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We use loop induced processes like meson oscillations and rare b hadron decays
to determine the absolute values of the CKM matrix elements |V, and |Vy| and
compare our results to the standard determinations based on inclusive and exclusive
semileptonic tree-level decays of B mesons. For many years there have been tensions
between the inclusive and exclusive determinations. Assuming the absence of new
physics, we find that meson oscillation data shows a slight preference for the inclusive
value of |V| and the exclusive value for |V,;|. Rare b decay data prefers values for
|Vep| far below the inclusive and exclusive determinations, offering a new perspective

on some of the persistent rare b decay anomalies.

I. INTRODUCTION

The elements V,,;, and V,; of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix [1, 2] are
crucial input parameters for the theory predictions of many observables in the flavor sector.
A standard strategy to determine the absolute values of V,;, and V,, is to use tree level
b — clv and b — ulv decays, assuming no new physics at tree level. These values are then
used to make Standard Model (SM) predictions for loop level flavor changing neutral current
processes that are highly sensitive to new physics effects.

Since many years, discrepancies exist between the tree level determinations using the
inclusive B — Xv and B — X, /v decays on the one side, and exclusive decays, like

B — DYy and B — wlv on the other [3-5] (also B — 7nfv decays can be used to
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determine |V,| [6]). These discrepancies limit the sensitivity of various loop processes to
new physics. At the same time, explaining the discrepancies by new physics is challenging [7—
9]. Improving the theoretical description of inclusive and exclusive b — c¢fv and b — ulv
decays is thus of high priority (see [10-23] for recent progress). Alternatively, one can focus
on combinations of loop observables that are independent of Vi, and/or V,,; as emphasized

for example in [24-26].

In this paper, we follow a different approach. Assuming that there is no new physics in
loop induced flavor changing neutral current processes, we use those processes to determine
|Vis| and |Vy| and compare them to the tree-level determinations. The main results of
our study are loop level determinations of |V,,| and |V| based on meson oscillations and

determinations of |V,,| from rare b hadron decays.

On the one hand, we are motivated by recent progress in the SM calculations of the
parameter ex that quantifies indirect CP violation in neutral Kaon oscillations [27, 28].
As |V| is the largest uncertainty of the SM prediction, the precisely known experimental
value of e gives one of the most precise determinations of |V,|. On the other hand, the
observation of anomalously low branching ratios of the rare B meson decays B — Kutu~,
B — K*utp, and By — ¢utp by the LHCD collaboration [29-31] provides motivation to

re-examine the possible role of |V,;| in these B anomalies (see e.g. [32] for a previous study).

We stress that our results for |V,;,| and |V4| should not be used in studies of new physics
in flavor changing processes. Instead, they offer a new perspective on the tension between
inclusive and exclusive |V,;| and |V,| determinations, the role of €5 in CKM fits, and some

of the persistent anomalies in rare B meson decays.

This paper is organized as follows: In section II we review |V,;| and |V.| determinations
from tree level b hadron decays, establishing a baseline for the comparison with our loop level
determinations. In section III we discuss a number of loop observables that are sensitive to
|Vip| and |Vp|. In particular, we consider neutral Kaon and B meson mixing as well as rare
decays of b hadrons. Our results of the loop level determinations are discussed in section V.

We conclude in section V.



II. TREE LEVEL DETERMINATIONS OF V; AND V,;

Direct tree-level determinations of the CKM matrix elements |V,;| and V| come from
measurements of inclusive and exclusive semileptonic decays based on the b — wfr and
b — clv transitions. For many years, notable discrepancies have existed between inclusive
and exclusive determinations.

The Particle Data Group (PDG) quotes the following inclusive values [5]
|Viplinet, = (42.2 £ 0.8) x 1072 | |Vilinet, = (4.25 4 0.30) x 1072 | (1)

where we added all individual uncertainties in quadrature. Note that the above value for
|Viblinet, does not yet take into account the latest determination from the Belle collaboration,
|Vab|iner, = (4.14£0.28) x 10~3 which is compatible within the uncertainties but has a slightly
lower central value [33]. Also note that the PDG value for |V|ina. does not yet take into
account improved theory calculations which give |Vep|ime, = (42.16 + 0.51) x 107 [20]. For
definiteness we will use the PDG values in (1) for the remainder of this work.

For exclusive determinations, the PDG gives averages based on B — D{v and B — D*{v

decays for |V,,| and B — wlv decays for |V,|. The averages read [5]
Viplexel. = (39.5£0.9) x 107 | |[Viplexar. = (3.70 £ 0.16) x 107% (2)

where, as above, we added all individual uncertainties in quadrature. We note that the
PDG average of |Vp|exel. does not yet include the latest lattice results on the B — D* form
factors from [19]. The value for |V | determined in [19] is |V|p_p+ = (38.4+0.74) x 1073,
very similar to the results from [34] and [35] that enter the PDG average, but with slightly
smaller uncertainties. The discrepancies between the inclusive and exclusive values quoted
by the PDG are 2.40 for V,, and 1.60 for V.

Exclusive decays are also used to independently determine the ratio |Vis|/|Ve|. A mea-
surement from LHCb [36] of the branching ratios A) — pu~v and A) — AT~ v, combined

with form factor ratios from [37], gives [38]
[Visl/IVal| = 0.079 £ 0.006 (3)
b

Combining recent results from LHCb on the decay modes B, — K utv and B, —



D7 ptv [39] with lattice form factors from [40-43] gives [44]

0.0819 + 0.0077 , for ¢*> < 7 GeV?,
Vsl /| Ves| s (4)
’ 0.0860 + 0.0053 , for ¢*> > 7 GeV? .

The values for the ratios show good agreement between the high ¢ and low ¢? region and
with the values obtained from A, decays quoted above. If alternative form factors based on
light cone sum rules [45] are used to determine |V,,|/| Ve 5. at low ¢2, one finds a significantly
lower value. We will work with the lattice results (4) in the following.

Finally, the exclusive leptonic decay mode BT — 711 can also be used for a tree level

determination of |Vy;|. In the SM, the BY — 77w branching ratio is given by

G2 2\ 2
BR(B" = 71v)gu = TB+8—;fg+mB+mi (1 — 7:; ) Vao|? - (5)
Bt

The Fermi constant, the tau mass, and the BT mass and lifetime have negligible uncer-
tainties [5]. The dominant uncertainty comes from the B* meson decay constant. For our
numerical analysis, we use the value given by the flavor lattice averaging group (FLAG),
[+ =~ fp = (190.0 £ 1.3) MeV [44], ignoring small isospin breaking effects.

The experimental world average of the BY — 77v branching ratio quoted by the heavy
flavor averaging group (HFLAV) [38] is based on results by BaBar [46] and Belle [47] and
reads

BR(B" = 770)exp = (1.06 £ 0.19) x 107* . (6)

This allows us to extract the following value for |V,;|
Vi Bsry = (4.08 £ 0.37 £ 0.03) x 1072 )

where the first uncertainty is experimental and the second theoretical (i.e. from the BT
meson decay constant). Our central value agrees very well with the values quoted in [44].
In Figure 1, we compare the various determinations in the |V| — |Vy| plane. The black
error bars correspond to the 1o and 20 ranges for the inclusive values given in (1). The
lo and 20 ranges of the exclusive values of V,, and V,; in (2) are represented by the blue
and orange bands, respectively. The green band shows the combination of the ratios in (3)
and (4), while the yellow band shows the result from the Bt — 77w decay in (7). Finally, the

red region corresponds to the combination of all exclusive determinations. Approximating
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FIG. 1. Comparison of inclusive and exclusive determinations of the CKM matrix elements |V|
and |V,|. The black error bars show the PDG average of the inclusive values at 1o and 20, while

the red region shows our combination of all exclusive determinations at 1o and 2o.

this region by a 2-dimensional Gaussian distribution, we find

Vi lexel, = (40.24 +0.83) x 107, [Viplexel, = (3.54 £0.11) x 1072 . (8)

with an error correlation of p = +37%. We note that our results for |V |exa. and |Vip|exa.
are very close to the results of the flavor lattice averaging group (FLAG) [44]. Our value
for |Viplexe. is slightly larger and has a ~ 20% larger uncertainty than the FLAG result
(|Vep|EE2G = (39.48 4 0.68) x 1073 [44]). This is due to the fact that we use as input the

more conservative PDG value from (2).

The results shown in Figure 1 serve as a baseline for the comparison with alternative

determinations of |Vg| and |V,|, which are discussed in the following sections.



III. LOOP OBSERVABLES SENSITIVE TO V,; AND V,,

While it is customary to work with the Wolfenstein parameterization of the CKM ma-
trix [48], we decide to directly parameterize the CKM matrix in terms of the sine of
the Cabibbo angle A\ = sinfg, the absolute values |V| and |V,;|, and the phase v =
arg(—VuaVy/VeaVyy). In this way, the |V| and |V,,| dependence of the various observables
discussed below is made fully transparent. Working in the standard phase convention for

the CKM matrix and expanding in A, we have

A2 -
Vud ~1-— 7 5 Vus ~ ) Vub ~ |‘/vub‘eil’y 5
)\2
‘/cdg_)\a ‘/0521_77 ‘/Cb:"/d)‘a
. )\2 )\2 .
Via == Vil A — [Viole™ (1 - 7) Vi |V (1 - 7) SVl Va1, (9)

where for each CKM element we take into account relative corrections up to O(\?).

A. CP violation in neutral kaon mixing

The parameter €k is a measure of CP violation in neutral kaon oscillations. Its SM predic-
tion depends strongly on the value of |V;|. It has been shown in [27] that the short distance
theory uncertainty of e€x can be strongly reduced through a reorganization of the relevant
effective Hamiltonian. The uncertainty of the SM prediction of €x is then dominated by
the CKM matrix input, thus strengthening the role of ex in determining CKM parameters.

Using the expressions from [27], we can write
~ 1
|€K|SM = K/ECEBK __Im((mZWd)Q)ntty(zt) - Im(VJSVudmZWd)nuty($ca'It) ) (10)
2

where 2, = mZ/mj, is the ratio of quark mass and the W boson mass squared. The loop

functions include the leading terms in . and are given by

4o, — 112? + 23 32l logx,
P(g)) — it T om 11
(xt) 4(1 . It)g 2<1 . $t)3 ) ( )

3z 3z2log x4
= 1-—1
y(xc, :L‘t) T, ( og(xt/xc) + 4(1 — fL"t) + 4(1 — ft)z

(12)

We follow [28] and include electroweak corrections of the top contribution by making the

replacement 7, — m,(1 — Ay). To obtain numerical predictions we use the input A, =



0.0140.004 [28], 7t = 0.55%0.02 [27], 7w = 0.4020.005 [27], m; = (163.4840.86) GeV [27],
= (1.27 £ 0.02) GeV [5], k. = 0.94 % 0.02 [49], and By = 0.7625 £ 0.0097 [44]. The
coefficient C. is given by [27]

G2
. Fiemueomiy _ 3 634 % 10% | (13)
6v/2m2 A My

with negligible uncertainty. Using these numerical values and expressing the CKM matrix

elements in terms of |Vy|, |[Vis|, A, and v as in (9), we find
)\2
ler|sm = {(|Vcb|2/\ (1 - ?> — | Vs [Vio| (1 — 2X?) cos 7y — |Vub|2)\) Qepe

)\2
(1 2) o ot 10

with the coefficients
= (3.20+£0.15) x 10* , b, =20.55+0.81 . (15)

For the errors of the numerical coefficients a., and b, , we find a correlation of +34%, which

€K
we take into account in our numerical analysis in section IV.

Experimentally, €5 is known with very high precision [5]
|€xc|exp = (2.228 4 0.011) x 1072 (16)

The measurement provides a stringent constraint on the CKM parameters in (14).

B. Neutral B meson mixing

CP violation in B® — B° mixing provides a very important ingredient for fits of the CKM
matrix. In particular, the CKM angle 8 = Arg(—V.4V;/ViaV;;) can be accessed through
measurements of time-dependent CP asymmetries in b — cés transitions. The world average
from HFLAV is [38]

sin(28)exp. = 0.699 £ 0.017 . (17)

Expressing sin(23) in terms of A, |V], [Vus| and 7, we find the SM prediction
2| Vo ([Vep| A — |Viup| cos y) siny

(|Vub| Cos7y — |Vcb|/\)2 + |%b|28in27

(1+ [V | N <rvubrcosv—\vcbu>2—|vubr2sm%> "
2([Vasl €057 — [VeolA) ([ Vo] 0057 — [Vas A2 + Vi P sin?y )

sin(2/3)sm




where we have neglected terms of O(A\*).
Also the neutral B meson oscillation frequencies AM,; and AM, can be used to determine
CKM parameters. From the experimental side, the frequencies are known with remarkable

precision
AMS® = (0.5065 £ 0.0019) ps ™", AMS® = (17.7656 % 0.0056) ps™ ,  (19)

where we quote the experimental world average for AM;™ from HFLAV [38] and the recent
measurement for AMSP by LHCb [50], which is the single most precise determination to
date.

The SM predictions of the oscillation frequencies are given by the well known expressions

Gz

AMGM = deW}thb\ So(m? /m¥ )np f3,Bp, . (20)

GFmW

AMPM = ViV [2So(m? /miy s f3. Ba, - (21)

mBS
7T

The dominant uncertainty stems from the values of the hadronic matrix elements, param-
eterized by the B meson decay constants fp, and the so-called bag parameters éBq. We
use the latest Ny = 2 4+ 1 + 1 lattice results from [51], fBS\/?BS = (256.1 £ 5.7) MeV,
I \/Bin (210.6 + 5.5) MeV, and & = fg, BBS/de\/Bin = 1.216 + 0.016, neglecting
unknown correlations between the uncertainties. The quoted lattice results for the hadronic
matrix elements agree well with alternative determinations using sum rules [52]. (Note that
the FLAG averages of the older Ny = 2+ 1 hadronic matrix elements [44] are instead signif-
icantly larger.) In our theory predictions of the mass differences, we also take into account
the uncertainty from the top mass m; = (163.48 £ 0.86) GeV [27] that enters the loop func-
tion Sy(z) = () given in (11). We do not take into account the uncertainty in the higher
order QCD correction factor ng ~ 0.552 [53], as it is negligibly small. Using PDG values for

Gr, my, and mp, [5], we find the expressions

AMGM = (M Va|* + [Vio (1 = A?) = A|Vip||Vi| (2 = A?) cos ) aan, (22)
AMEM = (V42 (1 = A2) + 2A|Vip| [ Vi cos ) anns, (23)

with the numerical coefficients

ann, = (6.774£0.26) x 10> ps™* | ann, = (10.18 £0.37) x 10° ps ™' . (24)



We find a sizable error correlation of p = +76% between the two coefficients. The correlation
arises from the precisely known ratio &.

Note that the dependence of the meson mixing observables on the top mass also leads
in principle to a correlation between the coefficients aans,, which are relevant for B mixing,

and the coefficients a.,., b, , which enter the expression for 3™ discussed above. However,

€K
since the top mass uncertainty is not significant in both €5 and the oscillation frequencies

AM qSM, it is justified to neglect the error correlation across these observables.

C. Rare b hadron decays

The branching ratios of flavor changing neutral current b hadron decays depend on the
CKM matrix element combinations |V;:Vj|? or |V;5V;|?> and can be used to constrain |V
and, to a lesser extent, |V,|. In the following, we consider the radiative decay B — X7,
the leptonic decays B, — putpu~ and B® — putp~, and the semi-leptonic decays BT —
Ktutp—, B® - K*%%u " u~, By — ¢ptp~, and Ay — ApTp~. We do not include additional
decay modes like B — K°u*pu~ or BT — K**Tu*tu~, as they have larger experimental
uncertainties and therefore have little impact on our results.

The inclusive radiative decay B — X v is known to be a very sensitive probe of new
physics. In the absence of new physics, it can be used to determine the CKM matrix
element V. The B — X, v rate is to a large extent determined by the product of the
Wilson coefficient |Ci*!| and the CKM matrix combination |VjV;%|. A recent global fit to

inclusive B — Xy measurements finds [54]
|Cel Vi = (1477 £0.78) x 1073, (25)

which can be compared to the SM prediction [54]
2

. A
|C Vi Vit lsw = (lvcb|(1 -5 |VublAcosv) x (0.3624 £ 0.0151) , (26)

where we added the uncertainties from c¢ loops and from scale variation in quadrature.
Combining (25) with (26) allows one to constrain the value of |V|. The term in (26)
proportional to |V,;| plays a negligible role.

The leptonic decays B, — putpu~ and B® — ptp~ are of particular interest, as they

are theoretically very clean, with the most relevant hadronic uncertainty coming from the
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B, and BY meson decay constants. The latest lattice results for decay constants [55] have
reached sub-percent precision, implying that the dominant source of uncertainty in the SM
predictions of the branching ratios BR(Bs — ™) and BR(B? — ptp~) is the CKM ma-
trix input, in particular |V,;|. Assuming the absence of new physics, precision measurements
of BR(Bs; — p"u~) and BR(B® — p™u™) can therefore give important constraints on |V|.
We use the experimental world average of the branching ratios that has been determined
in [56], based on the most recent experimental results on B, — utp~ and B® — pTu~ from

the LHCDb, ATLAS, and CMS collaborations [57-60)]

BR(B, — 1t )exp. = (2.93 £ 0.35) x 1079, (27)
BR(B® = 11" 11 exp, = (0.56 £ 0.70) x 10710 , (28)
with an error correlation of p = —27%.

The SM predictions for the branching ratios are proportional to the CKM factors |V, V;%|?

and |V, V5)?, respectively. Therefore, we can write the branching ratios as

BR(Bs — 1t p )sm = (Vs (1 =A%) + 2A|Vip|| V| c08) @,y (29)
BR(B® = i Jowt = (VIVasl? + Viaf?(1 = ) — MVaallVaal(2 = 32) o3 ) ao -y -(30)

We determine the numerical coefficients ap,_,,, and apo_,,, following the SM calculation
of the branching ratios in [61]. We use the averages of the B meson decay constants from
FLAG assuming isospin symmetry, fp, = (230.3 & 1.3) MeV, fp = (190.0 4 1.3) MeV [44],
as well as the very precisely known ratio fg,/fp = 1.209 £ 0.005 [44]. We also take into
account the uncertainties from the B meson lifetimes 751 = (1.615 & 0.009) ps, 7po =
(1.5204£0.004) ps [5], a relative uncertainty of 1.1% from the top mass [61], an uncertainty of
1.2% from scale variation and higher order corrections [61], and a 0.5% uncertainty from light
cone distribution amplitudes that enter the QED corrections of the branching rations [61].

In that way we obtain
ag, s = (2.154£0.04) x 107, apo_y,, = (1.36 £0.03) x 107° | (31)

with a large positive error correlation of p = +85%.
Similarly, semileptonic decays of b hadrons can be used to determine |V|, albeit with
larger theoretical uncertainty. The branching ratios of the semileptonic rare b hadron decays

are measured in bins of ¢?, the di-lepton invariant mass squared. As in the case of the
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By — ptu~ decay, we factor out the CKM dependence and write the SM predictions for the
b — sup branching ratios of a hadron H; to a hadron H, and two muons in the following

way:
BR(Hy — Hopu ) — (Vi [2(1 = X2) + 20| Vig|[Vig| cos ) alfmimind — (39)

where the superscript ¢ ] indicates the ¢ bin. In our analysis, we consider the well

Gmin> dmax
measured B — Ktputp=, B — K*%utu=, By — ¢pp~, and Ay, — Aptp~ decays. For
each decay mode, we take into account one broad ¢? bin below the narrow charmonium
resonances and one broad bin above. Considering finer ¢ bins that are often also available
has no advantage for the determination of the CKM matrix elements.

The main theoretical uncertainties of the semileptonic branching ratio predictions arise
from form factors and from additional non-factorizable effects. We use flavio ver-
sion 2.3.0 [62] with default hadronic parameters to determine the central values and
the uncertainties of the branching ratios, as well as the correlations of the uncertainties.
The form factors implemented in flavio are based on a combined fit of light-cone sum rule
and lattice QCD results [63] (see also [64]) and therefore lead to sizeable error correlations
of the branching ratio predictions in the low-¢? and high-¢? bins. Moverover, there are
non-negligible correlations between the uncertainties of the two pseudoscalar to vector tran-
sitions B® — K*%u*u~ and By, — ¢uTp~, due to the approximate SU(3) flavor symmetry.
We neglect additional percent level correlations between the uncertainties of the considered

decay modes that are due to common input parameters. For the numerical coefficients
n (32), we find for the BT — KT~ decay
ab® = (1.004£0.16) x 1074, Gl = (0.61 +0.06) x 107, (33)
with an error correlation of p = +68%. For the baryonic decay Ay, — Au™ ™ we find
ayt% = (0.30£0.16) x 1071, P = (2.07£0.21) x 107, (34)
with a modest error correlation of p = +5%. Finally, for the decays B® — K*°u*pu~ and

B, — ¢outpu~ we find the following coefficients and correlation matrix

a0 = (1.36 4 0.16) x 1074 1 0.50 0.24 0.01

1519 = (1.39 £ 0.15) x 10~ . 1 0.00 0.22 .
a0 = (154 £0.14) x 1074 1 0.36
apt) = (1.30 £0.12) x 10~ 1
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On the experimental side, we use the latest results from the LHCb collaboration for the
branching ratios of BY — K*u*tu~ [29], B® — K*%u*u~ [30], B, — outp~ [31], and
Ay — A,tﬁ,u’ [65]

BR(B" — Ky p )l = (1.19£0.07) x 1077, (36)
BR(B" — K™y pm )5 = (0.85 +0.05) x 1077, (37)
BR(B® — K*Ou* )l = (1.68 £0.15) x 1077, (38)
BR(B® — K*Outp I3 = (1.74 £0.14) x 1077, (39)
BR(B, — ¢pp )00 = (141 £0.10) x 1077, (40)
BR(B, — ¢pp)B3M = (1.85£0.13) x 1077, (41)
BR(A, — Apt )58 = (044 £0.31) x 1077, (42)
BR(Ay — App )02 = (6.00 £ 1.34) x 1077 . (43)

We note that in most cases the experimental precision is better than ~ 10% and has already

surpassed the precision of the SM predictions.

IV. RESULTS OF THE FITS

Based on the above SM expressions for the various observables in terms of the CKM
parameters A, |Vg!, |Vip|, and v, and the corresponding experimental measurements, we
construct a y? function that takes into account the experimental uncertainties as well as the
theoretical uncertainties and their correlations in the form of covariance matrices.

As the sine of the Cabibbo angle is known with excellent precision, we simply set it to
its central value A ~ 0.2248 [66] in our numerical analysis. For the CKM angle v, we use
the HFLAV average v = (66.1734)° [38], which is dominated by the precise LHCb results
from [67] (see also the very recent update [68]). The importance of precise determinations
of v has recently been emphasized also in [26, 69]. By profiling over v we arrive at best fit

contours in the [V| - |Vip| plane.

A. Loop level determination from meson oscillations

We first focus on the meson oscillation observables, ex, AMy, AM,, and sin(23) as

discussed in sections I1T A and III B. In Figure 2 we show the individual 1o and 20 constraints
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FIG. 2. Constraints in the |Vgy| - |Vis| plane from meson mixing observables. The blue, green,
and yellow bands show the constraints from sin(23), ex, and AMy and AM;, respectively. The
combined best fit region is shown in red. The dashed contours and the gray error bars show for

comparison the exclusive and inclusive values from Figure 1.

in the |V - |Vus| plane from ex (green), from sin(25) (blue), and from the combination
of AMy and AM; (yellow). The red region is the combination of those constraints and

corresponds to the values
|Vt | meson mixing = (42.6 £ 0.5) x 107° | | Vaib | meson mixing = (3.72 4 0.09) x 107 . (44)

with a negligibly small error correlation. These central values are very close to the results
from global CKM fits [66, 70]. Our values of |V| and |V,;| from meson mixing observables
also agree very well with the ones recently found in [26].

We observe that the B meson oscillation frequencies AMy; and AM, predict a value for
|V.4| that is in excellent agreement with the inclusive determination.! Also the combination
1" As mentioned in section III B, we use the Ny =2+ 1+ 1 lattice results for the hadronic matrix elements

relevant for By and BY mixing [44]. Comparable results are obtained if sum rule determinations of the
hadronic matrix elements are used [71]. We checked that the preferred value for |V.;| is very close to the

exclusive determination if we use the Ny = 2 + 1 lattice results.
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of the CP violating observables ex and sin(2/3) prefers a value for |V,;| close to the inclusive
determination. The combination of all meson mixing observables shows a remarkable level
of consistency. The combination is dominated by ex and sin(2f), while AM,; and AM; play
a slightly lesser role due to the slightly larger theory uncertainties. Continued improvements

in the determination of the hadronic B mixing matrix elements are thus highly motivated.

Overall, we observe that our combination of meson mixing observables is compatible with
both the inclusive and the exclusive determination of |V| and |V,;| to better than 20. There

is a slight preference for the inclusive value of |V,| and the exclusive value of |V

B. Loop level determination from rare b decay rates

The rare B decays discussed in section III C can be used to determine |V,| but have only
very weak sensitivity to the value of |V,;;|. We therefore do not show the results in the |V
- |Vius| plane but directly as values for |V, profiling over |V,,;| within the exclusive value
from the PDG, cf. equation (2). We checked that using instead the inclusive value for |V,

leads to negligible differences in our results.

The error bars in Figure 3 show the best fit values for |V,;| based on the rare semileptonic
decays BT — KTutp~, B® - K*%u" = and B, — ¢utp~ at low ¢* (red) and at high ¢?
(orange), as well as from B — X,y (yellow) and B; — putpu~ (green). The colored bands in
the figure show the results from the combinations of the semileptonic decays at low ¢? and
high ¢? as well as the combination of all rare B decay results. The results from the baryonic
decay A, — Ap™p~ are not shown individually as they have large uncertainties but they are
included in the combinations. The exclusive and inclusive values for |V,;| from the PDG are

shown for comparison.

As is well known, the experimental results for the branching ratios of B — Ku*tu~,
B — K*u*p~ and By — ¢u™ ™ [29-31] are all significantly low compared to SM predictions,
in particular in the low ¢? region. These results have been interpreted as possible signs of
new physics effects in rare B decays. In the context of the SM, the results instead are an
indication for a very small value of |V,,|. For example, the B, — ¢utpu~ branching ratio
at low ¢* points to a particularly low central value V4| ~ 31 x 1073, much lower than

the inclusive or exclusive tree level determinations. The results of our combinations of the
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FIG. 3. Determinations of |V| from various rare decays of B mesons. The error bars correspond
to the individual 1o and 20 uncertainties. The red and orange bands show the combination of the
semileptonic decays at low g% and high ¢2, respectively. The blue band is the combination of all rare
B decay data. For comparison, the PDG averages of the inclusive and exclusive determinations of

|Vp| are shown as well.

semileptonic decays at low ¢ and high ¢? are
Visliow 2 = (332 £ 1.5) x 1072, Vo nigh 2 = (37.6 £1.4) x 107° . (45)

While the result from high ¢? is compatible with the tree level exclusive determination, it is
more than 20 below the value from the inclusive determination. Our result from low ¢? is
more than 30 below the exclusive value and more than 50 below the inclusive one. A small
|Vi| thus appears to be an unlikely explanation of the low b — su™ ™ branching ratio data.

For comparison, the value for |V| we find from the B — Xy decay sits between the
inclusive and exclusive determinations and has a large uncertainty. It is compatible with both
determinations to better than 1o. The B, — putpu~ decay gives a |Vyp| that is approximately

20 below the inclusive determination. Interestingly, it is compatible with the exclusive
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determination to better than 1o. This indicates that the 20 tension that is observed between
the SM prediction of BR(Bs; — putpu~) [61] and the experimental measurements [57-60] can
be largely resolved if the exclusive determination of |V,| were used for the SM prediction.
This has been also pointed out in [25].

Combining all rare B decay data, we arrive at the average
|‘/cb|rare decays — (373 + 10) X 10_3 . (46)

The central value is significantly below the inclusive determination of |V|. It is also below
the exclusive determination, but compatible to better than 2. Interestingly, the uncertainty
is only slightly larger than the uncertainty of the tree level determination. However, the

uncertainty is dominated by theory and challenging to improve.

C. Global fit of |V;| and |V,;| from loops

Finally, we combine the various loop determinations of |V,| and |V,,| in a global fit. We
take into account the meson mixing observables discussed in sections III A and III B and the
rare meson decays discussed in section III C and compare to the tree level determinations
from section II. The result is shown in Figure 4.

We observe considerable tensions between the different determinations. In particular,
there is a large tension between the rare decays (blue band) on the one side and the meson
mixing observables (red ellipse) and the tree level inclusive determination (black error bars)
on the other side. Our average of the tree level exclusive determinations (dashed ellipse)

sits in between. To obtain the global loop combination shown in yellow, we follow the PDG

prescription and inflate the uncertainty by \/ X2/ Naot = \/ 40.5/13 = 1.76. Employing a

Gaussian approximation, we find
Veblioop = (41.75 £ 0.76) x 1072 | [Vablioop = (3.71 £ 0.16) x 1073 . (47)

with a negligible error correlation. The central values are in very good agreement with the
results from global CKM fits [66, 70] that do not take into account rare B decay data. The
uncertainties of our loop level determinations are considerably larger, due to the omission

of the tree level information and the error inflation mentioned above.
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FIG. 4. Comparison of all |V| and |V,;| determinations discussed in this work. The black cross
shows the inclusive values from the PDG, cf. equation (1). The dashed ellipse is our combination of
all exclusive tree level determinations as discussed in section II. The red region corresponds to our
fit of meson oscillation data from section IV A. The blue band corresponds to the determination

using rare B decays from section IV B. Finally, the yellow region corresponds to a combined fit of

all loop determinations with error contours inflated to account for the tensions in the fit.
V. CONCLUSIONS

Precise determinations of V,, and V,,;, are crucial inputs for testing the SM CKM picture
of flavor and CP violation. For many years, discrepancies between determinations using
exclusive and inclusive tree level B decays have limited the precision of V,, and V,;, deter-
minations. A summary of the current status is provided in Figure 1. In this paper, we used
loop level processes to obtain the absolute values of V., and V;. Such a loop level strategy
gives valid results in the absence of new physics effects in the considered observables. We

focused on two classes of loop processes: neutral meson oscillations and rare b hadron decays.

Our main results are summarized in Figures 2 and 3. We find that the combination of the

observables ex (that parameterizes indirect CP violation in Kaon oscillations) and sin(20)
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(that parameterizes indirect CP violation in B° oscillations) gives a precise determination
of |V| and |V,p|, with central values close to the inclusive value of |V,| and the exclusive
value for |V,,|. Also the B meson oscillation frequencies AM,; and AM; show preference
for the inclusive value of |V|, but are also compatible with the exlusive value, given the
current theory errors. To improve the constraining power of AM; and AM,, more precise
determinations of the hadronic matrix elements in B meson mixing are required.

As is well known, the experimental measurements of several rare B decay branching ratios
are significantly below the SM predictions. Therefore, |V,;| determinations based on rare
b decay data give values far below the direct determinations from tree level decays. The
preference for small |V,| is particularly pronounced if one focuses on rare semileptonic B
decays at low di-lepton invariant mass. In that case we find a value for |V,;| that is more than
30 below the exclusive value and more than 50 below the inclusive one. We thus consider
it unlikely that |V,| is the sole culprit behind the low b — su™ ™ branching ratios.

Interestingly, the ~ 20 tension between the commonly quoted SM prediction for the
B, — ptp~ branching ratio and the corresponding experimental world average largely

disappears if the exclusive value of |V;| were used in the SM prediction.
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