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Recently, Belle II announced evidence for the decay B+ → K+νν̄ at 3.6σ significance, and
measured the corresponding decay branching ratio to be 2.4×10−5, which is 2.8σ above the standard-
model prediction. Here, we provide a theoretical explanation based on a massless bino in R-parity-
violating (RPV) supersymmetry. With a single non-vanishing RPV coupling λ′

i23/i32, λ
′
i13/i33, or

λ′
i12/i22, where i = 1, 2, 3, the decay B+ → K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1 can be induced, which would lead to the same

signature as B+ → K+νν̄. Taking into account both theoretical and experimental uncertainties,
we derive the parts of the parameter space of the RPV coupling and sfermion masses that could
accommodate the new measurement at various significance levels.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, Belle II has presented the first evidence for
the rare decay1 B+ → K+νν̄ with a measured branching
ratio:

BRexp(B+ → K+νν̄) = (2.4± 0.7)× 10−5. (1)

The significance is about 3.6σ. The standard-model (SM)
prediction [3]

BRSM(B+ → K+νν̄) = (5.6± 0.4)× 10−6, (2)

is lower by about 2.8σ. This enhancement in the branch-
ing ratio has since been interpreted from various perspec-
tives in Refs. [4–7]. In this short paper, we consider the
possibility that this discrepancy is confirmed and hard-
ened by upcoming data. We propose that this is due
to an additional decay resulting from a supersymmetric
model with broken R-parity (RPV-SUSY) [8]. There the
lightest neutralino, χ̃0

1, can be arbitrarily light [9]. Thus,
the decay B+ → K+χ̃0

1χ̃
0
1 is kinematically possible. This

is an R-parity conserving decay, proceeding via super-
symmetric gauge couplings, but such a light neutralino
is only allowed in RPV-SUSY. However this proceeds via
1-loop diagrams and gives too weak contributions [10].
Here we instead propose the decay

B+ → K+(−)

νi χ̃
0
1 , (3)

with a massless neutralino. This decay proceeds at tree-
level in RPV-SUSY. Both the neutrino and the neu-
tralino are experimentally not observed. Thus, this is
indistinguishable from the SM decay mode. If the neu-
tralino has a small but non-vanishing mass, this could
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lead to distortions in the decay distribution of the recon-
structed invariant mass of the neutrino pair, which could
be distinguished with higher statistics. We are not aware
that this decay has been considered before.

This short note is organized as follows. In Sect. II, we
present the RPV-SUSY model. In Sect. III, we elaborate
on our numerical analysis and display results. In Sect. IV,
we summarize our findings and conclude.

II. MODEL BASICS AND A MASSLESS
NEUTRALINO

In the R-parity-violating supersymmetric extension of
the SM, the superpotential contains among others the
following lepton-number-violating operators [8]

W∆L̸=0 = λ′
ijkLiQjD̄k . (4)

Here, L, Q, D̄ are chiral superfields for the lepton- and
quark-doublets, as well as the singlet down-like quarks,
respectively. i, j, k are generation indices and the λ′ are
dimensionless Yukawa couplings. In the case of a very
light neutralino [11], the b-quark can then decay as

b → s+
(−)

νi + χ̃0
1 , (5)

giving B+ → K+ (−)

νi χ̃
0
1 at the hadronic level. For

λ′
i32 ̸= 0, the above decay can proceed, for example,

via the tree-level Feynman diagram involving a virtual
sfermion, as shown in Fig. 1. There are in total three
relevant diagrams and analogous diagrams also exist in
the case λ′

i23 with different quark/squark chiralities. As-
suming the sfermion masses to be degenerate and also
much larger than the investigated mass scale, we obtain
an effective four-fermion interaction by integrating out
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FIG. 1. One possible tree-level Feynman diagram for the
decay B+ → K+νχ̃0

1 via a non-zero λ′
i32.

the heavy sfermions2. We work in a basis, where only
the left-handed down-type quarks dLi are flavor eigen-
states, whereas all other SM fields are mass eigenstates.
We express the effective interactions in terms of the mass
eigenstates for the left-handed down-type quarks by tak-
ing into account the CKM-mixing dLi = Vijd

mass
Lj . Hence,

the decay B+ → K+ (−)

νi χ̃
0
1 is allowed for a non-zero λ′

i32,
λ′
i12, and λ′

i22, where the latter two are CKM-suppressed.
Similarly, B+ → K+ν̄χ̃0

1 can be generated via non-zero
λ′
i23, and the CKM suppressed λ′

i13 and λ′
i33.

Kinematically, the decay Eq. (3) can only proceed if
the neutralino mass satisfies

mχ̃0
1
< MB+ −MK+ ≈ 4.78GeV . (6)

However, only for a very light neutralino would the kine-
matic distribution of the final-state neutrino pair be un-
affected at the experimentally detectable level. For non-
universal supersymmetry breaking electroweak gaugino
masses the neutralino can be arbitrarily light. Such a
light neutralino, even massless, is consistent with all lab-
oratory, astrophysical, and cosmological data; see for ex-
ample Refs. [10, 11, 13–17]. In this work, we assume, for
simplicity, a massless neutralino.

We compute the decay rate for the process B+ →
K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1 using the effective interaction. The relevant

hadronic matrix elements
〈
K+

∣∣ b̄Γ s
∣∣B+

〉
with Γ ∈

{1, γµ, σµν} are parameterized by a set of three form
factors f+(q

2), f0(q
2), and fT (q

2), respectively, where
q2 = (pB − pK)2 is the squared momentum transfer. For
the definition and employed parameterization of the form
factors used in this work, we refer to the latest FLAG re-
view [18]. We evaluate the phase space including the
q2-integral as described in Appendix B of Ref. [19]. The

2 For such a derivation, see e.g. Ref. [12]. However, Ref. [12] em-
ploys Fierz-identities with an erroneous numerical factor in the
tensor current. A corrected derivation will be provided in an
upcoming paper.

decay width for the signal process is then calculated as

Γ(B+ → K+(−)

νi χ̃
0
1) =

0.0038 GeV5

m̃4
·




|Vujbλ

′
ij2|2, for νi ,

|Vujsλ
′
ij3|2, for ν̄i ,

(7)
where j = 1, 2, 3 is a generation index, m̃ labels the de-
generate sfermion mass, and V denotes the CKM matrix.
Before closing the section, we summarize the strongest

current upper bounds on the single RPV couplings con-
sidered in this work for m̃ ≳ 1 TeV, extracted from
Refs. [20, 21]:

λ′
123 < 0.43

mb̃R

1 TeV
, λ′

223 < 1.12,

λ′
323 < 1.12, λ′

132 < 1.04,
λ′
232 < 1.04, λ′

332 < 1.04,

λ′
113 < 0.21

mb̃R

1 TeV
, λ′

213 < 0.59
mb̃R

1 TeV
,

λ′
313 < 0.2

mb̃R

1 TeV
+ 0.046, λ′

133 < 0.0014
√

mb̃

100 GeV ,

λ′
233 < 0.15

√
mb̃

100 GeV , λ′
333 < 1.04,

λ′
112 < 0.21

ms̃R

1 TeV
, λ′

212 < 0.59
ms̃R

1 TeV
,

λ′
312 < 0.2

ms̃R

1 TeV
+ 0.046, λ′

122 < 0.43
ms̃R

1 TeV
,

λ′
222 < 1.12, λ′

322 < 1.12.
(8)

The constant bounds are due to perturbativity require-
ment.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

We next make a comparison between the experimen-
tal measurement of BR(B+ → K+νν̄) and the sum
of two theoretically predicted decay branching ratios

BRSM(B+ → K+νν̄) and BRRPV(B+ → K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1). We

thus must estimate the theoretical uncertainties, while
the experimental uncertainty is known to be σexp =
0.7 × 10−5. The SM prediction, c.f. Eq. (2), has a rela-
tively uncertainty of about 7.1%, which combines uncer-
tainties of the vector form factor, CKM matrix elements,
as well as the full two-loop electroweak correction factors.
We make a conservative estimate for the relative uncer-
tainty on the RPV decay process B+ → K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1 to be

7.1%×1.5 = 10.7%. We thus choose to estimate the the-
oretical uncertainties of the sum of BRSM(B+ → K+νν̄)

and BRRPV(B+ → K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1)) as follows:

σtheo = 7.1%× BRSM(B+ → K+νν̄)

+ 10.7%× BRRPV(B+ → K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1). (9)

Finally, we take the quadrature of both the theoretical
and experimental uncertainties to obtain the total uncer-
tainty:

σtotal =
√
σ2
theo + σ2

exp . (10)
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FIG. 2. Constraints from the new Belle II measurement on
RPV couplings λ′

i23 and λ′
i32 as a function of the degenerate

sfermion masses. Various significance regions are shown with
different colors, and the current upper bounds on the RPV
couplings are included.

We proceed to define the significance by

σ =
∣∣∣BRRPV(B+ → K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1) + BRSM(B+ → K+νν̄)

−BRexp(B+ → K+νν̄)
∣∣∣/σtotal. (11)

We present the numerical results in Figs. 2–4 in the
plane (m̃, λ′), for the RPV couplings λ′

i23 and λ′
i32, λ

′
i13

and λ′
i33, and λ′

i12 and λ′
i22, respectively. The results for

λ′
i23 and λ′

i32 are almost identical and therefore shown
in a single plot. The range of the sfermion masses is
taken to be [1 TeV, 10 TeV]. The parameter space is di-
vided into different colored regions according to the sig-
nificance level: green for [0σ, 1σ], orange for [1σ, 2σ], red
for [2σ, 3σ], and purple for [> 3σ]. Furthermore, we show
together the current upper bounds on the RPV couplings
with black lines of distinct line styles; see Eq. (8).

We find the scenarios λ′
i23 or λ′

i32 the most promising,
as shown in Fig. 2. Large parts of the parameter space
can accommodate the latest Belle II measurement within
a significance of 2σ. The current RPV bounds can ex-
clude only a small part of the parameter space with large
coupling and large sfermion masses. This is especially
the case with λ′

123. The results shown in Figs. 3–4 are
weaker, mainly as a result of the strong CKM suppres-
sion relevant for the cases of the RPV couplings λ′

i13 and
λ′
i33, and λ′

i12 and λ′
i22, respectively. Consequently, for

instance, we find that in Fig. 3, only for λ′
213 the cur-

rent bound on the coupling has a relatively minor effect,
while with the first- and third-generation leptons the cur-
rent bounds almost exclude completely the 2σ regions.
Similarly, for λ′

i33, the tiny value of Vts implies rather
weak contributions to BRRPV(B+ → K+ν̄χ̃0

1), so that

FIG. 3. The same as Fig. 2 but for λ′
i13 and λ′

i33.

the 2σ region corresponds to rather large RPV-coupling
values and small sfermion masses. Now with the third-
generation lepton, most of the 2σ region has been ex-
cluded, while for the λ′

133 coupling the existing bound
is even orders of magnitude stronger than the 2σ region
across the considered sfermion mass range. Finally, the
numerical results for the couplings λ′

i12 and λ′
i22 are given

in Fig. 4. Here, the CKM suppression is even more tan-
gible. For λ′

i12 only a small corner in the shown param-
eter space can explain the Belle II measurement, while
the current bounds on λ′

i12 are all more than one or-
der of magnitude stronger. The situation with λ′

i22 is
slightly better since the relevant CKM matrix element
Vcb is larger than Vub. Nevertheless, the existing limit on
λ′
122 excludes the whole 2σ region, and for λ′

222 or λ′
322,

only a small region of the parameter space is allowed.
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FIG. 4. The same as Fig. 2 but for λ′
i12 and λ′

i22.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The recent experimental evidence for the rare decay
process B+ → K+νν̄ at 3.6σ obtained by the Belle II
experiment corresponds to the decay branching ratio
2.4 × 10−5, which is above the standard-model predic-
tion by 2.8σ. Here, we have proposed to explain this
enhancement in the branching ratio, by considering a
massless bino in R-parity-violating (RPV) supersymme-
try, which is currently allowed by all experimental and
observational constraints. With a single RPV coupling
λ′
i23/i32, λ′

i13/i33, or λ′
i12/i22, where i = 1, 2, 3, turned

on, the B+ meson can decay to the K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1 final state,

mimicking the same signature as that of the supposedly
observed K+νν̄ final state.
We have computed the decay width Γ(B+ → K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1)

in RPV supersymmetry for the mentioned couplings. We
have estimated the significance levels for accommodat-
ing the new measurement with the RPV supersymmetric
model, taking into account both theoretical and exper-
imental uncertainties. Moreover, we have included the
current bounds on the considered RPV couplings into
the final results. Our numerical findings show that λ′

i23

and λ′
i32 have almost identical results, and large parts

of the parameter space spanned by λ′
i23/i32 and the de-

generate sfermion mass m̃ can explain the latest Belle II
measurement within the 2σ significance level, while still
obeying the current bounds on these RPV couplings. On
the other hand, for λ′

i13/i33 and λ′
i12/i22, the RPV con-

tributions of B+ → K+(−)

ν χ̃0
1 are CKM-suppressed, ren-

dering, in almost all the cases, only a tiny proportion
or even none of the parameter space accommodating the
new measurement and satisfying the current bounds on
the RPV couplings simultaneously.
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