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P. Branchini , R. A. Briere , T. E. Browder , A. Budano , S. Bussino , Q. Campagna , M. Campajola ,
L. Cao , G. Casarosa , C. Cecchi , J. Cerasoli , M.-C. Chang , P. Chang , R. Cheaib , P. Cheema ,

B. G. Cheon , K. Chilikin , K. Chirapatpimol , H.-E. Cho , K. Cho , S.-J. Cho , S.-K. Choi ,
S. Choudhury , J. Cochran , L. Corona , J. X. Cui , E. De La Cruz-Burelo , S. A. De La Motte ,

G. de Marino , G. De Nardo , G. De Pietro , R. de Sangro , M. Destefanis , S. Dey , R. Dhamija ,

A. Di Canto , F. Di Capua , J. Dingfelder , Z. Doležal , I. Domı́nguez Jiménez , T. V. Dong , X. Dong ,
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We present the first search for the lepton flavor-violating decay modes B0 → K0
Sτ

±ℓ∓ (ℓ =
µ, e) using the 711 fb−1 and 365 fb−1 data samples recorded by the Belle and Belle II detectors,
respectively. We use a hadronic B-tagging technique, and search for the signal decay in the system
recoiling against the fully reconstructed B meson. We find no evidence for B0 → K0

Sτ
±ℓ∓ decays

and set 90% confidence level upper limits on the branching fractions in the range of [0.8, 3.6]×10−5.

Recent anomalies observed in semileptonic B decays,
particularly in transitions like b → cτν [1], may indicate
deviations from lepton flavor universality. According to
this principle, the three generations of leptons are ex-
pected to interact identically with gauge bosons, except
for mass differences. The experimental deviations from
the standard model (SM) predictions suggest the poten-
tial existence of new heavy particles that couple prefer-
entially to third-generation leptons. Recently, Belle II re-
ported a b→ sνν̄ excess and obtained the branching frac-
tion B(B+ → K+νν̄) = (2.3±0.7)×10−5 [2], which is 2.7
standard deviations (σ) larger than the SM expectation.
If confirmed, this would not only be physics beyond the
standard model (BSM), but could also reflect off-diagonal
couplings between leptons of different flavors [3, 4]. Lep-
ton flavor-violating (LFV) decays, which are forbidden in
the SM, could then occur in B meson decays at significant
rates. Ref.[4], starting from the B+ → K+νν̄ excess, pre-
dicts an enhancement of B(B → Kτ±µ∓) to [2, 3]×10−6,
which is close to the current experimental sensitivity.
The BSM models in Refs. [3] and [5] predict significant
enhancements in the branching fractions (B) of processes
such as b → sτℓ, with the effect being enhanced due
to the coupling of the third-generation b quark with the
heaviest lepton, τ . This results in a notable increase in
the branching fractions of B → Kτ±ℓ∓ (ℓ = µ, e) decays
and provides a potential experimental window into BSM
physics.

BaBar performed the first LFV searches in B+ →
K+τ±ℓ∓ modes and set upper limits (ULs) on their
branching fractions in the range of [1.5, 4.5] × 10−5 at
90% confidence level (CL) [6]. Belle provided the most
stringent UL on the B+ → K+τ+µ− decay of 6 × 10−6

at 90% CL using 772 × 106 BB̄ pairs [7], significantly
better than LHCb’s limit of 3.9 × 10−5, obtained with
9 fb−1 of pp collision data [8]. Moreover, LHCb set ULs
on B0 → K∗0τ±µ∓ decays in the range of [0.8, 1.0]×10−5

at 90% CL [9].

In this Letter, we present the first search for the LFV
decays B0 → K0

Sτ
±ℓ∓ (ℓ = µ, e). We employ a hadronic

B-tagging technique, and then use recoil mass to recon-
struct the mass of the τ . Our results are based on a
combined analysis of 772×106 BB̄ pairs (711 fb−1) from

Belle and 387 × 106 BB̄ pairs (365 fb−1) from Belle II
(2019–2022). The advantage of K0

S over K+ and K∗0

in B → Kτℓ decays is its very pure K0
S → π+π− signa-

ture, which is an additional advantage over pp collision
experiments, highlighting the unique strengths of Belle
and Belle II.

Belle operated at the KEKB asymmetric-energy
collider with electron-(positron-)beam energies of
8.0(3.5) GeV [10]. Belle II operates at the successor,
SuperKEKB, designed to deliver forty times higher
instantaneous luminosity than KEKB, with electron-
(positron-)beam energies of 7(4) GeV [11]. The Belle II
detector [13] is a upgraded version of the Belle [12],
including a vertex detector (VXD), composed of two
inner layers of pixel detectors (PXD) and four outer
layers of double-sided strip detectors (SVD), a central
drift chamber (CDC), a time-of-propagation (TOP)
detector in the central detector volume and an aerogel
ring-imaging Cherenkov (ARICH) detector in the for-
ward region, and an electromagnetic calorimeter (ECL).
All these sub-detectors are located inside the same
solenoid as in Belle, with a K0

L–Muon detector (KLM)
instrumented in the yoke.

The analysis procedure is first developed using simu-
lation before being applied to data. EvtGen [14] is used
to generate e+e− → Υ(4S) → BB̄ with final-state radi-
ation simulated by PHOTOS [15]. The B0 → K0

Sτ
±ℓ∓

signal channels are modeled using an uniform three-body
phase space model. The KKMC [16] and PYTHIA [17]
packages are used to simulate the e+e− → qq̄ continuum
(q = u, d, s, c). The detector responses are modeled by
GEANT3 [18] for Belle and GEANT4 [19] for Belle II. We
use the Belle II analysis software framework (basf2) [20]
to reconstruct the events for both Belle and Belle II data.
The Belle data is converted to the Belle II format for
basf2 compatibility using the B2BII framework [21].

In each BB̄ pair, if one B meson, Bsig, decays to a
final state involving neutrinos, it cannot be fully recon-
structed as neutrinos escape the detector. However, the
presence of missing energy and momentum can be in-
ferred from the other B meson. This process is called
tagging, with the other B meson referred to as Btag. By
combining the visible particles from Bsig, we can kine-
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matically constrain the undetected neutrinos as possi-
ble products of a τ decay. We require a fully recon-
structed Btag using the full-event-interpretation (FEI)
algorithm [22], a machine-learning based algorithm de-
veloped for B-tagging analyses at Belle and Belle II. Each
reconstructed Btag candidate is assigned a multivariate
classifier output, PFEI, ranging from zero (background-
like) to one (signal-like). To constrain the Btag kine-
matics, we require the beam-energy-constrained mass

Mbc =

√
(Ebeam/c2)

2 −
(
pBtag/c

)2
> 5.27 GeV/c2, and

the energy difference ∆E = EBtag
− Ebeam to satisfy

−0.15 < ∆E < 0.1 GeV. Here, Ebeam, EBtag
, and pBtag

denote the beam energy, and the energy and momentum
of the Btag candidate in the e+e− center-of-mass (c.m.)
frame, respectively. If multiple Btag candidates are re-
constructed in a single event, the one with the highest
PFEI is chosen, and candidates satisfying PFEI > 0.001
are retained. Using these criteria, the B-tagging has an
average efficiency of 0.59% and a purity of 44%. Here,
purity is the ratio of reconstructed or expected signal
events to total events in the signal region.

Tracks and clusters not associated to Btag are used
to reconstruct the Bsig, whose flavor is assumed to be
opposite to that of the Btag candidate. The BSM cou-
plings between bτ and bℓ, or between sτ and sℓ, can
be different, leading to an asymmetric differential de-
cay rate between b → sτ+ℓ− and b → sτ−ℓ+ (see
Eq. 9 in Ref. [3]). To address this and the different
background characteristics, we distinguish signal chan-
nels by the primary lepton charge and b quark flavor:
same-sign SSℓ (B0 → K0

Sτ
−ℓ+) and opposite-sign OSℓ

(B0 → K0
Sτ

+ℓ−). Due to B0-B̄0 mixing, a small frac-
tion (χd) [23] of SSℓ decays are classified as OSℓ decays,
and vice versa. The τ candidates are reconstructed via
τ → eνν̄, µνν̄, πν, or ρ(→ ππ0)ν, covering over 70% of τ
decays [23]. Signal channels are formed by combining a
K0

S , a primary lepton (ℓ), and a τ decay track (tτ ).
We reconstruct K0

S candidates from a pair of oppo-
sitely charged tracks assumed to be pions, with a common
vertex. We use a standard momentum-binned K0

S selec-
tion that includes requirements on the K0

S flight informa-
tion [24]. The purity of the K0

S candidates exceeds 98%,
with backgrounds predominantly containing realK0

S can-
didates.

To select ℓ and tτ , we require the transverse (d0) and
longitudinal (z0) projection of the distance of closest ap-
proach to the origin to be less than 0.5 cm and 5.0 cm to
reduce misreconstructed or spurious tracks from beam-
induced background. At least 20 hits in the CDC are re-
quired. For Belle, we use information from the KLM only
to identify muon candidates, while for Belle II, we use in-
formation from all sub-detectors except the VXD. Muon
candidates are required to have momenta greater than
0.6 GeV/c to sufficiently penetrate the KLM. This selec-
tion has an efficiency of 89% with a pion misidentification
rate lower than 2.5% for both samples [25]. Electrons
are required to have momenta greater than 0.3 GeV/c
to lie in the acceptance of the ECL. For Belle, electrons

are identified using the information from the ECL, CDC
and aerogel threshold Cerenkov counter (ACC), respec-
tively. For Belle II, the electron identification uses a
boosted-decision-tree (BDT) classifier trained with in-
formation from all sub-detectors except the VXD. The
electron identification has an efficiency of 92% (86%)
and a pion misidentification rate below 0.3% (0.5%) for
Belle (Belle II) [26]. To recover electron candidates with
bremsstrahlung, we accept photons with a minimum en-
ergy of 50 MeV that are within a 50 mrad angle of an
electron track. Pion candidates for tτ reconstruction are
selected using PID likelihoods using information from the
ACC, CDC, and time-of-flight scintillation counters for
Belle. For Belle II, information from all the subdetectors
except the VXD is used. This achieves a pion identifica-
tion efficiency of 85% (83%) and a kaon misidentification
rate of 6% (8%) for Belle (Belle II).

The τ → ρ(→ ππ0)ν mode, the most probable τ decay
channel (B > 20%), has never been used in B → Kτℓ
analyses [6–8]. Understanding this mode is crucial for
improving the kinematic properties of tτ and enhancing
background rejection strategies. However, its reconstruc-
tion is challenging due to contamination from π0 mesons,
which can be misreconstructed using either a fake photon
(clusters associated with hadronic deposits) or a pho-
ton from beam-background. To reconstruct the clean
τ → ρν mode, photons are selected with energies above
50(60) MeV, 100(75) MeV, and 150(100) MeV in the bar-
rel, forward, and backward endcaps for Belle (Belle II).
We developed classifiers to suppress these backgrounds
using BDTs. The common cluster features are energy,
polar angle (relative to the beam-pipe), lateral energy
distribution [27], distance between the cluster and its
nearest track, and fraction of cluster energy detected
in the central part. For Belle II classifiers, we include
additional features: the time-difference between the col-
lision and reconstructed cluster; outputs of classifiers
using eleven Zernike moments [28]; and identifiers for
electromagnetic or hadronic showers using pulse shape
discrimination [29]. For Belle, additional features in-
clude azimuthal angle, number of crystals in the clus-
ter, and energy in the most energetic crystal. On av-
erage, the classifiers reduce backgrounds by 90% with
a π0 efficiency of 70%, including the selection 0.125 <
Mπ0 < 0.145 GeV/c2. The ρ candidates are selected
with 0.60 < Mππ0 < 0.94 GeV/c2, with one candidate
randomly chosen due to the multiplicity of 1.07.

The rest-of-event (ROE) consists of the tracks and
clusters not used in Btag and Bsig. We select events
without any track in the ROE having |d0| < 10 cm and
|z0| < 20 cm. The ROE clusters are required to satisfy
the same selection criteria as the photons used for π0 re-
construction. If the tτ candidate is identified with multi-
ple particle hypotheses, we assign a single one according
to the following priority order (based on the purity of
the modes): muon, electron, and pion. We require the
τ → πν mode to have no additional π0 candidate in the
ROE to avoid double counting with the τ → ρν mode.
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The Bsig momentum is equal in magnitude and op-
posite in direction to that of Btag, p⃗Btag

, and the Bsig

energy is equal to Ebeam in the c.m. frame. Therefore,
the τ momentum and energy are given by,

p⃗τ = −p⃗Btag − p⃗K0
S
− p⃗ℓ,

Eτ = Ebeam − EK0
S
− Eℓ,

from which we reconstruct the recoiling Mτ according to
Eq. 1. The signal yields are then extracted from Mτ , as
signal events peak at the known τ mass [23], while the
background remains flat without any peaking structures
in the simulation. When tτ is µ or e (i.e. when there are
two leptons in Bsig), it is possible to form both SSℓ and
OSℓ candidates, but this does not bias the signal yield as
misassigned candidates do not peak in Mτ .

Mrecoil =Mτ =
[
m2

B +M2
K0

Sℓ − 2
(
EbeamEK0

Sℓ

+|p⃗Btag
||p⃗K0

Sℓ| cos θ
)] 1

2
(1)

Here, mB is the known B0 mass [23]; MK0
Sℓ, EK0

Sℓ, p⃗K0
Sℓ

are the mass, energy, and momentum of the system com-
posed of the K0

S and ℓ, respectively; θ is the angle be-
tween p⃗Btag

and p⃗K0
Sℓ. The Mτ resolution is approxi-

mately 25 MeV/c2 for both Belle and Belle II simula-
tions.

The background after the pre-selection is mainly de-
cays arising from b → c transitions. Events with B0 →
D(∗)−(→ K0

St
−X)ℓ+ν decays, where the reconstructed

primary lepton originates from semileptonic B0 decay
and a track t− from D(∗)− is misinterpreted as com-
ing from the τ decay, with X representing any other
particles, constitute the dominant source of background
in SSℓ modes. If B0 → D(∗)−ℓ+ν undergoes a flavor
transformation due to B0-B̄0 mixing, this results in a
change in the signs of the final states (B̄0 → D(∗)+ℓ−ν̄)
and provides the appropriate sign configuration for the
final state in OSℓ modes. Additionally, the reconstruc-
tion of the primary lepton from Bsig tends to favor a
higher momentum lepton originating from the B0 me-
son. Consequently, semileptonic B decays are the pri-
mary background in both SSℓ and OSℓ modes. As the
K0

S and tτ come from a D meson, we require the invari-
ant mass of K0

S and tτ to be greater than 1.91 GeV/c2,
i.e., greater than the D meson mass accounting for reso-
lution. For τ → ρν decay, we requireMK0

Sρ to be greater

than 2.1 GeV/c2 due to the poor mass resolution result-
ing from the presence of a π0 candidate. Because B0 →
K0

SJ/ψ(→ ℓ+ℓ−) background can pass our selection cri-
teria, events in the range 3.00 < Mtτ ℓ < 3.14 GeV/c2 are
rejected when ℓ is an electron (muon) for the τ → e(µ)νν̄
mode. To suppress the photon conversion background,
we require Mtτ ℓ, in this case Me+e− , to be greater than
0.15 GeV/c2.

Continuum qq̄ events can be distinguished from BB̄
events by exploiting their difference in event topologies.

We use sphericity-related variables [30] and require the
cosine of the angle between the thrust axis of Btag and
the other particles not used in Btag (cos θT) to be less
than 0.9. These selections reduce the qq̄ background by
86% and retain 88% of the signal for both samples.

After the above selection criteria, the background con-
sists of charm meson semileptonic decays with a K0

S and
ℓ in their final state, other BB̄ decays, and qq̄ events.
For each signal mode, BDT classifiers are trained with
11 features to suppress the residual backgrounds. These
features includeMK0

Sℓ, which helps to suppress the back-
ground from charm meson semileptonic decays, the sum
of ECL cluster energies in the ROE, energies of the ℓ
and tτ , event-shape variables and modified Fox-Wolfram
moments [31], which help to reduce the qq̄ background.
The same BDT output criterion are used for Belle and
Belle II because of the similar performance, determined
using figure of merit ϵsig/(

a
2 +

√
Nbkg) [32]. Here, ϵsig

is the signal efficiency, Nbkg is the expected background
yield and a = 3 represents the target significance in terms
of standard deviations. The BDT selection results in an
average signal efficiency of about 75% and rejects 90% of
the remaining background.

The purity in the simulations is similar in Belle and
Belle II for every channel after applying all selection cri-
teria, so the two datasets are merged. To extract the sig-
nal yield, we do a single unbinned-maximum-likelihood
fit to the Mτ distribution of the combined dataset. The
probability density function (PDF) used to model the
Mτ signal distribution is a Johnson function [33]. The
parameters that describe the signal shape are fixed to
the values obtained from the fit to the simulated sam-
ples. Background events have a smooth distribution in
the Mτ fit region, modeled using a second-order polyno-
mial. To validate the fitting procedure, we generate large
ensembles of simulated experiments, in which theMτ dis-
tributions are produced from the PDFs used for fitting.
Comparisons of the simulated and measured signal yields
indicate no obvious bias.

The B0 → D−π+ sample is used to calibrate Btag effi-
ciency. We reconstructBtag using the FEI and a high mo-
mentum π+, then computeMrecoil to observe theD signal
using Eq. 1. The yield ratio RFEI = Ndata/Nsimulation =
0.74±0.04 (0.81±0.04) is taken as the calibration factor
for the Btag efficiency in Belle (Belle II).

The B0 → D+
s D

− sample is used to calibrate the sig-
nal PDF and BDT selections. The D− mass is recon-
structed similarly to the τ mass in the signal decays.
We reconstruct neutral Btag candidates using the FEI
algorithm and D+

s , sharing the same momentum range
as K0

Sℓ, through the decays ϕ(→ K+K−)π+ and K0
SK

+

and a charged track from D as tτ . The distribution of the
mass recoiling against the Btag and D+

s system is shown
in Fig. 1 and clear signals for D− and D∗− are visible.
The B0 → D+

s D
∗− component is also fitted but we do

not use it due to its lower purity. The B0 → D+
s D

−

signal PDF is modeled by the Johnson function and the
parameters are fixed in the fits, except the mean, while
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the background is described by an exponential function
with floating yield and shape parameters. We introduce
a scale factor f to account for data-simulation difference
on the width from signal simulation. The f ratio, deter-
mined to be 1.04± 0.15, is used as a correction factor for
the width. The value of B(B0 → D+

s D
−) is measured to

be (10.1± 1.2)× 10−3, consistent with the world-average
value [23] within 2σ, and serves as a closure test of the
entire analysis chain. To validate the BDT performance,
we apply B0 → K0

Sτ
±ℓ∓ weights to B0 → D+

s D
− events.

The efficiency is derived from B0 → D+
s D

− yields be-
fore and after BDT selection using Mrecoil fits. The
data-simulation efficiency ratios (RBDT) are 0.93± 0.17,
0.96±0.16, 0.92±0.16, and 0.96±0.18 for the OSµ, SSµ,
OSe, and SSe modes, respectively.
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FIG. 1. Fit to the recoil mass of the Btag and D+
s system for

simulation (upper) and data (lower) with the combined Belle
and Belle II samples.

Figure 2 shows the Mτ fits to data for B0 → K0
Sτ

±ℓ∓

decays. There is no significant signal in any of the fit
channels. We translate the number of observed events
Nsig into a branching fraction B using the expression

B =
Nsig

ϵ× 2NBB̄ × (1 + f+−/f00)−1
, (2)

where ϵ is the efficiency after RBDT and RFEI calibra-
tions. The efficiency also includes the branching fractions
of K0

S , τ , ρ, π
0, and the effect of B0-B̄0 mixing (i.e. sig-

nal loss in mixed events) in the simulation. In the case
where the true branching fractions are zero, the result-
ing estimates are unbiased. We use NBB̄= 1159 × 106,
which is the total number of BB pairs for the combined
datasets; and f+−/f00 = 1.052±0.031, which is the ratio

of B(Υ(4S) → B+B−) to B(Υ(4S) → B0B̄0) [34].
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FIG. 2. The Mτ distributions and fits for the combined Belle
and Belle II datasets. The black dots with error bars show the
data, the red dash-dotted curve shows the signal component,
the blue dashed curve shows the background component, and
the purple solid curve shows the global fit.

We obtain ULs on the signal yields using pseudo-
experiments. They are generated using background and
signal PDFs for different values of the signal branching
fractions, performing 10,000 fits for each value. We then
define NUL

sig at 90% CL as the signal yield for which 10%
of the experiments have fit yields less than the observed
Nsig in data. Systematic uncertainties are included by
smearing the Nsig distribution obtained from the pseudo-
experiments with the fractional systematic uncertainty,
which has an effect of less than 1% on the mean Nsig.
The ULs on the branching fractions BUL are then ob-
tained from NUL

sig using Eq. 2. Including the effect of

B0-B̄0 mixing in the efficiency (Eq. 2) ensures ULs cor-
rectly cover the case of zero true branching fractions and
are conservative otherwise. Table I summarizes the effi-
ciency, fit results, and observed ULs at 90% CL for the
four channels. Expected ULs, derived from the no-signal
assumption, are in the range [2.1, 2.2]× 10−5.

TABLE I. Efficiencies (ϵ), signal yields (Nsig) of the data fit,
central value of the branching fractions and the observed BUL

at 90% CL. The first uncertainty of the central value is sta-
tistical and the second is systematic.

B(10−5)

Channels ϵ(10−4) Nsig Central value UL

B0 → K0
Sτ

+µ− 1.7 −1.8± 3.0 −1.0± 1.6± 0.2 1.1

B0 → K0
Sτ

−µ+ 2.1 2.6± 3.5 1.1± 1.6± 0.3 3.6

B0 → K0
Sτ

+e− 2.0 −1.2± 2.4 −0.5± 1.1± 0.1 1.5

B0 → K0
Sτ

−e+ 2.1 −2.9± 2.0 −1.2± 0.9± 0.3 0.8

The primary source of systematic uncertainty arises
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from the BDT selections, which is 16–18%, based on the
uncertainty in RBDT using the B0 → D+

s D
− sample.

Using the same sample, the uncertainty from the signal
PDF is 15%. This includes the uncertainties in width
(uncertainty of the width correction factor), mean (de-
viation from nominal D mass in the data fit), skewness,
and Gaussian component strength of the Johnson func-
tion, estimated using a new PDF reweighted by mode-
dependent calibration factors for the dominant B-tagging
modes. The uncertainty in the Btag efficiency is taken
from the uncertainty of RFEI (4%). The small differ-
ence (0.8–1.6%) in the validation of the fitting proce-
dure is treated as the associated uncertainty. The un-
certainty in K0

S reconstruction is estimated to be 1.1%
using aD∗+ → π+D0, D0 → K0

Sπ
+π− sample. The Belle

PID uncertainties are evaluated using J/ψ → ℓ+ℓ− and
D∗+ → D0(→ K−π+)π+ samples to be 0.3%, 0.4% and
1.0% for muons, electrons, and pions, respectively. The
Belle II PID uncertainties for muon, electron and pion are
0.5%, 1.0% and 1.0%, respectively, which are obtained us-
ing the samples described in Ref. [35]. The uncertainty
from the π0 reconstruction is 1.3% using B+ → K∗+(→
K+π0)J/ψ and D∗− → D̄0(→ K+π−π0)π− samples.
The uncertainty for the requirement that there is no ad-
ditional π0 candidate in the ROE in the τ → πν mode is
1.0% using BtagB(→ K0

SJ/ψ) events. The uncertainties
arising from NBB̄ , f+−/f00, and the branching fractions
of K0

S , τ, ρ and π0 decays [23] are 1.1%, 1.5% and 0.7%,
respectively. For sources with different systematic un-
certainties in Belle and Belle II, we calculate the total
multiplicative values by weighting the individual uncer-
tainties according to the integrated luminosities of the
two samples. The total systematic uncertainties are 24%,
22%, 23%, and 24% for OSµ, SSµ, OSe, and SSe modes,
respectively.

In summary, we have searched for B0 → K0
Sτ

±ℓ∓ for
the first time using Belle and Belle II datasets. This is
also the first direct search for LFV in B decays using the
Belle II dataset. The ULs on the branching fractions at
90% CL are:

B(B0 → K0
Sτ

+µ−) < 1.1× 10−5

B(B0 → K0
Sτ

−µ+) < 3.6× 10−5

B(B0 → K0
Sτ

+e−) < 1.5× 10−5

B(B0 → K0
Sτ

−e+) < 0.8× 10−5

The results for B0 → K0
Sτ

±e∓ are the most strin-
gent ULs on b → sτe transitions, and those for B0 →
K0

Sτ
±µ∓ are among the best limits on b → sτµ tran-

sitions achieved to date. These results are approaching
the potential BSM enhancement level of O(10−6). Addi-
tionally, we provide the selection efficiency as a function
of (M2

τℓ,M
2
K0

Sℓ
) in the Supplemental Material, to allow

these results to be reinterpreted in specific BSM models.
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Supplemental material

SUPPLEMENTAL FIGURES

Figure 1 presents the selection efficiencies for the four
signal modes: B0 → K0

Sτ
+µ−, B0 → K0

Sτ
−µ+, B0 →

K0
Sτ

+e−, and B0→ K0
Sτ

−e+. The efficiency is shown
as a function of two kinematic variables, M2

τℓ and M
2
K0

Sℓ
,

where the 4-momentum of the τ lepton is inferred using
the Btag reconstruction. These distributions can be uti-
lized to reinterpret the results for different models and
kinematics, extending beyond the uniform phase space
distribution assumed in the signal simulation and upper
limit estimation.
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FIG. 1: Selection efficiency as a function of the kinematic variables M2(τℓ) and M2(K0
Sℓ).


