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Physics Beyond Standard Model usually explain anomalies in B-meson semileptonic decays. The
same kind of new physics has a minor impact on charm semileptonic decays, rare charm decays,
and D° — D© oscillations. 1 present the latest results on the search of BSM in the exclusive
rare D — PITI=, D — P{P;I*]l", D — missing energy, and D — P missing energy decays.
Most important constraints come from the experimental results on B(D° — utu~), D° — D°
oscillations allowing to predict the BSM contributions in D — PI*]~, D — P P;I*]",and D —

missing energy decays.
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BSM searches with (semi)leptonic charm decays

1. Introduction

In the last decade, several experiments indicated a possible violation of the lepton number
universality in B-meson semileptonic decays. The deviations from the Standard Model (SM)
predictions are explained by the Beyond Standard Model (BSM) contributions. Most general
treatment of BSM relies on effective Lagrangians. These effective Lagrangian approaches respect
the symmetries of the SM. Most favourable solutions of the BSM is the modification of the SM
V — A currents [1, 2]. As an example of BSM fits, we recall that in the SM flavour changing neutral
current (FCNC) processes b — su*u~. The left-handed operators (5. y%br) (firyopr) lead to
to the explanation of the dimension-6 effective Hamiltonian (see [1] for the latest update). If we
want to compare the effects of such BSM physics in ¢ — uf*¢~ one has to account the product
of the CKM matrix elements V,;V}, = 0.004. Such a factor leads to the relatively small BSM
effects in rare charm decays. Nevertheless, the studies independent of B physics anomalies are
necessary to perform to establish BSM bounds. In Section 2, I introduce effective Lagrangians for
¢ — ul*¢~. Section 3 is devoted to study of NP in D* — #*u*u~, D — P Pu* u~, while Section
4 is dedicated to D-meson decays to invisible fermions. Section 5 contains a brief summary and
outlook.

2. Thec — ut*¢™ and ¢ — uvv decays and BSM

The effective Hamiltonian [3-5] can explain the SM dynamics in the ¢ — uf*¢~ and ¢ — uvv

decays
. 4GF A
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where the dimension six operators Oy for di-lepton and QiLj /R for di-neutrino modes are given as

Lo VaVy| 3 (Goureop) + Yciol s cip|.
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Ow = (aryucr)ly*yst), 01, = (@ryucr)I¥*yst),
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As usual F*” is the electromagnetic field strength tensor and o*” = % [v*, ¥”]. In the primed
operators O left-handed quark fields in O; are replaced by the right-handed quark fields. SM
contributions to the effective coeflicients of O; and Og are explained in detail in [4—7]. The SM
two-loop virtual corrections depend on the di-lepton invariant mass squared, g2, as given in [3, 8].
The authors of [3, 4, 7, 8] found that SM contributions in ¢ — uf*¢~ are of the order of few permille
for |C§ﬁ| and few percent for |Cgff| above g2 > 0.1 GeV2. Due to the GIM-mechanism Cf’év[ =0.
Contributions of primed operators are significantly suppressed, allowing us to neglect them.

3. BSMin D" - ntu*tu~, D — P \Pyutu”

Experiments are able to reach only the upper bound on the branching ratio 8(D° — u*u~) <
6.2(7.6) x 107 [9]. Luckily, the LHCb collaboration found limits on the branching fractions
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|Cilmax BR(D — muy) | BR(D — muu)
1C7lmax 1.4 )
1Colimax 1.2 )
IC10lmax 0.83 0.51
|Cslmax 0.34 0.038
1CPlmax 0.33 0.038
1CT lmax 0.76 )
1Crslmax 0.69 _
1Colmax = £Ci0lmax 0.73 0.51

Table 1: Bounds on Wilson coefficients calculated for different models of NP, following [3] (G =V V;b C)).

in several di-lepton invariant mass bins in (D* — a*utu™) < 7.3(8.3) x 1078 [10]. Careful

studies require the extension of the effective Lagrangian in (2) by the scalar, pseudoscalar and
2 _ = 2 _ - _ -

oo (@PRO)EE), Op = s (aPRe)(Pyst), O = tioss (i c)( ot £), and

Ors = ﬁ (iE0y, C)(€oHysC). In Table 1 we present the bounds on the extended set of the Wilson

tensor operators Og =

coefficients. Actually, it was pointed out already in [3] that the upper bound on the B(D° — u* ™),
are more restrictive, lowering the bounds on the Wilson coefficients by factor 10.

Similarly as in the case of B mesons, various scenarios of BSM were considered in the literature.
Relaying on the work of [3, 4] the limits on leptoquark contributions, Two-Higgs doublet model
type III, Z’-model are presented in Table 2.

LHCD collaboration in [11] found

B(D° — m*a” pu 17)l[0.565-0.950] Gev = (40.6 £5.7) x 107%, 3)
B(D" — 7 " 1 )]j0.950-1.100] Gev = (45.4 £ 5.9) X 107%, @)
BD’ - K*K p* 1) |>0.5651ev = (12.0£2.7) x 107%, ®)

On the theory side, analyses of the paper [7] indicate that the SM angular distribution in
semileptonic four-body D-decays is significantly simpler than in B-decays. Namely, the long-
distance dominance in charm simplifies the picture. The authors of [7] discovered a few angular
coefficients that can serve as null tests of the SM. In the same study, NP-induced CP violation
was studied and suggested to be searched by experiment. However, the LHCb found that the CP
asymmetries, the forward-backward asymmetry of the di-muon pair, the triple-product asymmetry,
and the charge-parity-conjugation asymmetry are consistent with SM predictions [12].

4. D meson decays to invisible fermions

Instead of charged lepton pair in the final state, the decay ¢ — uvv can occur in the SM [6].
The severe Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani mechanism is at work in the amplitude for ¢ — uvv. The
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Model of BSM ‘ effect on W.C. ‘ size of the effect
Scalar LQ (3,2,7/6) Cs.p, Cé p> Cr.15, Co,10, Cé,lO VeV b|C9, Cio| < 0.31
Vector LQ (3,1,5/3) Cy =Cy, Ve Vi, |Cgl < 0.22

Two Higgs doublet 111 Cs.p, Cé’P VeV, |Cs — C¢| < 0.0045,

Vep V", |Cp — Cp| < 0.0045
Vep V2, 1G4l < 0.001,
Vep V", |Cll < 0.001

z Co.10

Table 2: Bounds on Wilson coeflicients for different models of NP, following [3].

authors of [13] calculated the SM branching ratio B(DY — v¥) = 1.1 x 1073, Since experimental
searches instead of neutrino pair can see missing energy, the authors of [13] instead of neutrinos
considered dark matter candidates. Eventually, it might be important to investigate the process
with y yy in the final state. Namely, a massless photon lifts the helicity suppression. In our paper
[14] we considered branching ratios for such decay modes. The authors of Ref. [6] deterrmined
the expected event rate for the charm hadron decays to a final hadronic state and neutrino - anti-
neutrino states. They found out that in Belle II experiment, these processes can be seen. The
future FCC-ee might measure branching ratios of O(107°) down to O(107%), in particular D°,
D(J“) and A} decay modes. The Belle collaboration produced the bound of the branching ratio for
B(D° — invisibles) < 9.4 x 1075, The authors of Refs. [6] considered in detail general framework
of BSM in ¢ — u invisibles, using SU(2)p invariance and data on charged lepton processes [15].
They determined that these assumptions lead to upper limits of few 107>, while assuming lepton
universality, branching ratios can reach 107, The effective Lagrangian describing the invisible
fermions in ¢ — u transitions is of the form

Leg =V2Gr |Gy, c)Viy*vy) + RR rycr)(Vry* vi)

R yue) Ry vR) + RERYcr) Ty Vy) + g (Ler)(VLVR)

+ g®R(urcr)vrv)) + g"R(Urcr)Vrv)y) + gRF(ureL)(VLvy)

(6)

+ W Lo cr) VLo vg) + KRR (Uro* e ) Vrow vy ) | +h. c..

The authors of [6] analysed the right-handed massless neutrinos. We considered massive right-
handed fermions denoting vg = yg [14]. One of coloured scalar mediators (see Table I of [14])
which can contribute to the transition ¢ — uy j at the tree level is S| (3, 1, —=2/3). The Lagrangian
is

L) > 51 8aG! xp i +hee.. @)
The matching of this Lagrangian to the effective Lagrangian (6 ) results in the Wilson coefficient
RR _ ¥ _RR -RR
c 2M2 Mex Vuy- (®)

In Tables 3, 4, and 5 we give the bounds on the B(D? — y i), B(D" — y iy), and B(D — mx i)
for three typical values of m,.
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Figure 1: The allowed product of two Yukawaas as a function of the coloured scalar mass derived by using
Belle experimental bound and constraints from D° — D° oscillations

The most robust constraints on ¢®X are derived from the D — D oscillations [14]. In Fig. 1
we present the dependence of the product of the two Yukawa couplings as a function of the coloured
scalar mass derived by using Belle experimental bound and constraints from D — D? oscillations
[14].  In Table 3 we present the upper bounds on the branching ratio 8(D° — y j) for three

my (GeV) | B(D° - x¥)p_p
0.2 <2.8x%x107°
0.5 <15x%x10°8
0.8 <23%x1078

Table 3: Branching ratios for B(D? — y i) for three selected values of m,. The constraints from the
D" — D° mixing is used, with ¢®® < 5.18 x 107, assuming Mg, = 1000 GeV.

my (GeV) | B(D° = xx¥)p-p | BD® = xX¥)Beile
0 <39x10712 -
0.2 <3.0x10712 <13x1077
0.5 <1.0x 10712 <6.3%x107°
0.8 <54x1074 <22x10710

Table 4: Bounds on the branching ratio for B(D° — y ). In the second column we use, the constraint from
the D~ D° mixing assuming M5, = 1000 GeV. We use the Belle bound B(D® — missing energy < 9.4x107
in the third column. With this bound the Wilson coeflicient for m, = 0 cannot be fixed, reflecting in the third

column’s missing bound.

masses m, = 0.2, 0.5, 0.8 GeV, using the constraints from the DY - DO mixing, cRR <5.18x1074,
with Mg, = 1000 GeV. We give the branching ratios for D’ = yi¢, D' > yigyand D — nyi
in Tables 3, 4, and 5. The charm meson mixing leads to strong constraints on the branching ratio



BSM searches with (semi)leptonic charm decays

my (GeV) | B(D° = 1°x0)p-p | BID* = 7" xp-i
0 <1.5x%x10°8 <58x10°8
0.2 <12x10°8 <6.1x1078
0.5 <6.6x107° <33x10°8
0.8 <3.0x10710 <1.5%x107°

Table 5: Branching ratios for 8(D — ny ). In the second and the third columns the constraint from the
D — D° mixing is used, assuming the mass of Mg, = 1000 GeV. In the case m, = 0.2 GeV, the cut in
integration variable is done by taking qgm, as described in the paper [14].

D — yi. Current Belle bound on the branching ratio D — missing energy gives up to three
orders of magnitude more significant rates than the charm mixing. The branching ratios D — 7wy i,
derived by using charm mixing constraint, are of the order 1078, Such are rates might be searched
at future tau-charm factories. Hopefully, current experiments BESIII and Belle II can reach a
sensitivity of the order 107°.

5. Conclusions

In the last few years, theoretical studies of rare charm meson decays resulted in the highly
precise knowledge of SM contributions. The most general studies of BSM were performed within
the effective Lagrangian framework. The long-distance contributions are found by using existing
models, and hopefully, the lattice calculation will improve the current precision of hadronic quanti-
ties. Lepton flavour universality in rare charm semileptonic decays is necessary to check. However,
the existing experimental data lead to negligible deviations from the SM [4]. Lately, charm meson
decays to invisibles motivated several analyses. Any deviations from the SM prediction in these
decays would be a smoking gun of the BSM.
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