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ABSTRACT: We present a model based on S; scalar leptoquarks to solve the tension ob-
served in the recently proposed non-leptonic optimized observables Ly« z« and Ly . These
observables are constructed as ratios of U-spin related decays based on Bg’ s~ K ()0 fg(*)0,
The model gives a one-loop contribution to the Wilson coefficient of the chromomagnetic
dipole operator needed to explain the tension in both non-leptonic observables, while nat-
urally avoiding large contributions to the corresponding electromagnetic dipoles. The nec-
essary chiral enhancement comes from an O(1) Yukawa coupling with a TeV-scale right-
handed neutrino running in the loop. We endow the model with a U(2) flavor symmetry,
necessary to protect light-family flavor observables that otherwise would be in tension.
Furthermore, we show that the same S; scalar leptoquark is capable of simultaneously
explaining the hints of lepton flavor universality violation observed in charged-current B-
decays. The model therefore provides a potential link between two puzzles in B-physics and
TeV-scale neutrino mass generation. Finally, the combined explanation of the B-physics
puzzles unavoidably results in an enhancement of B(B — Kvv), yielding a value close to
present bounds.
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1 Introduction and Motivation

Even if the hints of New Physics (NP) in neutral (b — sf¢) Lepton flavor Universality
Violating (LFUV) observables are substantially weaker than a year ago due to the particle

identification problems found at LHCb in the electronic channels [1, 2], the corresponding
LFUV observables of charged (b — cfv) decays [3, 4], the systematic deficit in b — sup
branching ratios [5-7] and some of their optimized angular observables like Py, [8-10]



remain to be explained. Indeed it is interesting to emphasize that these remaining anomalies
(charged-current and b — suu) can be consistently connected in a particular NP scenario
at the EFT level assuming a left-handed NP explanation of the charged-current anomaly,
also predicting a large enhancement to b — s77 [11]. This scenario was proposed in [12] and
leads to a LFU contribution via renormalization group evolution (RGE) to the b — s/
semi-leptonic operator coupling vectorially to leptons. Moreover, as it was pointed out
in [13], this vectorial LFU contribution to b — sf¢ transitions can naturally accommodate
the new experimental situation with rather SM-like values for the By — pu™u~ average and
the LFUV observables Ry i+ [14].

It is well known that LFUV observables are a test of the universality of the coupling
of gauge bosons to electrons, muons and tau leptons. In particular, the observable Ry
compares the semi-leptonic branching ratio BT — KT/ between 2nd generation (¢ = p)
and 1st generation (¢ = e) leptons. Following this idea, we consider it is worthwhile to
keep searching for NP in a different type of observable that also compares second versus
first generation, but with the d-quark playing the role of electrons and the s-quark the one
of muons. In this case, the relation between the two decays is driven not by lepton flavor
universality, but rather by U-spin. This is the realm of non-leptonic B decays, a more
theoretically complicated region than the much simpler semi-leptonic B decays.

In this context it was pointed out in [15, 16] that one can construct two non-leptonic
observables, called L.« and Ly g, using the ratio of longitudinal branching ratios of the
BY — K*0K*0 decay versus the corresponding Bg — K*OK*0 decay and, similarly, using
the ratio of branching ratios of the decays 327 s~ K OKY . These so-called L-observables
exhibit a tension with respect to their SM prediction of 2.60 and 2.40, respectively.

In this work, we present a model based on scalar leptoquarks that can simultaneously
explain the deviations observed in these non-leptonic observables as well as in charged-
current B-decays (measured via the LEU ratios Ry(.)), while remaining in agreement with
all relevant constraints. Therefore, in this case we explore a possible link between the
charged-current anomalies and non-leptonic ones, while leaving aside the neutral-current
b — sff anomalies. We also comment on alternative, but more contrived solutions to the
non-leptonic puzzle and summarize the main problems with these solutions. See also [17]
for another proposed model-building solution to the observed non-leptonic tension based
on a non-universal Z’.

This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2 we review the main structure of
the non-leptonic observables and their NP sensitivity. In Section 3 we briefly describe
a coloron model and its problems while in Section 4 we present our scalar leptoquark
(LQ) model for the non-leptonic observables, focusing on its impact in the relevant Wilson
coefficients (WCs). In Section 5 we discuss all relevant constraints and focus on links to
other interesting observables, particularly R ). Finally, we present our conclusions in
Section 6. Some more detailed information relevant for the discussion of constraints is
provided in the appendices.



2 Brief description of the observables and EFT New Physics sensitivity

Non-leptonic B decays offer another handle to test the presence of NP in flavor physics.
However, these type of decays (contrary to decays to two leptons where hadronic uncer-
tainties are minimized, but similarly to semi-leptonic B decays) require optimization of
the observables to reduce their hadronic sensitivity and maximize their NP sensitivity.
As in the semi-leptonic case, we use a weak effective field theory description to quantify
NP sensitivity. In particular, the effective Hamiltonian to describe b — s transitions in
non—leptonic B-decays is given by

eﬁ‘ = \[ Z )\ ( Il)s + Cgs ]275 + Z CisQis + C?ﬁ/sQ?vs + CBngBgs) ) (2'1)
p=c,u 1=3...10

where the only operators relevant for the present discussion are:

Qus = (Sabb)v-a Y _ (@da)v -2,

q
—€
Q55 = (gb)V*A Z (QQ)V+A ) Q?’ys = mbSUuu(l + VS)Fuyb
_ (3 ! = _ _g 1%
Qﬁs = (Sabb)V—A Z (Qan)V—l-A , QSgs Q2 5 My So'yy(l + '75)G b
q

with Ay = ViV,

tion over ¢ = wu,d, s,c,b is implied. The operators Qs 6s are known as QCD penguin

(192)v+a = @yu(1 £75)q2, a,b are colour indices, and a summa-

operators, while (7,5 and (Jgy4s are electromagnetic and chromomagnetic dipole operators,
respectively. One can write a similar effective Hamiltonian for b — d transitions just chang-
ing s by d. See Refs. [15, 18] for the definitions and conventions of the complete basis of
operators.

Concerning the optimization of the non-leptonic observables, two observables based
upon ratios of the decay modes Bg . — K*K*0 (longitudinal component) and 3278 —
K°K" were proposed and analyzed in [15] and [16]. In particular, they are defined as:

BRong (B? — K*K*0)

BRiong(B) — K*0K*0)’
BR(B? — K'K")

LKI_( = p(mKO’mKO)BR(BZ—)KOKO) 9

LK*R* = p(mK*o,mK*o) (22)

(2.3)

where the function p stands for the ratio of phase space factors (see the definition in [15])
and it is very close to one in both cases. These observables are constructed to reduce the
sensitivity to dangerous endpoint infrared divergences coming from hard scattering and
annihilation diagrams. The ratio of these decays are governed by U-spin, which is a broken
symmetry in the SM.

The computation of these observables in the SM including NLO as-corrections as well
as power enhanced contributions in the framework of QCD-Factorization (QCDF) [19, 20]
leads to the following predictions in the SM [15]:

LMo, =10531081, L3 =26.0003%55 (2.4)



while their experimental measurements read [21-27]:

LOP., =4434£092, L9 =14.58 +3.37. (2.5)

In both cases, a significant deficit with respect to the SM prediction is observed. However,
the relevant feature here is that both ratios (i.e. decays to vectors or pseudoscalars) can
be coherently explained with the same NP contributions to the Wilson coefficients of the
following two operators:

e QCD-penguin operator Q4. Here we can consider NP only in the Wilson coefficient
of the b — s transition (C4s), or NP in both b — s and b — d (C44) transitions. Let us
now illustrate the size of the required NP contribution: in the former case a value of
C)F 2 0.016 is called for, while in the latter case C}¥ ~ 0.010 and C}F ~ —0.006 is
also possible according to [15]. These values should be compared with the SM value
of C§M (1 = 4.2GeV) = —0.036.

e Chromomagnetic dipole operator Oggq. Also here we consider two cases: NP only
inb—s (Cé\lglz) or in both b — s and b — d (Cé\lgf’i). In the former case a large NP
contribution is required of order Cé\g ~ —0.32, while in the latter case one can have
Cé\g ~ —0.16 and Cé\Ich)l ~ +0.16, to be compared with CS;\;[(,U = 4.2GeV) = —0.15.
Taken at face value, the present tension observed in the pure branching ratios of
both b — s and b — d transitions has a preference for NP in both WCs. Finally, the
relatively large NP contribution required is not a problem given the loose bounds on
this WC which currently admits NP contributions as large as a few times its SM value.
This is mainly because the current experimental bound is BR(b — sg) < 6.8% [3, 28]

while the SM contribution is at the level of 0.5% [29].

Finally, we note that there is a third possibility in the pure pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar
case, which is the QCD-penguin operator Og,. Here, the chirally-enhanced contribution
entering these decays includes a contribution from Cgs +Css /N, that is absent in the vector-
vector case, allowing for an explanation of the tension exclusively in the Ly z observable via
contributions of this type. However, even if a non-zero Cgs can accommodate the tension in
L, we will not consider this possibility here where we focus on a combined explanation
of both L-observables.

In Sections 3 and 4 we organize the discussion according to the main Wilson coefficients
generated by the NP model.

3 Coloron model for the QCD penguin operator Oy,

A previous attempt to explain the puzzle of the non-leptonic anomalies using the QCD-
penguin operator Q45 was presented in [16]. There the contribution to Oy, from a color-
octet vector (coloron) with universal flavor-diagonal couplings to the first two generations
of quarks (to avoid large effects in K and D mixing) was explored. Such a particle appears
naturally in extra-dimensional models as a KK-gluon, composite sectors as a resonance, or



theories that extend SU(3). to larger gauge symmetries [30-32]. We consider a simplified
model where the coloron couples to down quarks of different flavors according to:

L= AL (54" PLTb) G + AR (59" PRT*D) G2 | (3.1)

where similarly the flavor-diagonal couplings are denoted by AqL(}R. The contribution of

such a particle to the relevant QCD-penguin Wilson coefficient! is [16]

_l AGAg
ARGV Vs M,

Cas = , (3.2)
where Mg is the mass of the massive SU(3). octet vector particle. The issue here is that

di-jet searches strongly constrain the coupling of the coloron to light-generation quarks,
giving the bound [33]

AL 2.2
S . (3.3)
Mg 10TeV
As a consequence, in order to explain the non-leptonic anomalies the coupling AsLb has to
be large
AL 1
S , (3.4)
M, el 5TeV

as can be seen from Eq. (3.2). However, such a large flavor-violating coupling is in strong
tension with AMp_: if Ag is not activated, Bg-mixing requires [16, 34, 35]

L
AL 1

e S Ty (PHCL). (3.5)

The problem of the tension between di-jet searches and the AMp, constraint can be par-
tially alleviated by allowing a substantial fine-tuning between the ASLb and Ag contributions
to AMp, (see [16] for further details). However, even allowing such a tuning, we find dif-
ficult to realize such a large flavor-violating coupling (order O(1) for a 5TeV mass) in a
natural UV-complete model, as it would need to come from O(1) mixing angles between
the b and s quarks, in constrast to the CKM-like expectation of O(Vis).

4 S) scalar leptoquark solution of the non-leptonic puzzle via Oggyq)

Due to the difficulty avoiding the bound on B,-mixing (without a large amount of fine-
tuning) in the case of the QCD penguin, we turn now to a solution of the non-leptonic
puzzle via the chromomagnetic dipole operators Oggs and Oggq. We have seen in Section 2
that explaining the non-leptonic puzzle via these operators requires a NP contribution that
is of the same size as the SM value if there is NP in both b — s and b — d (or double
if only b — s is switched on). While dipole operators JZU#VbR always come with an my
suppression in the SM, this chiral suppression can in general be lifted in NP models. In

!To avoid over-complicating the notation for the rest of the paper whenever a Wilson coefficient appears
it should be understood as its NP contribution, namely, CNF. Only its SM value will be explicitly labeled
with “SM”, unless there may otherwise be confusion.
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Figure 1: Feynman diagrams contributing to C7,; and Cgy;, where i = d, s. The cross on
the fermion line corresponds to an insertion of the O(m;) neutrino Dirac mass.

particular, if we assume that the NP sector follows the same structure as the SM up to a
(maximal) chiral enhancement of m;/m, one is pointed to a low effective NP scale

RILEO — Axp & my |2~ 500 GeV . (4.1)
ANP mW my

We turn now to the NP origin of this chiral enhancement. If we restrict our attention
to weakly-coupled beyond the SM particles with spin < 1, such dipoles must be loop-
generated. In particular, since both color and the down-quark charge flow through the loop,
one unavoidably also generates the corresponding electromagnetic dipole Cz,, giving rise to
the b — s(d)~v flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC). Furthermore, the chromomagnetic
and electromagnetic dipoles mix into each other under RGE. However, as we will see later,
if we have C7,/Cgq =~ —1/3, one obtains an accidental cancellation in the RGE that allows
for Cé\g ~ Cg% while passing the bound on b — s7v. Even if this may seem like a tuning,
it is achieved naturally if the electric charge flowing inside the loop follows the color flow,
predicting Cz,,/Csy = —1/3 exactly before RGE effects. Furthermore, the dipole loop should
consist of a fermion line as well as a bosonic one. Assuming at most 2 NP states, if color
flows along the fermion line one can see that the bosonic line must be a spin-1 singlet, aka
a Z' ~ (1,1,0) vector. Similarly, if color flows along the bosonic line, then the boson must
be a scalar carrying color and the charge of the down quark. Therefore, its SM quantum
numbers should be S7 ~ (3,1, 1/3), a scalar leptoquark. Because this particular leptoquark
can also be responsible for hints of LEUV observed in charged-current B-decays, we focus
on this option in what follows.

Taking S7 as our mediator, we see that the fermion line should be both color and
electrically neutral. Therefore, the origin of the chiral enhancement in this scenario is an
O(1) Yukawa coupling between the SM lepton doublet and a right-handed (RH) neutrino
Ng, namely £ D —ynlHNpg, as shown in Fig. 1 in the electroweak (EW) broken phase,
where yn (H) = O(my). In order to have a SM-sized effect in the chromomagnetic dipoles,

both NP states (S; and Ng) should have masses of order the TeV scale. A final comment

NP
8¢gs

with the branching fractions, requires that S; couples to both first and second generation

is in order: generating both Cg, . and Cg};, as preferred by L-observables taken together

quarks ¢ and q2, e.g.

Ls, D ALqiel} S, (4.2)
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Figure 2: Problematic FCNC diagrams induced when S; couples to both ¢; and ¢o. Left:
Tree-level contribution to K — 7. Right: One-loop contribution to K-K /D-D mixing.

where 7 = 1,2 is a light family flavor index. Because the coupling )\2 explicitly breaks the
U(2), part of the U(2)5 = U(2), x U(2)u X U(2)q x U(2)¢ x U(2), accidental approximate
flavor symmetry of the SM, one in general expects strong bounds from FCNC processes
if My ~ TeV and X, > (|Vig, |Vis|). Indeed, one can draw a AF = 1 diagram giving rise
to K — v at tree-level, as well AF = 2 processes at 1-loop level, as shown in Fig. 2.
Even if S; does not couple to dr,, but only to sz, in the light-family sector, D — D mixing
still imposes tight constraints due to the Cabibbo-angle misalignment between the up and
down sector. A simple way to avoid these issues is to promote S; — S%, a doublet of U (2)g-
In this case, the coupling with qi need no longer break the U(2), symmetry

Ls, D )‘quid% i’ (4.3)

forbidding the diagrams in Fig. 2 while still allowing both the sy, and d; chromomagnetic
dipoles if the breaking of U(2), is shifted to the coupling between Ng and br. This can be
simply understood by the fact that there is now one S7 that couples to each flavor. This
is the setup that we will work with for the reminder of the paper.

4.1 Connection to TeV-scale neutrino mass generation

The requirement of a TeV-scale RH neutrino forbids a high scale solution for neutrino
masses via the usual Type-I seesaw mechanism. Instead, such a scenario naturally points to
the inverse-seesaw mechanism (ISS) as the origin of small neutrino masses. The mechanism
requires the introduction of 3 Dirac singlet fermions Nﬁ py» With @ = 1,2,3. The relevant
Lagrangian is

_ - . 1 _
Ly =l YnHNg = NpMpNg — 5 NuNy (4.4)

and we can always work in a basis where Mpis a diagonal 3 x 3 matrix, while Yy and p are
arbitrary complex and complex-symmetric 3 x 3 matrices, respectively. The ISS mechanism
explains the smallness of neutrino masses via the smallness of the Majorana mass y, which
is technically natural as it is the only parameter violating lepton number. After EWSB
and in the limit of small u, there are 3 light Majorana states with mass

Misgns ~ (H)?(YNMzh ) u(Yn MzHT, (4.5)

corresponding to the active SM neutrinos. Additionally, there are 6 heavy Majorana states
that form 3 pseudo-Dirac pairs with masses approximately given by the diagonal of Mp.



One option is that Mg = Mg 1, in which case all 3 pseudo-Dirac pairs would lie at the
TeV scale. Another possibility is that Mp is very hierarchical. A particularly interesting
option, first proposed in Ref. [36] and further developed in [37], consists of assuming that
Yy follows a hierarchy similar to that observed in the SM up-quark sector, namely Yy ~
VgKMdiag(yu,yc,yt), while Mp ~ diag(10%,102,1) TeV follows an inverse hierarchy. In
particular, the low-energy theory consists of only one pseudo-Dirac pair lying at the TeV
scale. Integrating out the heavier pseudo-Dirac states, the leading interactions at the TeV
scale are

Ln(TeV) ~ —yn B AN}, — M NiNG, (4.6)

where we have dropped the Majorana mass p33 which must be of order ugs ~ m,,(M g’ ) Jmy)?
~ 1 eV in order to explain the smallness of the tau neutrino mass. Dropping the Majorana
mass is equivalent to treating N as a Dirac state with mass M ;23). We work with this
low-energy theory for the rest of the paper and for simplicity we drop the flavor index on
Npg and define M ](%3 )= M R, 1.e. we consider one Dirac singlet Nz g with a TeV scale mass.

4.2 The Model

We now have all the necessary ingredients to introduce our model to explain the non-
leptonic anomalies. It is defined by the following Lagrangian

L=Lsm+ Ls, + Ly +h.c., (4.7)
with

Ls, = A5 el3 St 4+ Vi b NrSi — MySTSE (4.8)
Ly =—ynl3 HNg — MpNNpg.

The fields St = (S}, S%) are two scalar leptoquarks with quantum numbers (3,1); /3 under
the SM gauge group SU(3). x SU(2)r, x U(1)y, arranged as a doublet of the flavor group
U(2)q (where i = 1,2 is a light family flavor index). In this model the U(2)3 = U(2), x
U(2)y x U(2)4 symmetry in the quark sector is broken only by V5, together with the usual
breaking from the SM Yukawas that can be written using the U(2)3-breaking spurions Vj,

A, and Ay,
N
Yu,d = yt,b < (Q]L,d xt? q> ) (410)

where we fix the normalization z; — x; = 1. These spurions have the quantum numbers
Ve~ (2,1,1),V, ~ (2,1,1), A, ~ (2,2,1) and Ay ~ (2,1,2) under U(2),xU(2),xU(2)q,
and z;; measures the amount of alignment between the interaction and mass basis for the
third family. Without loss of generality, we work in the down basis of the 12 sector (i.e. the
basis that makes A, diagonal), but leave z; and z} general to avoid unnecesary tunings.
The rotation matrices to go from the interaction basis to the mass basis are explicity given
in Appendix A. Furthermore, we take

Vi = (Via/Vis, 1) Ng, (4.11)



in order to obtain Cgys = —Cggq and we have introduced the coupling )\l}%.
The Ny, g are total SM singlets carrying lepton number 1. Similarly, the S; leptoquark
can consistently be assigned lepton number -1, so we can write the coupling to Ny but
not to N7. Integrating out N gives tree-level contributions to the SMEFT Warsaw basis
operators Cg; and ng. Including also leading-log running in 1, at the EW scale we get
2 2 2
W — @ 9 Yi Hew
[CH£]33 - *[CHe]Z%S - QT)TQ [1 + @Nc log (Aﬁﬂ ) (4.12)
where we have defined the mixing angle 6, between the active tau neutrino and the heavy
pseudo-Dirac singlet N as
lyn|*v?

02 =
T QM% ’

(4.13)
where v = 246 GeV is the Higgs vacuum expectation value (VEV). The operators Cgég)
give important constraints as they modify the couplings of EW gauge bosons to third-family
leptons, namely W — 7v, and Z — v;v,;. Combining the EW likelihood provided in [38]
with LFU tests in 7 decays [39], we get a constraint on the mixing angle from Eq. (4.12)
of 6, < 0.05 at 95% CL.2 As a point of reference, for Mp = 2 TeV this translates into
yn < 0.57. In general, we take into account all RGE contributions at leading-log due to
y¢ and the SM gauge couplings, and we explicitly give the expressions for all WCs relevant
for EW precision and LFU tests in 7-decays in Appendix B.

4.2.1 SMEFT dipole matching

We proceed now to calculate the SMEFT dipole operators relevant for C7, and Cg4, as
shown in Fig. 1. We define the dipole operators as

LsmerTt O Cac (95Odc) + Caw (9.0aw) + Cap (9vy Oup) , (4.14)
where Oy, Ogw, and Oyp are the operators in the Warsaw basis [44]

Ouc = (@ho™ Tod}) HG

7] OdW = (quHVTIdiE)HWI

uy OdB = ((jid“”d%)HBuy,

(4.15)
where T% are the SU(3) generators and 7! the Pauli matrices. Our own computation in
Package-X [45] cross-checked with the Matchete 1-loop matching software [46] yields the
following Wilson coefficients at the matching scale M;

1 ApynVE
o= , , 4.1
1 )\LyNVé*
o= , , 4.1
[Cawlis = 55 I W(zr) (4.17)
1 ApynVy
[CaBliz = — 162 % Y5, G(xr) + Yy, W(zR)|, (4.18)
i

2Similar constraints have been found for example in [40-43].



where xp = Mp/M;, and Ys, = 1/3 and Y;, = —1/2 are the hypercharges. The loop
functions are

1 — 2% + 222 log 22

1 — 22 + log 22
G(:E) - 4(1 o $2)3 9 =

W) =—a =2

(4.19)

which satisfy G(1) = 1/12 and W(1) = —1/8. In principle, these WCs are calculated in the
interaction basis, and therefore in general there is a rotation to move to the down-quark
mass basis. This rotation gives an irrelevant contribution to the dipoles that we neglect
here. However, in Section 5.1 we discuss the impact of this rotation in other observables,
where the effect is not negligible.

4.2.2 SMEFT Running and WET Matching: Extraction of C7, and Cs,

The three dipoles generated at the UV matching scale mix into each other under RGE.
Using DsixTools [47], we find the following numerical RGE matrix

[Cuclis 0.952 0.001 —0.036\ [ [Cuclis
[C'chg = 0.016 0.932 —-0.016 [CdB]ig , (4.20)
[CdW]i?, —0.047 —0.002 0.909 [de]ia

HEW My

where we have taken the matching scale to be M} = 2 TeV and ugw = 160 GeV. The
matching condition for photon dipole in terms of the dimensionless WET Wilson coeflicients
C74s and (7,4 reads

v 472

Chryi = — e
™ Grmy, ViV

([Caplis — [Cawlis) (4.21)

HEW
where G' = v/2v? and we have used (H) = v/v/2. If we neglect the small RGE mixing,
we see that only the Y, term in Eq. (4.18) (coming from attaching a hypercharge gauge

boson to Sp in the loop) contributes to the photon dipole. Therefore, a good approximate
analytic formula is

V2 Y, A0, Vi
2my, Vi Vi My

0771' =~ TR G(.CUR) s (4.22)
where 6, is the mixing angle between the active tau neutrino and the heavy pseudo-Dirac
singlet N defined in Eq. (4.13). The function zr G(zg) is maximized for xp = 1 (where
N and S; have the same mass), so we work in this limit in what follows. Similarly, for the
chromomagnetic dipole, we find

Cggi = —Cri/Ys, , (4.23)

so before RGE we predict Cgy; = —3C7;. Including RGE effects, this gets modified to
Csgi = —3.8C74; at the EW scale. As we will see, this RG mixing helps to achieve a better
accidental cancellation in b — s7.

~10 -
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Figure 3: L-observables as a function of the coupling Ay, normalized to M; = 2 TeV. The
other couplings are fixed as: 6, = 0.05 and \J, = —2. We have also assumed Cgga = —Clyys-
Blue: NP theory prediction, Red: Exp. measurement, Black: SM theory prediction.

4.3 Computation of the L-observables, B — X, ,;7, and high-pr constraints

To compute observables such as L)z at p = my, we also need to account for WET
running from the EW scale down to m;. Using DsixTools, we find

Croi\  _ (089 0.13) (Cry (4.24)
Ciyi 0.000.92) \Cgyi ) |
mp HEW

The expressions for the L.z -observables in terms of the NP contributions to the
chromomagnetic dipole Wilson coefficients are [15]

1+1.23Cggs + 0.40Cg,
1+ 1.34 Cgga + 0.47Cg

_ _ 1TSM
Lxr = Lk

)

mp

1+2.62Cggs +2.05C¢

— LSM
1+2.63 Cga + 207C2,

, (4.25)

mp

where the SM prediction and the experimental values of L+ are given in Eq. (2.4)
and Eq. (2.5), respectively. In Fig. 3 we present the predictions for the L-observables as a
function of the relevant coupling parameter A\;, normalized to M; = 2 TeV.

Switching now to the theory expressions for B — X/, where we follow Ref. [48], at
prw = 160 GeV we have

By, x 10* = (3.39 £ 0.17) — 2.10 (3.93 C7,5 + Csys)
B, x 10* = (0.17415:599) — 0.09 (3.93 C7,4 + Csga)

(4.26)
(4.27)

HEW
HEW

These are linearised expressions that provide an accurate description of the By, working at
NNLO in QCD not interpolating but computing the m, contribution. One can estimate
the uncertainty of the coefficients of the linear term to be of order 5%. This estimate is
obtained taking into account the combination of two effects [49]: i) the effect of the scale
variation 2 GeV < p < 5 GeV on these coefficients and ii) half of the overall uncertainty

- 11 -
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Figure 4: C7,; and Cgg; at the EW scale for the model defined in Eq. (4.7) (black line). On
the left panel we show C7,s and Cggs, and on the right panel, C7,4 and Cgyq. In both cases,
on the right vertical axis we show the corresponding coupling Ay, fixing the other relevant
parameters to Mg, = 2TeV, )\% = —2 and 6, = 0.05. In blue we show the Ax? = 1 region
for Bsy (left) and By, (right). In red we show the Ax? =1 region for Ly and Ly~
assuming C7,q = —C745 and Cggq = —Cggs. The black line gives the theory prediction in
our 51 model of Cgy; = —3.8C74; at the EW scale.

of the SM amplitude, given that these terms are interference terms between SM and BSM.
These expressions supersede those in [50]. One may also consider the impact of quadratic
terms. However, due to the cancellations between the contributions of (7, and Cgg4 in our
model described below, the contribution of the quadratic correction is for a large set of
values of Cg, estimated to be at the percent level of the central value or below.

Notice that the NP contribution in both cases (b — sy and b — dv) exactly cancels
if Cgy = —3.93C7,, which is accidentally very close to our relation at the EW scale Cg, =
—3.8C7,. The experimental measurements are [50, 51]

BYP =(3.32 +0.15) x 107*, (4.28)
By® =(0.141 4 0.057) x 107*. (4.29)

The preferred values for the Wilson coefficients C7; and Cgg; at the EW scale, considering
the L-observables and the B — X /;v constraint, are displayed in Fig.4.

4.3.1 Direct searches for S; leptoquarks at high-pr

Pure QCD pair production of S; LQs gives a rather weak lower bound on the LQ mass of
M; 2 1.25 TeV [52]. Another interesting recent analysis from CMS [53] studying S-channel
production of LQs via quark-lepton fusion at the LHC [54] finds bounds for leptoquarks
that in our case imply A\, < 0.9 at 95% CL for M7 = 2TeV.

However, a stronger constraint comes from high-mass 77 Drell Yan tails or from mono-
7+ Fp searches, due to t-channel LQ exchange and production via valence quarks, as shown

- 12 —
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Figure 5: Diagrams constraining the model at high-py. Left: Charged-current mono-r.
Right: Neutral-current di-7 Drell-Yan.

in Fig. 5. We take these constraints into account using the HighPT program [55] keeping
the full information of the leptoquark propagator. We generate an estimated event yield for
each leptoquark in each bin including the two searches [56, 57]. The total estimated event
yield per bin is then given by the sum of the two partial event yields for each leptoquark.
Notice that there are no interference terms between both leptoquarks when working in the
up-basis due to the U(2)-symmetry since each leptoquark couples to only one up family. We
can then construct the combined 77+ 7v likelihood as a function of the model parameters.

4.3.2 Fit to (\,0;) including L-observables and all constraints

Here we perform a fit taking into account the L-observables, EW precision data (EWPD),
LFU tests in 7-decays, Bsy, Bgy, and high-pr constraints using the likelihood extracted from
the HighPT program to determine the allowed ranges for the relevant parameters (A, 6;)
of our S7 model. In order to be able to combine the observables, the fit is done under
the approximation of Gaussian distributions, where we symmetrize the error by taking the
value in the direction of the SM prediction. We fix My = 2 TeV, a value well above the
current exclusion limit from QCD pair-production of LQs. This choice does not make our
analysis less general, since changing the LQ mass at this stage is equivalent to re-scaling
the couplings. We also fix the coupling A% = —2, which determines the normalization of
Vg. This coupling is not directly constrained by any experimental search, so we choose a
sizeable but perturbative value. The result of the fit is shown in Fig. 6.

5 Connection of the S; model to charged-current B-anomalies (Rp.))

To address the Rp.) anomalies in charged-current B-decays, we need to switch on new
U(2)-breaking couplings, V} and A7,

Ls, = Aq5els St + Vi b, NS} + Vi qel} St + A afirpS] + hee. (5.1)

where VI = (er, 1)A} is a doublet of U(2), and Ag is a (2,2) of U(2), x U(2)y.> Fol-
lowing a minimal U(2)-breaking logic, the natural size of ¢y, is ~ V;4/V;s while we take
A} = )\R%Ag to be aligned with the light Yukawa spurion A7, defined in Eq. (4.10).

3 Another coupling that could be written at the renormalizable level is the cross-quartic with the Higgs,
LD )\Z\S{'|2|H|2. However, the phenomenological impact of this coupling is very suppressed and it is only
barely constrained by contributions at the loop level to the hyvy and hgg vertices [58].
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Figure 6: Fit to the L-observables assuming the relation in Eq. (4.11), giving C7,q =
—C7ys and Cggq = —Cggs. We include all constraints and fix M; = 2TeV and )\ll’% = -2
The red regions are preferred at 1 and 20 by the L-observables, while the gray shaded
regions are excluded at 95% CL.

This relation could be justified if both spurions have the same origin in a UV completion
of the model.

Integrating out the S; LQs at tree-level generates the following semi-leptonic operators
in the interaction basis

T 2
Wy @ ViV Wy @ AL
[C, 13333 = —[C}; 13333 = YR [Cyy 1335 = —[C 13315 = fMlQ% :
O @ ALV R @ _ VARl
[Cyy 1333 = —[Cy; " 33i3 = 2 [Crequlsssi = —4[C)., ]335 = o2
« Aj t
W ae® . MAR  [ALAR]
[Clequ]33lj - _4[Clequ]33lj - 2M12 ) [Ceu}331] = 2M712 . (52)

Relevant for b — c7v transitions are [C’l(; )] 33;3 and [C' (1,3)

lequ |333;. In particular, the expressions
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for Rp p+ A, normalized to their respective SM values read [59, 60]

}%)A = |14 Cy, |+ 1.49Re[(1 + Cv, )C%, | + 1.14Re[(1 + Cv, ) C7]
+1.02|Cs, |* +0.9|C7)?, (5.3)
%; =|1+Cv,|* —0.11Re[(1 + Cy, )C%, ] — 5.12Re[(1 + Oy, )C7 ]
+0.04|Cs, |* + 16.07|C7|?, (5.4)
;%4 — 1+ Oy, > + 0.34Re[Cs, + Cy, €5, ] — 310Re[(1+ Cf, )Cr]

+0.34|Cs, |* + 10.43|Cr|?, (5.5)

where the Wilson coefficients are understood to be evaluated at the scale my. In terms of
the SMEFT Wilson coefficients at the matching scale in the interaction basis, we find

'02 2
Cvy, (M) = UST (Z V2i[01(5)]33i3 + mthb[Cl(;)]3333> ; (5.6)
@ \i=1
2
v *
Cs, (mp) = —ﬁSm[Cz(elgu}wsm (5.7)
2
v 3) 1%
Cr(mp) = _nTm[Cl(eq)u]33327 (5.8)

where the n parameters take care of the running from M; = 2 TeV to the scale my. Using
DsixTools, we find ny ~ 1, ng =~ 1.7, and nr =~ 0.9. The contributions [Cl(;)]33a3 to

Ry scale with the model parameters as [Cl(;)]gggg x xtVCbVLTVL, [Cl(;)]gggg x Vcs)\z)\l]’L
and [C’l(s)] 3313 < Veg AL €L, so we see that Rp(.) is connected to the non-leptonic dipoles via

the coupling Az, which contributes dominantly via [C’l(;)} 3323.

5.1 Constraints connected to R and the non-leptonic puzzle

A AL 4y V)
q5 > : > {3 q; —» : > — q5
| i St St
a5 — ls @§ ————————<— ¢
Vi Vi ol Xp '

Figure 7: FCNC diagrams induced when the S7 model solves both the non-leptonic puzzle
and the charged-current B-anomalies (for non-leptonic puzzle only: Vi, — 0). Left: Tree-

level contribution to B — K (m)vw. Right: One-loop contribution to By 4-Bs 4 mixing.

As we have just seen, the dipole diagram responsible for solving the non-leptonic puzzle
is connected to effects in R via [Cl(;)] 3323. However, switching on the new couplings Vp,
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and Ap that break the U(2) flavor symmetry also introduces several new constraints. Still,
we will see that the U(2) flavor symmetry of the model protects all FCNCs if the bounds
on b — s transitions are passed. This is a common feature of models with Minimal Flavor
Violation (MFV) [61, 62] or minimally-broken U(2) [63].

5.1.1 AF =1 processes

The relation [Cl(j )]331'3 = —[Cl(ql )]33i3 at tree-level, depicted in Fig. 7 (left), leads unavoidably
to large contributions to the AF = 1 processes B — K®)vis. They are given by [58, 64]

2

Br(B — K®) 2 1 Capr
. r( ) 2.1 | (5.9)
Br(B— K®vv)gy 3 3 o
where CSS% = —1.48 +0.01 [65]. Defining ACT, = [Cl(ql) — Cl(j)b?,ij we can write
v2or 1 v2 1 RN
srziiiA T *AT_AT}ziiLL’ 1
Csp, 2 o VoVt [ Cl5 — xp Vi (ACE C2) 2M12 w ViVt (5.10)

with a,, = g% /4m. In the approximate equality we have neglected the z} contribution
which is always Vi suppressed. The current experimental limits are R = 2.4 + 0.9 and
RY.. < 3.2 (95% CL). Combining both measurements and asuming real couplings we obtain

1 YDV 1 \?
— < L < L.). 11
(3.5TeV> ~oME Y <5TeV> (95% C.L.) (5.11)

Passing this bound imposes a limit on the product [A;A% |, meaning we also need a sizeable

contribution coming from Cg, and Cr if we want to obtain the central values of R.).
Likewise, contributions to B — wvi are also expected. Both the NP contribution and
the SM prediction will have a similar suppression with respect to B — K 7 (e, and
Via/Vis respectively), so the relative impact of NP in both observables is similar. However,
the experimental limit on RY = Br(B — 7mvv)/Br(B — mvv)gym is one order of magnitude
weaker than R’ ., and therefore it is automatically satisfied provided Eq. (5.11) is satisfied.
In the light-family sector, although K™ — 7T v is protected to some extent by the
U(2) symmetry, the spurions V7, and x,V; can give contributions. The LEFT operator

Lrrrr D Cysr(dryuse) (#.9"vr) (5.12)
receives NP contributions that at leading order are

PGP

T ¢
6472 M2

Cds,T = 72M12

(VEALAS* + Vi Ns A er) (5.13)
The first term comes from the tree-level generated Wilson coefficients [Cl(;)]ggig x VLi after
being rotated to the down basis, and the second term is generated via a one-loop box

diagram. Following [66], we find that the limits on K+ — 7tvr impose

1 \? 1 \?
_ < < L). 14
(50 TeV) S Casr 3 (80 TeV) (95% CL) (5.14)
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The loop-generated contribution is safely inside this range for couplings ~ 0.5 and TeV
scale masses (in fact, Bs-mixing imposes a stronger constraint on the same combination of
couplings and masses, as we will see below). On the other hand, the tree-level contribution
roughly translates into the bounds of Eq. (5.11) if 2, = —1, which corresponds to third-
family up-alignment. Therefore, although this contribution is under control if B — K®yi
is, some mild down-alignment |xp| < |z¢| could be helpful to suppress it. However, it could
fall within the sensitivity of the NA62 experiment [67], which aims to measure B(Kt —
ntvw) at the O(10%) level [68] (and perhaps 5% ultimately [69]).

5.1.2 AF =2 processes

Integrating out the leptoquarks generates at one loop 4-quark operators in SMEFT [58]
(see Fig. 7 right),

2 2
3 3
1 Z _ 1 Z _
a,6=1 a,6=1

where 7, are the SU(2)y Pauli matrices, and in the interaction basis,

IAL|269 NiVp
LVy, LVL

After rotating to the mass basis, we obtain the AF = 2 operators
1 (= 2 17 2 1 2 1,7 2
Lrerr D —Cp, (50vub1)" — Cp,(dryubr)® — Cpluryucr)® — Cr(dryust)”. (5.17)
The leading contribution to these Wilson coefficients is

LRy ROV AL + Vise AL

==z oL = 5.18
Bs T 108m2 02 K 12872 M? ’ (5.18)
2 b x * b yx\2
1 2.1 1 T (VAT AL + Vi (Vs + €)ATAL)
OBd _GLCBsa CD - 128;‘2M12 ) (519)

that should be compared to the 95% CL limits given in [34, 35]. Passing the bound from
Bs-mixing imposes

NALE

ME

1 2
(6.5%\/) (95% CL), (5.20)

and Bg-mixing gives a similar bound once we take into account the suppression from ey,
which is order V;q/Vis.

Although the bounds on the AF = 2 processes in the light sector are stronger, the
U(2) symmetry of the model protects them, so they only receive contributions suppressed
by ‘/;5(21 Their exact contribution depends on the precise values of €7, and x;, but in the
worse case scenario, the strongest constraint (coming from ImC}() gives a similar bound
to Eq. (5.20). Analogously to K — v, some amount of third-family down alignment,
|zp| < |z¢], could be preferred to suppress this contribution.
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5.1.3 Other charged-current transitions

Besides Ry, contributions to other charged-current transitions are expected. They in-
clude B., — Tv decays, mainly mediated through [Cl(;)] 33;3 and [0(1’3)

lequ
decays, mediated through [Cl(;)]ggij and [0(1’3)

lequ
ables are given in Appendix C. Among these, the most relevant ones are B, — 7v and

}337;3, and DEZ) — TV

|33ij. Precise expressions for these observ-

Dy — 7v, but anyway they are weaker than the other constraints. In particular, B, — 7v
imposes
ALY
M¢

1 2
< <2TeV> (95% C.L.), (5.21)

which is automatically satisfied if the constraint from B — K® v in Eq. (5.11) is passed.
At the loop level, the new states can also potentially contribute to charge-current transi-
tions involving the light-family leptons, affecting the experimental determination of V,4 or
Vus [42, 43]. We have checked that these contributions to the CKM elements cancel at the
leading log order, and if any, higher order contributions are estimated to be at least two
orders of magnitude below the experimental error of these CKM elements.

5.1.4 Neutron electric dipole moment

Although we take all the NP couplings to be real to maximize the impact of NP into
the anomalies, possible imaginary parts could give unwanted contributions to the neutron
electric dipole moment (EDM). Electric and chromo-electric dipole moments of the up and
down quarks,

) i~
L>-> <2dqq‘LanRFW + 5dyaro" Tudr gstu> +hec. (5.22)
q=u,d

contribute to the neutron EDM d,,. Using QCD sum rules, one can estimate that this
contribution is [70]

d, = (1+0.5) [1.4(dd —0.25d,) + 1.1e(dy + 0.5CZU)] . (5.23)

Similar contributions have been found using lattice QCD [71]. For the down-quark dipole,
we get that after rotating to the mass basis, the leading contributions come from one-loop
matching pieces,

dq ~

e 2p|Via|? yayn Im(ALAE Vi)

v ~ 3
— dy~—2dy, 5.24

where we are neglecting the running. Even for O(1) imaginary parts of the couplings,
assuming TeV masses for S; and N, they are more than one order of magnitude below the
experimental bound |d,,| < 5.5-10713 GeV ™! (95% C.L.) [62, 72]. The up-quark contribution
is dominated by the running of [0(3)

lequ

|3311 A}%l = AR Yu/Yc into the up-quark EDM,

e s NYrYu U My
dy ~ — =2 Tm(Ap\ log (22 5.25
=g tm O o (1) (5.29
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where my, is the neutron mass. Taking M; = 2TeV and using the central value of Eq. (5.23)
the neutron EDM bound implies

Im(ALAR)| < 0.06, (5.26)
a constraint not difficult to satisfy if the NP is close to the CP conserving limit.

5.1.5 EWPT and LFU tests in 7-decays
When Vi, # 0, the tree-level semi-leptonic operators [C’l(q1 ’3)] 3333 induced by S involving all

third-family quarks give additional contributions to [Cgég)]gg at one-loop due to y; running:

N.y? 2

A[ng?]:sza = 165:; [Cg)]3333 log <l;\2)gv> ; (5.27)
N.y? 2

A[C@]% =- 1673:; [@?]3333 log </§\E4\172v> : (5.28)

These new contributions correct the Z — 77 vertex, in addition to W — 7v,. In addition,
we include all contributions at leading-log running due to 3 and the SM gauge couplings.
We give the expressions for all WC’s relevant for the EWPO in Appendix B. With them,
we construct a likelihood combining the EW likelihood provided in [38] with LFU tests in
T-decays [39].

5.2 Combined Global Fit: b — ctv and L. g~ -observables

We next perform a global fit taking into account b — c7v and L ;- (+) 5 (-)-observables as well
as all relevant constraints. In particular, we consider:

e The optimized non-leptonic observables Ly« g+ and Ly .

e LFU tests in b — crv transitions, including the ratios Rp, Rp+ and Ry,.
e Flavor bounds: B — KWvi, Amp,, b — s(d)y, Ds — Tv.

e EW precision data and LFU tests in 7-decays.

e Constraints from pp — ¢¢(¢v) at high-pp (see Section 4.3.1).

For b — crv transitions, we use the experimental averages and SM theory predictions given
in Ref. [73]. The parameters x;; and ey, have very little impact on the fit because, as we
have shown in the previous section, flavor observables involving the first family, such as
B — mvv, K — mvv, Amp,, meson mixing in the light sector, and B,, — 7v remain inside
their bounds provided we have control on b — s transitions, especially if we have a mild
third-family down alignment, |xp| < |z¢|. For this reason, we do not include them in the fit.
Likewise, the neutron EDM does not give any constraint because we assume NP couplings
to be real. Additionally, we fix M; = 2 TeV, A% = —2, and assume C7yqa = —Crys and
Cgga = —Cjyys, as in all previous plots. We then construct a global likelihood involving the
following four parameters controlling all the relevant phenomenology:

0r, A, Ao, Ag. (5.29)
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Observable | Lxx | Lig+x+ | Rp | Rp-

Psy 2.32 225 |-198 | -2.15
Pppp 0.90 0.87 | -0.34 | -0.73

Table 1: Pull of L. g+ and Rp+ in the SM and the BFP of our model.
0.07
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agcays
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Figure 8: Global fit (solid blue lines) as a function of the couplings. We fix M; = 2TeV,
b, = —2. and the couplings not shown to the best-fit point. The blue and red regions are
the 1o preferred regions for R+ 5 and the L-observables, respectively. The gray contours
give 95% CL exclusion limits from: pp — 77/7v (solid), Bs-mixing (dashed), B — Kvv
(dotted) and EWPD together with LFU tests in 7 decays (dashed). On the left panel, the
green dashed lines show contours of R}, with values indicated in the lower right corner.

We find the best fit point (BFP) to be 6, = 0.034+0.009, A\, = 0.27£0.05, )\% = 0.38%0.07
and A\p = —1.6 & 0.3, corresponding to Ay? = X%M — XQBFP = 19.5. In Table 1, we show
the pull of Ry and Ly ) g(+) observables in the SM and the BFP, where we have defined
the pull of an observable O in a theoretical model M as

Py = Om — Opxp_ (5.30)

b
2 2
\/9Exp T OTn

where Opyp(h) is the experimental (theoretical) uncertainty for the given observable O.

We observe a significant improvement with respect to the tensions present in the SM.*
The results of our fit are shown in Fig. 8. We can see that the most relevant constraints

for the fit are B — Kvv, Amp,, pp — 77(7v), and EWPD with LFU tests in 7-decays.

“The tensions we find in L (s g(+) for the SM are slightly smaller than the ones found in [15, 16] due
to the Gaussian approximation we are using.
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The 95% CL exclusion limits for the other bounds do not show because they are sub-
leading constraints appearing only for larger values of the couplings. We see that while
parameter space exists where the non-leptonic puzzle and the charged-current B-anomalies
can be simultaneously explained, their combination necessarily leads to a large effect in
B — Kvw. This occurs since the L-observables scale as 6,\; while effects in b — crv
behave as )\%)\ Rr, where |0.| and |Ag| are bounded by EWPO and high-py, respectively.
This means one needs A\, & A% = 0.4 in order to explain both puzzles, leading to a sizeable
contribution to B — Kvv which scales as A L)\li. Additionally, b — c7v transitions receive
a sub-dominant vector contribution from )\L)\%, preferring the product to be positive.
This fixes the sign of the contribution to B — Kvv to be positive as well, meaning we
interfere constructively with the SM and go in the direction of the stronger bound given
in Eq. (5.11).% In particular, our best fit point predicts Ry () =23%0.5.

While the B — Kvv bound allows us to do the central value called for by the charged-
current B-anomalies if we only solve the non-leptonic puzzle at ~ 1o, the reverse is only
partially possible due to high-py constraints requiring |Ay| < 0.5. The strength of the
high-pr bound is due to the fact that promoting S; to a doublet of U(2), requires that
one leptoquark couples to valence quarks, as shown in Fig. 5. In summary, the fit shows
that a combined explanation of both puzzles is possible, but comes with the prediction of
a significantly enhanced B — Kvv over the SM, well within the reach of Belle II.

6 Conclusions

In this work we present a possible solution to the recently observed tensions in the opti-
mized non-leptonic observables (L« g+ and Ly ) via Sy scalar leptoquarks. As discussed
in Section 2, a solution to both non-leptonic anomalies requires a NP contribution to the
Wilson coeflicients of either the QCD-penguin Ogygy or the chromomagnetic dipole oper-
ators Ogys(q)- Here, we have presented a solution contributing to the latter given the large
fine-tuning required for the former. A challenge for any model based on generating the
chromomagnetic dipoles is to avoid the constraints on the corresponding electromagnetic
dipoles C7,4(q) contributing to B — X 47 transitions. It is important to emphasize that
this is achieved without any tuning in our model- it happens simply because the S7 hy-
percharge has the right value to yield an accidental cancellation in the RGE mixing of the
two dipoles.

The tensions in L.z« and Ly are calling for a NP chromomagnetic dipole contri-
bution which is of the same order as the SM one when NP contributions of opposite signs
in both b — s and b — d transitions are allowed. To achieve this with TeV scale NP, one
requires a significant chiral enhancement compared to the SM my, factor. In our case, this is
achieved via an O(1) Yukawa coupling with a RH neutrino. Furthermore, the contribution
to the chromomagnetic dipole is maximized when the RH neutrino mass is similar to that
of the S7 LQ, hinting at a possible connection to TeV-scale neutrino mass generation. In
particular, we have shown that a multi-scale version of the inverse-seesaw mechanism for

5 A solution with negative AL A% is also possible, which gives smaller contributions to B — Kv but also
a worse quality of fit for b — crv. As a result, the overall global fit is slightly worse in this scenario.
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neutrino masses fits well within our setup, predicting sizable violations of PMNS unitarity
in the third family, as first pointed out in [32].

To explain the L-observables, the model requires sizeable couplings of the S7 LQ to
light-family left-handed quarks that could imply a large breaking of the U(2), flavor sym-
metry. However, by promoting the S; LQ to a doublet of U(2),, these couplings can
preserve the U(2), symmetry. Similar ideas have appeared previously in the literature in
different contexts [74-76], showing that promoting NP fields to U(2) multiplets can be an
effective way to suppress FCNC in the light sector while allowing for sizeable contribu-
tions in third-to-second family processes. This is a common characteristic of models with
minimally-broken U(2) flavor symmetries [63], and we find that the idea can be nicely
implemented within our model.

Moreover, it is well-known that the S; LQ is one of the few mediators that can provide
a NP explanation for hints of LFUV in charged-current B-meson decays, measured by the
ratios Rp and Rp~. We show that an explanation of the non-leptonic puzzle can be con-
sistently combined with an explanation of the charged-current B-anomalies by performing
a global fit including the L-observables, R ), and all relevant constraints such as FCNC
processes, EWPO, LFU tests in 7-decays, and high-pp to determine the allowed parameter
space of the model. The main outcome of this fit, shown in Fig. 8, is that a consistent com-
bined explanation of the non-leptonic puzzle and the charged-current B-anomalies predicts
a large enhancement to B(B — Kvv) as compared with the SM prediction.

In summary, it is very interesting that two open puzzles in B-physics can be connected
by the S, while simultaneously satisfying all relevant low- and high-energy constraints.
On the phenomenological side, the smoking gun for the model would be a measurement of
B(B — Kvv) well above the SM value. This prediction is even now being tested at Belle
II, which ultimately aims to measure the SM value of B(B — Kvr) with a 10% relative
erTor.
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A Rotation matrices

The expression for the Yukawas in the interaction basis is given in Eq. (4.10). Assuming
we are working in the down basis for the left-handed light families, and in the mass basis
for the right-handed light families, the rotation matrices to go from the interaction basis
to the mass basis are implemented as follows

Y, =L YyR,,  Yys=LlYyRy, (A1)

where Y, 4 are diagonal matrices, and the rotation matrices read

Vud Vs 2V 1 0 —z,Vy
Ly, = Ved Ves @iV | + O(st)v Lg= 0 1 —fL’bV{; + O(st)
TVia ©Vis 1 TpVia TpVis 1
(A.2)
1 0 Tt e Vb 1 0 bt Vttl
R, ~ 0 1 Zi ‘/cb ) Rd ~ 0 1 —Tp ms ‘/ts
—xe it Vo —xene Vi, 1 TotVia o Vis 1
(A.3)

B Wilson coefficients for the electroweak fit

Running from the high scale to the EW scale, many of the SMEFT operators relevant
for the EW fit receive contributions. Here we provide the formulas for all non-vanishing
WCs involved in the EW fit and LFU tests of 7 decays as function of the fundamental
parameters of the model at leading-log order in y, and the gauge couplings [47, 77, 78]. For
the SM parameters, we take their quadratic average along the flow: y, = 0.88, gr = 0.64
and gy = 0.36 (see Appendix B of [39] for details), performed with DsixTools [47]. For
the EW scale we take ugw = m;. Notice that i = 1,2 and o = 1, 2, 3. Repeated indices in
the WCs indicate diagonal elements. The relevant WCs read

93 lyn|? log £E T

(1)
CHl ]” - 1927T2M2 ) (Bl)
o luw? 3y?lyn|* log L& ”EW 3y2V V7, log LEy
(Clss = 4AM3 642 M2 + 6472 M?
GViVlog L “EW GF P log LBy g2 lyy[?log LEy
4 (B.2)

102202 96772M12 * 1287T2M}; ’

~ 93 -



2
g%|yN|210g%

G,
21 Hi 211 13
[0(3)} — |yN’2 _ 3yt |yN‘ log EW i 3yt VLVL 10g J\E/[\lév
HUI33 AM2 6472 M2 6472 M2
“EW gL\AL\Qlog ”EW 597 [y |2 log LBy i
6®ﬂkﬂ 3272 M2 + 12&#&@ ’ (B4)
9Y|?JN’2 105—’} MEW
(Crelii = 06rIME (B.5)
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C Charged-current transitions

Following [58, 59], contributions to B, — 7v in our model read

Br(B, — 1v)

2
-1 c _ ¢ 1
Br(BC%TV)SM | +CVL XBCCSL‘ ? (C )
Br(B,
W2 7)oy, — Ol [ (€2)

Br(B, — Tv)sm

where xp, = m%_/[m.(my + my)] = 4.3, xB, = mp, /[m-(my + my)] = 3.8, Cf, and C§,
are given in Egs. (5.6) and (5.7), and

Ot () = f Vilc® Vi[O ~ NN v, (C
VL(mb) = _VTLb — 11’[ lg ]33z‘3 + x¢ ub[ lq ]3333 ~ m 4M12 ( ud€L T+ us)v ( -3)
” v (1) e 02 my NN

Cs(mp) = —ns oV, [Clequlass = TS e M (Vuaer + Vea) = 0, (C.4)

with ng = 1.7. The current experimental measures and SM predictions are [21, 58, 79, 80]

Br(B. = 7)gxp = 2.3%, Br(B. — mv)sm < 10%, (95% C.L.), (C.5)
Br(By, — 70)5xp =1.09(24) - 1074, Br(By — mv)gm = 0.869(47) - 1074, (C.6)

Likewise, for D(J;) — TU, we get

Br(Ds — Tv) 2
-1 cs cs )
Br(Ds — 7v)sum } OV, x5 [ (©1)
Br(Dt — 1v) 4 412
=1+ C§, — xpC3 C.8
Br(Dt — 1v)sm ‘ T —xpbs, | (C8)
where xp, = m3, /[m:(ms+me)] = 1.6, xp = m3,/[m-(mq + mc)] = 1.5, and
cs 2 (s ®) 3 2| ALl
Vi (me) = L (; Vail Oy l33i2 + 2 Ve[ Oy Jass2 | m v Ve (C.9)
2 *
cs v 1) 1% )\L)\
€5 (me) = s gy Clagulism = —risv* T2 (C.10)
J v [ (3) (3) 2 ALl
Cy, (me) = v ; Vai Oy lssin + 2V (€ 3331 | = v Ve (C.11)
2 *
C v 1) 1% )\L)\
Csd(mc) = —1g W [Cl(eq)u]3312 = —773”2 4M1§’ (C.12)

where ng ~ 2 [58]. The current experimental measurements [21] and SM predictions, taken
from flavio [81], are

Br(Ds — 7V)Exp = 5.48(23)%, Br(Ds — tv)gm = 5.32(4)%, (C.13)
Br(DT = 70)pxp <1.2-1073, (90% C.L.), Br(D" — 7v)sm = 1.09(1) - 1072, (C.14)
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