arXiv:2402.02470v2 [hep-ph] 4 Apr 2024

Prepared for submission to JHEP

Probing quantum decoherence at Belle II and LHCb

Ashutosh Kumar Alok,^a Subhashish Banerjee,^a Neetu Raj Singh Chundawat^a and S. Uma Sankar^b aIndian Institute of Technology Jodhpur, Jodhpur 342037, India bIndian Institute of Technology Bombay, Mumbai - 400076, India E-mail: akalok@iitj.ac.in, subhashish@iitj.ac.in,

chundawat.1@iitj.ac.in , uma@phy.iitb.ac.in

Abstract: With the advent of Belle II and the LHCb upgrade, the precision measurements of various B-Physics observables are on cards. This holds significant potential for delving into physics beyond the standard model of electroweak interactions. These measurements can also serve as means to establish limits on phenomena occurring at much finer length scales, such as quantum decoherence, which may arise due to potential discreteness in space-time or non-trivial topological effects. In this work, we set up the formalism to investigate the impact of quantum decoherence on several potential observables in B meson systems. The approach employs the trace-preserving Kraus operator formalism, extending unitary evolution to non-unitary dynamics while maintaining complete positivity. In this formalism, the decoherence effects are parametrized in terms of a single parameter. Through the analysis of purely leptonic, semileptonic, and non-leptonic decays of B mesons, we identify observables that could, in principle, be influenced by decoherence. The theoretical expressions are provided without neglecting the impact of decay width difference (ΔΓ) and CP violation in mixing. Considering that many of these observables can be measured with high precision using the abundant data collected by LHCb and Belle II, our formalism can be applied to establish constraints on the decoherence parameter through multiple decay channels. This offers an alternative set-up for such studies, which, at present, are predominantly conducted in the neutrino sector.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Open time evolution of B mesons 4 2.1 Time evolution of single B mesons 4 2.1.1 Theoretical limit on the decoherence parameter λ 6 2.2 Time evolution of correlated B mesons 6

3 Meson anti-meson mixing 7

4 Semileptonic decays of B mesons 9 4.1 Semileptonic decays of single B^0 mesons 9 4.2 Semileptonic decays of correlated B^0 mesons 11

5 Purely leptonic decays of B mesons 13

6 Nonleptonic decays of B mesons 20

7 Conclusions 23

1 Introduction

Flavor physics, particularly the analysis of B meson decays, has not only subjected the Standard Model (SM) of electroweak interactions to rigorous tests but has also imposed constraints on various extensions beyond the SM. With the absence of direct observations of new physics in high-energy experiments like ATLAS and CMS, the significance of flavor physics experiments, such as LHCb and Belle II, becomes more pronounced. These experimental setups have the capacity to explore new physics realms, reaching scales well beyond the capabilities of energy frontier experiments, by probing virtual particle production in quantum loops. The versatility of flavor systems also extends to the investigation of physics emerging from much finer length scales, including phenomena like quantum decoherence and Lorentz violation [1–3]. In this study, we examine the potential effects of quantum decoherence in B meson systems.

In a series of seminal works, S. Hawking provided a groundbreaking insight into the thermal radiation emitted by black holes, establishing a significant connection between quantum mechanics and the behavior of these celestial entities [4–6]. Specifically, in ref. [5], it was pointed out that black holes seemed to necessitate a mixed statistical description. This was intuitively attributed to the loss of information across the event horizon. In ref. [6], it was demonstrated that a pure quantum state undergoes an intriguing transformation into a mixed state in the presence of a microscopic event horizon. This transition gives rise

– 1 – to a phenomenon known as quantum decoherence, a departure from the standard principles of quantum mechanics. Quantum decoherence, typically forbidden in the framework of standard quantum mechanics due to its violation of unitarity, introduces a unique departure from the expected behavior of quantum systems. The violation of unitarity implies a loss of information about the system, leading to the emergence of mixed states from initially pure quantum states. The implications of this departure from unitarity extend to the foundational principles of theoretical physics, notably the Charge-Parity-Time (CPT) theorem. In flat space-times, the CPT theorem holds as long as the underlying theory adheres to principles of locality, unitarity, and Lorentz invariance [7]. Consequently, the occurrence of quantum decoherence introduces a potential breach in CPT symmetry by contravening the unitarity condition.

The distinctive topological features inherent in this environment may give rise to the spontaneous creation of quantum black holes characterized by event horizons with radii comparable to the Planck length. This continuous cycle of creation and evaporation, orchestrated by Hawking radiation, imparts a dynamic and frothy nature to the fabric of spacetime [8, 9]. As particles navigate the vicinity of these quantum black holes, a noteworthy interaction unfolds. The environment surrounding these singularities absorbs specific degrees of freedom from passing particles. This interaction triggers a transformative process in the states of these particles, transitioning them from pure to mixed states.

Quantum decoherence manifests in a specific category of string theories, namely noncritical string theories [10–12]. In the realm of quantum loop gravity, space-time is characterized by discreteness, and a study demonstrated that this discrete nature of space-time is conducive to the occurrence of quantum decoherence [13]. Apart from the decoherence arising from space-time foam effects, an additional source of decoherence stems from dark energy. The acceleration of the Universe is propelled by dark energy, prompting the evolution of the cosmos into a de Sitter universe characterized by exponential expansion. This transformation implies the presence of a cosmological horizon, and this, in turn, introduces the possibility of decoherence due to the challenge of defining super-scattering operators that connect the initial and final states. This decoherence of cosmological origin was shown to be intimately related to quantum gravity effects in ref. [14].

The dynamics governing the entire system, encompassing both the system and its surrounding environment, adhere to unitary principles, preserving quantum coherence and overall system unitarity. However, when we focus solely on the system and trace over the environmental degrees of freedom, the system’s evolution becomes non-unitary. Regardless of the origin of the environment at the microscopic level, its influence on the system can be effectively addressed by employing the principles of open quantum systems [15–25]. This approach provides a systematic framework for incorporating the impact of external environments, including decoherence and dissipation, into the dynamics of quantum systems.

In this study, we establish a formalism aimed at examining decoherence effects within the B meson system, focusing on observables of potential significance in experiments such as LHCb and Belle II. These observables pertain to a range of decay processes, encompassing purely leptonic, semileptonic, and non-leptonic decays of B mesons. The evolution of the density matrix is governed by Kraus operators, extending the unitary evolution to

– 2 – a non-unitary framework while maintaining completely positive dynamics. These Kraus operators are characterized by a single parameter that models decoherence, in addition to other parameters that are specific to the meson system. Therefore our approach is phenomenological in nature, which means that the effective description is relatively independent of the intricate details of the actual dynamics governing the interaction between the subsystem and its environment. Also, we present expressions without neglecting decay width difference ΔΓ and CP violation in mixing. The inclusion or exclusion of these effects in an analysis depends on the theoretical and experimental precision associated with a particular decay mode. Furthermore, in this formalism, the resulting density matrices representing the meson evolution are trace-preserving. This approach provides a unified framework to investigate both particle physics observables as well as quantum correlations in meson system as the measures of quantum correlations are defined for trace-preserving density matrix, see for e.g., [26–31].

In ref. [31], it was shown for the first time that the determination of observables such as B −B̄ mixing parameter Δm and ΔΓ along with sin 2β which characterizes CP violation in the interference of mixing and decay can be masked by the presence of the decoherence parameter. Further, using the Belle analysis of ref. [32], a bound on decoherence parameter was obtained which, till date, is the most stringent bound using B meson systems. In this work, we perform the first analysis of decoherence in purely leptonic B decays. We consider the effect of decoherence on a number of CP violating as well as CP conserving observables related to B → ℓℓ (ℓ = e, μ, τ) decays. This includes analyzing well established relation between theoretical and experimental values of B(B_s → μ^+μ^−), as obtained [33, 34], in the presence of decoherence. Further, we also provide the first analysis of a number of observables in semileptonic decays of a B meson, both time-dependent as well as independent asymmetries within the Kraus operator formalism which can be used to determine the decoherence parameter. We also revisit our analysis of B − B̄ mixing and semileptonic decays of correlated B mesons and provide a theoretical description in the presence of CP violation in mixing. Finally, we also revisit the determination of the decoherence parameter using nonleptonic B decays. Apart from providing theoretical expressions of the time-dependent asymmetries in the presence of CP violation in mixing, we also consider time-independent observables.

Given the fact that many of these observables can be measured very precisely using the wealth of data collected by LHCb and Belle II, our formalism can be utilized to obtain bounds on the decoherence parameter using multiple decay channels. Many of these channels are not only measured with unprecedented precision but also are theoretically clean observables. Thus experiments which were mainly designed to probe new physics can also be utilized to probe physics at the finer length scales. Further, it can also provide an alternative set-up for such studies which at present, are mainly performed in the neutrino sector [35–43].

The structure of this study is outlined as follows. In Sec. 2, we present the temporal evolution of both individual and correlated B mesons within the context of an open quantum system, employing the Kraus operator formalism. Sec. 3 delves into the examination of the impact of decoherence on meson-antimeson mixing. The influence of decoherence on

– 3 – observables associated with semileptonic decays of B mesons is scrutinized in Sec. 4. Sec. 5 is dedicated to an analysis of decoherence effects on observables connected to B → ℓℓ decays, while Sec. 6 conducts an examination of non-leptonic B decays. The findings and overall conclusions are summarized in Sec. 7.

2 Open time evolution of B mesons

The influence of an ambient environment on the system of interest, such as the B mesons, can be effectively described using the formalism of Open Quantum Systems. However, dealing with B mesons presents additional complexities as they are unstable and decay over time. This introduces a modification in the Hilbert space of the decaying system. Consider pairs of correlated B^0_dB̄^0_d mesons originating from a Υ(4S) resonance, for example. Initially, each pair exists in a joint two-particle Hilbert space. However, due to the inherent decaying nature of the mesons, the Hilbert space evolves to become a combination of twoparticle, one-particle, and zero-particle Hilbert spaces. Incorporating this concept into the framework of open quantum systems is essential in our approach to consider the effect of the environment on B meson decays.

2.1 Time evolution of single B mesons

For single mesons, the Hilbert space can be represented as H_B0 ⊕ H_0, where H_B0 is a one-particle Hilbert space, and H_0 is the space spanned by |0⟩, representing the vacuum state and indicating the absence of any particle. The decaying meson system then exists in a Hilbert space spanned by the orthonormal vectors | B^0 ⟩ , |¯ B^0 ⟩ , and |0⟩, representing the different possible states of the system during its evolution.: | B^0 ⟩ = 1 0 0 ; |¯ B^0 ⟩ = 0 1 0 ; |0⟩ = 0 0 1 . (2.1)

Here B^0 stands for B^0_d /B^0_s mesons.

The meson state is represented by the density matrix ρ. Since, decay as well as decoherence, due to the effect of the environment, is an irreversible process, the time evolution of ρ can be accounted for by constructing a one-parameter semigroup Ξ_t such that ρ(t) = Ξ_t ρ(0). (2.2)

Here ρ(0) denotes the initial state while Ξ_t is a linear superoperator generating the semigroup evolution and is characterized by

Tr [ρ(0)] = Tr [Ξ_t ρ(0)] = 1, (2.3)

i.e., trace is preserved and

Ξ_{t1+t2} = Ξ_{t1} Ξ_{t2} , for all t_1, t_2 ≥ 0. (2.4)

– 4 –

From these conditions as well as the condition of complete positivity, the structure of Ξ_t can be found leading to ρ(t). The time evolution of the system, consistent with the Geiger- Nutall law, is given by a family of completely positive trace-preserving maps forming a one-parameter dynamical semigroup. Complete positivity implies that the time evolution of a state of the system can be written in the operator-sum representation ρ(t) = 5∑ i=0 E_i(t)ρ(0)E^†_i (t), (2.5)

where E_i(t) are the Kraus operators which are obtained by comparing eq. (2.5) with ρ(t) = Ξ_t ρ(0).

The form of the Kraus operators are obtained to be

E_0(t) = |0⟩ ⟨0| , (2.6)

E_1(t) = 1 2 [ e^{−(2imL+ΓL+λ)t/2} + e^{−(2imH +ΓH +λ)t/2} ] (| |B^0⟩ ⟨B^0| + |B̄0⟩ ⟨B̄0|) + 1 2 [ e^{−(2imL+ΓL+λ)t/2} − e^{−(2imH +ΓH +λ)t/2} ] (p q | |B^0⟩ ⟨B̄0 | | + q p | |B̄0⟩ ⟨B^0 | | ) , (2.7)

E_2(t) = Re[(p − q)/(p + q)] |p|^2 − |q|^2 ( 1 − e^{−ΓL t} − (|p|^2 − |q|^2)^2 | |1 − e−(Γ+λ−iΔm)t | |^2

(1 − e^{−ΓH t}) )

× ( p + q 2p |0⟩ ⟨ B^0 | + p + q 2q |0⟩ ⟨¯ B^0 |) , (2.8)

E_3(t) = √ Re[(p − q)/(p + q)] (|p|^2 − |q|^2)(1 − e^{−ΓH t}) ( 1 − e−Γ_H t + (1 − e−(Γ+λ−iΔm)t) (|p|2 − |q|2) 2p (p + q) |0⟩ ⟨ B^0 | |

− 1 − e^{−ΓH t} − ( 1 − e^{−(Γ+λ−iΔm)t} ) ( |p|^2 − |q|^2 ) 2q (p + q) |0⟩ ⟨¯ B^0 | | ) , (2.9)

E_4(t) = 1 2 e^{−ΓLt/2} √ 1 − e^{−λt} (| |B^0⟩ ⟨B^0 | | + | |B̄0⟩ ⟨B̄0 | | + p q | |B^0⟩ ⟨B̄0 | | + q p | |B̄0⟩ ⟨B^0 | | ) , (2.10)

E_5(t) = 1 2 e^{−ΓH t/2} √ 1 − e^{−λt} (| |B^0⟩ ⟨B^0 | | + | |B̄0⟩ ⟨B̄0 | | − p q | |B^0⟩ ⟨B̄0 | | − q p | |B̄0⟩ ⟨B^0 | | ) . (2.11)

The initial states are represented as

ρ_B0 (0) ≡ | |B^0⟩ ⟨B^0 | | = 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

; ρ¯_B0 (0) ≡ | |B̄0⟩ ⟨B̄0 | | = 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

. (2.12)

Using the Kraus operators, we obtain

ρ_B0 (t) = 1 2 e^{−Γt} a_{ch} + e^{−λt}a_c (^q_p )^∗(−a_{sh} − ie^{−λt}a_s) 0 (^q_p )(−a_{sh} + ie^{−λt}a_s) |^q_p |^2a_{ch} − e^{−λt}a_c 0 0 0 ρ_{33}(t) ,

ρ¯_{B0} (t) = 1 2 e^{−Γt} |^p_q |^2(a_{ch} − e^{−λt}a_c) (^p_q )(−a_{sh} + ie^{−λt}a_s) 0 (^p_q )^∗(−a_{sh} − ie^{−λt}a_s) a_{ch} + e^{−λt}a_c 0 0 0 ρ^′_{33}(t)

, (2.13)

– 5 – where a_{ch} = cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) , a_{sh} = sinh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) , a_c = cos (Δmt) and a_s = sin (Δmt). Γ = (Γ_L + Γ_H )/2, ΔΓ = Γ_L − Γ_H , Γ_L and Γ_H are the decay width of B^0_L = pB^0 + qB̄^0 and B^0_H = pB^0 − qB̄^0, respectively (light and heavy states of B mesons) with p and q being the complex coefficients that satisfying the condition |p|^2 + |q|^2 = 1. Further, Δm = m_H −m_L, m_L and m_H are the masses of B^0_L and B^0_H states, respectively. Here λ is a decoherence parameter, representing the interaction between the one-particle system and its environment. ρ_{33}(t) and ρ^′_{33}(t) are some functions of B physics parameters defined above. However, they do not contribute to the present analysis. The Kraus operators, initially developed for the K meson system in ref. [22], have been utilized in our investigation to explore the B meson system.

2.1.1 Theoretical limit on the decoherence parameter λ For the time evolution of the density operator to be completely positive, the following inequality must hold for any t ≥ 0 [23]:

δ^2_L ( 1 − 2e^{−(Γ+λ)t} cos(Δmt) + e^{−2(Γ+λ)t} ) ≤ ( 1 − e^{−ΓH t} ) ( 1 − e^{−ΓLt} ) . (2.14)

Here δ_L = |p|^2 − |q|^2. Given that the parameters Γ_L, Γ_H , Δm, and δ_L are known, the above inequality can be utilized to obtain an upper bound on the decoherence parameter λ. This bound serves as a theoretical upper limit, and any experimentally determined limit on λ should not exceed this bound. Hence, this inequality also imposes constraints on the validity of the model under consideration.

For t ≥ 0 and λ ≥ 0, the above inequality can be written in the following form [23]

0 ≤ λ ≤ λ_{max} ≃ 1 δ_L √ Γ_LΓ_H − δ^2_L(Δm)^2 − Γ . (2.15)

For the neutral B_d meson system, Δm_{Bd} = (0.5065 ± 0.0019) ps^{−1}, τ_{Bd} = 1/Γ_{Bd} = (1.519 ± 0.004) ps and δ_L = (−0.5 ± 0.4) × 10^{−3}. These values are taken from Particle Data Group (PDG) [44]. As for this system ΔΓ = Γ_L − Γ_H ≈ 0, we assume Γ_L ≈ Γ_H ≈ Γ. Substituting these values in eq. (2.15), we get λ_{max} = 7.9 × 10^{14} s^{−1} at 95% C.L. The current experimental upper limit on λ is 3 × 10^{10} s^{−1} at 95% C.L. [31] which is well within the allowed limit.

For the neutral B_s meson system, Δm_{Bs} = (17.765 ± 0.006) ps^{−1}, Γ_{Bs} = (65.73 ± 0.23) × 10^{10} s^{−1}, τ_{BsL} = 1/Γ_{BsL} = (1.431 ± 0.007) ps, τ_{BsH} = 1/Γ_{BsH} = (1.624 ± 0.009) ps and δ_L = (−0.15±0.70)×10^{−3} . By substituting these values, taken from PDG [44], into eq. (2.15), we derive λ_{max} = 3.64 × 10^{16} s^{−1} at 95% C.L. Currently, there are no experimental limits available for the decoherence parameter in the B_s meson system. However, like the B_d meson system it is expected that the experimental limit on λ in B_s system should also fall within the acceptable range.

2.2 Time evolution of correlated B mesons The entangled B^0 − B̄^0 state can be written as |ψ(0)⟩ = 1 √ 2 (| B^0B̄^0 ⟩ − | |B̄0B^0⟩) . (2.16)

– 6 –

The time evolution of the above state is described by the following density matrix [3, 45, 46]:

ρ(t_1, t_2) = 1 2 ( ρ_1(t_1) ⊗ ρ_2(t_2) + ρ_2(t_1) ⊗ ρ_1(t_2) − ρ_3(t_1) ⊗ ρ_4(t_2) − ρ_4(t_1) ⊗ ρ_3(t_2) ) , (2.17)

where ρ_1(t) = ρ_B0 (t), ρ_2(t) = ρ¯_B0 (t) which are given in eq. (2.13), while ρ_{3/4}(t) = ∑ i E_i(t)ρ_{3/4}(0)E^†_i (t), where

ρ_3(0) ≡ | |B^0⟩ ⟨B̄0 | | = 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ; ρ4(0) ≡ | |B̄0⟩ ⟨B^0 | | = 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

. (2.18)

Thus ρ_{3/4}(t) are given by

ρ_3(t) = 1 2 e^{−Γt} (^p_q )^∗(−a_{sh} − ie^{−λt}a_s) a_{ch} + e^{−λt}a_c 0 (^p_q )^∗(^q_p )(a_{ch} − e^{−λt}a_c) (^q_p )(−a_{sh} + ie^{−λt}a_s) 0 0 0 ρ̃_{33}(t) ,

ρ_4(t) = 1 2 e^{−Γt} (^p_q )(−a_{sh} + ie^{−λt}a_s) (^p_q )(^q_p )^∗(a_{ch} − e^{−λt}a_c) 0 a_{ch} + e^{−λt}a_c (^q_p )^∗(−a_{sh} − ie^{−λt}a_s) 0 0 0 ρ̃^′_{33}(t)

. (2.19)

Here the parameters are the same as in eq. (2.13). ρ̃_{33}(t) and ρ̃^′_{33}(t) are functions of B physics parameters defined in the previous subsection and are irrelevant for the present analysis. In the following sections, we discuss various B physics observables that can be affected due to decoherence.

3 Meson anti-meson mixing

In the presence of decoherence, the survival (oscillation) probability of initial B^0 meson to decay as B^0(B̄^0) at a proper decay time t is given by

P_+(t, λ) = e^{−Γ t} 2 [ cosh(ΔΓ t/2) + e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t) ] , P_−(t, λ) = e^{−Γ t} 2 | | | q p | | | 2 [ cosh(ΔΓ t/2) − e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t) ] , (3.1)

respectively. The positive sign applies when the B^0 meson decays with the same flavor as its production and the negative sign when the particle decays with an opposite flavor to its production. We see that the survival (oscillation) probability of B^0 is λ dependent! The time-dependent mixing asymmetry, used to determine Δm and ΔΓ, is defined as

A_{mix}(t, λ) ≡ P_+(t, λ) − P_−(t, λ) P_+(t, λ) + P_−(t, λ) . (3.2)

This asymmetry can be observed using a flavor tagging decay, like B^0 → D^−l^+ν. Using eqs. (3.1), A_{mix}(t, λ) is given by

A_{mix}(t, λ) = ( 1 − | |^q_p | |^2 ) cosh(ΔΓ t/2) + ( 1 + | |^q_p | |^2 ) e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t) ( 1 + | | q_p | |^2 ) cosh(ΔΓ t/2) + ( 1 − | | q_p | |^2 ) e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t)

. (3.3)

– 7 –

The above equation can also be written as

A_{mix}(t, λ) = e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t) + δ_B cosh(ΔΓ t/2) cosh(ΔΓ t/2) + δ_B e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t)

, (3.4)

where δ_B is defined as δ_B ≡ 1 − | |^q_p | |^2 1 + | | q_p | |^2 . (3.5)

In the limit of neglecting the CP violation in mixing, i.e., |q/p| = 1, we get

A_{mix}(t, λ) = cos(Δm t) cosh(ΔΓ t/2) e^{−λ t} . (3.6)

Thus we see that the decoherence parameter appears in the expression of the time-dependent mixing asymmetry A_{mix}(t). The true value of Δm, along with ΔΓ, can be determined by a three parameter (Δm, ΔΓ, λ) fit to A_{mix}(t, λ) given in eq. (3.3) or eq. (3.4).

The B^0_d − B̄^0_d mixing was first observed in 1987 through time-integrated measurements by the UA1 [47] and ARGUS [47] collaborations. These measurements typically relied on the enumeration of lepton pairs with either the same or opposite signs originating from the semileptonic decay of the generated bb̄ pairs. Subsequently, numerous other experiments have also contributed to the measurements of B^0_d −B̄^0_d mixing, both through time-dependent and time-integrated analyses. The experimental determination of Δm_d can be achieved through various approaches. The LHCb, CDF, and D0 experiments employ a methodology that involves measuring the decay rates of a particle initially identified as a pure B^0_d at time t = 0 which subsequently decays either as a B^0_d or B̄^0_d over the course of its proper decay time. Conversely, the Belle and BaBar experiments adopt a different approach to determine Δm_d. They do so by measuring the time-dependent probabilities, denoted as P_+(t) for unoscillated B^0_dB̄^0_d events and P_−(t) for oscillated B^0_d B^0_d /B̄^0_dB̄^0_d events, involving two neutral B_d mesons that originate from an entangled state during the decay of the Υ(4S) resonance. The expressions for P_±(t), in the presence of decoherence, remain consistent with those provided in eq. (3.1), albeit with substitution of the proper time t with the proper decay-time difference Δt between the decays of the two neutral B_d mesons.

The current world average for Δm_d, as cited in the PDG, stands at (0.5065±0.0019), ps^{−1} [44]. This value represents the amalgamation of measurements of Δm_d derived from a spectrum of experiments, including OPAL [48], ALEPH [49], DELPHI [50], L3 [51], CDF [52], BaBar [53], Belle [54], D0 [55], and LHCb [56–58]. Consequently, it becomes apparent that the process of determining Δm_d in experiments like LHCb, CDF, D0, Belle, and BaBar can be affected by the presence of the decoherence parameter λ. Therefore, reevaluating the determination of Δm_d in these experiments while considering decoherence can provide constraints on the λ parameter. On the other hand, the LEP experiments gauge Δm_d through time-independent measurements. In the following section, we will demonstrate that these measurements are likewise affected by the presence of decoherence.

The first observation of B^0_s −B̄^0_s mixing was reported in 2006 by the CDF collaboration [59], which was 19 years after the initial detection of B^0_d −B̄^0_d mixing. This delay is primarily

– 8 – attributed to the significant discrepancy in oscillation frequencies between the B^0_s −B̄^0_s and B^0_d − B̄^0_d systems. The former has an oscillation frequency 35 times greater than the latter, creating a substantial challenge for achieving precise decay time resolution in detectors. LHCb subsequently detected oscillations in B^0_s − B̄^0_s by utilizing data spanning from 1 to 4.9 fb^{−1} collected at the LHC up until 2016 [56, 58, 60, 61]. More recently, measurements derived from the complete LHC Run 2 dataset have been released by both the CMS [62] and LHCb [63, 64] collaborations. The current world average of Δm_s stands at 17.765 ± 0.006 [44], with the most recent LHCb result contributing significantly to this remarkable level of precision. The process for determining Δm_s at both CDF and LHC is essentially the same as that for Δm_d with the addition of ΔΓ_s in the fitting process. Consequently, just like Δm_d, the methods used to determine Δm_s are also influenced by the presence of decoherence effects. Therefore, a reevaluation of time-dependent data for B^0_s − B̄^0_s oscillations not only allows for the determination of the true values of Δm_s and ΔΓ_s, but also provides an opportunity to establish constraints on the decoherence parameter. Given the exceptional precision in determining mixing parameters Δm_d and Δm_s owing to the abundant data available, a reanalysis of this data within the current framework holds the potential for enhancing the existing constraints on λ. The precision is expected to be further improved at Belle II and HL-LHC, assuming that the flavor tagging performance can be maintained or enhanced [65, 66].

4 Semileptonic decays of B mesons

In the formalism of density matrices, any physical observable of the neutral B-meson system is described by a suitable hermitian operator O. Its evolution in time can be obtained by taking its trace with the density matrix ρ(t). Of particular interest are those observables O_f that are associated with the decay of a B-meson into final states ‘f’. In the | |B^0⟩, | |B̄0⟩, and |0⟩ basis, O_f is represented by

O_f =

|A(B^0 → f)|^2 A(B^0 → f)^∗A(B̄^0 → f) 0 A(B^0 → f)A(B̄^0 → f)^∗ |A(B̄^0 → f)|^2 0 0 0 0

. (4.1)

Here the entries are written in terms of the two independent decay amplitudes A(B^0 → f) and A(B̄^0 → f). Probability rate, P_f (B^0/B̄^0; t), that an initial ρ_B0_/¯_B0 state decays at time t into a given state f, described by the operator O_f , is then given by Tr [O_f ρ(t)].

4.1 Semileptonic decays of single B^0 mesons

The temporal progression of a single B-meson in the presence of an external environment is elaborated upon in Sec. 2.1. With this formalism at our disposal, we can now pinpoint certain observables whose measurement can facilitate the determination of the decoherence parameter λ. In this section, we delve into a discussion of these specific observables. Let us consider the decays of B^0 mesons in semileptonic states h l ν, where h stands for any allowed charged hadronic state. Under the assumption of CP T conservation and no violation of

– 9 –

ΔB = ΔQ rule, the amplitudes for B^0/B̄^0 into h^−l^+ν can be written as A ( B^0 → h^−l^+ν ) = M_h , A (¯ B^0 → h^−l^+ν ) = 0 , (4.2)

whereas the amplitudes for B^0/B̄^0 into h^+l^−ν̄ can be written as A ( B^0 → h^+l^−ν̄ ) = 0 , A (¯ B^0 → h^+l^−ν̄ ) = M^∗_h . (4.3)

Thus the operators for these decay modes can be written as

O_h− = |M_h|^2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 , O_h+ = 0 0 0 0 |M^∗_h |^2 0 0 0 0

. (4.4)

Therefore the probability rate that an initial state B^0 decays into a final state h^−l^+ν/h^+l^−ν̄ is given by

P_h− (B^0; t) = |M_h|^2 2 e^{−Γt} [ cosh ( tΔΓ 2 ) + e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) ] , P_h+ (B^0; t) =

|M^∗_h |^2 2 e^{−Γt} | | q p | |^2 [ cosh ( tΔΓ 2 ) − e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) ] . (4.5)

If the initial state is B̄^0 then

P_h− (B̄^0; t) = |M_h|^2 2 e^{−Γt} | | |p q | | |^2 [ cosh ( tΔΓ 2 ) − e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) ] , P_h+ (B̄^0; t) =

|M^∗_h |^2 2 e^{−Γt} [ cosh ( tΔΓ 2 ) + e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) ] . (4.6)

We can define several λ dependent asymmetries using these semileptonic probability rates. However, for determining λ, only those asymmetries are important which do not vanish in the limit of neglecting CP violation in mixing or ΔΓ. Otherwise, the dependence on λ will always be suppressed by these quantities making its determination difficult. For example, we can see that the following semileptonic “wrong-charge” asymmetry

P_h− (B̄^0; t) − P_h+ (B^0; t) P_h− (B̄^0; t) + P_h+ (B^0; t) = 1 − | |^q_p | |^4 1 + | | |^q_p | | |^4

, (4.7)

is independent of the decoherence parameter λ. This asymmetry is used to determine the CP violation in mixing, i.e., it has been subject to measurement through both timeintegrated analyses conducted at CLEO [67], BaBar [68], CDF [69],DØ [70] and LHCb [71], as well as time-dependent analyses carried out at LEP [72], BaBar [73] and Belle [74]. The average of measurements of the above wrong-charge asymmetry leads to |q/p|_d = 1.0010±0.0008 and |q/p|_s = 1.0003±0.0014 [44]. Here “d” and “s” subscripts are associated with the B^0_d and B^0_s systems, respectively. Therefore, these measurements will not be modulated in the presence of decoherence.

– 10 –

We can now define the following λ dependent asymmetries

A^1_λ(t) ≡

P_h− (B^0; t) − P_h− (B̄^0; t) P_h− (B^0; t) + P_h− (B̄^0; t)

, (4.8)

A^2_λ(t) ≡

P_h+ (B^0; t) − P_h+ (B̄^0; t) P_h+ (B^0; t) + P_h+ (B̄^0; t)

. (4.9)

Using the expression of probability rates given above, we obtain

A^1_λ(t) = e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t) − δ_B cosh(ΔΓ t/2) cosh(ΔΓ t/2) − δ_B e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t)

, (4.10)

A^2_λ(t) = − e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t) + δ_B cosh(ΔΓ t/2) cosh(ΔΓ t/2) + δ_B e^{−λ t} cos(Δm t)

. (4.11)

Thus decoherence parameter λ can be determined from the measurement of above time dependent asymmetries. Neglecting CP violation in mixing, above asymmetries takes a simpler form, A^1_λ(t) = e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ), (4.12) A^2_λ(t) = −e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ). (4.13)

Hence, the dependence of these asymmetries on the decoherence parameter λ remains significant even as the limit of |q/p| → 1 is approached. The above asymmetries can be translated into integrated asymmetries as

A^1_λ =

P_h− (B^0) − P_h− (B̄^0) P_h− (B^0) + P_h− (B̄^0)

, (4.14)

A^2_λ =

P_h+ (B^0) − P_h+ (B̄^0) P_h+ (B^0; t) + P_h+ (B̄^0)

, (4.15)

where P_f (B) = (1/Γ) ∫_∞ 0 P_f (B; t) dt. Using eqs. (4.5) and (4.6), we get

A^1_λ =

(1 + λ^′)((1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2)^{−1} − δ_B (1 − y^2)^{−1} (1 − y^2)^{−1} − δ_B (1 + λ^′)((1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2)^{−1}

, (4.16)

A^2_λ = −

(1 + λ^′)((1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2)^{−1} + δ_B (1 − y^2)^{−1} (1 − y^2)^{−1} + δ_B (1 + λ^′)((1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2)^{−1}

, (4.17)

where x = Δm/Γ, y = ΔΓ/2Γ and λ^′ = λ/Γ. Thus these integrated symmetries can also be utilized to measure the decoherence parameter.

4.2 Semileptonic decays of correlated B^0 mesons The double decay rate, G(f, t_1; g, t_2), that the left-moving meson decays at proper time t_1 into a final state f, while the right-moving meson decays at proper time t_2 into the final state g, is then given by Tr [(O_f ⊗ O_g) ρ(t_1, t_2)]. From this, a very useful quantity called

– 11 – the single time distribution, Γ(f, g; t), can be defined as Γ(f, g; t) = ∫_∞ 0 dτ G(f, τ + t; g, τ), where t = t_1 − t_2 is taken to be positive.

We now consider the following time-dependent observables R(t) ≡ Γ(h^+, h^+; t) + Γ(h^−, h^−; t) Γ(h^+, h^−; t) + Γ(h^−, h^+; t)

, (4.18) χ(t) ≡ Γ(h^+, h^+; t) + Γ(h^−, h^−; t) Γ(h^+, h^+; t) + Γ(h^−, h^−; t) + Γ(h^+, h^−; t) + Γ(h^−, h^+; t)

. (4.19)

Using (2.17) and (4.4), we get R(t) = 1 2 (| | |p q | |^2 + | | q p | |^2 ) (1 + λ^′) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) − e^{−λ t} cos (Δmt) (1 + λ^′) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) + e^{−λ t} cos (Δmt)

, (4.20)

χ(t) = (| | |^p_q | | |^2 + | | |^q_p | | |^2 ) ( cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) − (1 + λ^′)^{−1}e^{−λ t} cos (Δmt) ) ( 2 − | | p_q | |^2 − | | q_p | |^2 ) (1 + λ^′)^{−1}e^{−λ t} cos (Δmt) + ( 2 + | | p_q | |^2 + | | q_p | |^2 ) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) .(4.21)

We see that the above observables do not vanish in the limit of neglecting CP violation in mixing and ΔΓ and hence useful for the determination of decoherence parameter λ. One can also define the following observables

A^{corr, 1} λ (t) ≡ Γ(h^+, h^−; t) − Γ(h^+, h^+; t) Γ(h^+, h^−; t) + Γ(h^+, h^+; t)

, (4.22)

A^{corr, 2} λ (t) ≡ Γ(h^−, h^+; t) − Γ(h^−, h^−; t) Γ(h^−, h^+; t) + Γ(h^−, h^−; t)

. (4.23)

Using (2.17) and (4.4), we get

A^{corr, 1} λ (t) =

(1 + λ^′)^{−1} e^{−λ t} cos (Δmt) + δ_B cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) + δ_B (1 + λ^′)^{−1} e^{−λ t} cos (Δmt)

, (4.24)

A^{corr, 2} λ (t) =

(1 + λ^′)^{−1} e^{−λ t} cos (Δmt) − δ_B cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) − δ_B (1 + λ^′)^{−1} e^{−λ t} cos (Δmt)

. (4.25)

In the limit of neglecting CP violation in mixing, the above equation takes the following simple form A^{corr, 1} λ (t) = A^{corr, 2}_λ (t) = ( 1 1 + λ^′ ) e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) . (4.26)

We now turn our attention towards time-independent observables. There are two important observables which can be affected by interaction with the environment. One is the ratio of the total same-sign to opposite-sign semileptonic rates R = Γ(h^+, h^+) + Γ(h^−, h^−) Γ(h^+, h^−) + Γ(h^−, h^+)

, (4.27)

and the other is the total B^0 − B̄^0 mixing probability χ = Γ(h^+, h^+) + Γ(h^−, h^−) Γ(h^+, h^+) + Γ(h^−, h^−) + Γ(h^+, h^−) + Γ(h^−, h^+)

. (4.28)

– 12 –

Time-independent probabilities, Γ(f, g), can be obtained by integrating the distribution Γ(f, g; t) over time. The expressions for R and χ are obtained to be

R = 1 2 (| | |p q | |^2 + | | q p | |^2 ) (1 − y^2)^{−1} − ( (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 )_{−1} (1 − y^2)^{−1} + ((1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2)^{−1}

, (4.29)

χ = (| | |^p_q | |^2 + | |^q_p | |^2 ) ( (1 − y^2)^{−1} − ( (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 )_{−1}) ( 2 + | | p_q | |^2 + | | q_p | |^2 ) (1 − y^2)^{−1} + ( 2 − | | p_q | |^2 − | | q_p | |^2 ) ((1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2)^{−1}

. (4.30)

Thus we see that these quantities are λ dependent. The LEP experiments utilized the measurements of these time-independent observables to determine the value of Δm_d. As these quantities are λ dependent, a reevaluation of the LEP data using the above expressions will enable the imposition of constraints on the possible values of λ.

However, another well-known asymmetry, the CP asymmetry A_{CP} between P (B̄ → B) and P (B → B̄) which can be measured by the following charge asymmetry of the same-sign dilepton event rate

A_{CP} =

Γ(h^+, h^+) − Γ(h^−, h^−) Γ(h^+, h^−) + Γ(h^−, h^+) = | |^p_q | |^2 − | |^q_p | |^2 | | p_q | |^2 + | | q_p | |^2 ,

turns out to be independent of λ.

5 Purely leptonic decays of B mesons

In this section, we study the effects of decoherence on observables related to the purely leptonic decays of B mesons. The quark level transition b → (s, d)ℓℓ (ℓ = e, μ, τ) induces purely leptonic decays B^0_q → ℓℓ. These decays apart from being loop suppressed are also chirally suppressed within the SM. We particularly focus on B^0_s → μ^+ μ^− decay. The SM prediction for the branching ratio of B^0_s → μ^+ μ^− is (3.47 ± 0.14) × 10^{−9} [75, 76]. On the experimental side, B^0_s → μ^+ μ^− has been observed with a branching ratio of (3.45 ± 0.29) × 10^{−9} [77]. The world average value was revised following an updated measurement of the branching ratio by the CMS collaboration, utilizing the complete Run II dataset [78]. Subsequent to this update, the experimental world average for the branching ratio of B^0_s → μ^+μ^− aligns with the SM prediction.

In Ref. [33], it was shown that due to the sizable decay width difference ΔΓ_s of the B^0_s meson, the theoretical branching ratio of B^0_s → μ^+ μ^− needs to be rescaled in order to compare it with the experimentally measured branching ratio. In [34], a new observable called effective B^0_s → μ^+ μ^− lifetime, τ_μ+_μ− , was introduced. Apart from probing new physics, this observable would facilitate the inclusion of ΔΓ_s effect in the comparison between the theoretical and experimental branching ratio of B^0_s → μ^+ μ^−. It would be interesting to study these observables in the presence of decoherence.

– 13 –

The effective Lagrangian for the process B^0_s /B̄^0_s → ℓ^+ ℓ^− (ℓ = e, μ , τ) can be written as [79] L_{eff} = B^0_s ψ̄_ℓ(b + aγ_5)ψ_ℓ + B̄^0_s ψ̄_ℓ(b̄ + āγ_5)ψ_ℓ. (5.1)

Under the assumption of CP T conservation, b̄ = b^∗ and ā = −a^∗. Helicity conservation in the decay of B^0_s or B̄^0_s implies that the only final states can be ℓ^+_L ℓ^−_L or ℓ^+_R ℓ^−_R, which are CP conjugates. We therefore consider decays B^0_s /B̄^0_s → ℓ^+_h ℓ^−_h , where h = L, R. The operator for these processes is given by

O_h = |A_h|^2

1 (^p_q ) λ_h 0 (^p_q )^∗λ^∗_h |^p_q |^2|λ_h|^2 0 0 0 0

, (5.2)

where the phase invariant quantity λ_h is defined as

λ_h = q p Ā_h (≡ A(B̄0_s → ℓ^+_h ℓ^−_h )) A_h ( ≡ A(B^0_s → ℓ^+_h ℓ^−_h )

) . (5.3)

Using eq. (5.1), we get

λ_L = q p ( −a^∗ + βb^∗ a + βb ) , λ_R = q p ( − a^∗ + βb^∗ a − βb ) , (5.4)

where β = √ 1 − 4m^2_ℓ /m^2_B . Therefore the probability rate that an initial state B^0_s /B̄^0_s decays into final state ℓ^+_h ℓ^−_h is given by

P_h(B^0_s ; t) 1 2 e^{−Γt}|A_h|^2 = ( 1 + |λ_h|^2 ) cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + ( 1 − |λ_h|^2 ) e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) −2Re(λ_h) sinh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − 2Im(λ_h)e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) , (5.5)

P_h(B̄^0_s ; t) 1 2 e^{−Γt}|A_h|^2|^p_q |^2 = ( 1 + |λ_h|^2 ) cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − ( 1 − |λ_h|^2 ) e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) −2Re(λ_h) sinh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + 2Im(λ_h)e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) . (5.6)

We can now construct the following CP violating asymmetries using the polarized decay probabilities [79–81] A^{LR}_{CP} (t) ≡ P (B^0_s (t) → ℓ^+_L ℓ^−_L ) − P (B̄^0_s (t) → ℓ^+_Rℓ^−_R) P (B^0_s (t) → ℓ^+_L ℓ^−_L ) + P (B̄^0_s (t) → ℓ^+_Rℓ^−_R) , A^{RL}_{CP} (t) ≡ P (B^0_s (t) → ℓ^+_Rℓ^−_R) − P (B̄^0_s (t) → ℓ^+_L ℓ^−_L ) P (B^0_s (t) → ℓ^+_Rℓ^−_R) + P (B̄^0_s (t) → ℓ^+_L ℓ^−_L )

. (5.7)

The CP asymmetry in the longitudinal polarization fraction A_{LP} [82] may be written in terms of these two CP asymmetries. The measurement of either of these CP asymmetries for B^0_s → μ^+ μ^− requires the measurement of muon polarization, which will be an impossible task for the upcoming experiments [83]. However, these asymmetries can be measured

– 14 – for the B_s → τ^+τ^− decay mode. The numerator and denominator of A^{LR}_{CP} (t) is calculated

to be

N^{LR}_{CP} (t) = 1 2 e^{−Γt}|A_L|^2 [ ( |λ_L|^2 − |λ_R|^{−2} ) cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − ( |λ_L|^2 − |λ_R|^{−2} ) e^{−λt} cos (Δmt)

−2Re ( λ_L − λ^{−1}_R ) sinh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − 2Im ( λ_L − λ^{−1}_R ) e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) ] ,

D^{LR}_{CP} (t) = 1 2 e^{−Γt}|A_L|^2 [ { 2 + ( |λ_L|^2 + |λ_R|^{−2} )} cosh ( ΔΓt 2 )

+ { 2 − ( |λ_L|^2 + |λ_R|^{−2} )} e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) − 2Re ( λ_L + λ^{−1}_R ) sinh ( ΔΓt 2 )

−2Im ( λ_L + λ^{−1}_R ) e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) ] . (5.8)

Using above equations, the integrated asymmetry A^{LR}_{CP} can be obtained as A^{LR}_{CP} = ∫_∞ 0 N^{LR}_{CP} (t)dt ∫_∞ 0 D^{LR}_{CP} (t)dt ≡ N^{LR}_{CP} D^{LR}_{CP} , (5.9)

where N^{LR}_{CP} = ( |λ_L|^2 − |λ_R|^{−2} ) 1 − y^2 − (1 + λ^′) ( |λ_L|^2 − |λ_R|^{−2} ) (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 + 2 y Re ( λ_L − λ^{−1}_R ) 1 − y^2 − 2 x Im ( λ_L − λ^{−1}_R ) (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 , D^{LR}_{CP} = { 2 + ( |λ_L|^2 + |λ_R|^{−2} )} 1 − y^2 + (1 + λ^′) { 2 − ( |λ_L|^2 + |λ_R|^{−2} )} (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 + 2 y Re ( λ_L + λ^{−1}_R ) 1 − y^2 − 2 x Im ( λ_L + λ^{−1}_R ) (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2

. (5.10)

It should be noted that the above formalism is also valid for B_d → ℓ^+ℓ^− decays. We now

consider the following cases:

1. No decoherence, i.e., λ = 0 and ΔΓ = 0: Under these assumptions, eq. (5.9) takes

the simpler form A^{LR}_{CP} = x^2 2 ( |λ_L|^2 − |λ_R|^{−2} ) − x Im ( λ_L − λ^{−1}_R ) 2 + x^2 +^{x2}_2 (|λ_L|^2 + |λ_R|^{−2}) − x Im ( λ_L + λ^{−1}_R

) . (5.11)

This equation matches with eq. (16) of [79].

2. No CP violation in mixing, i.e., q/p=1: In this case, we have • |λ_L| = |λ_R|^{−1} • (λ_L + λ^{−1}_R ) is real

• Im(λ_L) = −Im(λ^{−1}_R )

– 15 –

• Re(λ_L) = Re(λ^{−1}_R )

With these simplifications, eq. (5.9) becomes

A^{LR}_{CP} = − 2 x Im(λ_L) ( (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 )_{−1} (1 + |λ_L|^2 + 2 y Re(λ_L))(1 − y^2)^{−1} + (1 + λ^′)(1 − |λ_L|^2) ((1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2)^{−1} . (5.12)

3. No decoherence and no CP Violation in mixing i.e., λ = 0, ΔΓ = 0 and q/p = 1:

Under these assumptions, eq. (5.9) takes the very simple form A^{LR}_{CP} = − 2 x Im(λ_L) 2 + x^2 + x^2 |λ_L|^2

. (5.13)

This equation matches with eq. (19) of [79].

As previously indicated, the formalism outlined above is primarily suitable for the tau decay mode. In the SM, Br(B^0_s → τ^+τ^−) is expected to be approximately 200 times greater than Br(B^0_s → μ^+μ^−) due to the significant mass difference between the tau and muon. Nevertheless, current experimental difficulties in tau reconstruction have limited us to obtaining only upper bounds on the branching ratio for this process. The LHCb collaboration provided the first direct constraint on the branching ratio of B^0_s → τ^+τ^− in 2017 [84] by using a dataset corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 3 fb^{−1}. Assuming no contribution from B^0_d → τ^+τ^− decays, the upper limit for the branching fraction of B^0_s → τ^+τ^− was obtained to be 6.8 × 10^{−3} at a 95% C.L. Alternatively, assuming no contribution from B^0_s → τ^+τ^− decay, an upper limit on Br(B^0_d → τ^+τ^−) was obtained to be 2.1 × 10^{−3} at a 95% confidence level which is the most stringent constraint on Br(B^0_d → τ^+τ^−). This limit is 2.6 times more stringent than the previous result from BaBar Collaboration [85].

The limit on the branching ratio is expected to be improved up to 2.6 to 5 × 10^{−4} at the end of Upgrade II of LHC [65]. The expected upper limits on Br(B^0_s → τ^+τ^−) and Br(B^0_d → τ^+τ^−) that can be placed by the Belle Collaboration are of the order 10^{−4} and 10^{−5}, respectively. Therefore, even with improved reconstruction techniques and data collection, the observation of these decay modes at the level of their SM values for the branching ratios is highly unlikely. Such detection would be possible at the LHCb and Belle II only if new physics enhances its branching ratio up to the upper limits mentioned above. Such an enhancement may be feasible in a number of new physics models, see for e.g., [86–88]. Given the current analyses of futuristic sensitivities for these decays, it is obvious that neither LHC nor Belle II can measure these branching ratios up to the SM level. This is possible only at the FCC-ee which can not only measure its branching ratio at the level of SM but can also measure CP structure [89].

On the other hand, the muonic decay mode shows promise from an experimental perspective. The decay process, specifically B_s → μ^+μ^−, has already been measured and future experiments can enhance its precision. To make effective use of this decay mode, we need to introduce additional observables that are not affected by the challenges in measuring

– 16 – muon polarization in the B_s → μ^+μ^− decay mode. For this, we consider observables which

are obtained by summing over the muon helicities.

We consider the following definitions:

A^{dir, h}_{CP} = 1 − |λ_h|^2 1 + |λ_h|^2

, A^h_{ΔΓ} = −

2Re(λ_h)

1 + |λ_h|^2

, A^{mix, h}_{CP} = −

2Im(λ_h)

1 + |λ_h|^2

. (5.14)

Using these definitions and eq. (5.5), we can write

P_h(B^0_s ; t) 1 2 e^{−Γt}|A_h|^2 = ( 1 + |λ_h|^2 ) [ cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + A^{dir, h}_{CP} e^{−λt} cos (Δmt)

+A^h_{ΔΓ} sinh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + A^{mix, h}_{CP} e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) ] , (5.15)

P_h(B̄^0_s ; t) 1 2 e^{−Γt}|A_h|^2|^p_q |^2 = ( 1 + |λ_h|^2 ) [ cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − A^{dir, h}_{CP} e^{−λt} cos (Δmt)

+A^h_{ΔΓ} sinh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − A^{mix, h}_{CP} e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) ] . (5.16)

Since it is difficult to measure the muon helicities, we consider the following rate P [ B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^− ] = ∑ h=L,R P [ B^0_s (t) → μ^+_h μ^−_h ] = P_L(B^0_s ; t) + P_R(B^0_s ; t) . (5.17)

We thus get P [ B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^− ] 1 2 e^{−Γt} = [ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 )] cosh ( ΔΓt 2 )

+ [ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^{dir, L}_{CP} + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^{dir, R}_{CP} ] e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) + [ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^L_{ΔΓ} + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^R_{ΔΓ} ] sinh ( ΔΓt 2 )

+ [ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^{mix, L}

CP + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^{mix, R} CP ] e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) . (5.18)

Similarly, we get P [¯ B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^− ] 1 2 e^{−Γt} = | p q |^2 [ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 )] cosh ( ΔΓt 2 )

− | p q |^2 [ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^{dir, L}_{CP} + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^{dir, R}_{CP} ] e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) + | p q |^2 [ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^L_{ΔΓ} + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^R_{ΔΓ} ] sinh ( ΔΓt 2 )

− | p q |^2 [ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^{mix, L}

CP + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^{mix, R} CP ] e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) . (5.19)

We can now define the following CP asymmetry

A_{CP}(t) = P [ B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^− ] − P [¯ B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^− ] P [B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^−] + P [¯ B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^− ] = N_{CP}(t)

D_{CP}(t)

, (5.20)

– 17 – where N_{CP}(t) and D_{CP}(t) are calculated to be

N_{CP}(t) = e^{−λt} [ A^{dir}_{CP} cos (Δmt) + A^{mix}_{CP} sin (Δmt) ] − δ_B [ cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + A_{ΔΓ} sinh ( ΔΓt 2 )] , D_{CP}(t) = cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + A_{ΔΓ} sinh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − δ_B e^{−λt} [ A^{dir}_{CP} cos (Δmt) + A^{mix}_{CP} sin (Δmt) ] ,(5.21)

with

A^{dir}_{CP} ≡ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^{dir, L}_{CP} + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^{dir, R}_{CP} |A_L|^2 (1 + |λ_L|^2) + |A_R|^2 (1 + |λ_R|^2) , A^{mix}_{CP} ≡ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^{mix, L}

CP + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^{mix, R} CP |A_L|^2 (1 + |λ_L|^2) + |A_R|^2 (1 + |λ_R|^2) , A_{ΔΓ} ≡ |A_L|^2 ( 1 + |λ_L|^2 ) A^L_{ΔΓ} + |A_R|^2 ( 1 + |λ_R|^2 ) A^R_{ΔΓ} |A_L|^2 (1 + |λ_L|^2) + |A_R|^2 (1 + |λ_R|^2)

. (5.22)

which simplifies to

A^{dir}_{CP} = δ_B ,

A^{mix}_{CP} = − 2 1 + |^q_p |^2

|A_L|^2 Im(λ_L) + |A_R|^2 Im(λ_R) |A_L|^2 + |A_R|^2 , A_{ΔΓ} = − 2 1 + |^q_p |^2

|A_L|^2 Re(λ_L) + |A_R|^2 Re(λ_R) |A_L|^2 + |A_R|^2

. (5.23)

Thus we see that the helicity-independent CP asymmetry also gets modulated by the presence of decoherence. As such symmetry can be measured by the current experimental facilities, it can be used to obtain bounds on the decoherence parameters. In the limit of neglecting the CP violation in mixing, we get

A_{CP}(t) =

A^{mix}_{CP} sin (Δmt) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) + A_{ΔΓ} sinh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 )e^{−λt} . (5.24) Thus the dependence of time-dependent CP asymmetry on the decoherence parameter survives even in the limit of neglecting the CP violation in mixing. Given a tagging power of approximately 3.7%, the availability of a dataset comprising 300 fb^{−1} enables the reconstruction of a pure sample encompassing over 100 flavor-tagged B_s → μ^+ μ^− decays. This will facilitate the measurement of their time-dependent CP asymmetry [65].

Let us now define the “untagged” rate: ⟨ P ( B_s(t) → μ^+ μ^− )⟩ ≡ P ( B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^− ) + P (¯ B^0_s (t) → μ^+ μ^− ) . (5.25)

The calculation yields ⟨ P ( B_s(t) → μ^+ μ^− )⟩ = 1 2 e^{−Γt} ( |A_L|^2 + |A_R|^2 ) ( 2 + | p q |^2 + | q p |^2 )

× [ cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + A_{ΔΓ} sinh ( ΔΓt 2 )

−δ_B { δ_B cos (Δmt) + A^{mix}_{CP} sin (Δmt) } e^{−λt} ] . (5.26)

– 18 –

Thus it is evident that the untagged rate depends upon the decoherence parameter λ. When |p/q| = |q/p| = 1, i.e. no CPV in mixing, then the above equation reduces to the following ⟨ P ( B_s(t) → μ^+ μ^− )⟩ = 2e^{−Γt} ( |A_L|^2 + |A_R|^2 ) [ cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + A_{ΔΓ} sinh ( ΔΓt 2 )] . (5.27) which is independent of the decoherence parameter.

The experimental branching ratio of B_s → μ^+ μ^− decay is given by

Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Exp} = 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 ⟨ P ( B_s(t) → μ^+ μ^− )⟩ dt , (5.28)

which is calculated to be

Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Exp} = 1 4Γ ( |A_L|^2 + |A_R|^2 ) ( 2 + | p q |^2 + | q p |^2 ) [ 1 1 − y^2

+ A_{ΔΓ} y 1 − y^2 −δ^2_B (1 + λ^′) (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 − δ_B x A^{mix}_{CP} (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 ] . (5.29)

This quantity is modulated by the decoherence parameter. Now, the theoretical branching ratio is defined as

Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Theo} = 1 2Γ ⟨ P ( B_s(t) → μ^+ μ^− )⟩ |_{t=0} , (5.30)

which is calculated to be

Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Theo} = 1 4Γ ( |A_L|^2 + |A_R|^2 ) ( 2 + | p q |^2 + | q p |^2 ) (1 − δ^2_B ) . (5.31)

We thus have,

Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Exp} =

Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Theo} (1 − δ^2_B ) [ 1 + yA_{ΔΓ}

1 − y^2 − δ^2_B (1 + λ^′) + δ_B x A^{mix}_{CP} (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 ] . (5.32) Thus we see that the relation between the theoretical and measured value of the branching ration of B_s → μ^+ μ^− is modulated by the presence of decoherence. However, in the limit of neglecting CP violation in mixing, above relation reduces to

Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Exp} = Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Theo} [ 1 + yA_{ΔΓ}

1 − y^2 ] , (5.33)

which is independent of decoherence parameter λ and matches with the standard result obtained in [34, 90, 91].

We now consider the effective lifetime of the B_s → μ^+ μ^− decay, a parameter accessible through experimental observations of decay time distributions. These distributions are obtained from the same sets of untagged events utilized for measuring the branching ratios. The initial determination of the effective lifetime for the B_s → μ^+ μ^− decay has been

– 19 – conducted by the LHCb collaboration, employing a dataset of 4.4 fb^{−1} and fitting the signal decay-time distribution. The measured effective lifetime is 2.04 ± 0.44 ± 0.05 ps [92]. As more data becomes available, it is anticipated that the relative uncertainty on the effective lifetime will decrease to approximately 8% with 23 fb^{−1} and further improve to 2% with 300 fb^{−1} [65]. The effective lifetime of the B_s → μ^+ μ^− decay is theoretically defined as the time the expectation value of the untagged rate given as

τ_μ+_μ− ≡ ∫_∞ 0 t ⟨P (B_s(t) → μ^+ μ^−)⟩ dt ∫_∞ 0 ⟨P (B_s(t) → μ^+ μ^−)⟩ dt = 1 Γ τ_N τ_D , (5.34)

where τ_N and τ_D in the presence of decoherence is given by

τ_N =

1 + y^2 (1 − y^2)^2

+ A_{ΔΓ} 2y (1 − y^2)^2 − δ^2_B (1 + λ^′)^2 − x^2 [(1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2]^2

− δ_B A^{mix}_{CP}

2x(1 + λ^′) [(1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2]^2

,(5.35)

τ_D = 1 1 − y^2

+ A_{ΔΓ} y 1 − y^2 − δ^2_B (1 + λ^′) (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2

− δ_B A^{mix}_{CP} x (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2

. (5.36)

Thus we see that the decoherence parameter appears in the expression of the effective lifetime of B_s → μ^+ μ^− decay. However, in the limit δ_B → 0, τ_μ+_μ− is given by

τ_μ+_μ− = 1 (1 − y^2)Γ

1 + y^2 + 2yA_{ΔΓ}

1 + yA_{ΔΓ} = τ_{Bs} (1 − y^2)

1 + y^2 + 2yA_{ΔΓ}

1 + yA_{ΔΓ}

, (5.37)

which is independent of λ and matches with the expression given in [33]. Further, this limit allows the extraction of y A_{ΔΓ} through the measurement of the effective lifetime of B_s → μ^+ μ^−:

y A_{ΔΓ} =

(1 − y^2)τ_μ+_μ− − τ_{Bs} (1 + y^2) 2τ_{Bs} − (1 − y^2)τ_μ+_μ−

. (5.38)

Thus, in the limit δ_B → 0, we get the following relation

Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Theo} = [ 2 − (1 − y^2) τ_μ+_μ− τ_{Bs} ] Br(B_s → μ^+ μ^−)_{Exp} , (5.39)

which is independent of the decoherence parameter.

6 Nonleptonic decays of B mesons

In this section, we study the effect of decoherence on nonleptonic decays of B mesons. Let us now consider B^0/B̄^0 → f_{CP} decays where, f_{CP} can be J/ψK_S or D^+D^− final states for B^0_d and ψϕ for B^0_s meson. The operator for these decay modes can be written as

O_{fCP} = |A_f |^2 1 (^p_q ) λ_f 0 (^p_q )^∗λ^∗_f |^p_q |^2|λ_f |^2 0 0 0 0

, (6.1)

where λ_f is the phase invariant quantity defined as

λ_f = q p Ā_f (≡ A(B̄0 → f_{CP} )) A_f (≡ A(B^0 → f_{CP} ))

. (6.2)

– 20 –

Therefore the probability rate that an initial state B^0/B̄^0 decays into final state f_{CP} is given by P_{fCP} (B^0; t) 1 2 e^{−Γt}|A_f |^2 = ( 1 + |λ_f |^2 ) cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + ( 1 − |λ_f |^2 ) e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) −2Re(λ_f ) sinh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − 2Im(λ_f )e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) ,

P_{fCP} (B̄^0; t) 1 2 e^{−Γt}|A_f |^2|^p_q |^2 = ( 1 + |λ_f |^2 ) cosh ( ΔΓt 2 ) − ( 1 − |λ_f |^2 ) e^{−λt} cos (Δmt) −2Re(λ_f ) sinh ( ΔΓt 2 ) + 2Im(λ_f )e^{−λt} sin (Δmt) . (6.3)

One can then define a CP violating observable A_{fCP} (t) = P_{fCP} (B^0; t) − P_{fCP} (B̄^0; t) P_{fCP} (B^0; t) + P_{fCP} (B̄^0; t)

. (6.4)

Thus we have, A_{fCP} (t) = e^{−λt} [ A^{dir, fCP}

CP cos (Δmt) + A^{mix, fCP}_{CP} sin (Δmt) ] − δ_B [ cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) − A^{fCP}_{ΔΓ} sinh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 )] cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) + A^{fCP}_{ΔΓ} sinh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) − δ_B e^{−λt} [ A^{dir, fCP}

CP cos (Δmt) + A^{mix, fCP}_{CP} sin (Δmt) ] , (6.5) where

A^{dir, fCP}

CP = 1 − |λ_{fCP} |^2 1 + |λ_{fCP} |^2 , A^{fCP}_{ΔΓ} = − 2Re(λ_{fCP} ) 1 + |λ_{fCP} |^2 , A^{mix, fCP} CP = −

2Im(λ_{fCP} ) 1 + |λ_{fCP} |^2 , . (6.6)

Putting λ = 0 in the above equation, we get the usual expression for CP asymmetry in the interference of mixing and decay [93]. These expressions with λ = 0 in equations (6.3) and (6.4) are employed in all decay-time-dependent analyses of two-body B meson decays. Thus the presence of decoherence modifies the expression for CP asymmetry in the interference of mixing and decay. Neglecting CP violation in mixing, we get a simplified expression A_{fCP} (t) = A^{dir, fCP}

CP cos (Δmt) + A^{mix, fCP}_{CP} sin (Δmt) cosh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) + A^{fCP}_{ΔΓ} sinh

(_{ΔΓt} 2 ) e^{−λt} . (6.7) The time-dependent CP asymmetry as given in eq. (6.7) with λ = 0 is used to determine quantities like sin 2β and sin 2β_s where β ≡ arg [−(V_{cd}V^∗_{cb})/(V_{td}V^∗_{tb})] and β_s ≡ arg [−(V_{ts}V^∗_{tb})/(V_{cs}V^∗_{cb})] are the angles of the unitarity triangle. For e.g., the most statistically precise measurement of sin 2β is obtained through a time-dependent angular analysis of B^0_d → J/ψ K_S which is also regarded as the golden channel to determine sin 2β. For this decay channel, ΔΓ = 0, λ_f = 1 and in the limit of neglecting the penguin loop contributions to b → cc̄s decay, we get A_{fCP} (t) ≈ sin 2β cos (Δmt) , (6.8) which in the presence of decoherence is modulated by a factor of e^{−λt}. Therefore the presence of decoherence may affect the clean determination of sin 2β and hence the standard time-dependent analysis of two body decays can be utilized to obtain bounds on

– 21 – the decoherence parameter. The same is true for sin 2β_s which is determined from the time-dependent angular analysis of B^0_s → J/ψ ϕ decay mode. Similar analyses can be applied to determine these parameters using other decay modes. The decay channels like B^0_d → ψ(2S) K_S , B^0_d → J/ψ K^∗ and B^0_d → J/ψ π^0 offer a means to extract sin 2β, while sin 2β_s can also be extracted by performing time-dependent analyses on B^0_s → D^+_s D^−_s , B^0_s → ψ(2S) ϕ and B^0_s → J/ψ η^{(′)}. However, among these decay modes, the decays B^0_d → J/ψ K_S and B^0_s → J/ψ ϕ yield the most precise determinations of sin 2β and sin 2β_s respectively. This is attributed not only to their accurate experimental measurements but also to their relatively cleaner theoretical predictions as compared to the other decay channels.

The SM predicts sin 2β from the CKM fit as 0.740^{+0.020}_{−0.025} [76, 94]. This prediction slightly conflicts with the current global average of sin ϕ^{cc̄s}_d = 0.669 ± 0.017 [95]. Here, sin ϕ^{cc̄s}_d denotes the measured quantity, accommodating finite contributions from penguin loops. The prevailing global average of sin ϕ^{cc̄s}_d is principally governed by measurements from the BaBar, Belle, and LHCb collaborations in the B^0_d → J/ψ K_S decay. The most precise measurement comes from the Belle collaboration, yielding 0.670 ± 0.029 ± 0.013 [96], while the LHCb collaboration reports 0.731 ± 0.035 ± 0.020 [97]. It is apparent that the uncertainties in the LHCb and Belle measurements are comparable. This uncertainty is projected to decrease below 0.003 for the B^0_d → J/ψ K_S decay mode following the LHCb Upgrade II [65]. Similarly, Belle II aims for a precision of about 0.006 after the accumulation of 50 fb^{−1} of data [66].

The quark level transition b → ccs leads to the decay of B^0_s → J/ψϕ which is the potential decay mode to determine the value of sin 2β_s. In the limit of neglecting penguin contributions to b → ccs decay, ϕ^{cc̄s}_s = −2β_s. By performing a global fit to all relevant experimental data, the SM prediction of the phase ϕ^{cc̄s}_s is obtained to be −36.4 ± 1.2 mrad [94] which is consistent with the experimental world average which is dominated by the LHCb measurement which in turn is dominated by the measurements involving time-dependent angular analysis of the B^0_s → J/ψ(μ^+μ^−)ϕ(K^+K^−) decay [61]. After the upgrade II of LHCb, the precision on ϕ^{cc̄s}_s is expected to be 4 mrad from B^0_s → J/ψϕ decay and 3 mrad from the combination of all modes. Thus the excellent precision on both channels provides exciting avenues to not only probe new physics but also provide much improved bounds on the current value of the decoherence parameter obtained from the flavor sector.

It is crucial to highlight that leveraging measurements conducted in the precision era for probing sub-leading effects requires a thorough understanding and control of theoretical uncertainties in the decay channels mentioned above, stemming from hadronic effects. For instance, the quark-level transition b → cc̄s is susceptible to “penguin pollution” wherein, alongside tree-level contributions, additional contributions arise from gluonic and electroweak penguins. Consequently, reliable estimates of these higher-order corrections become imperative. Various methods have been proposed to assess hadronic corrections to ϕ^{cc̄s}_d and ϕ^{cc̄s}_s , see for e.g. [98–105]. These methodologies have been put to the test through the examination of specific decay processes, such as B^0_d → J/ψρ^0 [106] and B^0_s → J/ψK̄^{∗0} [107]. Currently, the most stringent constraint on penguin pollution in ϕ^{cc̄s}_s is derived from

– 22 – the B^0_d → J/ψρ^0 channel.

The time independent CP asymmetry in the interference of mixing and decay, A_{fCP} , can be obtained by integrating the time dependent probability rates P_{fCP} (B^0(B̄^0); t) over time. We obtain A_{fCP} = [ A^{mix, fCP} CP x + A^{dir, fCP}_{CP} (1 + λ^′) ] [ (1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2 ]_{−1} − δ_B ( 1 − A^{fCP}_{ΔΓ} y ) ( 1 − y^2 )_{−1} ( 1 + A^{fCP}_{ΔΓ} y ) (1 − y^2)^{−1} − δ_B [ A^{mix, fCP} CP x + A^{dir, fCP}_{CP} (1 + λ^′) ] [(1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2]^{−1} . (6.9) In the limit δ_B → 0, the above equation simplifies to A_{fCP} = ( 1 − y^2 ) [ A^{mix, fCP} CP x + A^{dir, fCP}_{CP} (1 + λ^′) ] ( 1 + A^{fCP}_{ΔΓ} y ) [(1 + λ^′)^2 + x^2]

. (6.10)

The above integrated asymmetries can also be utilized to determine the value of the decoherence parameter by making use of the non-leptonic B decays.

7 Conclusions

Flavor physics, particularly B meson systems, offers an ingenious avenue for probing physics beyond the SM through precision measurements. The ongoing experiments at LHC and Belle II have already provided intriguing glimpses of potential new physics. Additionally, these experiments can also offer an opportunity to explore effects originating from much finer length scales. In this study, we focus on one such effect—quantum decoherence—that may emerge from Planck scale physics. Irrespective of the specific model responsible for generating decoherence, our analysis adopts a model-independent approach. We utilize the trace-preserving Kraus operator formalism where the interaction between the B meson system and its ambient environment is encoded by a single parameter. These operators extend the unitary evolution into a non-unitary framework while preserving entirely positive dynamics. This framework thus provides a versatile means to investigate the impact of quantum decoherence on B meson systems, allowing for a comprehensive exploration of potential effects arising from physics at much higher energies.

We investigate the impact of decoherence on a number of B meson systems. These are meson anti-meson mixing, semileptonic decays of single and correlated B mesons, and purely leptonic and non-leptonic decays of B mesons. In these decay channels, we intend to identify observables which can be affected by the presence of decoherence effects. For all pertinent observables within these decay channels that are affected by decoherence, we provide theoretical expressions without neglecting the effects of CP violating in mixing and decay width difference ΔΓ. Depending upon the theoretical and experimental precision of a specific decay mode, these effects can considered or ignored in an analysis. Our important findings are summarized as follows:

• The decoherence parameter appears in the time-dependent mixing asymmetry which is used to determine mixing parameters Δm and ΔΓ. Notably, the effects of decoherence persist even when neglecting ΔΓ and assuming |q/p| to be one. Consequently,

– 23 – a two-parameter (three-parameter) fit to this asymmetry can not only yield the true value of Δm (Δm and ΔΓ) but also impose constraints on the decoherence parameter λ. • The semileptonic decays of a single B meson provide a number of asymmetries where decoherence parameter λ appears. These asymmetries, both time-dependent as well as independent, can be precisely measured, offering a valuable avenue for determining the decoherence parameter.

• We also explore various time-dependent and time-independent observables in the decays of correlated B mesons, exhibiting dependency on the decoherence parameter. Therefore these observables which include the ratio of the total same-sign to oppositesign semileptonic rates as well as the total B − B̄ mixing probability can serve as tools to establish constraints on the decoherence parameter λ.

• The CP asymmetries involving polarized decay probabilities in B → ℓℓ decays can also be used to determine λ. However, these observables can only be measured for the τ decay mode.

• The decoherence parameter also appears in the lepton polarization independent CP asymmetries in B → ℓℓ decays which can be measured for the muonic decay mode as well. The parameter λ appears in the expression of the CP asymmetry in the limit of neglecting CP violation in mixing.

• The decoherence parameter appears in the experimental branching ratio of B_s → μ^+μ^− and hence in the well-known relation between the theoretical and experimental branching ratios of B_s → μ^+μ^−. However, in the limit of neglecting CP violation in mixing, this relation remains unaffected by the decoherence effects.

• The theoretical expression of the effective lifetime for the B_s → μ^+μ^− decay includes the decoherence parameter. However, the theoretical expression becomes independent of the parameter λ if q/p → 1.

• The decoherence parameter also appears in time-dependent asymmetry associated with non-leptonic B decays of type B^0/B̄^0 → f_{CP} . Hence the reanalysis of the determination of quantities such as sin 2β and sin 2β_s in the presence of decoherence can provide tight limits. The time-independent asymmetry can also be used for obtaining such limits.

Hence, we observe the presence of the decoherence parameter in various observables across all considered decay channels. In each of these channels, specific decay modes exhibit potential observables that are theoretically clean and can be determined with unparalleled precision. Consequently, the theoretical framework established in this study can become a valuable tool for deriving bounds on the decoherence parameters. This can be achieved by leveraging not only the forthcoming data from experiments in the near future but also through the reanalysis of existing data associated with numerous potential observables in the B meson sector.

– 24 –

Acknowledgments A. K. Alok would like to thank Subir Sarkar for useful suggestions and discussions. S. Uma Sankar acknowledges fruitful discussions with Arantxa Oyenguren and Karim Trabelsi. Additionally, A. K. Alok and S. Uma Sankar extend their thanks to the CERN Theory Division (CERN-TH) for their hospitality, where a part of this work was carried out.

References

[1] J. R. Ellis, J. S. Hagelin, D. V. Nanopoulos and M. Srednicki, “Search for Violations of Quantum Mechanics”, Nucl. Phys. B 241, 381 (1984).

[2] J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos and D. V. Nanopoulos, “Testing quantum mechanics in the neutral kaon system”, Phys. Lett. B 293 (1992) 142 [hep-ph/9207268].

[3] P. Huet and M. E. Peskin, “Violation of CPT and quantum mechanics in the K0 - anti-K0 system”, Nucl. Phys. B 434, 3 (1995) [hep-ph/9403257].

[4] S. W. Hawking, “Black hole explosions”, Nature 248, 30-31 (1974). [5] S. W. Hawking, “Particle Creation by Black Holes”, Commun. Math. Phys. 43, 199-220 (1975) [erratum: Commun. Math. Phys. 46, 206 (1976)].

[6] S. W. Hawking, “The Unpredictability of Quantum Gravity”, Commun. Math. Phys. 87, 395-415 (1982).

[7] R. F. Streater and A. S. Wightman, “PCT, spin and statistics, and all that”, Addison-Wesley 1989.

[8] S. W. Hawking, D. N. Page and C. N. Pope, “The propagation of particles in space-time foam”, Phys. Lett. B 86, 175-178 (1979).

[9] S. W. Hawking, D. N. Page and C. N. Pope, Nucl. Phys. B 170, 283-306 (1980). [10] A. Dhar, Current Science 81, 1598 (2001).

[11] J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos and D. V. Nanopoulos, “Quantum decoherence in a D foam background”, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 12, 1759-1773 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9704169 [hep-th]] [12] N. E. Mavromatos, “CPT violation and decoherence in quantum gravity”, Lect. Notes Phys.

669, 245-320 (2005) [arXiv:gr-qc/0407005 [gr-qc]].

[13] R. Gambini, R. A. Porto and J. Pullin, ‘Decoherence from discrete quantum gravity”, Class.

Quant. Grav. 21, L51-L57 (2004) [arXiv:gr-qc/0305098 [gr-qc]].

[14] N. E. Mavromatos, “On CPT symmetry: Cosmological, quantum gravitational and other possible violations and their phenomenology”, Springer Proc. Phys. 92, 43-72 (2004) [arXiv:hep-ph/0309221 [hep-ph]].

[15] G. Lindblad, “On the Generators of Quantum Dynamical Semigroups”, Commun. Math.

Phys. 48, 119 (1976).

[16] V. Gorini, A. Kossakowski and E. C. G. Sudarshan, “Completely Positive Dynamical Semigroups of N Level Systems”, J. Math. Phys. 17, 821 (1976).

[17] V. Gorini, A. Frigerio, M. Verri, A. Kossakowski and E. C. G. Sudarshan, “Properties of Quantum Markovian Master Equations”, Rept. Math. Phys. 13, 149 (1978).

– 25 –

[18] P. M. Matthews, J. Rau and G. Sudarshan, “Stochastic dynamics of quantum-mechanical systems”, Phys. Rev. 121, 920-924 (1961).

[19] K. Kraus, States, Effects and Operations: Fundamental Notions of Quantum Theory (Springer Verlag 1983).

[20] R. Alicki and K. Lendi, Quantum Dynamical Semigroups and Applications (Lect. Notes Phys. 717 (Springer, Berlin Heidelberg 2007)).

[21] H.-P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The Theory of Open Quantum Systems (Oxford University Press 2002).

[22] P. Caban, J. Rembielinski, K. A. Smolinski and Z. Walczak, “An open quantum system approach to the evolution of entanglement in K0 anti-K0 systems”, Phys. Lett. A 363 (2007) 389.

[23] P. Caban, J. Rembielinski, K. A. Smolinski and Z. Walczak, “Unstable particles as open quantum systems”, Phys. Rev. A 72, 032106 (2005) [arXiv:quant-ph/0506183 [quant-ph]].

[24] U. Weiss, Quantum Dissipative Systems, Third Edition (World Scientific 2008).

[25] S. Banerjee, Open Quantum Systems: Dynamics of Nonclassical Evolution, (Springer and Hindustan Book Agency, 2018).

[26] R. Horodecki, M. Horodecki and P. Horodecki, “Teleportation, Bell’s inequalities and inseparability”, Phys. Lett. A 222, 21 (1996) [arXiv:quant-ph/9606027 [quant-ph]].

[27] M. Blasone, F. Dell’Anno, S. De Siena, M. Di Mauro and F. Illuminati, “Multipartite entangled states in particle mixing”, Phys. Rev. D 77, 096002 (2008) [arXiv:0711.2268 [quant-ph]].

[28] S. Banerjee, A. K. Alok and R. MacKenzie, “Quantum correlations in B and K meson systems”, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 131, no.5, 129 (2016) [arXiv:1409.1034 [hep-ph]].

[29] J. Naikoo, A. K. Alok and S. Banerjee, “Study of temporal quantum correlations in decohering B and K meson systems”, Phys. Rev. D 97, no.5, 053008 (2018) [arXiv:1802.04265 [hep-ph]].

[30] K. Dixit, J. Naikoo, S. Banerjee and A. Kumar Alok, “Study of coherence and mixedness in meson and neutrino systems”, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, no.2, 96 (2019) [arXiv:1809.09947 [hep-ph]].

[31] A. K. Alok, S. Banerjee and S. Uma Sankar, “ Re-examining sin2β and Δm_d from evolution of B^0_d mesons with decoherence”, Phys. Lett. B 749, 94-97 (2015) [arXiv:1504.02893 [hep-ph]].

[32] A. Go et al. [Belle], “Measurement of EPR-type flavour entanglement in Upsilon(4S) —> B0 anti-B0 decays”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 131802 (2007) [arXiv:quant-ph/0702267 [quant-ph]].

[33] K. De Bruyn, R. Fleischer, R. Knegjens, P. Koppenburg, M. Merk and N. Tuning, “Branching Ratio Measurements of B_s Decays”, Phys. Rev. D 86, 014027 (2012) [arXiv:1204.1735 [hep-ph]].

[34] K. De Bruyn, R. Fleischer, R. Knegjens, P. Koppenburg, M. Merk, A. Pellegrino and N. Tuning, “Probing New Physics via the B^0_s → μ^+μ^− Effective Lifetime”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 041801 (2012) [arXiv:1204.1737 [hep-ph]].

[35] E. Lisi, A. Marrone and D. Montanino, “Probing possible decoherence effects in atmospheric

– 26 – neutrino oscillations”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 1166-1169 (2000) [arXiv:hep-ph/0002053 [hep-ph]].

[36] G. L. Fogli, E. Lisi, A. Marrone and D. Montanino, “Status of atmospheric nu(mu) —> nu(tau) oscillations and decoherence after the first K2K spectral data”, Phys. Rev. D 67, 093006 (2003) [arXiv:hep-ph/0303064 [hep-ph]].

[37] G. Barenboim and N. E. Mavromatos, “CPT violating decoherence and LSND: A Possible window to Planck scale physics”, JHEP 01, 034 (2005) [arXiv:hep-ph/0404014 [hep-ph]].

[38] D. R. Morgan, “Quantum Gravity Phenomenology and High-Energy Neutrinos” (2005).

[39] L. A. Anchordoqui, H. Goldberg, M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia, F. Halzen, D. Hooper, S. Sarkar and T. J. Weiler, “Probing Planck scale physics with IceCube”, Phys. Rev. D 72, 065019 (2005) [arXiv:hep-ph/0506168 [hep-ph]].

[40] A. Capolupo, S. M. Giampaolo and G. Lambiase, “Decoherence in neutrino oscillations, neutrino nature and CPT violation”, Phys. Lett. B 792, 298-303 (2019) [arXiv:1807.07823 [hep-ph]].

[41] L. Buoninfante, A. Capolupo, S. M. Giampaolo and G. Lambiase, “Revealing neutrino nature and CP T violation with decoherence effects”, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, no.11, 1009 (2020) [arXiv:2001.07580 [hep-ph]].

[42] V. De Romeri, C. Giunti, T. Stuttard and C. A. Ternes, “Neutrino oscillation bounds on quantum decoherence”, JHEP 09, 097 (2023) [arXiv:2306.14699 [hep-ph]].

[43] R. Abbasi et al. [IceCube], “Searching for Decoherence from Quantum Gravity at the IceCube South Pole Neutrino Observatory”, [arXiv:2308.00105 [hep-ex]].

[44] R.L. Workman et al. (Particle Data Group), Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2022, 083C01 (2022) and 2023 update.

[45] F. Benatti and R. Floreanini, “Dissipative effects in semileptonic B anti-B decays”, Phys.

Lett. B 465, 260 (1999) [hep-ph/9909361].

[46] F. Benatti, R. Floreanini and R. Romano, “Irreversibility and dissipation in neutral B meson decays”, Nucl. Phys. B 602, 541 (2001) [hep-ph/0103239].

[47] C. Albajar et al. [UA1], “Search for B^0 − B̄^0 oscillations at the CERN proton-antiproton collider”, Phys. Lett. B 186, no.2, 247-254 (1987) [erratum: Phys. Lett. B 197, no.4, 565 (1987)].

[48] G. Abbiendi et al. [OPAL Collaboration], “Measurement of the B^0 lifetime and oscillation frequency using B̄^0 → D^{∗+}ℓ^− anti-neutrino decays”, Phys. Lett. B 493, 266 (2000) [hep-ex/0010013].

[49] D. Buskulic et al. [ALEPH Collaboration], “Improved measurement of the B(d)0 - anti-B(d)0 oscillation frequency”, Z. Phys. C 75, 397 (1997).

[50] J. Abdallah et al. [DELPHI Collaboration], “Search for B(s)0 - anti-B(s)0 oscillations and a measurement of B(d)0 - anti-B(d)0 oscillations using events with an inclusively reconstructed vertex”, Eur. Phys. J. C 28, 155 (2003) [hep-ex/0303032].

[51] M. Acciarri et al. [L3 Collaboration], “Measurement of the B0(d) - anti-B0(d) oscillation frequency”, Eur. Phys. J. C 5, 195 (1998).

[52] F. Abe et al. [CDF Collaboration], “Measurement of B^0B^0 flavor oscillations using

– 27 – jet-charge and lepton flavor tagging in pp̄ collisions at √ s = 1.8 TeV”, Phys. Rev. D 60, 072003 (1999) [hep-ex/9903011].

[53] B. Aubert et al. [BaBar Collaboration], “Measurement of the B^0 lifetime and the B^0B^0 oscillation frequency using partially reconstructed B^0 → D^{∗+}ℓ^−ν̄_ℓ decays”, Phys. Rev. D 73, 012004 (2006) [hep-ex/0507054].

[54] K. Abe et al. [BELLE Collaboration], “Improved measurement of CP-violation parameters sin 2phi(1) and —lambda—, B meson lifetimes, and B0 - anti-B0 mixing parameter Delta m(d)”, Phys. Rev. D 71, 072003 (2005) [Erratum-ibid. D 71, 079903 (2005)] [hep-ex/0408111].

[55] V. M. Abazov et al. [D0 Collaboration], “Measurement of B_d mixing using opposite-side flavor tagging”, Phys. Rev. D 74, 112002 (2006) [hep-ex/0609034].

[56] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], “Measurement of the B^0_s − B̄^0_s oscillation frequency Δm_s in B^0_s → D^−_s (3)π decays”, Phys. Lett. B 709, 177 (2012) [arXiv:1112.4311 [hep-ex]].

[57] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], “Measurement of the B^0–B̄^0 oscillation frequency Δm_d with the decays B^0 → D^−π^+ and B^0 → J ψK^{∗0}”, Phys. Lett. B 719, 318 (2013) [arXiv:1210.6750 [hep-ex]].

[58] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], “Observation of B^0_s -B̄^0_s mixing and measurement of mixing frequencies using semileptonic B decays”, Eur. Phys. J. C 73, no. 12, 2655 (2013) [arXiv:1308.1302 [hep-ex]].

[59] A. Abulencia et al. [CDF], “Observation of B^0_s − B̄^0_s Oscillations”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 242003 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ex/0609040 [hep-ex]].

[60] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Precision measurement of the B^0_s -B̄^0_s oscillation frequency with the decay B^0_s → D^−_s π^+”, New J. Phys. 15, 053021 (2013) [arXiv:1304.4741 [hep-ex]].

[61] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Precision measurement of CP violation in B^0_s → J/ψK^+K^− decays”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, no.4, 041801 (2015) [arXiv:1411.3104 [hep-ex]].

[62] A. M. Sirunyan et al. [CMS], “Measurement of the CP -violating phase ϕ_s in the B^0_s → J/ψ ϕ(1020) → μ^+μ^−K^+K^− channel in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV”, Phys.

Lett. B 816, 136188 (2021) [arXiv:2007.02434 [hep-ex]].

[63] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Measurement of the CKM angle γ and B^0_s -B̄^0_s mixing frequency with B^0_s → D^∓_s h^±π^±π^∓ decays”, JHEP 03, 137 (2021) [arXiv:2011.12041 [hep-ex]].

[64] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Precise determination of the B^0_s –B^0_s oscillation frequency”, Nature Phys. 18, no.1, 1-5 (2022) [arXiv:2104.04421 [hep-ex]].

[65] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Physics case for an LHCb Upgrade II - Opportunities in flavour physics, and beyond, in the HL-LHC era”, [arXiv:1808.08865 [hep-ex]].

[66] E. Kou et al. [Belle-II], “The Belle II Physics Book”, PTEP 2019 (2019) no.12, 123C01 [erratum: PTEP 2020 (2020) no.2, 029201] [arXiv:1808.10567 [hep-ex]].

[67] B. H. Behrens et al. [CLEO], “Precise measurement of B^0B̄^0 mixing parameters at the Υ(4S)”, Phys. Lett. B 490 (2000), 36-44 [arXiv:hep-ex/0005013 [hep-ex]].

[68] J. P. Lees et al. [BaBar], “Study of CP Asymmetry in B^0 − B̄^0 Mixing with Inclusive Dilepton Events”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) no.8, 081801 [arXiv:1411.1842 [hep-ex]].

[69] F. Abe et al. [CDF], “Measurement of bb̄ production correlations, B^0B^0 mixing, and a limit on epsilon(B) in pp̄ collisions at √ s = 1.8 TeV”, Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997), 2546-2558

– 28 –

[70] V. M. Abazov et al. [D0], “Study of CP -violating charge asymmetries of single muons and like-sign dimuons in pp¯ collisions”, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) no.1, 012002 [arXiv:1310.0447 [hep-ex]].

[71] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Measurement of the CP asymmetry in B^0_s − B^0_s mixing”, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 117 (2016) no.6, 061803 [arXiv:1605.09768 [hep-ex]].

[72] R. Barate et al. [ALEPH], “Investigation of inclusive CP asymmetries in B0 decays”, Eur.

Phys. J. C 20 (2001), 431-443

[73] J. P. Lees et al. [BaBar], “Search for CP Violation in B^0-B̄^0 Mixing using Partial Reconstruction of B^0 → D^{∗−}Xℓ^+ν_ℓ and a Kaon Tag”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) no.10, 101802 [arXiv:1305.1575 [hep-ex]].

[74] E. Nakano et al. [Belle], “Charge asymmetry of same-sign dileptons in B^0 - B̄^0 mixing”, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006), 112002 [arXiv:hep-ex/0505017 [hep-ex]].

[75] C. Bobeth, M. Gorbahn, T. Hermann, M. Misiak, E. Stamou and M. Steinhauser, “B_{s,d} → l^+l^− in the Standard Model with Reduced Theoretical Uncertainty”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 101801 (2014) [arXiv:1311.0903 [hep-ph]].

[76] M. Bona et al. [UTfit], “New UTfit Analysis of the Unitarity Triangle in the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa scheme”, Rend. Lincei Sci. Fis. Nat. 34, 37-57 (2023) [arXiv:2212.03894 [hep-ph]].

[77] M. Ciuchini, M. Fedele, E. Franco, A. Paul, L. Silvestrini and M. Valli, “Constraints on lepton universality violation from rare B decays”, Phys. Rev. D 107, no.5, 055036 (2023) [arXiv:2212.10516 [hep-ph]].

[78] [CMS], “Measurement of B^0_s → μ^+μ^− decay properties and search for the B^0 → μμ decay in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV”, CMS-PAS-BPH-21-006.

[79] P. H. Chankowski, J. Kalinowski, Z. Was and M. Worek, “CP violation in B(d, s) → τ^+τ^− decays”, Nucl. Phys. B 713, 555 (2005) [hep-ph/0412253].

[80] C. S. Huang and W. Liao, “Search for new physics via CP violation in B(d, s) → l^+l^−”, Phys. Lett. B 525, 107 (2002) [hep-ph/0011089].

[81] A. K. Alok, A. Datta, A. Dighe, M. Duraisamy, D. Ghosh and D. London, “New Physics in b → sμ^+μ^− : CP-Violating Observables”, JHEP 1111, 122 (2011) [arXiv:1103.5344 [hep-ph]].

[82] A. K. Alok, A. Dighe and S. U. Sankar, “Probing extended Higgs sector through rare b → sμ^+μ^− transitions”, Phys. Rev. D 78, 034020 (2008) [arXiv:0805.0354 [hep-ph]].

[83] A. K. Alok, A. Datta, A. Dighe, M. Duraisamy, D. Ghosh and D. London, “New Physics in b− > sμ^+μ^−: CP-Conserving Observables”, JHEP 1111, 121 (2011) [arXiv:1008.2367 [hep-ph]].

[84] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Search for the decays B^0_s → τ^+τ^− and B^0 → τ^+τ^−”, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 118, no.25, 251802 (2017) [arXiv:1703.02508 [hep-ex]].

[85] B. Aubert et al. [BaBar], “A search for the rare decay B^0 → τ^+τ^− at BABAR”, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 96, 241802 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ex/0511015 [hep-ex]].

[86] R. Alonso, B. Grinstein and J. Martin Camalich, “Lepton universality violation and lepton flavor conservation in B-meson decays”, JHEP 10, 184 (2015) [arXiv:1505.05164 [hep-ph]].

[87] B. Capdevila, A. Crivellin, S. Descotes-Genon, L. Hofer and J. Matias, “Searching for New

– 29 –

Physics with b → sτ^+τ^− processes”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, no.18, 181802 (2018) [arXiv:1712.01919 [hep-ph]].

[88] M. Bordone and M. Fernández Navarro, “τ_{Bs} /τ_{Bd} and ΔΓ_s confront new physics in b → sττ”, Eur. Phys. J. C 83, no.9, 842 (2023) [arXiv:2307.07013 [hep-ph]].

[89] G. Bernardi, E. Brost, D. Denisov, G. Landsberg, M. Aleksa, D. d’Enterria, P. Janot, M. L. Mangano, M. Selvaggi and F. Zimmermann, et al. “The Future Circular Collider: a Summary for the US 2021 Snowmass Process”, [arXiv:2203.06520 [hep-ex]].

[90] A. J. Buras, R. Fleischer, J. Girrbach and R. Knegjens, “Probing New Physics with the B_s → μ + μ− Time-Dependent Rate”, JHEP 07, 077 (2013) [arXiv:1303.3820 [hep-ph]].

[91] R. Fleischer, R. Jaarsma and G. Tetlalmatzi-Xolocotzi, “In Pursuit of New Physics with B^0_{s,d} → ℓ^+ℓ^−”, JHEP 05, 156 (2017) [arXiv:1703.10160 [hep-ph]].

[92] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Measurement of the B^0_s → μ^+μ^− branching fraction and effective lifetime and search for B^0 → μ^+μ^− decays”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) no.19, 191801 [arXiv:1703.05747 [hep-ex]].

[93] R. Waldi, “Flavour oscillation and CP violation of B mesons”, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 47, 1-71 (2001).

[94] J. Charles et al. [CKMfitter Group], “CP violation and the CKM matrix: Assessing the impact of the asymmetric B factories”, Eur. Phys. J. C 41, no.1, 1-131 (2005) [arXiv:hep-ph/0406184 [hep-ph]].

[95] Y. S. Amhis et al. [HFLAV], “Averages of b-hadron, c-hadron, and τ-lepton properties as of 2021”, Phys. Rev. D 107, no.5, 052008 (2023) [arXiv:2206.07501 [hep-ex]].

[96] I. Adachi et al. [Belle], “Precise measurement of the CP violation parameter sin 2ϕ_1 in B^0 → (cc̄)K^0 decays”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 171802 (2012) [arXiv:1201.4643 [hep-ex]].

[97] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Measurement of CP violation in B^0 → J/ψK^0_S decays”, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 115, no.3, 031601 (2015) [arXiv:1503.07089 [hep-ex]].

[98] S. Faller, R. Fleischer and T. Mannel, “Precision Physics with B^0_s → J/ψϕ at the LHC: The Quest for New Physics”, Phys. Rev. D 79, 014005 (2009) [arXiv:0810.4248 [hep-ph]].

[99] B. Bhattacharya, A. Datta and D. London, “Reducing Penguin Pollution”, Int. J. Mod.

Phys. A 28, 1350063 (2013) [arXiv:1209.1413 [hep-ph]].

[100] R. Fleischer, “Extracting CKM phases from angular distributions of B(d,s) decays into admixtures of CP eigenstates”, Phys. Rev. D 60, 073008 (1999) [arXiv:hep-ph/9903540 [hep-ph]].

[101] R. Fleischer, “In Pursuit of New Physics in the B System”, Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 163, 171-176 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0607241 [hep-ph]].

[102] M. Jung, “Determining weak phases from B → J/ψP decays”, Phys. Rev. D 86, 053008 (2012) [arXiv:1206.2050 [hep-ph]].

[103] K. De Bruyn and R. Fleischer, “A Roadmap to Control Penguin Effects in B^0_d → J/ψK^0_S and B^0_s → J/ψϕ”, JHEP 03, 145 (2015) [arXiv:1412.6834 [hep-ph]].

[104] X. Liu, W. Wang and Y. Xie, “Penguin pollution in B → J/ψV decays and impact on the extraction of the B_s − B̄_s mixing phase”, Phys. Rev. D 89, no.9, 094010 (2014) [arXiv:1309.0313 [hep-ph]].

– 30 –

[105] P. Frings, U. Nierste and M. Wiebusch, “Penguin contributions to CP phases in B_{d,s} decays to charmonium”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, no.6, 061802 (2015) [arXiv:1503.00859 [hep-ph]].

[106] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Measurement of the CP-violating phase β in B^0 → J/ψπ^+π^− decays and limits on penguin effects”, Phys. Lett. B 742, 38-49 (2015) [arXiv:1411.1634 [hep-ex]].

[107] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb], “Measurement of CP violation parameters and polarisation fractions in B^0_s → J/ψK^{∗0} decays”, JHEP 11, 082 (2015) [arXiv:1509.00400 [hep-ex]].

– 31 –