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Abstract

Motivated by the recent experimental results of branching fractions for D(J;) - nOlv, decays,
which deviate from their SM predictions, we have investigated these decays in W' model and
scalar leptoquark model to find possible signatures of new physics (NP) in semileptonic charm
decays induced by ¢ — (s,d)lv, transitions. Using recent experimental results of branching
fractions for semileptonic D meson decays, new coupling parameters are predicted for the
above NP models. Branching fraction, forward-backward asymmetry and lepton polarization
asymmetry are studied taking the predicted NP coupling parameters. Results of branching
fractions in scalar leptoquark model are found very close to the experimental results and exist
around the range 1o deviation. We have presented a comparative study of the NP models to
check their sensitivity on these decays. We anticipate that further research on these decays will
significantly support our findings.
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1. Introduction

To explain our whole universe, searching of a fundamental theory becomes more prominent
presently. Till now standard model (SM) is able to describe approximately 5% of our universe,
so rest of the universe is unknown to us. It describes the three generations of quarks and leptons
and their interactions (excluding gravity). Recent measurements on flavour physics and the
existence of dark energy and dark matter indicate possible existence of the new physics (NP)
beyond the SM. Therefore, the searching of NP has gained special attention to modify the
particle physics. The new particles and their interactions with quarks and leptons should be the
source of NP. Direct searches at high energy colliders and indirect searches for quantum effects
in precise observables are generally the two methods used to look for new particles and
interactions. The b hadron decays provide a reliable platform to probe NP beyond the SM.

Recently, different experimental collaborations such as BaBar, Belle and LHCb have
measured and updated the lepton flavour universality (LFU) ratios R, -) associated with flavour
changing charged current (FCCC) b — clv, transition. The reported deviations of R, from
their corresponding SM prediction are around 3.3¢ [1-3]. Another angular observable P: [4]
also displays hints for NP beyond the SM, which is the measurement of correlations among the
trajectories of the decaying particle in B, = K™ u*u~ and the decay rate T in By = ¢u*u~.
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There are so many NP models involving new particles, like non-universal Z' models [5-10],
leptoquark models [11-14] and models with charged Higgs [15-17] to explain such kind of
anomalies. Presently, such kind of transitions have gained special attention both in experiments
and in phenomenological study to explore NP. These tension between theory and experiment
associated with b hadron decays raise a question in our curious mind. Whether the similar

inconsistency can be observed in charm decays induced by ¢ — (s, d)lv; transitions! Most of
the recent experimental measurements on the pure leptonic and semileptonic D decays except
Dy — n"1lv, decays agree with the SM predictions. In the last few years, a lot of theoretical

efforts have been done for searching NP contribution in D decays [18 - 23] and charm decays
provide a special opportunity to investigate flavour physics beyond the SM in the up-sector.
From Table 1, it can be observed that the recent experimental results [24, 25] of branching
fractions for the decays D(J;) — nO1v, depict tension with their corresponding SM predictions
and hence, these decays provide opportunities to explore NP. Inspired by these results, the
D{y = n"lv, decays are studied in W' model [14, 26, 27] and scalar leptoquark (LQ) model
[14] to explore NP effects. For theoretical study, the heavy-to-light form factors are key input
parameters. Due to the nonperturbative nature, they can be parameterized using different
nonperturbative methods such as quark models, QCD sum rules, lattice QCD (LQCD) [28-29]
and light-cone sum rules (LCSR) [30]. Using LQCD approach [31], the SM predictions of
branching fraction for D —» w(K)lv, decays are found to be good consistency with the
experimental results [24] with large uncertainties arising from the CKM matrix elements. The
LQCD approach is based on the first principles, it is more useful to get precise result for the
D — P (pseudoscalar meson) transitions. The LCSR method utilizes the operator product
expansion close to the light-cone, encapsulating all non-perturbative dynamics within the light-
cone distribution amplitudes [32]. This approach is also suitable to parameterize heavy-to-light
transition form factors. The parametric space of NP parameters have been constrained by taking
precise prediction of D mesons decays using LQCD and LCSR approaches. In the NP models,
the W' boson and leptoquark are the hypothetical beyond SM particles that couple a quark
directly to a lepton unlike any particle within the SM. Both are the relics of grand unified
theories, which were designed to integrate the various interactions in the SM at high energies.
In this work, we have predicted new coupling parameters using recent experimental results of
branching fractions given in Table 4 & 5. Using these new coupling parameters, branching
fraction, forward-backward asymmetry and lepton polarization asymmetry of the D(‘;) -

n1v, decays have been investigated to explore NP effects.

Table 1. Theoretical and experimental results of branching fractions and their corresponding
deviation for the D}y — nIv; decays.

Decay SM result [18] Experiment [24] Pullgy
24+0.5 1.50
B(D§ = nutv,) x 1072 1.52 4+ 0.31
2.215 £+ 0.051 + 0.052 [25] 2.20
, 5 11.0 £ 5.0 1.05¢0
B(DS - n'utv,) x 10 5.64+ 1.10
8.01 + 0.55 + 0.31 [25] 1.90
B(DS > netv,) x 1072 1.55 + 0.33 2.2940.19 20




B(DF - n'etv,) x 1073 591+ 1.26 74+14 0.80

B(D* - nutv,) x 1073 0.75 + 0.15 1.04 £ 0.11 1.60
B(D* - n'utv,) x 107* 1.06 £ 0.20 - -
B(D* - netv,) x 1073 0.76 £ 0.16 1.11 + 0.07 20
B(D* > n'etv,) x 107 | 1.12 + 0.24 2.0+ 0.4 1.90

The layout of this paper is as follows: In sec. 2, we go over the theoretical formulation
for the effective field theory approach to study D¢y — n’lv; decays. The formulation of W’

model and scalar LQ model are presented in sec. 3. In sec. 4, our numerical analysis is presented
and a comparative study between our NP models is also conducted. We have concluded our
findings in sec. 5.

2. Theoretical Framework

Considering all possible Lorentz structures and assuming only left-handed neutrinos, the
general effective Lagrangian for the ¢ — (s, d)lv, transitions can be written as [18, 19]

4Gp 4
Lepr = = Vel (1 + €1, )07, + €00, + G5, 05, + C5 05, + CrO7] + hoc, (1)

where G is the Fermi constant and 1, is the CKM matrix element. The four-fermion operators
are defined as

Oll/L = (QVMPLC)WZV#PLI)’ OII/R = (qy*Prc)(Viy,PLl),
OéL = (qP,c) (Vi PrD), 0§R = (qPrc) (v PRD),
0; = (Ga* PLc)(V0,, PRD), 2

where Ppgy = (1+ ¥®)/2 and C}(i =V, Vg, S;, Sz and T) are the corresponding Wilson
coefficients at the scale u = m,, with ¢! = 0 in SM.

Here, the hadronic transition is quantified using heavy-to-light form factors. These form
factors, though rooted in nonperturbative dynamics, exhibit universal nature. Specifically, the
hadronic matrix elements characterizing transitions from a D meson to a pseudoscalar meson
denoted as P(P = 7n,n") can be expressed as

PE)Nar clD () = £r(q2 |1 +p2)* =22 g ] + fy(@) g, (3)

(PEIITEIDP) = 72 (PE)IaY elD () = 22 £ (), @
(P()ITo"cID () = —i(plipy — pipt) L) )

where g* represents the momentum difference (p; — p)#, while f,(q%) and f,(q?)
correspond to a pair of QCD form factors that encapsulate the dynamics of strong interactions.
These form factors satisfy the condition f,(0) = f,(0), signifying a shared value at zero
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momentum transfer. At the present moment, the LQCD form factors connected to the above
transitions remain inaccessible. In this work, we have used the form factors obtained from light
cone sum rules (LCSR) [30], which are parameterized as

FY(0)

2 2 2
1—aq—2+b<q—2>
mp mp

Fi(¢®) = (6)

here, Ft(g?) has the flexibility to represent either of the form factors £, or f,. Along with the
CKM matrix element, the form factors describing the dynamic of strong interaction are
important for the calculation of decay rate. The mesons n and n’ stand out due to the significant
involvement of the spectator quark in shaping the final state, unlike in the case of final-state
hadrons K and m. The n and n" mesons are the octet-singlet mixing state of n — n’ gluon [33,
34], this mixing parameter proves a deeper understanding of non-perturbative QCD
confinement. The octet-singlet mixing angle @ is within the range —10° to —23° [35]. The
mixtures of the flavour SU(3) octet ng and singlet n, can be represented by

M\ _(cosB® —sinB\ (Ms
(77') B (sinH cos 6 )(770)’ (7)
where ng = (uti + dd — 2s5)/V6 and n, = (uii + dd + s5)//3. For the quark-flavour basis
nq = (Uit + dd)/V2 and ng = s5, can be written as [36]

n\ _(cos¢ —sin¢> Ngq
(77’) - (sinqb cos ¢ (775)’ (8)
where ¢ is the mixing angle between the state of 1, and 7. Due to the indefinite gluon content
in the n(, large uncertainty may arise. Hence the estimation of hadronic form factor is very

important for the theoretical calculations. Using LQCD [37] and LCSR [38, 39], the ff(’)(O)
are estimated by considering the mixture of quarks and gluons for n and n" mesons. In the
quark flavour basis, the n — n’ mixing angle is connected to the branching ratios of D and Dy
(DF-n'etve) /(D -netve)
F(D*-n'etve)/T(DF-netve)
out [40]. A supplementary constraint on the gluonium function in the n? mesons is provided
by the determination of ¢, enhancing the knowledge of nonperturbative QCD dynamics and
helps theoretical study of D meson decays involving the n() mesons. The KLOE Collaboration
[41] predicted the mixing angle ¢ = (39.7 £ 0.7)° and (41.5 + 0.35¢4¢ + 0.75yst £ 0.644)°
with and without gluonium content for n' respectively. Recently, BESIII Collaboration [42]
has also established ¢ = (40.1 £ 2.154, £ 0.7,5.)° from the measurement of dynamics of

D - nety, decays.

by the relation cot* ¢ =

, Where a possible gluon component cancels



Table 2. Form factors for D — 7, and Ds — 7, [18, 30].

Decay D - 14 Ds - 1,
Form factors fi fo fi fo
F(0) 0.5615:5¢ 0.5615:5¢ 0.61%5:9¢ 0.61%3:9¢
a 1255605 0.65380z | 1.203303  0.6430%0;
b 0427008  —0.223003 | 0.383g6;  —0.187003

The explanation of the kinematics involved in D — Plv, decay processes can be
obtained through the helicity amplitudes. Within the framework of SM, the process where ¢
quark transitions to s quark accompanied by the emission of an [*v; pair can be visualized as
the ¢ quark transforming into an off-shell W** boson. Subsequently, this off-shell W** particle
decays into an [*v; pair. From Eq. (1), the amplitude can be defined as [43-45]

M(D - Plv;) = Ve Ty Ce()(PIET*bID) T Ty )

where C, (1) denotes the Wilson coefficient with values

(1 for SM,
Crel) = {CVL,R, Cs,pCr  for NP,

where T'* denotes the product of gamma matrices i.e., I'* = y#(1 £+ y5) and (1 £ ys). The
square of the matrix element can be expressed as the product of leptonic (L,,) and hadronic

(H"?) tensors
— 2 P L.
|20(D > PIv,)|”* = L Vg |* T Cy ) (L, H#2) | (10)

Here the superscripts i,j denote the combination of four operators (V + A), (S + P) in the
effective lagrangian and the product of Wilson coefficients C; and C; is represented by C;;(u).
In the following discussion, these superscripts have been omitted for convenience. The
polarization vector of the off-shell particle W*(e*(m)) satisfies the orthonormality and
completeness relations:

etm)e,(n) = gmn,  Zmn € (M€’ (M) gmn = g, (11)

where gpyn = diag(+,—,—,—) and m,n = +, 0, t represent the transverse, longitudinal and
time-like polarization components. Using above completeness relation, the product of L,,, and

HH"Y can be written as



Lﬂlew = Zm,m’,n,n’ L(m,n)H(m’, n’)gmm’gnn” (12)

where L(m,n) = L*¢,(m)e;(n) and H(m,n) = H* ¢, (m)e,(n) are the Lorentz invariant
parameters and it is clear that their values are independent with respect to reference frame. In
this context, H(m,n) and L(m,n) will be calculated in the D meson rest frame and [ — v,
center-of-mass frame respectively.

The off-shell W** encompasses four helicity states, characterized by 1, = +1, 0 (with
J =1)and A, = 0 (with J = 0). It is important to note that only the W** possesses a timelike
polarization, and the angular momenta are denoted by / = 1 or 0 in the rest frame of the W*
boson. To distinguish the two cases of A,, = 0, we have assigned A4,, = 0 forJ = 1and 4, =
t for J = 0. In the rest frame of the D meson, the direction of motion of the W** has been
aligned along the Z- axis. In this context, the polarization vectors of the W** are expressed as
follows

() =3(0L+,0), € (0)=-=(@:004q).  eO=-T= (13

where g# denotes the four-momentum of the W**. The polarization vectors of the virtual W**
satisfy the above orthogonality and completeness relations.

Here, the total matrix can be separated into two distinct components: the lepton portion
and the hadron portion. Interestingly neither of these components is inherently Lorentz
invariant. However, upon introducing the completeness relations of the virtual W** particle,
both the hadron and lepton components transform into Lorentz invariant forms. This
transformation allows us to adopt a specific coordinate system without compromising the
integrity of the analysis. Consequently, we examine the hadron aspect in the initial state,
particularly within the rest frame of D meson, while simultaneously evaluating the lepton
component in the rest frame of the virtual W**. The helicity amplitudes of D - PW**
transitions are

Hy7 (q%) = €;(Aw)(P(p2)|qy*c|D(p.)), (14)
HP5(q%) = (P(p2)|gc|D(p1)), (15)
waT/’A,W(qZ) = €, (Aw) ey (Aw )P (P2)|qo*Vc|D (p1)). (16)

The D — Pl*v, decays have contributions through only five helicity amplitudes, which are
given by

HgV — f+\/ Q+Q— HtpV — f0M+M_ HPS _ f0M+M_

\/? ' \/? ’ mc—mq’
Hé)z: _ _ frVQ+0Q- ’ Hle _ _fT\/Q+Q—’ (17)
4 M+ 4 M+

where My = mp + mp and Q. = M3 — g*. One can calculate the leptonic amplitudes directly
and the explicit results are given in ref. [46].

Using the hadronic helicity amplitudes and the leptonic amplitudes, the two-fold differential
angular decay distribution of D — Pl*v, decay can be expressed as



2 Splt 2 24/ 2\ 2
d?r(D-Pitv)) _ GE|Veql"V@+0Q- (1 _ ﬂ) [quiJ + qumlAI; + mleg], (18)

dq?dcos0; 256m3m;3, q?
with
AF =|cs, + CSR|2|HP5|2 + Re[(Cs, + Cs,)CFHPS(HET + HET 4 )cos6; + 41Cr|?|HET +
Hle|2cos2 91+|1+CVL+CVR|2|H(§°V|2 sin? ,, (19)

AL = 2{Re|(Cs, + Csp) (1 + Cy, + Cyp) [HPSHEY — 2Re[Cr(1+ Cy) +
Cyp) JHEV(HET + HET,)} — 2{Re[(Cs, + Csp) (1 + Cy, + Cyp) [HPSHEY -
2Re[Cr(1+Cy, + CVR)*]HEV(H{,’} + H{T ) }cos6,, (20)

AP = 4|C,2|HET + HPT " sin2 6, + |1 + Cy, + Cy| (IHEY|? cos? 6, — 2HEY HEY cos6, +
|HEV]), (21)

where 6; is the angle between the charged lepton and opposite direction of the motion of the
final meson in the virtual W** rest frame. The forward-backward asymmetry is defined as

1 d?r 0 d’r
2 fo dcosgldqzdcosel_f—l dcoseldqzdcosel
AFB (q ) = 1 0 d2r 0 d2r ’ (22)
fo dcos ldqzdcosel+f—1 dcoseldqzdcosel
and the lepton polarization asymmetry is also expressed as
ar(a=3) dr(y=-3)
2 d 2
Pl 2y — dq q ] 2
F) = 6] aru=]) @)
dg? = dq?

3. NP Models

Motivated by various extended theoretical approaches of the SM for the prediction of
hypothetical particles, recently, ATLAS and CMS collaborations [47-53] are involved in
searching for heavy gauge bosons (like W' boson, Z' boson and leptoquarks) from the proton-
proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV at LHC. By integrating theoretical principles with
experimental findings, a range of phenomenological models for new physics (NP) have been
constructed. These include the W' model, the non-universal Z' model, the Higgs-doublet
model, the leptoquark model, the supersymmetry model, and among several others. To explore
the effects of NP through the consideration of W' boson and leptoquarks as intermediate
particles, we have studied ¢ — (s, d)lv, transitions in the framework of W’ model and scalar
leptoquark model.

3.1 W’ Model

One of the beyond SM particle candidates is W' boson which arises from the simplest extension
of the electroweak gauge group SU(2); X SU(2), x U(1). In this model, we have assumed
that the exchanging of W' boson with the SM W boson causes the charged current transitions.



Now the most general Lorentz invariant Lagrangian to describe the couplings of W' boson to
quarks and leptons can be expressed as [14, 26, 27, 54, 55]

Leff = ’Z‘[ﬂi (eﬁideL + e{fideR) yHd; + l_l-elLivjy“Pij] + h.c., (24)

where Ppgy = (1 +ys5)/2 are the left (right)-handed chirality projectors; and the coefficients
eﬁidj, e{fidjand flLiv,- denote the dimensionless flavour-dependent coupling parameters with u; €
(u,c,t), dj € (d,s,b) and [;,1; € (e,u, 7). To simplify, the leptonic flavour dependent
interactions (i = j) have been considered in this work. In the SM, Eﬁidj = 91Vuq; and ElLiVi =
g1, Where g; is the SU(2), gauge coupling constant and Vi, is the corresponding CKM matrix
element. In our model, the contribution of right-handed neutrino is ignored.

For ¢ — qlv, transition, the SM effective Lagrangian can be defined as

—Lopr( € > qvy) ), = =@V P) (TiyuPuL). (25)

From Egs. (24) and (25), the total effective Lagrangian in the W' model can be written as

GFch

[(1+¢v,)@r*Peo) (i Pul) +
CVR(QV#PRC)(VIYHPLZ)], (26)

—Legr(c = qlvl)SM+W

where Cy,, and Cy , are the new Wilson coefficients corresponding to the left-handed and right-

handed vector operator respectively. Comparing Eq. (26) with Eg. (1), these Wilson
coefficients can be expressed as [14, 26]

C, = \/_ 6-qce_vll
LT 4GV, MW,
_ V2 EqCEVll
Cyp = 4GpVeq M2, (27)

where My, is the mass of the W' boson, e R and ek . are the effective flavour dependent W’
coupling parameters with quark and lepton respectlvely.

In order to study production cross section of the hypothetical particle at 95%
confidence level (CL), for a wide range of masses and couplings, experimental searches have
employed different models as benchmark scenarios. The coupling ranges have been set by
several experimental studies to search for W' boson, by considering the couplings of W' boson
to be the same as those of the SM W boson. This particular model is known as the sequential
SM (SSM). The W' boson coupling strength g, is expressed in term of the SM weak coupling



Table 3. Values of the coupling parameters in W' model.

Current Coupling Parameter Mid value
+ L L
c—sutyy €sc€v,u 1.01
c - setv, €ecEr e 0.49
c—dutv, €4V, u 0.35
c—detv, €dcEn.e 0.34

(@) (b)

Fig 1. Allowed parameter space in the (eZ., eﬁl,) plane for (a) c » su*v, and (b) c — se™v,
transitions. Here, colour notations are: Red (DF — n), Cyan (D& — n’), Brown (Dt - K*9),
Blue (D — ¢), Green (D° —» K*7), Orange (D™ —» K° and D° — K~) and Purple (DS —
[*v; ). Black dot represents the fitted point of coupling parameters.

strength gy, = oy = 0.65. Hence, their coupling ratio is% = 1inthe SSM. The ATLAS

and CMS collaboration have carried out search for this heavy boson in leptonic, semileptonic
and hadronic final states. They have searched W' boson in the ev and uv channels. ATLAS
collaboration has set the lower limits of the W' boson mass at 6.0 TeV and 5.1 TeV in the
electron and muon channels in the SSM scenario [48]. Using ATLAS [56] and CMS [57] data,
Greljo et al. [58] have fixed W' coupling parameter for the quark transition b — ctv, with the
W' mass range [0.5-3.5] TeV. Gomez et al. [26] have also predicted the best-fitted value for
this transition considering M,,,» = 1 TeV. Here, we have considered the mass of W' boson ~1
TeV and gauge coupling of W' boson identical to that of SM W boson, just like SSM for
experimental studies. In addition, the couplings of this heavy boson to quark and lepton sectors
are taken into account as having a non-universal nature in our W' model.



Table 4. The SM prediction of branching fractions for leptonic D (D) decay and

corresponding experimental results.

Decay SM Result [18] Exp. Result [24]
D* - etv, (9.17 + 0.22) x 107° <88x107°
D* - utv, (3.89 + 0.09) x 107* (3.74+0.17) x 10~*
D — etv, (1.24 4 0.02) x 1077 <83x1075

D - utv,

(5.28 + 0.08) x 1073

(5.43 + 0.15) x 1073

Table 5. The SM prediction of branching fractions for semileptonic D(D,) decays calculated

using LQCD [28, 29] and LCSR [30] and corresponding experimental results [24].

c—sutv,

Decay

SM Result [18]

Exp. Result [24]

D° - K~ utvy,

(3.40 + 0.22) x 1072
(8.69 + 0.57) x 1072
(1.81 + 0.16) x 1072
(4.71+0.42) X 1072
(2.33 +0.40) x 1072
(1.52 4+ 0.31) x 1072

(3.41+0.04) x 1072
(8.76 + 0.19) x 1072
(1.89 + 0.24) x 1072
(5.27 + 0.15) x 1072
(1.90 + 0.50) x 102
(244 0.5) x 1072

D - n'utv, (5.64 + 1.10) x 1073 (11.0 + 5.0) x 1073
c - sety,
Decay SM Result [18] Exp. Result [24]

D% > K~ etv,
Dt - K%*v,
D° > K*etv,
Dt - K*%etv,
D - ¢petv,
D - netv,

+ 1+
Dg - nevv,

(3.49 + 0.23) x 1072
(8.92 4+ 0.59) x 1072
(1.92 4+ 0.17) x 1072
(4.98 + 0.45) x 1072
(2.46 £ 0.42) x 1072
(1.55 4+ 0.33) x 1072
(5.91 +1.26) x 1073

(3.542 + 0.0035) x 102

(8.73 £ 0.10) x 1072
(2.15 4 0.16) x 1072
(5.40 + 0.10) x 1072
(2.39 4+ 0.16) x 1072
(2.29 +0.19) x 1072
(74+1.4)x1073

c—>dutv,

Decay

SM Result [18]

Exp. Result [24]

0 -t
D" -»m putv,

+ 0,,+
D™ - muTv,

(2.60 £ 0.31) x 1073
(3.37 £ 0.40) x 1073

10

(2.67 £ 0.12) x 1073
(3.50 + 0.15) x 1073



D° = p~uty,
D+ - Poli+Vu

+ 0,+
D™ - w'uTv,

(1.65 + 0.23) x 1073
(2.14 + 0.30) x 1073
(1.82 + 0.26) x 1073

(1.35 +0.13) x 1073
(2.4 4 0.4) x 1073
(1.77 + 0.21) x 1073

D* - nutv, (0.75 4 0.15) x 1073 (1.04+0.11) x 1073
c—detv,
Decay SM Result [18] Exp. Result [24]

D° > mety,
Dt - nlety,
Df - K*%etv,
D% > p~etv,
Dt - plety,
Dt - wletv,
D* - netv,

+ 1o+
DT - ne’v,

(2.63 +0.32) x 1073
(3.41 +0.41) x 1073
(2.33 + 0.34) x 1073
(1.74 + 0.25) x 1073
(2.25 + 0.32) x 1073
(1.91 + 0.27) x 1073
(0.76 + 0.16) x 1073
(1.12 + 0.24) x 1074

(2.91 + 0.04) x 1073
(3.724+0.17) x 1073
(2.15+ 0.28) x 1073
(1.50 + 0.12) x 1073
(2.18%317y x 1073
(1.69 + 0.11) x 1073
(1.11 4 0.07) x 1073
(2.0 + 0.4) x 10~*

€Y

(b)

Fig 2. Allowed parameter space in the (5, eﬁl,) plane for (a) ¢ —» du*v, and (b) c —» de*v,
transitions. Here, colour notations are: Red (D* — 1), Cyan (Dt — n’), Blue (D* - p?),
Green (D' - w?), Brown (D° - p~), Magenta (D - K*°), Gray (Dt — n°), Orange (D° -
n~) and Purple (D* — [*v;). Black dot represents the fitted point of coupling parameters.

In this work, we have adopted this model to study ¢ — (s, d)lv, transitions for the first
time. Only the effect of left-handed W' boson has been considered in our model i.e., Cy, = 0,
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right-handed vector operator (cjy“PRc)(VlyuPLl) does not contribute to the LFU violation at
leading order [59]. New coupling parameters €/ and 6511 have been fixed from the region plots
(Figs. 1 & 2) using recent experimental results of branching fractions associated with the ¢ —
(s, d)lv, transitions which are summarized in Table 3.

3.2 Scalar Leptoquark Model

In beyond SM, quarks can transform into leptons and vice versa through the intermediate
hypothetical particles called leptoquarks (LQ). It is possible by grand unification theories
(GUT) in which matter and forces are united. So, the transformation between quark and lepton
has a higher order symmetry multiplet. Recently, searching of LQ in theory and experiments
become more economical to extend the SM [60-63]. Leptoquarks have both spin zero (s = 0)
—scalar leptoquarks and one (s = 1) — vector leptoquarks, they also carry colour and fractional
electric charge. Experimental searches for LQs at colliders have been carried out by
considering the same couplings to all SM fermions or enhanced couplings to second- or third-
generation fermions. From the pp — tv process, which is mediated by exchange of LQ, lower
limits on the masses of LQ are set at 205/515 /5900 GeV for the best fit LH / best-fit LH+RH
/ democratic scenarios by CMS collaboration [50]. From the significant part of the LQ
parameter space, CMS have probed for LQ with masses up to 10 TeV and LQ couplings up to
8. The LQ mass has been set in the range 0.98 — 1.73 TeV, depending on the LQ spin and its
coupling to a lepton and a quark [51]. We have taken the LQ mass ~1 TeV in our scalar LQ
model and the coupling to the quarks and leptons have been considered as non-universal.
Considering mass My~1 TeV and 0(1) coupling, a NP model is developed in the Ref. [63]
which can explain Ry« anomalies. To describe the transformation between quark and lepton
through LQ as mediator, the Lagrangian can be defined as [14, 64]

Ly, > Qfatit, Lo + UGAR IR + h.c, (28)

where Q;, L present the left-handed quark and lepton doublet, and ug, Iz present the right-
handed up-type quark and lepton singlet respectively. The Yukawa coupling matrices in flavour
space are denoted by A“R. The basic key feature of the model is that the ¢ — qlv, transition
occurs through the vector (0y, ), scalar (Os, ) and tensor (Or) currents by intermediate scalar
LQ ¢ and their corresponding Wilson coefficients are defined as [14]

Ak, A% Ak, A% 1
Cv,(My) = m, Cs,(My) = —m, Cr(My) = =251 (Mg). (29)

Using recent experimental results of branching fractions given in Table 4 & 5 and taking My, =

1 TeV, the new Yukawa couplings are predicted from the region plots given in the Figs. 3 and
4. The results are summarized in Table 6. We have taken 10% uncertainty of the coupling
parameters for our study.

Table 6. Values of the scalar LQ coupling parameters.

Current Coupling Mid value
Parameter
. A, A5 4.30
cC—>su VH AL AR* _0.47
cvy/tsu .
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. AL, AL 1.63

c > se’v, L 1R
AL, AR —0.44
Ay Ag, 0.78

c—- d,Ll+V# Zv,u gil
Acv, Ay —0.05
AL, AL 1.0

c - detv, zve Zi
AL, AR —0.18

4. Numerical Analysis

In this paper, we study D(J;) — nv,; decays involving ¢ = (s, d)lv; transitions in the above
two NP models. At first, we have structured these two models and then all the necessary
coupling parameters have predicted from region plots using recent experimental results of
branching fractions summarized in Table 4 & 5. Predicted coupling parameters are given in
Table 3 and 6. The hadronic form factors are one of the key input parameters for this theoretical
study. Till now LQCD results are unavailable, so we have used the results calculated by LCSR
in our calculation which are presented in Table 2. The values of other input parameters are also
summarized in the appendix.

40}

10}

& &5
~< 0 i e -~
. ——r— — o 0 e
-3 -3
~< <
20}
-10
-40}
: : : : . =20¢, i . : ~
-40 =20 0 20 40 =20 -10 0 10 20
L L+ L L
Acv”lsy }‘cvels;
(a) (b)

Fig 3. Allowed parameter space in the (Aévllﬁ, Aﬁvll’;l*) plane for (a) ¢ —» su™v, and (b) c —»
se*v, transitions. Here, colour notations are: Green (DS — 1), Magenta (D& — '), Yellow
(D& — ¢), Pink (D* - K*?), Orange (D° —» K*~), Grey (D° - K~ and D* - K°) and Blue
(DF - 1*v;). Black dot represents the fitted point of coupling parameters.
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-10 s 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10
L L
Ao Ao AcvyAge
(a) (b)

Fig 4. Allowed parameter space in the (Aﬁvllﬁ*l, /’lﬁvl)lﬁ) plane for (a) c » du*v, and (b) ¢ -
de*v, transitions. Here, colour notations are: Green (D* — n), Magenta (D* - n’'), Blue
(D* - w), Cyan (D° - p7), Red (D* - p°), Yellow (D — K°7), Brown (D° - =~ and
D* - % and Purple (D* - [*v;). Black dot represents the fitted point of coupling
parameters.

Using W' model, we have mainly investigated differential branching fraction for the
above decays. The g2 dependence of differential branching fractions have been depicted in
Figs 5 and 6. The significant contributions of W' boson has been observed in all decays except
D - n®e*v, decays. All the results of branching fractions are given in Table 7 and results
using this model found around 1.5 o range of the experimental results. Basically W' model has
NP contribution through the left-handed vector Willson coefficient (Cy,, ) corrosponding to the
vector operator (Oy,). The Cy, cancels out in the other two observables forward-backward
asymmetry Apz(q?) and lepton polarization asymmetry Pj(q?). Therefore, this model is
unable to provide NP in these decays and it is only suitable to study branching fraction.

F [] W' Model 1}
- B sM ;

ot
-

[ W’ Model
B sM

L5}

e
S W

5 i

)

S =

X X

Na‘ Nt:'

= 3 sk

,\: 1.0} 2

S 05 = 4f

: T o

+u *'Q"' i

S oof ; . , . s % : " . :

% 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 = 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
q% (GeV?) q* (GeV?)
(a) (b)
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Fig 5. g2 dependence of branching fractions for Dy — n1v; in SM and W' model. Here, black
dashed and purple dash-doted lines present the central variation in SM and W' model.
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Fig 6. g% dependence of branching fractions for D* — v, in SM and W' model. Here, black
dashed and purple dash-doted lines present the central variation in SM and W' model.

Next, we have focused on scalar LQ model. It provides NP effect through the vector,
scalar and tensor operators. Therefore, it is capable to study NP dependent decay observables
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for finding possible NP signal. In our work, differential branching fraction, forward-backward
asymmetry and lepton polarization asymmetry have been investigated in this model. In the
Figs. 7 and 8, g2 dependence of branching fractions have been shown. The significant effects
of scalar LQ model on diffentical branching fraction have been observed in all decays. Using
this model, our predicted values of branching fractions and their corresponding pulls from the
experimental results are given in Table 7. All results have been founded round the 1o range of
the experimental results excludeing D — ne*v, and D* —» n’e*v, decays. Hence, this model
successfully explains all of the experimental findings better than the W' model. Any
contribution of scalar LQ is not observed for the forward-backward asymmetry and lepton
polarization asymmetry. In the NP framework, these two decay observables mainly depend on
the NP Wilson coefficient Cr and this equals to the one forth of Cg, . By putting all the values

in Eq (29), we get C5, = 0.7 X 1072 and Cr = 0.2 X 1072 for the ¢ - su*v, transition. Due

to this very small value of C, noticeable effect of scalar LQ on these obsevable has not been
found in Scalar LQ model.

Table 7. Values of the branching fractions in W’ model and scalar LQ model and their
corresponding pull from the experimental results.

Scalar LQ Experiment
! P
Decay W' Model Model [24] Pullgy | Pully| Pull

24405 1.50 130 | 1.00

B(Dy —» nutv,) x107% | 1.61+037 | 1.73+0.41
2215+ 0.051 + 0.052 [25] 220 160 | 1llo
11.0 £ 5.0 1.050 090 | 090

B(DF »n'utv,)x 1073 | 6.00+131 | 6.42+ 147
8.01 + 0.55 £ 0.31 [25] 190 130 | 080
B(DF > ne*v,)x 1072 | 1594036 | 1.62+0.38 229+ 0.19 20 170 | 150
B(D} > n'e*v,)x 1073 | 6.094+1.32 | 6.21+1.36 74+ 1.4 0.80 0.70 | 0.60
B(D* - nut*v,) x107% | 0.82+021 | 0.83+0.21 1.04 +0.11 1.60 090 | 09c

B(D* > n'uty,)x107* | 1154028 | 1.16+0.29 - . - .

B(D* > ne*v,)x 1073 | 0.83+0.22 | 0.87+0.23 111+ 0.07 20 120 | 09¢
B(D* > n'e*tv,)x107* | 1214030 | 1.26+0.31 20404 190 160 | 150

1 Scalar LQ Model
B = SM

Pt
N

[] Scalar LQ Model
B SM

Pt
=]
T

dB(Df - nutv,)/dq* x 1072
dB(Df - n'ntv,)/dg* x 1073

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

q* (Gev?)
(a) (b)
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Fig 7. g% dependence of branching fractions for D} — n(lv, decays in SM and scalar LQ
model. Here, black dashed and blue dash-doted lines present the central variation in SM and
scalar LQ model.
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Fig 8. g% dependence of branching fractions for D* — nv, decays in SM and Scalar LQ
model. Here black dashed and blue dash-doted lines present the central variation in SM and
scalar LQ model.

Finally, we have compared the W' model and scalar LQ model together with the
experiment and the SM in 2D (B(D(;, — nl*v,), B(D(s, — n'l*v,)) plane. These comparisons
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are shown in Fig 9. For D — nut*v, decays (Fig. 9(a)), the branching fraction results from
the scalar LQ model are substantially closer to the experimental results. The results using W'
model are found within the SM and experimental values. Moreover, our results are also found
to be more consistent with the recent results determined by the BESIII collaboration [25]. In
D - nWetv, decay (Fig. 9(b)), the values in LQ model have been obseved to shift toword
the experiment results. Using W' model, we observed slight deviation from the SM for these
decay channels. Experimentally D* — n'u*v, decay is not studied yet, we have compared our
NP results with the SM results for Dt — n(’)/ﬁvﬂ decays (Fig. 9(c)). The same amount of
deviation obtained in both models. For D* — ne*v, decays (Fig. 9(d)), we have found
significant deviation compare to the W' model in Scalar LQ model. From this comparative
study, it is clear that the scalar LQ model is more reliable than the W’ model to study ¢ —
(s, d)lv, transitions.
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Fig 9. Comparison of the W' model and scalar LQ model together with the experiment and SM
in 2D (B(D¢5y = nl*vy), B(D, = n'l*v))) plane.

5. Conclusion

Although, recent experimental results on purely leptonic and semileptonic decays of D mesons
coincide with the theoretical predictions but a clear tension between theory and experiment has

been observed on D¢y — n®I*v; decays. So, some NP may exist in these channels. In this
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paper, we have investigated D(’g) - nO1*y, decays in W’ model and scalar LQ model to get
possible NP footprint and we have also tried to explain the experimental results of branching
fractions associated to these decays using these two NP models. In the Ref. [23], these decay
modes have been studied with the SU(3) flavour symmetry approach. Changing the hadronic
form factors, they have constructed four different cases by considering SU(3) flavour
symmetry and symmetry breaking. In some cases, the predicted branching fraction results are
within 2o error range of the experimental results and some results are also consistent with
experimental data. In the Refs. [18, 19], these channels have been investigated in model
independent way. They have taken the NP contributions directly from the four-fermion
operators (like vector, scalar and tensor operators) individually and the deviations from the SM
have been shown graphically. In the present work, we have considered the contributions of
above NP operators through the incorporations of new coupling parameters of the new particles
like W' boson and leptoquark. To structure these NP models, the coupling parameters are
predicted from the recent experimental branching fraction results of semileptonic D meson
decays. Different decay observables like branching fraction, forward-backward asymmetry and
lepton polarization asymmetry are studied within these NP models. Our predicted values of
branching fractions in W' model approach towards the experimental results and found around
1.50 region. This model is unable to produce NP signal on forward-backward asymmetry and
lepton polarization asymmetry because the NP dependent vector Wilson coefficient C;,, cancel
out for these observables. Hence, W' model is only suitable for studying branching fraction.
Instead of considering the four-fermion operators individually (as done in Ref. [18, 19]), we
have considered the combined impact of all these operators from their corresponding vector
(Cv,), scalar (Cs, ) and tensor (Cr) Wilson coefficients within the context of a scalar LQ model.
Our predicted branching fraction results are found round the 1o range of the experimental
results excludeing D& — ne*v, and D* - n’e*v, decays and the effectiveness of our models
is clearly observed through the comparison of our predicted results with the experimental
results and SM predictions in 2D branching fraction plane. The key feature of the scalar LQ
model is its capability of combining the impact of these operators together and due to the very
small values of Cr, we have not observed any effect of scalar LQ on forward-backward
asymmetry and lepton polarization asymmetry. Thus, from the above analysis it is cleared that,
the scalar LQ model is more reliable to study ¢ — (s, d)lv, transitions in the framework of NP.
In fact, our predicted values in scalar LQ model, B(D§ - nu*v,) = (1.73 £ 0.41) x 1072
and ‘B(D; - 77'#+Vu) = (6.42 + 1.47) x 102 are consistent with the recent results by the
BESIII collaboration [25], (2.215 4 0.051 + 0.052) x 1072 and (8.01 £ 0.55 + 0.31) x
1073 respectively. The allowed coupling parametric space of the NP models with mass of these
heavy bosons ~1 TeV reduces the deviation with the current experimental constraints (as
shown in Table 7). We will be able to better comprehend the existence of NP with the help of
the impending measurement of D meson decays in the BESIII and Belle Il experiments. We
expect that our predicted values in scalar LQ model will be closer to the outcomes of upcoming
experiments.
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Appendix
Table Al. Values of the input parameters [24].
Parameter Value
Gr 1.1663787 x 107> GeV?
Vs 0.987 + 0.011
V. 0.221 + 0.004
mp 1869.66 + 0.05 MeV
mp, 1968.35 + 0.07 MeV
Tp (1.033 + 0.005) x 10725
Tp, (5.04 +£ 0.04) x 10713 s
my, 547.862 £ 0.017 MeV
m, 957.78 + 0.06 MeV
my, 0.1056583745 GeV
me 0.51099895000 MeV
me 1.27 4+ 0.02 GeV
m 93.47%% MeV
my 4.671318 MeV
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