XK(s, z) is given as

K (s, z) = Kols) + 2K, (s) + 22K, (), (37)

with

Kols) = 32m12m%b§(1 + r—8)(IDs]* + |E5|?) + 64m12m*1h(1 — r — 8)Re(DE; + D3E7)
+ 64m2Ab\/;(6m,2 - §mf\b)Re(D”fEl) + 64m,2m§\b \/;(ZmAhf Re(D3E;3) + (1 — r + §)Re(D]D;3 + EJE3))
+32m3 (2mj + m} $)(1 = r + §)mp, rRe(ATA; + BiB,) — my, (1 — r — §)Re(A1B, + A3B))
— 2/r[Re(A}B)) + my, SRe(A3B,)]) + 8m3 (4mi(1 +r—38) + mj [(1 = r)* = DA 1> + B, )
+ Smj*\b(élm%[/\ + (1 +r—3835]+ mibf[(l —1)? = DA + |B,|?) — 8m%\b(4m%(l +r—23)
—m} [(1 = r)? = 8DUD, > + |Ef?) + SmSA/ﬁu%(—smAb@\/? Re(D3E,) +4(1 — r +35)
X \[rRe(D}D, + E}E;) — 4(1 — r — §)Re(D{E, + D3E,) + my,[(1 — r)* — $][ID,|* + | E,|?)), (38)

K \(s) = —16m} sv/M2Re(A}D)) — 2Re(B{E))
+ 2mAh RG(BTDz - B;Dl + A;El - ATEz)}
+ 32m3 §v,V/Amy, (1 — r)Re(A3D, — B3E,)
+ rRe(A5D, + A5D, — B5E, — BiE,)},
(39)
and
Ko(s) = 8m§ viAS((|As]> + |By* + |Ds|* + |Eol?)
- 8’”4/1\,,”12)‘('141'2 + B> + Dy > + |E ).
(40)

The dilepton mass spectrum can be obtained from (36) by
integrating out the angular dependent parameter z which
yields

dar G%a2 . |
(g)o - W |thVts|2vl\/X|:j<0(S) + g KZ(S)],

(41)
where A is the shorthand notation for A(1, r, §). The limits
for s are

dmi = s = (my, — my)>. (42)

Apart from the branching ratio in semileptonic decay,
there are also other observables which are sensitive to new
physics contributions in b — s transition. One such
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observable is the forward-backward asymmetry (Agg) of
leptons which is also a very powerful tool for looking for
new physics. The normalized forward-backward asymme-
try is obtained by integrating the double differential decay
width (d°T'/dsdz) with respect to the angular variable z

Jo f; dz = [, %
Agg(s) = e A (43)
(l)jfdrzdz + [ fzisdrzdz
Thus one obtains from (36)
XKi(s)
Agg(s) = ! (44)

Kols) + Ky(s)/3

The FB asymmetry becomes zero for a particular value of
dilepton invariant mass. Within the SM, the zero of Agg(s)
appears in the low ¢? region, sufficiently away from the
charm resonance region and hence can be predicted pre-
cisely. The position of the zero value of Agpg is very
sensitive to the presence of new physics.

For numerical evaluation we use the input parameters as
presented in the previous sections. The quark masses (in
GeV) used are m;, = 4.6, m, = 1.5, and a« = 1/128 and
the weak mixing angle sin’6y, = 0.23. The variation of
differential branching ratios (41) and the forward-backward
asymmetries (44) for the processes A, — Au* ™ and
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A, — A7% 7" in the standard model are shown in Figs. 4
and 5, respectively.

As discussed earlier in the presence of the fourth gen-
eration, the Wilson coefficients C g 1o will be modified due
to the new contributions arising from the virtual # quark in
the loop. Thus, these coefficients will be modified as

A
C¥' () = Cy(p) + T'CG(M),
t

A
C'(u) = Colp) + /\—’C’g(,u),
t

A
Ci(u) = Cyo(p) + thﬁo(m-
t

(45)

The new coefficients C7 4, can be calculated at the My,
scale by replacing the t-quark mass by m) in the loop
functions. These coefficients are then to be evolved to the
b scale using the renormalization group equation as dis-
cussed in [19]. The values of the new Wilson coefficients at
the m,, scale for m, = 400 GeV are given by C}(m,;) =
—0.355, C}(m;) = 5.831, and C}, = —17.358.

Thus, one can obtain the differential branching ratio and
the forward-backward asymmetry in SM4 by replacing
C7,0,10 in Egs. (41) and (44) by CY% ;. Using the values
of the |A}| and ¢ for m, = 400 GeV, differential branch-
ing ratio and the forward-backward asymmetry for

2.5 y T :; 0.5
= ; 0.4
2 i £
: % 0.3
© M i
215 i H D 02
x 1 ; @ 0.1
) :
2 1 H % <
& 0
©
-0.1
0.5
-0.2
0 : : - -0.3 - : : :
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
sin GeV? sin GeV?

FIG. 4 (color online).
versus s (right panel) for the process A, — Au™ u™.

-
o

dBr/ds X 10°

0.5

0 ) . . .
12 14 16 18 20 22
sin GeV2

FIG. 5 (color online).

The differential branching ratio dBr/ds versus s (left panel) and the forward-backward asymmetry [Apg(s)]

_ Ars(s)

12 14 16 18 20 22
sin Gev2

Same as Fig. 4 for the process A, — A7,
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A, — Au™ u~ are presented in Fig. 6, where we have not
considered the contributions from intermediate charmo-
nium resonances. From the figure it can be seen that the
differential branching ratio of this mode is significantly
enhanced from its corresponding SM value, whereas the
forward-backward asymmetry is slightly reduced with re-
spect to its SM value. However, the zero position of the FB
asymmetry remains unchanged in the fourth quark genera-
tion model. Similarly for the process A, — A7* 7~ asseen
from Fig. 7, the branching ratio is significantly enhanced
from its SM value, whereas the FB asymmetry remains
almost unaffected in the SM4.

We now proceed to calculate the total decay rates for
A, — AITI~ for which it is necessary to eliminate the
backgrounds coming from the resonance regions. This
can be done by using the following veto windows so that
the backgrounds coming from the dominant resonances
Ay — AJ/ (') with J/ (') — 71" can be elimi-
nated,

Ay = Apt ™ myy —0.02<my,- <my, +0.02,
My — 0.02 < Myt - < My + 0.02,
A= At 770 my —0.02 <mp - <my +0.02.

dBr/ds X 10°

0 5 10 15 20
sin Gev2

FIG. 6 (color online).
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TABLE IV. The branching ratios (in units of 10~°) for various
decay processes.

Decay modes Br’M BriM4
Ay — Aptu 13.25 (14.7 — 53.5)
Ay — ArTr™ 3.83 (4.3 —16.0)

Using these veto windows we obtain the branching ratios
for semileptonic rare A, decays which are presented in
Table IV. It is seen from the table that the branching ratios
obtained in the fourth quark generation model are reason-
ably enhanced from the corresponding SM values and
could be observed in the LHCb experiment.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have studied several rare decays of
A, baryon, ie., Ay — Am, A, — pK~, A, = Ay, and
A, — AI*I™ in the fourth quark generation model. This
model is a very simple extension of the standard model
with three generations and it provides a simple explanation
for several indications of new physics that have been

Arg(9)
o

01t

-0.2

-0.3

0 5 10 15 20
sin Gev2

Variation of the differential branching ratio (left panel) and the forward-backward asymmetry (right panel)

with respect to the momentum transfer s for the process A, — Au*tu~, in the fourth quark generation model [red (gray) regions]
whereas the corresponding SM values are shown by blue (dark gray) regions.

dBr/ds X 10°

22

sin GeV2

FIG. 7 (color online).

-0.02

-0.04

-0.06

Arg (s)

-0.08

12 14 16 18 20 22
sin Gev2

Same as Fig. 6 for the process A, — A7 7.
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observed involving CP asymmetries in the B, B, decays for
m} in the range of (400-600) GeV. We found that in this
model the branching ratios of the various decay modes
considered here (A, — Am, A, — pK~, A, — Ay, and
A, — AI"[7) are significantly enhanced from their corre-
sponding SM values. However the forward-backward
asymmetries in the A, — Al"[~ processes do not differ
much from those of the SM expectations. The zero point of

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 094022 (2010)

the Fup for A, — Al"I~ process is also found to be
unaffected in this model.
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