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Abstract

Recent measurements of b-hadron decays show a pattern of consistent tensions with the respec-
tive Standard Model (SM) predictions. These tensions appear both in the sector of rare flavour-
changing neutral currents and in tree-level semileptonic b-hadron decays. Flavour-changing
neutral-current decays are loop-suppressed in the SM and are thus very susceptible to contri-
butions from new heavy particles and/or new interactions beyond the SM.

In rare semileptonic decays tensions are observed in measurements of branching fractions and
angular observables, as well as in lepton flavour universality tests. Lepton flavour universality is
also tested by comparing tree-level b→ c`−ν̄τ processes involving third generation leptons ` = τ
to semileptonic decays with light leptons ` = e, µ in the final state. These tests also show tensions
between measurements and the SM prediction.

Taken together, these tensions constitute the so-called flavour anomalies in b-hadron decays,
and could be first signs of New Physics (NP) beyond the SM, if established beyond any reason-
able doubt. This article reviews both the current experimental status of the flavour anomalies and
developments for the relevant theoretical predictions. The review concludes with a discussion of
future prospects for the field.
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1. Introduction

Since the conception of the Standard Model of particle physics (SM), semileptonic and ra-
diative b-hadron decays have been of great phenomenological interest.

On the one hand, rare neutral-current induced b-hadron decays have been considered among
the most powerful probes for effects of beyond-the-SM (BSM) physics since the early 1990s [1].
In the SM, they are only allowed at the loop-level and hence hypothetical BSM contributions at
tree level can easily overcome the loop-suppressed SM contribution. Thus, rare flavour-changing
neutral current decays were originally used to search for such large, tree-level induced BSM
effects. With the enormous data samples obtained by the Tevatron and the B-factories and, later
on, the LHC experiments, these types of decays are now used as precision tests of the SM.

On the other hand, exclusive semileptonic charged-current induced b-hadron decays have
been an indispensible ingredient in the determination of the Standard Model quark mixing pa-
rameters, encoded in the unitary Cabbibo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix. Together with
other experimental constraints they allow to overconstrain the small set of independent CKM
matrix parameters [2, 3]. These analyses, referred to as CKM metrology, are therefore powerful
probes of the CKM unitarity paradigm of the SM. Another paradigm of the SM is lepton-flavour
universality of the gauge interactions. It can readily be tested in charged-current induced de-
cays to high precision, due to the large experimental data sets of, and very accurate theoretical
predictions for, these processes.

With the advent of the first signs of tensions in both types of decays, the so-called flavour
anomalies, we see a strong and enduring renewal of interest in and scrutiny of analyses of b-
hadron decays — both on the experimental and the theoretical side. In this review we collect and
summarize past efforts from both sides to understand the flavour anomalies in exclusive b-hadron
decays and furthermore give an outlook on future developments. Inclusive b-hadron decays are
of great relevance to the field, both to corroborate the anomalies in exclusive decays with inde-
pendent systematic effects and to complement the sensitivity to BSM couplings. Measurements
of rare inclusive radiative and semileptonic decays have mostly been performed by the B-factory
experiments and currently exhibit significant experimental uncertainties. Updates by the Belle II
experiment are eagerly awaited. For this reason we limit this review to cover exclusive b-hadron
decays only.

Long standing tensions are also present between the exclusive and inclusive determinations of
the CKM matrix elements Vcb and Vub, and for CP asymmetries in charmless two-body B→ Kπ
decays. In the kaon sector the situation on ε′/ε is unclear at present and could give rise to a
further flavour anomaly. As this review concentrates on recent results in the b-hadron sector we
do not discuss these measurements here.

The experiments primarily contributing to studies of b-hadron decays that give rise to the
flavour anomalies are the B-factory experiments BaBar [4, 5] and Belle [6], the Tevatron ex-
periments CDF [7] and DØ [8], and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) experiments ATLAS [9],
CMS [10], and LHCb [11, 12]. The B-factory experiments operated at e+e− colliders (BaBar
at the PEP-II collider located at the Stanford Linear Accelerator Center and Belle at the KEKB
collider at the KEK laboratory) running on the Υ(4S ) resonance to produce B+B− and B0B0 pairs
with a bb̄ production cross-section of 1.05 nb on-resonance. Until the end of data taking in 2008
and 2010 the BaBar and Belle experiments recorded data samples of 426 fb−1 and 711 fb−1 on
the Υ(4S ) resonance. These datasets correspond to 471 M and 772 M BB̄ pairs, respectively.

The experiments at the LHC profit from the very large bb̄ production cross-section in high
energy pp collisions. During the LHC Run 1 in the years 2011 and 2012 the LHC operated at
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centre-of-mass energies of
√

s = 7 TeV (in 2011) and 8 TeV (in 2012). In the following LHC
Run 2, during the years 2015–2018, the LHC energy was increased to

√
s = 13 TeV. These

energies correspond to bb̄ production cross-sections of around 300µb−1 at
√

s = 7 TeV and
560µb−1 at

√
s = 13 TeV [13, 14].

The LHCb experiment is optimised for the analysis of b and c-hadron decays. As a single
arm forward spectrometer it covers the forward pseudorapidity range of 2 < η < 5, where the
production cross-section for b and c-hadrons is largest. During the LHC Run 1 and Run 2 the
LHCb collaboration collected a data sample corresponding to integrated luminosities of 3 fb−1

and 5.7 fb−1, respectively1. The general purpose experiments ATLAS and CMS cover a more
central pseudorapidity region and are optimised for the search for directly produced new parti-
cles at high transverse momentum. Even though trigger thresholds are higher than at the LHCb
experiment, ATLAS and CMS provide valuable measurements, especially for decays involving
dimuons in the final state. The ATLAS and CMS experiments collected data samples corre-
sponding to integrated luminosities of around 25 fb−1 during the LHC Run 1 and around 150 fb−1

during Run 2.
Following the Long Shutdown (LS) 2, during which the LHC experiments are upgraded, the

LHC Run 3 is expected to start in 2022. The upgraded LHCb experiment [15] plans to take a
data sample corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 50 fb−1 during the LHC Runs 3 and 4.
With the planned LHCb Upgrade II [16, 17], the collaboration foresees to collect a data sample
corresponding to 300 fb−1 in the LHC Runs after LS 4. The ATLAS and CMS experiments plan
to collect samples corresponding to 300 fb−1 during LHC Run 3 and ultimately 3000 fb−1 during
the High Luminosity LHC Runs following LS 3.

The Belle II experiment [18] located at the SuperKEKB e+e− collider started taking data with
the instrumented detector in March 2019. The target instantaneous luminosity at SuperKEKB is
a factor 40 larger than what was achieved at KEKB. Over the next ten years the Belle II experi-
ment expects to collect a data sample corresponding to 50 ab−1, around a factor 50 larger than the
sample available from the B-factories. With this large data sample and systematic uncertainties
that are largely orthogonal to the experiments at hadron colliders, Belle II will play an important
role in the clarification of the flavour anomalies.

This review is structured as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce the theory framework for the
description of the processes relevant for the flavour anomalies. Section 3 discusses rare radiative
processes. While no clear anomalies are currently present in the sector of radiative decays, they
give strong constraints on effective couplings relevant also for rare semileptonic decays. Rare
(semi)leptonic decays are covered in Sec. 4, which includes the very rare purely leptonic decays
(Sec. 4.1), the more abundant semileptonic decays (Sec. 4.2), and lepton flavour universality tests
in rare decays (Sec. 4.3). In Sec. 5 we present tree-level b→ c`−ν̄` decays with particular focus
on the anomalies in b→ cτ−ν̄τ transitions. Finally, we summarise and give an outlook in Sec. 6.

2. Theory Framework

Our theoretical understanding of b-hadron decays is complicated by the multitude of relevant
energy scales. These include the electroweak scale µW ∼ MH , the natural scale of the b-quark

1Note that the LHCb experiment operates at a lower, constant, instantaneous luminosity than ATLAS and CMS to
reduce pile-up (luminosity levelling).
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i 1U 2U 7 8 9 10
Ci -0.290 +1.010 -0.337 -0.183 +4.27 -4.17

Table 1: The values of the Wilson coefficients Ci(µ = 4.2 GeV) with i = 1U, 2U, 7, 8, 9, 10 in the SM to NNLL accuracy.
The Wilson coefficients of the operators i = 3 . . . 6, 7′, 8′ are negligibly small in the SM. The remaining Wilson coeffi-
cients are zero in the matching to the SM at the present accuracy. The values have been obtained from the EOS software,
and evolved from the matching scale µ0 = 120 GeV. Parametric uncertainties appear due to, e. g., the value of the t mass.

µb ∼ mb, and the hadronic scale Λhad ∼ a few hundred MeV. Effective Field Theories (EFTs) are
indispensable tools to disentangle the different scales and make reliable and precise predictions
for b-hadron decays possible.

The Weak Effective Field Theory (WET) is the one such such EFT needed to understand
the decays of free b quarks within the Standard Model (SM). To this end one removes such
SM quantum fields as dynamic degrees of freedom that cannot be on-shell in b decays, due the
limited release of energy E ≤ mb [19, 20]. The effects of these fields — the Higgs field, the top
quark, and the W and Z bosons — are encoded in the Wilson coefficients [21] of the effective
field theory. The remainder of the SM fields are present in a set of local field operators starting at
mass dimension six. Consequently, the WET is a nonrenormalisable field theory. Here, as in the
literature, we will not discuss operators of mass dimension eight or larger, which are suppressed
by at least the maximal energy release µ2

b/µ
2
W ∼ 0.2%.

The Wilson coefficients can be realiably calculated at the scale µW in perturbation theory, in
a process known as “matchting” of the SM amplitudes onto free-quark matrix elements of the
local operators. The description of the b-hadron decays, however, requires hadronic matrix ele-
ments of the operators that naturally live at the scale µb or below. The gap between both scales
is bridged by means of Renormalisation Group Evolution (RGE) of the WET operators and their
respective Wilson coefficients The RGE makes it possible to simultaneously calculate the Wilson
coefficients at the scale µW , evolve them to the scale µb, and use the hadronic matrix elements
of the operators at the latter scale. For an encompassing review of the SM effective theory and
its RGE we refer to Ref. [22]. For the purpose of this review, we wish to highlight that the SM
WET coefficients are lepton-flavour universal, and that Wilson coefficients for operators with
non-diagonal lepton-flavour indices are suppressed by m2

ν/M
2
W in the SM.

However, the WET also provides a framework to describe effects Beyond the Standard Model
(BSM) if one assumes the absence of non-standard forces and matter fields below the electroweak
scale. The lack of evidence for such BSM effects below the electroweak scale in direct searches
has made the WET the standard interface for the interpretation of b-quark decay observables.
While there are competing standards for a complete basis of WET operators at mass dimension
six [19, 20], we instead use a basis that is more tailored toward the phenomenology of the two
types of b decays discussed here: charged-current and neutral-current semileptonic decays, and
neutral-current radiative decays. Nevertheless, the insights gained in one basis of WET operators
can be translated onto other bases. To facilitate this process, the Wilson Coefficients eXchange
Format (WCxF) [23] has been agreed upon, which is supported by a majority of the public codes
that predict b decay observables.
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Neutral-current decays. For the description of neutral-current induced b → D, D = s, d transi-
tions we use the effective Lagrangian

Leff
b→D =

4GF
√

2
λD

t

 ∑
i=7,...,8′

CiOi +
∑

i=9,...,T5

CiOi +
∑

i=1c,2c,3,...,6

CiOi


+λD

u

[
C1uO1u + C2uO2u −C1cO1c −C2cO2c

]
+ h.c.

(1)

Here GF is the Fermi constant, λD
U ≡ V∗UbVUD, U = u, c, and the sets of local operators at

mass dimension six are organized as radiative operators (i = 7, . . . , 8′), semileptonic operators
(i = 9, . . . ,T5), and four-quark operators (i = 1c, 2c, 1u, 2u, 3, . . . , 6). The radiative operators are
defined as:

O7 =
e

16π2 mb(µ)[s̄σµνPRb] Fµν , O7′ =
e

16π2 mb(µ)[s̄σµνPLb] Fµν ,

O8 =
gs

16π2 mb(µ)[s̄σµνtAPRb] GA
µν , O8′ =

gs

16π2 mb(µ)[s̄σµνtAPLb] GA
µν .

(2)

Here tA represents an SU(3)C generator, PR(L) ≡ (1 ± γ5)/2 are chiral projectors, F and GA are
the photon and gluon field strengths, and e and gs are the electromagnetic and strong coupling
constants, respectively. All four operators are normalised to the running b-quark mass in the MS
renormalisation scheme, which is also used for all Wilson coefficients from here on.
The four-quark operators that arise in the SM are defined in the Chetyrkin/Misiak/Münz ba-
sis [24]

O1U =[ŪγµtAPLb] [s̄γµtAPLU] , O2U =[ŪγµPLb] [s̄γµPLU] ,

O3 =[s̄γµPLb]
∑

q

[q̄γµq] , O4 =[s̄γµtAPLb]
∑

q

[q̄γµtAq] ,

O5 =[s̄γµγνγρPLb]
∑

q

[q̄γµγνγρq] , O6 =[s̄γµγνγρtAPLb]
∑

q

[q̄γµγνγρtAq] .

(3)

where U = u, c, and the sums iterate over the quark flavours q = u, d, s, c, b. The semileptonic
neutral-current operators are commonly defined as:

O9` =
e2

16π2 [s̄γµPLb] [ ¯̀γµ`] , O10` =
e2

16π2 [s̄γµPLb] [ ¯̀γµγ5`] ,

OS ` =
e2

16π2 [s̄PRb] [ ¯̀`] , OP` =
e2

16π2 [s̄PRb] [ ¯̀γ5`] ,

OT` =
e2

16π2 [s̄σµνb] [ ¯̀σµν`] , OT5` =
e2

16π2 [s̄σµνγ5b] [ ¯̀σµν`] .

(4)

The four chirality flipped operators O9′ through OP′ are obtained from O9 through OP by replac-
ing PR(L) with PL(R). The Wilson coefficients of operators Oi with i = 9′, 10′, S (′), P(′),T,T5 van-
ish in the SM. The approximate values of the Wilson coefficients of the remaining lepton-flavour
universal SM-like operators are shown in Tab. 1, at the renormalisation scale µb. Although these
coefficients have values of order 1, we remind the reader that the definition of the corresponding
operators already accounts for suppressive effect, such as CKM factors λD

U , loop-level suppres-
sion, and normalisation to the Fermi constant GF . All these render flavour-changing neutral
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b→ D transitions very rare processes in the SM. The WET can be extended to include semilep-
tonic operators b → D`+

1 `
−
2 , that is, lepton-flavour violating operators with `1 , `2. The Wilson

coefficients of these operators are power-suppressed by m2
ν/M

2
W terms in the SM.

The RGE evolution of the remaining SM operators involves large numerical effects due to
the four-quark operators, and is known to next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic (NNLL) accu-
racy [22, 25–28]. However, the RGE of the basis at dimension six, that is including the BSM-
only operator set, is presently only known to leading logarithmic (LL) accuracy [19, 20, 29, 30].
Beyond local radiative and semileptonic operators, Eq. (1) also contains a set of hadronic op-
erators. While these do not directly contribute to the decay processes, they nevertheless play
an important role. Non-local operators, defined via the time-ordered products of the local WET
operators with the electromagnetic current,

Ti(x, 0) ≡ T
{
jµe.m.(x),Oi(0)

}
(5)

enter the decay amplitudes at the same level of the coupling strength αe as the radiative and
semileptonic operators. They require process-specific treatment, and are further discussed in
dedicated sections on the theory of the processes at the centre of this review.

Charged-current decays. For the description of charged-current induced b→ c`ν transitions we
use the effective Lagrangian

Leff
b→c`ν̄ =

4GF
√

2
Vcb

∑
i

Ci(µ)Oi + h.c. . (6)

A commonly used basis of dimension-six operators with left-handed neutrinos reads

OVL,` =[c̄γµPLb] [ ¯̀γµPLν] , OVR,` =[c̄γµPLb] [ ¯̀γµPLν] ,
OS L,` =[c̄PLb] [ ¯̀PLν] , OS R,` =[c̄PRb] [ ¯̀PLν] ,
OT,` =[c̄σµνb] [ ¯̀σµνPLν] .

(7)

In the SM, all Wilson coefficients vanish with the exception of i = VL, with CVL = 1 + O(αe)
universally for all leptons. Universal electromagnetic corrections to the matching of CVL —
the so-called Sirlin factor [31] — have been computed. This basis of dimension-six opera-
tors does not suffer from numerically large anomalous mass dimensions due to the absence of
strong interaction effects. Consequently, the RGE evolution to LL accuracy suffices for their
description[19, 20, 29, 30]. Contrary to the b→ D transitions, non-local operators do not play a
role in b→ c`ν transitions at leading-order in the electromagnetic interaction.

3. Rare radiative B decays

3.1. Theory
The theoretical description of exclusive rare radiative b → Dγ decays involves computation

of the decay amplitudes A(B̄ → VγL(R)) within the framework of the WET at mass dimension
six. Here B̄ is a heavy-light meson containing a single valence b quark; V is a vector meson
with appropriate valence quark content, and γL and γR are left- and right-handed on-shell pho-
ton states. The WET operators O7 and O7′ produce a left-handed and a right-handed photon,
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respectively. Their hadronic matrix elements can be parametrized in terms of the two form
factors T1 and T2; see Eq. (48). An algebraic relation connects both form factors for on-shell
photons: T1(q2 = 0) = T2(q2 = 0) [32]. In the absence of further hadronic contributions, the
form factors would therefore cancel out in ratios of the amplitudes. Hence, the ratio of the two
photon-polarisations

A(B̄→ VγR)
A(B̄→ VγL)

∼
C7′

C7
≡ rγ (8)

probes the ratio C7′/C7. In the SM, C7′ is chirally supressed, C7′ = ms/mbC7, and hence rγ � 1.
Observables that can probe the photon polarisation are therefore an excellent quasi-null test of
the SM.

The hadronic form factors for B → K∗, Bs → φ and B → ρ transitions are directly avail-
able at q2 = 0 from light-cone sum rules (LCSRs) [33–35]. The uncertainties for all transitions
are ∼ 10% in LCSR calculation with light-meson DAs [33], and ∼ 30% in LCSR calculations
with B-meson DAs [34, 35]. The form factors can be computed from first principles through
numerical simulations of QCD on space time lattices (LQCD). At the moment, this approach is
restricted to the phase space region q2 ≤ 15 GeV2 for both B → K∗ and Bs → φ modes [36].
In this region, the form factors have relative uncertainties of ∼ 10%, which can be systemati-
cally improved in future analyses. The extrapolation to q2 = 0 incurs additional uncertainties,
increasing the total uncertainty to ∼ 20% for both modes. No predictions for B → ρ transi-
tions are available at the moment. Exclusive B → Vγ modes are presently predicted within the
narrow-width approximation, i.e., the V state is treated as an asymptotically stable state rather
than a hadronic resonance. This incurs additonal uncertainties. A pilot study of this effect on the
LCSR calculations has been carried out in Ref. [37], finding a 20% upward shift of the central
values of the form factors obtained from LCSRs with B-meson DAs. The hadronic form factors
for B → Aγ decays with A an axial meson have been computed in LCSRs in the case of the K1
state [38]. However, the three-body decay K1 → Kππ and nearby resonances make it presently
impossible to provide a reliable theoretical prediction of the B→ K1(→ Kππ)γ observables.

The b→ Dγ amplitudes receive further contributions from the non-local operators Ti defined
in Eq. (5). These non-local operators arise from insertions of four-quark operators if i = 1, . . . , 6
and the chromomagnetic operators if i = 8, 8′. Hadronic matrix elements of the non-local op-
erators can partially be obtained in the framework of QCD factorisation (QCDF) for spectator-
scattering topologies [39, 40]. Within the QCDF framework and to leading power in 1/mb,
transition amplitudes factorise into hard kernel that are perturbatively calculable, and universal
hadronic inputs in form of light-cone distribution amplitudes (LCDAs). The hard kernels are
functions of the momentum distributions of the partons within the external states, and the kernels
can exhibit a singular behaviour in the kinematic endpoints of the partonic phase space. The
factorisation formula holds if in the convolutions of the kernels with the LCDAs this singular
behaviour cancels. Cases in which the singular behaviour is not cancelled are labelled “endpoint
divergent”, and the corresponding contributions to the amplitude cannot be reliably predicted
within the QCDF framework.
The transition amplitudes for the radiative b→ s decays B0(+) → K∗0(+)γ and B0

s → φγ factorise
to leading power in 1/mb for the all four-quark operators i = 1, . . . , 6, but not for the chromo-
magnetic operators i = 8, 8′ [39]. The transition amplitudes for the radiative b → d decays
B0(+) → ρ0(+)γ suffer additional endpoint divergence due to the effect of the four-quark operators
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i = 1, 2 at leading power in 1/mb, due to insertions in annihilation topologies that are not possible
for the b→ s transition [40].
The endpoint divergent contributions due to the four-quark operators and due to the chromomag-
netic operators have been calculated in Ref. [41] and Ref. [42], respectively. Both calculation
have been carried out in the framework of light-cone sum rules with light-meson distribution
amplitudes.
Within the QCDF framework, effects of soft-gluons attached to light-quark loops induced by the
four-quark operators cannot be computed. They have been estimated using LCSRs [41, 43, 44].
For the B → V modes, Ref. [44] predicts a sizable effect. However, it has recently been shown
that the predictions of ref. [44] suffer from an incomplete treatment of the three-particle con-
tributions of the B-meson DAs [35]. The computation using the complete three-particle DAs
indicates that the soft-gluon effects are negligible for q2 ≤ 0 [35]; see the more detailed discus-
sion in Sec. 4.2.1.

Isospin asymmetries. The contributions from weak-annihilation topologies in particular drive [41]
the SM predictions of the isospin asymmetries [45] in these decays. The isospin asymmetries are
defined as

AI =
c2

V Γ(B0→ V (∗)0γ) − Γ(B+→ V (∗)+γ)

c2
V Γ(B0→ V (∗)0γ) + Γ(B+→ V (∗)+γ)

(9)

=
c2

V B(B0→ K(∗)0γ) − (τ0/τ+)B(B+→ K(∗)+γ)

c2
V B(B0→ K(∗)0γ) + (τ0/τ+)B(B+→ K(∗)+γ)

,

Here cV accounts for the valence quark content in the neutral vector mesons, with cV = 1 for
V = K∗ and cV =

√
2 for V = ρ. The most recent predictions for the isospin asymmetries

read [46]

A
K∗γ
I =(4.9 ± 2.6)% , A

ργ
I =(5.2 ± 2.8)% . (10)

CP asymmetries. The amplitudes in exclusive rare b → Dγ decays produce direct CP asym-
metries, since the hadronic contributions can exhibit both [47] a strong-phase difference (due to
differences in intermediate off-shell ūu and c̄c quark states) and a weak-phase difference (due to
differences in the phases of the CKM factors λD

u and λD
t ) in the four-quark operator contributions.

The SM predictions of the direct CP asymmetries

A
Vγ
CP =

B(B̄→ V̄γ) − B(B→ Vγ)
B(B̄→ V̄γ) + B(B→ Vγ)

, (11)

are rather small [48] at

A
K∗γ
CP =0.003 ± 0.001 . (12)

The neutral decay modes ↪ ↩B 0 → K∗0(→ KS π
0)γ and ↪ ↩B 0

s → φ(→ K+K−)γ provide access
to a time-dependent CP asymmetries, since the final states can be reached either through direct
decay of the initial ↪ ↩B meson or through decay after the initial ↪ ↩B meson oscillates [49]. These
time-dependent CP asymmetries can be cast in the form:

A
f
CP(t) =

S f sin(∆Mt) − C f cos(∆Mt)

cosh(∆Γt/2) −A f
∆Γ

sinh(∆Γt/2)
. (13)

9



In the above, ∆M and ∆Γ are the mass difference and decay width difference of the respective
Bq-B̄q meson system, and S f , C f and A f

∆Γ
are final-state f specific coefficients. They can be

expressed as

S f =
2Im(λ f )
1 + |λ f |

2 C f =
1 − |λ f |

2

1 + |λ f |
2 A

f
∆Γ

=
2Re(λ f )
1 + |λ f |

2

for a final CP eigenstate f and where we abbreviate

λ f =
q
p

Ā f

A f
. (14)

Here ↪ ↩A f denotes the decay amplitude or its CP conjugate for the common final state f , and q
and p are B-meson mixing parameters. In the limit |q/p| → 1 the coefficient CVγ can be identi-
fied with the direct CP asymmetry aVγ

CP. Out of the three coefficients, only two are independent
quantities and therefore physical observables, due to the algebraic identity

1 = |S f |2 + |C f |2 + |A
f
∆Γ
|2 . (15)

The two coefficients S f andA f
∆Γ

of the time-dependent CP asymmetry are sensitive to the photon
polarization rγ,

SV ∼
2rγ

1 + r2
γ

, AV
∆Γ ∼

2rγ
1 + r2

γ

, (16)

with two different proportionality factors.

The dielectron mode B → Ve+e−. While not strictly a radiative decay, the decay B → K∗e+e−

can probe the radiative decay via the decay chain B → K∗γ∗(→ e+e−) at very small dielectron
mass, q2 � 1 GeV2. In this region of the dielectron phase space, longitudinally polarized di-
electron states are negligible compared to the transverse polarisations. The dielectron final state
therefore provides excellent access to rγ through the rich set of angular observables accessible in
the four-body final state [48].

3.2. Experimental results
3.2.1. Decay rates and asymmetries
Isospin asymmetries. Recently, the Belle collaboration published the first evidence for isospin
violation between the decays B+→ K∗+γ and B0→ K∗0γ at 3.1σ [50]. The experimental result
of

A
K∗γ
I =(6.2 ± 1.5stat ± 0.6syst ± 1.2 f+−/ f00 )% (17)

is in good agreement with the SM prediction [46] and the measurement by the BaBar collabora-
tion [51]. The B-factory experiments have also measured the isospin asymmetry for the b → dγ
decays B+→ ρ+γ and B0→ ρ0γ. The results [52, 53]

A
ργ
I = − 0.43+0.25

−0.22 ± 0.10, (18)

A
ργ
I = − 0.48+0.21

−0.19
+0.08
−0.09

10



Decay B Ref. B SM [41, 48, 54]

B0→ K∗0γ (4.47 ± 0.10 ± 0.16) × 10−5 BaBar [51]
(4.18 ± 0.84) × 10−5

B0→ K∗0γ (3.96 ± 0.07 ± 0.14) × 10−5 Belle [50]
B+→ K∗+γ (4.22 ± 0.14 ± 0.16) × 10−5 BaBar [51]

(4.25 ± 0.88) × 10−5

B+→ K∗+γ (3.76 ± 0.10 ± 0.12) × 10−5 Belle [50]

B0
s→ φγ (3.6 ± 0.5 ± 0.3 ± 0.6) × 10−5 Belle [55]

(4.02 ± 0.52) × 10−5

B0
s→ φγ (3.38 ± 0.34 ± 0.20) × 10−5 LHCb [56]

B+→ ρ+γ (1.20+0.42
−0.37 ± 0.20) × 10−6 BaBar [52]

(1.16 ± 0.26) × 10−6

B+→ ρ+γ (0.87+0.29
−0.27

+0.09
−0.11) × 10−6 Belle [53]

B0→ ρ0γ (0.97+0.24
−0.22 ± 0.06) × 10−6 BaBar [52]

(0.55 ± 0.13) × 10−6

B0→ ρ0γ (0.78+0.17
−0.16

+0.09
−0.10) × 10−6 Belle [53]

Table 2: Branching fractions of exclusive b → sγ and b → dγ decays by the BaBar [51, 52], Belle [50, 53, 55], and
LHCb [56] collaborations. The measurement of B(B0

s→ φγ) by the LHCb collaboration [56] uses the world average of
B(B0→ K∗0γ). The SM predictions [48, 54] are affected by significant hadronic uncertainties.

are in good agreement with the SM prediction [46].
In addition, Belle, BaBar and LHCb provide precise measurements of exclusive b→ sγ and

b → dγ branching fractions, the most precisely determined modes are given in Tab. 2. The
measurements are found to be in good agreement with the SM predictions [41, 48, 54], that are
affected by significant uncertainties from the hadronic form factors, as discussed in Sec. 3.1.

Direct CP asymmetries. As for the isospin asymmetries, the uncertainties from the hadronic form
factors cancel in the direct CP asymmetries ACP at leading order. The Babar [51], Belle [50],
and LHCb [56] collaboration find for the direct CP asymmetries

ACP(B→ K∗γ) =(−0.4 ± 1.4 ± 0.3)%, [50] (19)
ACP(B→ K∗γ) =(−0.3 ± 1.7 ± 0.7)%, [51] and

ACP(B0→ K∗0γ) =(+0.8 ± 1.7 ± 0.9)%, [56]

in good agreement with the SM [48].

3.2.2. Time-dependent CP asymmetries
As discussed in Sec. 3.1, the measurement of time-dependent asymmetries in rare b → sγ

decays allow to probe photon polarisation. In the B0 system, the decay width difference ∆Γd is
negligible, so Eq. 13 simplifies to

A
Vγ
CP(t) =

Γ(B0→ Vγ) − Γ(B0→ Vγ)

Γ(B0→ Vγ) + Γ(B0→ Vγ)
= S Vγ sin(∆Mdt) −CVγ cos(∆Mdt) (20)

Experimental determinations ofSVγ and CVγ require decay-time (or, in the case of the B-factories
where BB̄ meson pairs are produced coherently, decay-time difference) dependent analyses that
identify the B0 production flavour (flavour tagging). Flavour tagging relies on flavour specific
decay signatures of the other B (e. g. the lepton charge in semileptonic b→ c`−ν̄` decays). The
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Figure 1: Measurements of the time-dependent CP-asymmetries (left) SVγ and (right) CVγ by the BaBar and Belle
collaborations in the K0

S π
0γ [58, 59], K0

S ηγ [60, 61], K0
S ρ

0γ [62, 63], and K0
S φγ [64] final states.

flavour tagging performance is given by the effective tagging power εeff = εtag(1− 2ωtag)2, which
corresponds to the effective reduction of the sample size due to the efficiency to provide a flavour
tag (εtag) and the mistag probability (ωtag). Typical effective tagging powers at BaBar and Belle
are around 30% [57].

The BaBar and Belle collaborations have determined SVγ and CVγ in the final states K0
S π

0γ
(including the K∗0γ) [58, 59], K0

S ηγ [60, 61], and K0
S ρ

0(→ π+π−)γ [62, 63]. The Belle collabora-
tion has also performed a measurement using the K0

Sφγ final state [64]. The results are given in
Fig. 1, they are in good agreement with the SM prediction of predominantly left-handed photon
polarisation and thus small SVγ. No direct CP violation is observed. So far, no measurements
of these decays were performed at the LHC, due to the more challenging reconstruction of final
states containing K0

S (and π0) mesons, and the less efficient flavour tagging. The Belle collab-
oration furthermore performed a time-dependent analysis of the b → dγ decay B0→ ρ0γ [65].
The results for this highly suppressed mode exhibit significant uncertainties and are in agreement
with the SM expectation [41].

In the B0
s system, the width difference ∆Γs is significant and therefore sensitivity to A∆Γ is

retained. It should be noted thatA∆Γ can be accessed without the need to perform identification
of the B0

s production flavour. The LHCb collaboration performed a first untagged measurement
using the decay B0

s → φγ, resulting in a Aφγ
∆Γ

value consistent with the SM within 2σ [66].
More recently, LHCb performed a first tagged determination of the observables Sφγ, Cφγ, and
A

φγ
∆Γ

with B0
s→ φγ decays [67]. The effective tagging power in this measurement is found to be

εeff = εtag(1 − 2ωtag)2 = (4.99 ± 0.14)%. The observables are determined to be

Sφγ =0.43 ± 0.30 ± 0.11, (21)

Cφγ =0.11 ± 0.29 ± 0.11, and

A
φγ
∆Γ

= − 0.67+0.37
−0.41 ± 0.17,

consistent with the SM prediction [43] within 1.3, 0.3 and 1.7σ, respectively.

3.2.3. Photon polarisation from B+→ K+
1 (→ K+π+π−)γ

The radiative decay B+→ K+π+π−γ allows access to information on the photon polarisation
through the angle θ, defined as the angle of the photon with respect to the plane spanned by
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Figure 2: (Left) The angle θ is defined as the angle between the direction opposite the photon ~pγ and the normal
~pπ,slow × ~pπ,fast to the K+π+π− plane in the K+π+π− center-of-mass frame. (Right) The up-down asymmetryAud in four
bins of mKππ. Figures reproduced from Ref. [69].

the charged hadrons in the K+π+π− center-of-mass frame (see Fig. 2). The up-down asymmetry
Aud, i. e. the asymmetry between photons emitted in the upwards and downwards direction, is
proportional to the photon polarisation asymmetry

Aud =

∫ +1
0 cos θ dΓ

dcosθ −
∫ 0
−1 cos θ dΓ

dcosθ∫ +1
−1 cos θ dΓ

dcosθ

∝
|C7|

2 − |C′7|
2

|C7|
2 + |C′7|

2 ∝
1 − |rγ|2

1 + |rγ|2
(22)

where however the proportionality factor depends on the resonances contributing to the K+π+π−

system [68]. Several different strange resonances, e. g. K+
1 (1270), K+

1 (1400), K∗+(1410) etc.,
contribute to the final state, a study of the hadronic system can be found in Ref. [62]. The LHCb
collaboration performed a measurement of Aud in four bins of mK+π+π− [69]. The results given
in Fig. 2 excludes the null-hypothesis of zero photon polarisation at a significance of 5.2σ. The
use of an amplitude analysis technique to separate contributions from the different strange reso-
nances is being investigated [17, 70]. The absence of theoretical predictions for hadronic matrix
elements with a Kππ system prohibit presently the use ofAud in phenomenological studies.

3.2.4. Baryonic b→ sγ decays
Baryonic b→ sγ transitions offer unique opportunities to study photon polarisation due to

the non-zero spins of the initial and final state hadrons [71, 72]. The angular differential decay
distributions for the radiative baryon decay Λ0

b→ Λγ are given by [73]

dΓ

dcosθγ
∝1 −

1 − |rγ|2

1 + |rγ|2
PΛ0

b
cos θγ, and (23)

dΓ

dcosθp
∝1 −

1 − |rγ|2

1 + |rγ|2
αp, 1

2
cos θp,

where θγ denotes the angle between the photon direction and the Λ0
b spin, θp the angle between

the direction of the proton and the Λ (in the Λ rest frame), αp, 1
2

= 0.732 ± 0.014 [74–76] the Λ

asymmetry2, and PΛ0
b

the Λ0
b production polarisation.

2This value was recently updated from the previous world average of αp, 1
2

= 0.642 ± 0.013.

13



Observable Measurement [82] SM prediction [33, 54]

FL 0.044 ± 0.026 ± 0.014 0.051 ± 0.013
A(2)

T +0.11 ± 0.10 ± 0.02 −0.0001 ± 0.0004
ARe

T −0.06 ± 0.08 ± 0.02 +0.033 ± 0.020
AIm

T +0.02 ± 0.10 ± 0.01 −0.00012 ± 0.00034

Table 3: Angular observables from an angular analysis of the decay B0 → K∗0e+e− by the LHCb collaboration [82],
together with the SM predictions from Refs. [33, 54].

Recently, the LHCb collaboration performed the first observation of a baryonic b-hadron
decay with the observation of the decay Λ0

b→ Λγ [77]. The branching fraction of the decay is
measured to be [77]

B(Λ0
b→ Λγ) =(7.1 ± 1.5syst ± 0.6stat ± 0.7ext.) × 10−6, (24)

in agreement with SM predictions [78–80]. An angular analysis of the decay should be possible
with the full LHCb Run 2 data sample.

3.2.5. B0→ K∗0e+e− at low q2

At low invariant di-lepton masses m2
`` = q2 � 1 GeV2/c4 the b→ s`+`− transition B0 →

K∗0`+`− is dominated by virtual photon contributions (i. e. C7 in the SM). The angular distri-
butions of the decay are thus sensitive to the photon polarisation and allow to probe potential
contributions from right-handed currents [48, 81]. The LHCb experiment has performed an an-
gular analysis of the decay B0→ K∗0e+e− in the q2 region3 0.0008 < q2 < 0.257 GeV2/c4. The
angular analysis uses a folding technique to simplify the angular distribution discussed in detail
in Sec. 4.2.3, specifically the decay angle φ is transformed such that φ̃ = φ + π for φ < 0 and
φ̃ = φ otherwise. Neglecting contributions from the S-wave and lepton mass effects (which is a
good approximation for electrons), the angular distribution is then given by

1
d(Γ + Γ̄)/dq2

d4(Γ + Γ̄)
dq2 dcosθl dφ̃ dcosθK

=
9

16π

[
3
4 (1 − FL) sin2 θK + FL cos2 θK (25)

+ 1
4 (1 − FL) sin2 θK cos 2θl − FL cos2 θK cos 2θl

+(1 − FL)ARe
T sin2 θK cos θl

+ 1
2 (1 − FL)A(2)

T sin2 θK sin2 θl cos 2φ̃

+ 1
2 (1 − FL)AIm

T sin2 θK sin2 θl sin 2φ̃
]
.

Here, the angular observables A(2)
T , ARe

T , and AIm
T are related to the angular observables discussed

in Sec. 4.2.3 via A(2)
T = P1, ARe

T = 2P2, and AIm
T = −2PCP

3 . The results, given in Tab. 3 are in ex-
cellent agreement with SM predictions [33, 54] and provide the world’s most precise constraints
on photon polarisation.

3Note that the lower boundary can only be reached with the di-electron mode due to the small electron mass.
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3.2.6. Experimental prospects
The Belle II experiment will perform precise measurements of time-dependent CP violation

in both b → sγ and b → dγ decays. With the full Belle II data set the collaboration expects
sensitivities of σ(SK0

S π
0γ) = 0.035 and σ(Sργ) = 0.07 [83], respectively. Furthermore, Belle II

expects to measure branching fractions for exclusive b→ dγ modes to a precision of around 5%,
and CP- and isospin-asymmetries for exclusive b → sγ decays to a precision of 0.5% or better
with the full data sample [83].

Angular analyses of baryonic radiative decays are uniquely possible at LHCb. With the full
Upgrade II data sample, the LHCb collaboration expects to measure the photon polarisation
asymmetry in the decay Λ0

b→ Λγ with 4% precision [17]. For the angular analysis of the rare
decay B0→ K∗0e+e− at low q2, the LHCb collaboration expects statistical sensitivities for A(2)

T
and AIm

T of 2% with the full Upgrade II data sample [17]. Furthermore, LHCb plans to perform
a competitive measurement of SK0

S ππγ, projecting around 200 k signal events with the Upgrade II
data sample [17].

4. Rare (semi)leptonic B decays

4.1. Leptonic B decays
4.1.1. Theory

As discussed in Sec. 2, in the SM b → D`+`−, D = d, s transitions are highly suppressed,
since they only emerge at the one-loop level and involve small CKM factors. For the purely lep-
tonic decays, helicity suppression is an additional factor [84] in the SM, which can be lifted by
BSM effects through the scalar and pseudoscalar operators with i = S , S ′, P, P′ in Eq. (4). The
matching calculations for the SM operator have now reached the level of NLO in the electroweak
coupling and NNLO in the strong coupling αs in the matching calculations [85–87].

Amplitudes for the purely leptonic decays Bq → `+`− depend on only a single hadronic
matrix element to leading order in the electromagnetic coupling [84]. This matrix element is
commonly parametrised in terms of the Bq-meson decay constant fBq [88]

〈0| q̄γµγ5b |B̄q(p)〉 = i fBq pµ . (26)

The decay constant has been determined in lattice QCD simulations. Several Lattice QCD anal-
yses with N f = 2 + 1 + 1 light quark flavours are available [89–93]. Their world averages

fBd =190.0 ± 1.3 MeV , fBs =230.3 ± 1.3 MeV , (27)

are dominated by a single analysis by the Fermilab/MILC collaboration [92].

The full set of time-integrated observables in flavour-specific measurements of ↪ ↩B s → `+`−

decays has been discussed in Ref. [84]. In addition to the time-integrated branching ratio

〈B(↪ ↩B 0
s → `+`−)〉 ≡

∫ ∞

0
dtB(↪ ↩B 0

s → `+`−)(t) , (28)

it includes the effective lifetime. The latter is defined as the first moment of the decay-time
distribution [84]

τ`
+`−

eff ≡

∫ ∞
0 dt tB(↪ ↩B 0

s → `+`−)(t)∫ ∞
0 dtB(↪ ↩B 0

s → `+`−)(t)
. (29)
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Since the
↪ ↩
B0

q are pseudoscalar mesons, the lepton pair with definite helicities is either `+
L`
−
L or

`+
R`
−
R . Neither is a CP eigenstate, and therefore only a time-dependent rate asymmetry but no

time-dependent CP asymmetry can be defined. The rate asymmetry takes the same form as
Eq. (13), with three coefficients C`

+`− , S`
+`− andA`+`−

∆Γ
. To leading order in αs the SM predictions

for these coefficients read [84]

S`
+`− =0 = C`

+`− , A`+`−

∆Γ =1 . (30)

Power-enhanced electromagnetic effects introduce deviations from these prediction [94]. For the
↪ ↩B 0

s system, the results read [94]

Sµ
+
Lµ
−
L = −Sµ

+
Rµ
−
R = + 0.6% , Cµ

+
Lµ
−
L = −Cµ

+
Rµ
−
R = + 0.1% , A

µ+µ−

∆Γ
=1 − 2.0 × 10−5 . (31)

The SM predictions for the time-integrated observables are sensitive to the aforementioned
power-enhanced electromagnetic effects. For a soft-photon energy of 60 MeV or smaller the SM
predictions of the time-integrated rates read [94]

109 × B(↪ ↩B 0
s → µ+µ−) = 3.660 ± 0.137 , 1010 × B(↪ ↩B 0

d → µ+µ−) = 1.027 ± 0.052 . (32)

The SM prediction of the ratio of branching fractions is very precise, since the decay con-
stant, CKM factor and Wilson coefficient cancel and to leading-order in αe no new hadronic
uncertainties arise. The ratios read

rq
`/µ

=
B(B̄q → `+`−)
B(B̄q → µ+µ−)

=
m2
`

m2
µ

√√√
M2

Bq
− m2

`

M2
Bq
− m2

µ

, (33)

and evaluate to

rs
τ/µ = 212 , 107rs

e/µ = 234 , (34)

rd
τ/µ = 209 , 107rd

e/µ = 234 , (35)

with negligible uncertainties.

4.1.2. Experimental results
Amongst the purely leptonic b → s`+`− decays, the decays B0

s→ µ+µ− and B0→ µ+µ− play
a special role, as they are experimentally the most easily accessible. The LHC experiments have
taken the lead in the analysis of these decays, profiting from the very large B-meson production
rate in high energy proton collisions and the excellent muon reconstruction and identification at
the experiments. The decade long program to search for these decays and later discover B0

s →

µ+µ− is described below.
The decay of B mesons to electrons suffers from Bremsstrahlung losses which make the

decay much harder to reconstruct, especially at the LHC. Decays to τ− leptons face the challenge
of a variety of possible τ− decay modes, all including one or more neutrinos. Nonetheless, all six
leptonic decay modes of B mesons have been searched for at the LHC, the measurements will be
discussed in the following.
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Figure 5. Invariant mass distributions with the fit projection overlays for the branching fraction

results. The left (right) plot shows the combined results from the high- (low-)range analysis BDT

categories defined in table 1. The total fit is shown by the solid line and the different background

components by the broken lines. The signal components are shown by the hatched distributions.
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Observation and current status of B0
s → µ+µ−. The decays B0

s → µ+µ− and B0 → µ+µ− have
been considered prime discovery modes for new scalar of pseudo-scalar particles, the quest to
find these decays has been ongoing since the first CLEO and ARGUS searches in the 1980s.
The LHCb experiment found the first evidence for the decay B0

s → µ+µ− in 2012 [95], the first
observation was published in a joint analysis from the CMS and LHCb collaborations [96]. The
most precise measurements, that are discussed here, are provided by the three LHC experiments
ATLAS [97], CMS [98] and LHCb [99], they are combined in an LHC average [100]. All three
collaborations use approximately one half of their complete Run 1 and 2 data sets, updates using
the full data set are expected soon.

The reconstructed di-muon invariant mass of all three experiments can be seen in Fig. 3,
which shows the region of high signal likelihood for all three experiments. The data show a
clearly visible excess for all experiments, the individual statistical signal significance is deter-
mined to be 4.6σ for ATLAS, 5.6σ for CMS and 7.8σ for LHCb. Dominant background
sources are on the left mass sideband semileptonic B decays that are partially reconstructed
and hadronic two-body B decays close to the B0 mass. The measured branching fractions of
B0

s→ µ+µ− and B0→ µ+µ− of the individual experiments are combined [100], the 2D-likelihood
contours can be found in Fig. 4 (left), the one dimensional projection in Fig. 4 (right). Con-
sistent with the expectation, no evidence for the rarer decay B0 → µ+µ− is seen. A limit of
B(B0→ µ+µ−) < 1.9× 10−10 is set at 95% confidence level. The combined branching fraction of
the decay B0

s→ µ+µ− is obtained to be B(B0
s→ µ+µ−) = 2.69+0.37

−0.35 × 10−9. Including theoretical
uncertainties, the one-dimensional compatibility with the SM prediction [94] is estimated to be
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Figure 4: (left) Two-dimensional likelihood contours of the results for the B0
s → µ+µ− and B0→ µ+µ− decays for the

ATLAS, CMS and LHCb experiments are shown with their combination. The red dashed line represents the ATLAS
experiment, the green dot-dashed line the CMS experiment, the blue long-dashed line the LHCb experiment and the
continuous line their combination. For each experiment and for the combination, likelihood contours correspond to the
values of −2∆lnL = 2.3, 6.2 and 11.8 respectively. (right) Value of −2∆lnL for B0

s → µ+µ−. The dark (light) green
dashed lines represent the 1σ (2σ) interval, the red solid band shows the SM prediction with its uncertainty. Figures
reproduced from from [100].

2.4σ for the B0
s decay and 0.6σ for the B0 decay, while the two-dimensional compatibility with

the SM point is estimated to be of 2.1σ. It will be interesting to see if this tension gets resolved
or increased with the upcoming updates that utilize the full Run 1 and 2 data sets.

Measurement of the effective B0
s → µ+µ− lifetime. As discussed in Sec. 4.1.1, the effective

B0
s → µ+µ− lifetime offers an orthogonal approach to test the SM, first measurements have

been performed by the CMS and LHCb collaborations. The LHCb measurement is performed
from a fit to the background-subtracted decay-time distribution of signal candidates. The CMS
measurement is determined with a two-dimensional likelihood fit to the proper decay time and
di-muon invariant mass; the model introduced in the likelihood fit adopts the per-event decay
time resolution as a conditional parameter in the resolution model. For both experiments, the
measurement is fully dominated by its statistical uncertainty. The combination is found to to be
τB0

s→µ+µ− = 1.91+0.37
−0.35 ps, in excellent agreement with the SM. The likelihood contour is shown in

Fig. 5 (left).

Prospects for B0→ µ+µ−. The decay B0→ µ+µ− has not yet been observed, and the ratio of the
B0

s and the B0 decay is an important test of the flavour structure of the underlying interaction.
The ratio is determined by the combination of all three LHC experiments to be

R =
B(B0→ µ+µ−)
B(B0

s→ µ+µ−)
< 0.060 (36)

at 95% confidence level. The likelihood contour can be found in Fig. 5 (right), so far in good
agreement with the SM prediction. The next step, the discovery of the decay B0→ µ+µ−, can
hopefully be made by the combination of the LHC experiments in Run 3, chances for individual
experiments are to observe the first evidence [17]. The following step is then a precision test of
the ratio R, which will be a major task for the LHC experiments beyond Run 3.

Search for B → e+e−. The decays B0
s → e+e− and B0 → e+e− contain the same sensitivity

to physics beyond the SM as their muonic siblings. In contrast to them, the SM rate is much
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Figure 5: (left) Value of −2∆lnL for the B0
s → µ+µ− effective lifetime, the dark (light) green dashed lines represent

the 1σ (2σ) interval. (right) Value of −2∆lnL for the ratio of the B0→ µ+µ− and B0
s → µ+µ− branching fractions, R,

the light (dark) blue dashed line represents the 90% (95%) CL and the red solid band shows the SM prediction with its
uncertainty. Figures reproduced from from [100].
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stronger helicity suppressed, making an observation of the SM decay rate impossible in any
current or planned collider experiment. This absence of Standard Model background means
these decays constitute a very clean probe for physics beyond the SM and constitute a test for
the universality of leptonic couplings that is complementary to the ratios described later in this
chapter.

In the recent years, only the LHCb collaboration published a search for the decays B0
s→ e+e−

and B0→ e+e−, using about one half of the available data set [101]. The reconstructed invariant
di-electron mass distribution is shown exemplary for the Run 1 data set in Fig. 6 for a region
of high signal likelihood together with the fit projection. The data are well described by the
background expectations, no excess of signal has been found. Upper limits of

B(B0
s→ e+e−) < 11.2 × 10−9 and (37)

B(B0→ e+e−) < 3.0 × 10−9 (38)

are found at 95% CL. As the Standard Model expectation of these decays is far out of experimen-
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s→ τ+τ− candidates. The analysis is performed in regions in this plane, as indicated by vertical and
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s → τ+τ− signal component is negative and is therefore
shown multiplied by -1 (red line). Figures reproduced from from [103].

tal reach, these modes remain a clean null test for physics beyond the SM with new (pseudo)-
scalar contributions. For example, flavour-universal NP scenarios can predict rates close to the
current experimental bounds, see e. g. Ref. [102].

Search for B→ τ+τ−. In the case of B→ τ+τ−, the helicity suppression is not very effective due
to the large τ− mass yielding branching fractions enhanced by roughly a factor 200 with respect
to the muonic decay. As the decay involves only particles of the third generation, it could evolve
into playing a significant role to test different new physics models, specially those with flavour
violating Higgs couplings or tree level scalar of pseudo-scalar exchanges.

However, the τ− decay and its reconstruction poses interesting experimental challenges. The
published LHCb analysis [103] uses data from Run 1 only and reconstructs the τ− candidates
in the decay mode τ− → π+π−π−ντ. The three-prong decay allows to identify the τ− decay
vertices and hence more cleanly reconstruct the B meson candidates. For each τ− candidate,
the two-dimensional distribution of the invariant masses of the two oppositely charged two-pion
combinations is divided into nine sectors, as illustrated in Fig. 7 (left), exploiting the information
of intermediate resonances as the ρ0. Because of the final-state neutrinos, the τ+τ− mass provides
only a weak discrimination between signal and background, and cannot be used to identify the
signal. A central Neural Network (NN) is hence used to separate the signal component, as shown
in Fig. 7 (right). The fitted B0

s→ τ+τ− signal component is negative and upper exclusion limits
are determined to be

B(B0
s→ τ−τ+) < 6.8 × 10−3 and (39)

B(B0→ τ−τ+) < 2.1 × 10−3

at 95% CL. This precision is expected to improve by roughly a factor five with the data set of the
upgraded LHCb experiment [17]. The Belle 2 experiment, that has recently started data-taking,
might be able to explore these modes in some depth, reaching limits on the branching fractions
of order of 10−5 and 10−4 for B0 and B0

s decays, respectively [83].
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Outlook leptonic B-decays. The current experimental situation in purely leptonic B decays, to-
gether with SM expectations, is shown in Fig. 8. No purely leptonic B0 decay has been observed
yet. The experimental sensitivity for the muonic decay B0→ µ+µ− is in reach of the SM pre-
diction, the other two predictions are several orders of magnitude away from the experimental
sensitivity. In the area of B0

s decays, the pattern is similar: while the decay B0
s → µ+µ− has

been observed, the other two Standard Model expectations are out of experimental reach. Any
observed signal in these decay modes would therefore be a clear indication of physics beyond
the SM. This makes the area of purely leptonic B decays a very fruitful field for future searches
for traces of NP.

4.2. Semileptonic B decays
4.2.1. Theory

Exclusive semileptonic b → s`+`− transitions of the type B → M`+`−, with M = P,V ei-
ther a pseudoscalar (P) or a vector (V) meson, are of great phenomenological interest. Unlike
the purely leptonic decays discussed in Sec. 4.1.1, the semileptonic decays are not helicity sup-
pressed, which increases their branching fraction by orders of magnitude to the O(10−7) level.
This makes them better accessible experimentally due to their higher decay rates, reducing sta-
tistical uncertainties and increasing phenomenological usefulness. The hadronic final state also
offers the opportunity for intricate decay distributions that are sensitive to complementary com-
binations of the WET Wilson coefficients. However, this phenomenological usefulness comes in
lockstep with a more complicated theoretical description and therefore larger theoretical uncer-
tainties.

To leading order in the electromagnetic interaction, the matrix elements of semileptonic and
radiative operators factorise in hadronic and leptonic matrix elements. Schematically

A(B̄→ M`+`−) ∝ GF λ
t
D ×

[
(C9 LµV + C10 LµA) F µ + (C9′ LµV + C10′ LµA) F ′,µ

−
LµV
q2

{
2imb(C7 F

T,µ + C7′ F
T,′,µ) + 16π2Hµ

}]
, (40)

where we suppress small corrections due to λu
D and retain only the SM-like operators and their

chirality flipped counter parts. Scalar, pseudoscalar and tensor operators can be readily included,
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see e. g. Ref. [104], but have been dropped to increase legibility. The hadronic matrix elements
are

F
µ
B→M(k, q) ≡ 〈M(k)| s̄γµPL b |B̄(p)〉 , (41)
F
′,µ
B→M(k, q) ≡ 〈M(k)| s̄γµPR b |B̄(p)〉 , (42)

F
T,µ
B→M(k, q) ≡ 〈M(k)| s̄σµνqνPR b |B̄(p)〉 , (43)

F
T ′,µ
B→M(k, q) ≡ 〈M(k)| s̄σµνqνPL b |B̄(p)〉 , (44)

H
µ
B→M(k, q) ≡ i

∫
d4x eiq·x 〈M(k)|T

{
jem
µ (x),

∑
i

CiTi(x)
}
|B̄(p)〉 , (45)

with the sum over operators Ti with i = 1c, 2c, 3 . . . 6, 8. The hadronic matrix elements are
classified either as local matrix elements F (′) and F T (′) or as nonlocal matrix elementsH . Both
types of matrix elements are needed for reliable and accurate predictions of the amplitudes and
therefore of the observables in semileptonic decays. For phenomenological discussions, one
often encounters the hadronic amplitudes of these decays in the transversity basis. These scalar-
valued amplitudes can be obtained by projecting the vector-valued hadronic parts of eq. (40) onto
a basis of polarisation vectors. The number of independent transversity amplitudes depends on
the process under consideration. In the following, we will review the theory status of the various
hadronic matrix elements, separated in local and nonlocal matrix elements

Local hadronic matrix elements. The local matrix elements FB→M can be organized schemati-
cally as

〈M(k)| s̄Γµb |B̄(p)〉 =
∑

i

f B→M
i (q2)S µ

B→M(p, k) . (46)

Here q ≡ p − k, Γ represents an arbitrary Dirac structure, S i represents a set of Lorentz struc-
tures, and fi are the so-called hadronic form factors. The form factors are scalar-valued functions
of q2 and are real-valued below the lowest pair production threshold q2 ≤ (MB + MK). The
number of independent structures S i and independent and non-zero form factors fi depends on
the angular momentum and parity of the hadronic states involved. As for the B-meson decay
constants, the form factors are genuinely non-perturbative objects. Studies of the form factors
within the framework of QCD factorization (QCDF) found that — for large energies EM of the
final hadron in the B rest frame — ratios of the form factors are accessible to leading power in
the heavy-quark expansion, while the form factors themselves are inaccessible due to endpoint
divergences [105]. These relations are remnants of the symmetry arising from the simultaneous
large-energy and heavy-quark limits, and are broken by radiative corrections and 1/mb and 1/EM

power corrections. Nevertheless, these relations are useful to discuss approximate relations be-
tween transversity amplitudes, and have lead to the design of a basis of decay observables with
reduced theoretical uncertainties [106]. Even for small energies EM the symmetries imposed by
the heavy-quark expansion alone give rise to strong correlations between the form factors, such
that a similar basis of decay observables can be constructed [104, 107]. An extension to the full
phase space was achieved in Ref. [108].

For transitions of a B-meson to a pseudo-scalar meson P a common basis of the three nonzero
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form factors reads

〈P(k)| D̄γµb |B̄(p)〉 =

(p + k)µ −
M2

B − M2
P

q2 qµ
 f+(q2) +

M2
B − M2

P

q2 qµ f0(q2) ,

〈P(k)| D̄σµνqνb |B̄(p)〉 =
i

MB + MP

[
2q2 pµ − (M2

B − M2
P + q2)qµ

]
fT (q2) .

(47)

The hadronic matrix elements of other dimension-three currents vanish by Lorentz symmetry and
parity conservation of the strong interaction. The full basis of local form factors of B̄→ K̄ [109,
110], B̄ → π [111–116] and B̄s → K [114, 117] transitions is available at q2 & 15 GeV2 from
lattice QCD studies. These form factors are also accessible with light-cone sum rules (LCSRs)
for q2 . 12 GeV2. The full basis of B̄→ K̄, B̄→ π, and B̄s → K form factors is available from
LCSRs with final-state distribution amplitudes [118]. Their uncertainties are competitive with
the extrapolations from lattice QCD results to q2 ' 0. The form factors for B̄ → K̄ and B̄ → π
transitions are also available from LCSRs with B-meson distribution amplitudes [34], albeit with
larger parametric and systematic uncertainties.

For transitions of a B-meson to a vector-meson V a common basis of the seven nonzero form
factors reads

〈V(k, η)| D̄γµb |B̄(p)〉 =εµνρση∗νpρkσ
2V(q2)

MB + MV
, (48)

〈V(k, η)| D̄γµγ5b |B̄(p)〉 =iη∗ν
[
gµν(MB + MV )A1(q2) −

(p + k)µqν

MB + MV
A2(q2) −

2MVqµqν

q2

(
A0(q2) − A3(q2)

) ]
,

(49)

〈V(k, η)| D̄σµνqνb |B̄(p)〉 =εµνρση∗νpρkσ2T1(q2) , (50)

〈V(k, η)| D̄σµνqνγ5b |B̄(p)〉 =iη∗ν
[ (

gµν(M2
B − M2

B) − (p + k)µqν
)

T2(q2) + qν
qµ − q2

M2
B − M2

V

(p + k)µ
 T3(q2)

]
.

(51)

with η the polarization vector of the vector meson V and

A3(q2) ≡
MB + MV

2MV
A1(q2) −

MB − MV

2MV
A2(q2) . (52)

Since vector mesons are resonances and decay via the strong interaction, the description of their
form factors incurs additional inherent uncertainties. At present it is standard to treat the vector
mesons as quasi-stable states in the narrow-width approximation, see e. g. [119]. This holds for
lattice QCD studies as well as sum-rule bases analyses, with one exception. A recent pilot study
of B̄→ K̄π form factors, which include the K̄∗ resonance, have found O(10%) effects due to the
finite width [37]. However, their findings indicate universal changes to all form factors, which
cancel in ratios such as angular observables and CP or isospin asymmetries. Branching ratios are
the most strongly affected observables4.

The full basis of local form factors of B̄ → K̄∗ and B̄s → φ transitions are available at
q2 & 15 GeV2 from a single lattice QCD study [36]. An independent corroboration is presently

4It should be noted that these effects further increase the tension between measurements and predictions of the branch-
ing ratios.
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in progress [120–122]. The form factors for B̄ → ρ transitions are not available from lattice
QCD simulations, and should rather be treated as B̄ → ππ form factors [123, 124]. These form
factors are also accessible with light-cone sum rules (LCSRs) for q2 . 12 GeV2. The full basis
of B̄ → K̄∗ and B̄s → φ form factors is available from LCSRs with final-state distribution
amplitudes [33]. Their uncertainties are competitive with the extrapolations from lattice QCD
results to q2 ' 0. The form factors for B̄ → K̄∗ [34] and B̄s → φ [35] transitions are also
available from LCSRs with B-meson distribution amplitudes, albeit with larger parametric and
systematic uncertainties.

Nonlocal hadronic matrix elements. The nonlocal hadronic matrix elements Hµ
B→M(q2) can be

organized in a similar ways as the form factors, in terms of nonlocal form factors HB→M
i and

Lorentz structures S µ
i . In the SM are three-independent nonlocal form factors per B → V

transitions, and one independent nonlocal form factor per B → P transition. The treatment
of nonlocal hadronic matrix elements in the rare semileptonic decays constitutes presently the
largest systematic uncertainty for theory predictions and the inference of the WET Wilson co-
efficients; see e. g. ref. [44] and ref. [125], respectively. Beyond these parametric uncertainties,
hard-to-quantify systematic uncertainties are introduced: present studies of the nonlocal effects
work under the assumption that BSM physics does not induce four-quark operators beyond the
ones listed in eq. (3), or modify the Wilson coefficients of four-quark or radiative operators with
i = 1U, 2U, 3, . . . , 6, 8′. The total number of independent nonlocal form factors needed in the
most general basis of WET coefficients has not yet been determined.

To date, the basis for most of the phenomenological analyses of the B̄→ K̄(∗)`+`− data is an
operator product expansion (OPE) in terms of either local (local OPE) or light-cone operators
(LCOPE). The local OPE can be applied to the nonlocal operators Ti(x) if all components of
the distance x are small, xµ � Λ−1

had ∀µ. This is the case in the limit q2 → ∞, and can be
assumed to hold well already for q2 ' m2

b. This OPE can be carried out either with matching
onto local operators involving a heavy-quark effective theory field [126] or a QCD-field [127]
for the b quark. Here, we will only discuss the OPE with matching onto QCD fields. Analytic
results for the matching coefficients of the leading-power dimension-three operators are known
to O(αs) [128]. The matrix elements of the dimension-three operators are exactly the local form
factors F (′) and F T (′). The matching coefficients for the dimension-four and dimension-five
operators are known to leading order in αs [127]. Their matrix elements are similar to local form
factors of D̄ . . . b currents that contain strings of covariant derivatives. These matrix elements
are presently known within the framework of QCDF for large energies EM of the final state
hadron [39, 40]; see the comments on QCDF calculations of local form factor above. For the
four-quark operators, these matrix elements free of endpoint divergences at leading power. For
the radiative operator O8, however, endpoint divergences emerge, and the QCDF framework
breaks down. These contributions are instead obtained from light-cone sum rule calculations [41,
42]. At large q2 above the open charm threshold, quark-hadron duality implies that integrated
measurements in the accessible phase space should concide with the integrated OPE predictions,
albeit with hard-to-quantify systemtic uncertainties (dubbed duality violation) [107, 126, 127,
129].

The LCOPE includes at leading power the local limit, i. e., the results for the dimension-
three operators of the local OPE. Within the LCOPE, the dominant contributions from four-quark
operators have been studied. For the four-quark operators, the higher dimensional operators are
suppressed by inverse power of q2 − 4m2

c [44]. Together with the numerically large results for
the the matrix elements of the the next-to-leading power operators, this result has drawn into
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question whether the theory predictions are reliable in the phenomenologically interesting region
q2 ' 1 . . . 6 GeV2 [130–132]. A recent study [35] revisit the steps undertaken in ref. [44] and
comes to the following conclusions: a) There is only one operator at next-to-leading power in
the LCOPE, and the result for its matching coefficient is confirmed. b) The hadronic matrix
elements of this operators had been incompletely calculated, due to the absence of half of the
Lorentz structures in the LCSR setup of ref. [44]. The complete calculation reduced the hadronic
matrix elements of the operator in question by a factor of 10 [35]. Further reduction by another
factor of 10 arises from updated numerical inputs.

Nevertheless, it has been advocated [44, 131, 133] to replace the present approach of calcu-
lating the nonlocal matrix elements in the semileptonic region with the following approach:

• The nonlocal form factors should be calculated at spacelike q2, away from hadronic branch
cuts in that variable. A choice of q2 . −1 GeV2 accelerates the convergence of the LCOPE.

• The gap between spacelike q2 and the phenomenologically interesting region at timelike
q2 should be bridged by some form of analytic continuation. This step has been addressed
in the literature in a few different ways, which range from more phenomenological [129,
131, 134–137] to more formal [44, 133, 138]. The more formal ones involve dispersion
relations [44, 138] or a formal series expansion [133].

Very recently, a new parametrization [35] has been proposed that provides a handle on the trun-
cation error in the series expansion method. This handle, in form a of a dispersive bound, had
not yet been used in any phenomenological analysis, and studies to that effect are ongoing.

4.2.2. Decay rates
Compared to the very rare fully leptonic B decays, semileptonic b → s`+`− decays exhibit

higher decay rates and are thus generally easier accessible experimentally. The semileptonic
b → s`+`− decays B0→ K+`+`− and B0→ K∗0`+`− were first observed by the Belle Collabora-
tion [139, 140]. Since then, branching fractions of exclusive b→ s`+`− decays have been studied
by the BaBar [141], Belle [142], CDF [143], CMS [144] and LHCb collaborations [145–153].
At hadron colliders, the muonic b → sµ+µ− decays are more easily accessible compared to the
b→ se+e− modes, as muons can be triggered and reconstructed with higher efficiency in the high
multiplicity hadronic environment. For the example of the LHCb detector, the first level trigger
thresholds in 2012 were set to ET(e±) > 3 GeV/c2 and pT(µ±) > 1.78 GeV/c for the electron and
muon trigger, respectively, resulting in a lower trigger efficiency for electron modes [154, 155].
This is in contrast to the situation at the B-factory experiments that exhibit similar efficiencies for
b→ sµ+µ− and b→ se+e− modes. Measurements from the B-factory experiments thus typically
combine the two lepton flavours for branching fraction measurements to achieve higher signal
yields.

Figure 9 summarises the experimental status for the branching fractions of the decays B+→

K+µ+µ− [145], B0→ K∗0µ+µ− [145], B0→ K0
S µ

+µ− [145], B0
s→ φµ+µ− [143, 149], and Λ0

b→

Λµ+µ− [143, 153]. The differential branching fractions dB/dq2 are given in bins of q2, the
invariant mass of the dilepton system squared. The q2-regions that contain the charmomium
resonances J/ψ and ψ(2S ) are excluded, as the B→ XJ/ψ(ψ(2S )) tree-level decays dominate in
these regions. For the highest statistics rare modes B+→ K+µ+µ− and B0→ K∗0µ+µ− measured
by LHCb in Refs. [145, 156], the q2 region 0.98 < q2 < 1.1 GeV2/c4 containing the φ resonance
(B(φ→ µ+µ−) = (2.86 ± 0.19) × 10−4 [76]) is excluded as well. The measurements from the
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B-factory experiments combine the two lepton flavours and furthermore the two isospin partners,
i. e. the rare decays that differ only by the light (u or d) spectator quark.

The SM predictions from Refs. [33, 36, 54, 157] are shown as shaded boxes. The data lie
generally below the SM predictions, in particular at low q2. The largest tension is found for the
decay B0

s → φµ+µ− [149], corresponding to around 3σ in the q2 range 1 < q2 < 6 GeV2/c4.
The situation for the decay Λ0

b → Λµ+µ− is less clear, it was however recently pointed out
in Ref. [158], that the Λ0

b hadronisation fraction fΛ0
b

used in Ref. [153] included results from
LEP and Tevatron experiments. Updating fΛ0

b
to only include the Tevatron average lowers the

measured branching fraction significantly. For the other b→ s`+`− decay modes the tensions
range from around 1–3σ. These tensions are primarily driven by the precise measurements of
the muonic modes by the LHCb collaboration and constitute one of the flavour anomalies in the
rare decays. It should be noted, that the SM prediction of the branching fractions are affected by
significant hadronic uncertainties, both from the non-perturbative form-factor calculations, and,
more critically, from the nonlocal contributions discussed in Sec. 4.2.1.

At hadron colliders, the branching fractions of rare b→ s`+`− decays are typically measured
relative to the corresponding B→ XJ/ψ(→ `+`−) charmonium decays. For the example of the
rare decay B+→ K+µ+µ− this results in the differential branching fraction for a q2 bin of width
q2

max − q2
min given by

dB(B+→ K+µ+µ−)
dq2 =

N(B+→ K+µ+µ−)
N(B+→ K+J/ψ)

ε(B+→ K+J/ψ)
ε(B+→ K+µ+µ−)

B(B+→ K+J/ψ)B(J/ψ→ µ+µ−)
q2

max − q2
min

,

(53)

where N(B+ → K+µ+µ− and N(B+ → K+J/ψ are the yields of signal and normalisation mode
and ε(B+→ K+µ+µ−) and ε(B+→ K+J/ψ) the corresponding efficiencies. As the charmonium
decays are reconstructed in the same final state as the rare signal modes, many experimental
systematic uncertainties cancel in the efficiency ratio. The charmonium decays are furthermore
also used to control Monte Carlo simulation, e. g. to determine trigger efficiencies through data-
driven techniques [154]. The branching fractions of the normalisation modes B+ → K+J/ψ,
B+ → K∗0J/ψ, B0

s → φJ/ψ, and Λ0
b → ΛJ/ψ are currently determined at relative precisions

of 2.7%, 3.9%, 4.5% and 7.4%, respectively [76], which constitutes the dominant experimental
systematic uncertainty for these measurements. Some of the measurements of rare b → sµ+µ−

decays (e. g. the branching fraction of the rare decay B+→ K+µ+µ−) are therefore already at this
point systematically limited by the precision on the branching fraction of the corresponding nor-
malisation mode, which is fully correlated between all q2 bins. At the B-factory experiments the
branching fractions are instead normalised via the B-counting approach which allows to deter-
mine the number of produced B-mesons to the sub-percent level [57]. Improved measurements
of the branching fractions of the normalisation modes at Belle II seem feasible and would be
highly desirable.

The decay B0→ K∗0`+`− involves the spin 1 vector meson K∗0(892), which experimentally
can be reconstructed in the K+π− final state. Contributions to this final state can also arise
from the so-called S-wave, where the K+π− system is in a spin 0 configuration, resulting from
either the decay of spin 0 resonances or via non-resonant decay. The S-wave contribution can
be separated from the K∗0 P-wave by exploiting their different angular distributions. Using an
angular analysis, the fraction of S-wave (FS ) has been determined to be O(5%) in the mKπ region
of 100 MeV/c2 around the known K∗0 mass, depending on the q2 region [156].
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Figure 9: Status of the branching fraction measurements for the exclusive decays (top left) B+→ K+µ+µ−, (top right)
B0 → K∗0µ+µ−, (bottom left) B0

s → φµ+µ−, and (bottom right) Λ0
b → Λµ+µ−. The experimental data are from the

BaBar [159], Belle [142], CDF [143], CMS [144] and LHCb [145, 149, 153, 156] collaborations, respectively. The
measurements by the B-factory experiments combine electron and muon lepton flavours and the charged and neutral
isospin partners. The SM predictions are taken from Refs. [33, 36, 54, 157].
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Figure 10: Isospin asymmetries of the decays (left) B(0,+)→ K(0,+)µ+µ− and (right) B(0,+)→ K∗(0,+)µ+µ−. The exper-
imental data are from the BaBar [159], Belle [142], CDF [161], and LHCb [145, 156] collaborations. The measure-
ments by the B-factory experiments combine electron and muon lepton flavours. The SM prediction is at the percent
level [46, 138, 160].

Isospin asymmetries. The isospin asymmetry is the asymmetry of the partial widths Γ of the
isospin partners that only differ by the light spectator quark. For the rare decays B0→ K(∗)0`+`−

and B+→ K(∗)+`+`− it is defined as

AI =
Γ(B0→ K(∗)0`+`−) − Γ(B+→ K(∗)+`+`−)
Γ(B0→ K(∗)0`+`−) + Γ(B+→ K(∗)+`+`−)

(54)

=
B(B0→ K(∗)0`+`−) − (τ0/τ+)B(B+→ K(∗)+`+`−)
B(B0→ K(∗)0`+`−) + (τ0/τ+)B(B+→ K(∗)+`+`−)

,

where τ0,+ denote the B0 and B+ lifetimes. As form-factor uncertainties cancel at leading order
in the ratio, the isospin asymmetries are precisely predicted to be at the O(1%) level in the
SM [46, 138, 160]. For the vector-meson decays B → K∗`+`− the isospin asymmetry rises
towards the photon pole at low q2, and is sizeable for radiative modes as discussed in Sec. 3.2.

Figure 10 shows the available experimental data from Refs. [142, 145, 156, 159, 161]. The
measurements are found to be in agreement with the SM prediction. Though most experimental
data forAI(B→ K`+`−) is found to lie below the SM prediction, the most precise measurement
ofAI(B→ Kµ+µ−) by the LHCb collaboration is in good agreement with the SM at 1.5σ [145].

CP asymmetries. Similarly to isospin asymmetries, direct CP asymmetries of rare b→ s`+`−

decays defined as

ACP =
Γ(B̄→ K̄(∗)`+`−) − Γ(B→ K(∗)`+`−)
Γ(B̄→ K̄(∗)`+`−) + Γ(B→ K(∗)`+`−)

, (55)

can be predicted precisely in the SM due to cancellation of hadronic uncertainties. The SM
prediction is expected to be at the level of O(10−3) [119].

Experimentally, LHCb determines ACP(B→ K(∗)µ+µ−) relative to the corresponding B→
K(∗)J/ψ charmonium modes (for which ACP is known to be small, e. g. ACP(B+→ K+J/ψ) =

(1.8 ± 3.0) × 10−3 [76]) via

ACP(B→ K(∗)µ+µ−) =Araw
CP (B→ K(∗)µ+µ−) −Araw

CP (B→ K(∗)J/ψ), (56)
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Figure 11: CP-asymmetries of the decays (left) B+→ K+µ+µ− and (right) B0→ K0µ+µ−. The experimental data are
from the BaBar [159], Belle [142], and LHCb [146] collaborations. The measurements by the B-factory experiments
combine electron and muon lepton flavours and isospin partners. The SM prediction is at the O(10−3) level [33, 36, 54,
157].

as production asymmetries AP and detection asymmetries AD affect the modes similarly and
thus largely cancel. Figure 11 shows the experimental data from the BaBar [159], Belle [142],
and LHCb [146] collaborations, which are in good agreement with the SM prediction [33, 36, 54,
157]. Integrated over the full q2 range, the most precise measurement by the LHCb collaboration
results in

ACP(B+→ K+µ+µ−) = − 0.035 ± 0.024stat ± 0.003syst, (57)

ACP(B0→ K∗0µ+µ−) = + 0.012 ± 0.017stat ± 0.001syst

in excellent agreement with the SM [146].

Branching fractions of b→ d`+`− processes. Compared to rare b→ s`+`− processes, the short-
distance b→ d`+`− electroweak penguin amplitudes are further CKM suppressed by |Vtd/Vts| ≈

0.209 [162], resulting in branching fractions of O(10−8) in the SM. The b→ d`+`− decay B+→

π+µ+µ− has been first observed by the LHCb collaboration [150]. In addition, also first evidence
for the decays B0→ π+π−µ+µ− (in the π+π− mass region containing the ρ0(770) vector meson)
and B0

s → K∗0µ+µ− has been found [148, 152]. Furthermore, the baryonic b→ d`+`− decay
Λ0

b→ pπ−µ+µ− was observed by the LHCb collaboration [163]. The corresponding branching
fractions are measured to be [148, 150, 152, 163]

B(B+→ π+µ+µ−) =(1.83 ± 0.24stat ± 0.05syst) × 10−8, (58)

B(B0→ π+π−µ+µ−) =(2.11 ± 0.51stat ± 0.22syst) × 10−8,

B(B0
s→ K∗0µ+µ−) =(2.9 ± 1.0stat ± 0.4syst) × 10−8, and

B(Λ0
b→ pπ−µ+µ−) =(6.9 ± 1.9stat ± 1.1syst

+1.3
−1.0norm) × 10−8.

The measurements are in good agreement with SM predictions [40, 116, 164–168], with the
B+ → π+µ+µ− data slightly below the predictions in Refs. [116, 165], consistent with the ob-
served tensions in b → s`+`− decays. Note that the first q2 bin in the decay B+ → π+µ+µ−

includes possible contributions from the light resonances ρ0 and ω, i. e. from B+ → ρ0(ω)π+

decays [150].
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The direct CP asymmetryACP in b→ d`+`− decays is expected to be larger than in b→ s`+`−

decays, as non-local contributions proportional to VubV∗ud and VcbV∗cd have the same Cabbibo
suppression as the short-distance amplitude and different (CKM and strong) phases [165]. The
LHCb collaboration finds for the decay B+→ π+µ+µ− [150]

ACP(B+→ π+µ+µ−) = − 0.11 ± 0.12stat ± 0.01syst (59)

in good agreement with the SM prediction [165].

4.2.3. Angular analyses
Besides searches for NP through branching fraction measurements, semileptonic b→ s`+`−

decays furthermore allow to probe the SM through analyses of the angular distributions of the
final state particles. The theory expressions within the full basis of dimension-six WET operators
for the entire set of angular observables in B̄ → {P,V} transitions are discussed in Ref. [104].
Both the angular distributions of rare decays with pseudoscalar mesons in the final state (denoted
by B→ P`+`−), as well as decays with final state vector mesons (denoted by B→ V`+`−) have
been studied experimentally [142, 144, 149, 169–179].

Angular analyses of B→ P`+`− decays. Rare B→ P`+`− decays are described by a single decay
angle denoted by θl, which is defined as the angle between direction of the `+ and the direction
of the pseudoscalar final state meson in the dilepton rest-frame. The differential decay rate of the
decay B→ K`+`−, depending on cos θl and q2, is given by

d2Γ(B→ K`+`−)
dq2 dcosθl

=
3
4

(1 − FH)(1 − cos2 θl) +
1
2

FH + AFB cos θl, (60)

where FH denotes the so-called flat term and AFB the forward-backward asymmetry [180]. Both
FH and AFB are negligibly small in the SM, but can be enhanced through new (pseudo)scalar or
tensor contributions.

The angular distributions of the decay B→ K`+`− have been analysed by BaBar, Belle, CDF,
CMS and LHCb [142, 169–172]. The results are in good agreement with each other and the
SM predictions. Due to the closeness of the SM point of AFB and FH to physical parameter
boundaries, care must be taken when evaluating the experimental parameter uncertainties, e. g.
by employing coverage correction techniques [181].

Angular analyses of B → V`+`− decays. Rare B → V`+`− decays exhibit a more complex
angular structure compared to B→ P`+`− decays. For the decay B0→ K∗0(→ K+π−)`+`− the
final state is described by the three decay angles θl, φ, and θK in addition to q2 and, unless the
width of the K∗0 is neglected, mKπ. The three decay angles are sketched in Fig. 12. The angle θl

is defined as the angle between the direction of the µ+ (µ−) and the direction opposite the B0 (B0)
in the rest frame of the dilepton system. The angle θK is the angle between the direction of the K+

(K−) and the direction opposite the B0 (B0) in the rest frame of the K∗0 (K∗0) system. The angle φ
is the angle between the plane defined by the diumon pair and the plane defined by the kaon and
the pion in the B0 (B0) rest frame. It should be noted, that this is the experimental convention for
the decay angles as detailed in the Appendix of Ref. [182], and that different angular conventions
exist in the theory literature (e. g. Refs. [119, 183]), for a detailed discussion see the Appendix
of Ref. [184].
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Figure 12: Angular conventions for the rare B→ V`+`− decay B0 → K∗0(→ K+π−)`+`−. Note that the angles cos θl
and cos θK are shown in the rest frames of the µ+µ− and K∗0 systems, where the momenta of µ+ and µ− (K+ and π−) are
back-to-back.

The four-differential angular decay rate for the decays B0→ K∗0`+`− and B0→ K∗0`+`− is
given by [119]

d4Γ(B0→ K∗0`+`−)
dcosθl dφ dcosθK dq2 =

9
32π

∑
i

Ii(q2) fi(cos θl, φ, cos θK) (61)

d4Γ(B0→ K∗0`+`−)
dcosθl dφ dcosθK dq2 =

9
32π

∑
i

Īi(q2) fi(cos θl, φ, cos θK),

where the ↪ ↩I i(q2) are bilinear combinations of the six transversity amplitudes AL,R
0,‖,⊥, where the

supersripts L and R refer to the chirality of the leptonic current. When accounting for non-
negligible lepton masses and possible scalar and pseudoscalar contributions two additional decay
amplitudes At and Ascalar need to be introduced in addition [119]. Table 4 explicitly gives the
dependence on the transversity amplitudes and the definition for the corresponding angular terms
fi(cos θl, φ, cos θK).

Using the angular coefficients ↪ ↩I i in Eq. 61 it is possible to define the CP-averaged angular
observables S i and the CP-asymmetries Ai according to [119]

S i =
Ii + Īi

d(Γ + Γ̄)/dq2
, (62)

Ai =
Ii − Īi

d(Γ + Γ̄)/dq2
.

The normalisation factor is given by

d(Γ + Γ̄)
dq2 = 3

4 (2I s
1 + Ic

1) − 1
4 (2I s

2 + Ic
2) + 3

4 (2Ī s
1 + Īc

1) − 1
4 (2Ī s

2 + Īc
2), (63)

which implies
3
4 (2S s

1 + S c
1) − 1

4 (2S s
2 + S c

2) =1. (64)

Some of the angular observables are better known under more descriptive names, namely the
forward-backward asymmetry AFB and the longitudinal polarisation fraction of the K∗0, FL, de-
fined as

AFB = 3
8 (2S s

6 + S c
6)

m`=0
= 3

4 S s
6 and (65)

FL = − S c
2

m`=0
= S c

1,
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i Ii(q2) fi(cos θl, φ, cos θK)

1s 2+β2
`

4 (|AL
⊥|

2 + |AL
‖
|2 + |AR

⊥|
2 + |AR

‖
|2) +

4m2
µ

q2 Re
[
AL
⊥AR∗
⊥ + AL

‖
AR∗
‖

]
sin2 θK

1c |AL
0 |

2 + |AR
0 |

2 +
4m2

µ

q2

(
|At |

2 + 2Re
[
AL

0 AR∗
0

])
+ β2

` |Ascalar|
2 cos2 θK

2s β2
`

4
(
|AL
⊥|

2 + |AL
‖
|2 + |AR

⊥|
2 + |AR

‖
|2
)

sin2 θK cos 2θ`

2c −β2
`

(
|AL

0 |
2 + |AR

0 |
2) cos2 θK cos 2θ`

3 1
2β

2
`

(
|AL
⊥|

2 − |AL
‖
|2 + |AR

⊥|
2 − |AR

‖
|2
)

sin2 θK sin2 θ` cos 2φ

4 1
√

2
β2
`Re

[
AL

0 AL∗
‖

+ AR
0 AR∗
‖

]
sin 2θK sin 2θ` cos φ

5
√

2β`
(
Re

[
AL

0 AL∗
⊥ − AR

0 AR∗
⊥

]
−

mµ√
q2
Re

[
AL
‖
A∗scalar + AR

‖
A∗scalar

])
sin 2θK sin θ` cos φ

6s 2β`Re
[
AL
‖
AL∗
⊥ − AR

‖
AR∗
⊥

]
sin2 θK cos θ`

6c 4β`
mµ√

q2
Re

[
AL

0 A∗scalar + AR
0 A∗scalar

]
cos2 θK cos θ`

7
√

2β`
(
Im

[
AL

0 AL∗
‖
− AR

0 AR∗
‖

]
+

mµ√
q2
Im

[
AL
⊥A∗scalar + AR

⊥A∗scalar
])

sin 2θK sin θ` sin φ

8 1
√

2
β2
`Re

[
AL

0 AL∗
⊥ + AR

0 AR∗
⊥

]
sin 2θK sin 2θ` sin φ

9 β2
`Im

[
AL
‖
AL∗
⊥ + AR

‖
AR∗
⊥

]
sin2 θK sin2 θ` sin 2φ

10 1
2

(
|AL

S |
2 + |AR

S |
2 +

4m2
µ

q2

(
|At |

2 + 2Re
[
AL

SAR∗
S

]))
1

11
√

3
(
Re

[
AL

SAL∗
0 + AR

S AR∗
0 +

4m2
µ

q2 (AL
SAR∗

0 + Ascalar,tA∗t )
]
+ Re

[ 4m2
µ

q2 AL
0 AR∗

S
])

cos θK

12 − 1
2β

2
`

(
|AL

S |
2 + |AR

S |
2) cos 2θ`

13 −
√

3β2
`Re

[
AL

SAL∗
0 + AR

S AR∗
0

]
cos θK cos 2θ`

14
√

3
2β

2
`Re

[
AL

SAL∗
‖

+ AR
S AR∗
‖

]
sin θK sin 2θ` cos φ

15 2
√

3
2β`Re

[
AL

SAL∗
⊥ − AR

S AR∗
⊥

]
sin θK sin θ` cos φ

16 2
√

3
2β`Im

[
AL

SAL∗
‖
− AR

S AR∗
‖

]
sin θK sin θ` sin φ

17
√

3
2β

2
`Im

[
AL

SAL∗
⊥ + AR

S AR∗
⊥

]
sin θK sin 2θ` sin φ

Table 4: Combinations of transversity amplitudes Ii(q2) and angular terms fi(cos θl, φ, cos θK ). The factor β` is given

by β` =

√
1 − 4m2

`
/q2. The coefficients Īi(q2) are given by exchanging A→ Ā, i. e. by complex conjugation of all weak

phases in the decay amplitudes.
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where the second equalities are only valid when neglecting lepton masses. It is possible to
construct ratios of observables in which the hadronic form-factor uncertainties cancel at leading
order. Examples for these optimised observables at low q2 are the P(′)

i observables [106, 108,
185, 186] given by

P1 =
S 3

2S s
2

= A(2)
T , (66)

P2 =
S s

6

8S s
2
,

P3 = −
S 9

4S s
2
,

P′4,5,6,8 =
S 4,5,7,8

2
√
−S s

2S c
2

.

There is furthermore the H(i)
T family of observables that are optimised for large q2 [104, 107].

It should be noted that the experimental information in the different bases are equivalent in the
asymptotic regime of large statistics, and it is possible to convert from one complete basis to
another, if experimental correlations between the observables in a specific basis are provided.

As discussed in Sec. 4.2.2 the final state K+π−`+`− also includes contributions from the S-
wave, where the K+π− system is in a spin 0 configuration. This irreducible background to the
signal decay B0 → K∗0`+`− needs to be accounted for. The S-wave introduces two additional
amplitudes AL,R

s , resulting in eight additional angular coefficients given in Tab. 4 to account for
the S-wave and the S-wave/P-wave interference [187]. Experimentally, the determination of the
S-wave fraction FS is of particular importance, as the presence of the S-wave scales all P-wave
observables by the factor (1 − FS ), as the P-wave observables in Eq. 62 are normalised with
respect to the P-wave rate (Eq. 63). The mKπ distribution can be exploited to constrain the S-
wave contribution.

Angular analyses of the decay B → K∗`+`− have been performed by the ATLAS [173],
BaBar [170, 174], Belle [142, 175], CDF [171], CMS [144, 176, 177], and LHCb [178, 179]
collaborations. The observables FL and AFB are shown in Fig. 13. Overall good agreement of
the experimental data [142, 144, 171, 173, 174, 178] with the SM predictions [33, 36, 54, 157]
is observed. For FL, some tension of the BaBar measurement [174] with the SM and the other
experimental data can be seen at low q2. For AFB, the most precise measurements [144, 178]
are found in good agreement with the SM, with the central values below the SM prediction at
low q2. Figure 14 shows the angular observable P′5. The most precise measurement by the
LHCb collaboration [178] shows tensions with the SM prediction at low q2, in the q2 regions
4 < q2 < 6 GeV2/c4 and 6 < q2 < 8 GeV2/c4 these correspond to local significances of 2.5 and
2.9σ, respectively. An analysis of the full set of angular observables measured in Ref. [178]
indicates a global tension with the SM prediction corresponding to 3.3σ5. Also the results from
ATLAS [173] and Belle [175] indicate some tension in the low-q2 region, whereas the CMS
result [176] is in better agreement with the SM. The tensions with SM predictions in the angular
observables of the decay B0→ K∗0`+`− constitutes one of the flavour anomalies.

5During the review of this manuscript an angular analysis of the decay B+→ K∗+µ+µ− by the LHCb collaboration
was made public [188], which reports a consistent tension with the SM prediction at the level of 3.1σ.
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Figure 13: Angular observables (left) FL and (right) AFB as measured by the ATLAS [173], BaBar [174], Belle [142],
CDF [171], CMS [144] and LHCb [178] collaborations. The results from the B-factory experiments combine lepton
flavours and isospin partners. The CDF results combine isospin partners. Overlaid is the SM prediction from Refs. [33,
36, 54, 157].
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Figure 14: Angular observable P′5 as measured by the ATLAS [173], Belle [175], CMS [176] and LHCb [178] collabo-
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The formalism discussed in this section also applies to other B→ V`+`− decays like B0→

ρ0(→ π+π−)`+`−, B0
s→ K∗0(→ K−π+)`+`−, and B0

s→ φ(→ K+K−)`+`−. So far, no angular anal-
ysis of the suppressed b→ d`+`− decays B0→ ρ0`+`− and B0

s→ K∗0`+`− have been performed.
However, the LHCb collaboration has performed an angular analysis of the rare b→ s`+`− mode
B0

s→ φµ+µ− [149]. As the final state of the decay B0
s→ φ(→ K+K−)µ+µ− is not flavour specific6,

only a subset of the angular observables discussed in this section is accessible. In particular, the
angular observable P′5 can unfortunately not be measured with an untagged analysis. Determi-
nation of the decay flavour would require an identification of the initial B0

s production flavour
and a decay-time dependent analysis (see Ref. [190]) which is experimentally challenging. The
observables FL, S 3,4,7 and the CP-asymmetries A5,6,8,9 measured by the untagged LHCb analy-
sis [149] are found to be in good agreement with SM predictions [33, 36, 54, 157].

4.2.4. Experimental prospects
An active program to study branching fractions and angular distributions of semileptonic rare

decays is currently underway at the LHC. This effort is joined by the Belle II experiment which
has started data taking data with the fully instrumented detector in March 2019.

The LHCb collaboration continues to explore the combined Run 1 and 2 data sample, and
updated analyses for several modes (e. g. B0→ K∗0µ+µ−, B0

s→ φµ+µ−) using the full data sam-
ple are expected. Also new approaches to the analysis of b→ s`+`− decays are being discussed.
Following a first q2-unbinned analysis of the decay B+ → K+µ+µ− [135], similar q2-unbinned
approaches to the more complicated vector mode B0→ K∗0µ+µ− are being explored [137, 191–
193]. In the longer term future, the LHCb upgrades [17] will provide large samples of rare
b-hadron decays7 that will allow to study b → s`+`− and b → d`+`− transitions with unprece-
dented precision. While measurements of branching fractions would be limited by the knowledge
of the branching fractions of the normalisation modes B→ (K,K∗, . . .)J/ψ, the precision of mea-
surements of ACP and AI is expected to be at the percent level with the LHCb Upgrade II data
sample [17]. The uncertainty for angular observables of the decay B0→ K∗0µ+µ− is expected
to reach . 1% for the q2 binning currently in use, for exclusive b → dµ+µ− decays angular
analyses with a precision similar to the current precision for b→ sµ+µ− modes are expected to
be feasible [17]. The ATLAS (CMS) experiments expect the P′5 uncertainties with the 3000 fb−1

data sample to reduce by up to a factor of 9 (15), compared to their Run 1 results [194].
The Belle II collaboration expects sensitivities to the B0→ K∗0`+`− angular observables of a

few percent with the full 50 ab−1 data sample [83], uncertainties of similar size also are expected
for exclusive b→ s`+`− branching fractions. The Belle II data sample would furthermore allow
to significantly improve the current knowledge on the branching fractions of the normalisation
modes B→ (K,K∗, . . .)J/ψ. The very similar performance for b→ se+e− and b→ sµ+µ− decays
at Belle II will be particularly beneficial for the lepton flavour universality tests discussed in
Sec. 4.3 below.

4.3. Lepton Flavour Universality tests in rare B decays

4.3.1. Lepton flavour universality tests Rh

Lepton universality constitutes a central property of the SM and is well established in decays
of mesons [195–197], leptons [76, 198] and gauge bosons [199]. Any differences in decay rates

6Note that this is also the case for the decay B0→ ρ0(→ π+π−)`+`−

7The yields for the decay B0→ K∗0µ+µ− are projected to be of O(400 k) for the LHCb Upgrade II [17]

35



5.0 5.2 5.4 5.6 5.8 6.0
]2c [GeV/)−µ+µ+m(K

0

5

10

15

20

25]4 c/2
 [

G
eV

2 q

1

10

210

310

410

510
LHCb

4.6 4.8 5.0 5.2 5.4 5.6 5.8 6.0
]2c [GeV/)−e+e+m(K

0

5

10

15

20

25]4 c/2
 [

G
eV

2 q

1

10

210

310

410

510
LHCb

Figure 15: Reconstructed mass m(K+`+`−) vs. q2 for (left) the K+µ+µ− and (right) the K+e+e− final state. The control
and normalisation modes B+→ K+J/ψ(ψ(2S )) are clearly visible, as is the degraded resolution for the electron mode due
to Bremsstrahlung. The multivariate classifier to suppress combinatorial background events is not applied in this figure.
Figure reproduced from Ref. [202]

originate purely from lepton mass effects in the SM. The ratios

Rh =
Γ(B→ hµ+µ−)
Γ(B→ he+e−)

(67)

constitute precise probes of the SM, as hadronic uncertainties arising from form-factors and
charm-loop contributions largely cancel in the ratio. In the intermediate q2 region 1 < q2 <
6 GeV2/c4 the ratios RK,K∗ are therefore precisely predicted to be RK,K∗ = 1.00 ± 0.01 in the
SM [180, 200], with QED corrections not exceeding the O(1%) level [201]. Below ≈ 1 GeV2/c4

lepton mass effects become significant, reducing the Rh ratio below 1 in the SM.
As mentioned in Sec. 4.2.2 the triggering and reconstruction of the di-electron final state is

more experimentally challenging at hadron colliders due to lower trigger efficiencies. A further
experimental challenge is the emission of Bremsstrahlung photons by the electrons. While a
dedicated Bremsstrahlung recovery procedure is employed by LHCb to add photons compati-
ble with Bremsstrahlung emission to the reconstructed electron momenta, this still significantly
deteriorates the resolution of the reconstructed B mass. This can be clearly seen in Fig. 15 for
the K+µ+µ− and K+e+e− final states, where the difference in resolution between the dimuon and
dielectron mode is apparent. The Rh measurements at LHCb are therefore limited by the elec-
tron mode, whereas the yields and resolutions for muon and electron modes at the B factory
experiments are similar. At LHCb, the RK,K∗ ratios are measured via the double ratio

RK,K∗ =
B(B→ K(∗)µ+µ−)

B(B→ K(∗)J/ψ(→ µ+µ−))
×
B(B→ K(∗)J/ψ(→ e+e−))
B(B→ K(∗)e+e−)

(68)

=
NB→K(∗)µ+µ−

NB→K(∗) J/ψ(→µ+µ−)
×
εB→K(∗) J/ψ(→µ+µ−)

εB→K(∗)µ+µ−
×

NB→K(∗) J/ψ(→e+e−)

NB→K(∗)e+e−
×

εB→K(∗)e+e−

εB→K(∗) J/ψ(→e+e−)

where NB→K(∗)`+`− and NB→K(∗) J/ψ(→`+`−) denote the yields of rare and normalisation modes and
εB→K(∗)`+`− and εB→K(∗) J/ψ(→`+`−) the corresponding efficiencies. This approach is experimentally
advantageous as many systematic effects cancel in the efficiency ratios. Important further ex-
perimental cross-checks are provided by the ratios rJ/ψ = Γ(B → K(∗)J/ψ(→ µ+µ−))/Γ(B →
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Figure 16: Lepton universality tests (left) RK and (right) RK∗ measured by the BaBar [159], Belle [203, 204], and
LHCb [202, 205] collaborations. Overlaid is the SM prediction from Refs. [33, 36, 54, 157]

K(∗)J/ψ(→ e+e−)) and Rψ(2S ) = Γ(B→ K(∗)ψ(2S )(→ µ+µ−))/Γ(B→ K(∗)ψ(2S )(→ e+e−)), both
of which are known to be unity to high precision.

Figure 16 gives the experimental data on RK and RK∗ by the BaBar, Belle and LHCb col-
laborations [159, 202–205]. The most precise measurements, provided by the LHCb collabora-
tion [202, 205], are given by

RK(1.1 < q2 < 6.0 GeV2/c4) =0.846+0.060
−0.054(stat)+0.016

−0.014(syst) (69)

RK∗ (0.045 < q2 < 1.1 GeV2/c4) =0.66+0.11
−0.07(stat) ± 0.03(syst)

RK∗ (1.1 < q2 < 6.0 GeV2/c4) =0.69+0.11
−0.07(stat) ± 0.05(syst),

and are in tensions with the SM predictions at 2.5, 2.1, and 2.4σ, respectively8. The measure-
ments are strongly statistically limited, in particular there is no systematic limitation from the
precision of the SM prediction, which is largely free of hadronic uncertainties. The tensions in
the lepton universality tests RK,K∗ constitute a further flavour anomaly in the rare decays9.

Baryonic tests for lepton flavour universality. Lepton flavour universality can also be tested in
baryonic b→ s`+`− decays. So far only the channel Λ0

b→ pK−`+`− has been measured, using
roughly half of the combined Run 1 and 2 data set collected by the LHCb collaboration [207].
This decay is experimentally advantageous over the decay Λ0

b→ Λ`+`− as the pK− system forms
a common decay vertex with the lepton pair, whereas the Λ has a significant decay length, making
the reconstruction and selection of the decay more challenging.

The observable measured here is RpK , defined analogously to Eq. 67. It is measured by using
a double ratio with the control modes Λ0

b→ pK−J/ψ(→ µ+µ−, e+e−), in full analogy to Eq. 68.
The measurement is performed in the q2 range 0.1 < q2 < 6.0 GeV2/c4 and the pK− mass range
m(pK−) < 2.6 GeV/c2. The lepton flavour universality ratio is measured to be

RpK(0.1 < q2 < 6.0 GeV2/c4) = 0.86+0.14
−0.11(stat) ± 0.05(syst), (70)

8It should be noted that the low-q2 bin 0.045 < q2 < 1.1 GeV2/c4 for RK∗ contains a significant contribution from the
photon pole which is known to be lepton flavour universal.

9During the review of this manuscript an updated measurement of RK by the LHCb collaboration was made pub-
lic [206], which reports a tension with the SM prediction at the level of 3.1σ.
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Figure 17: Angular observable P′e5 and P′µ5 by the Belle collaboration [175], together with the LHCb measurement of
P′µ5 [178]. Overlaid is the SM prediction from Refs. [44, 189].

in agreement with unity within one standard deviation. This result is also in agreement with the
deviations observed in lepton-universality tests with B mesons discussed above. More data is
needed to confirm or exclude the presence of New Physics contributions in these decays. There
is currently no theory framework available to compute Rpk in the q2 bin used by LHCb.

4.3.2. Angular lepton flavour universality tests
Similar to ratios of decay rates, also differences of angular observables of b → sµ+µ− and

b → se+e− decays constitute precise tests of lepton flavour universality [208, 209]. In the q2

region of interest for the flavour anomalies, the Belle collaboration has published a measurement
of both the di-electron and the di-muon mode and the angular lepton universality tests Q4 =

P′µ4 − P′e4 and Q5 = P′µ5 − P′e5 [175]. Figure 17 shows P′µ5 and P′e5 in comparison with the P′µ5
measurement by the LHCb collaboration. The observable P′µ5 in the q2 range 4 < q2 < 8 GeV2/c4

is found to be in tension with the SM prediction [189, 208] at 2.6σ. The observable P′e5 in the
same q2 region is in better agreement with the SM prediction at 1.3σ. The difference Q5 in the
q2 region 4 < q2 < 8 GeV2/c4 is found to be in agreement with the SM at 0.8σ.

4.3.3. Experimental prospects
The lepton flavour universality tests in rare b→ s`+`− decays are currently statistically lim-

ited, with the experimental uncertainty much larger than the uncertainty on the precise SM pre-
diction. The large data samples that will be available in the LHCb upgrades and at Belle II are
thus particularly valuable. At Belle II, the very similar performance for reconstruction of the
electron and muon modes are very beneficial. The Belle II collaboration projects a sensitivity of
3.6% (3.2%) for RK (RK∗ ) in the q2 range 1 < q2 < 6 GeV2/c4 for the full 50 ab−1 data sample [83].
The precision for angular observables in exclusive b→ se+e− and b→ sµ+µ− modes will be sim-
ilar at Belle II, for the lepton flavour universality test Q5 in the q2 range 4 < q2 < 6 GeV2/c4

Belle II expects an uncertainty of 4% with the full data sample [83].
The LHCb collaboration projects uncertainties of ∼ 2% for RK and RK∗ with the 50 fb−1 data

sample of the LHCb upgrade and . 1% for the full Upgrade II data sample [17]. While the
electron modes will still constitute the limiting factor in the LHCb upgrades, the move to a full
software trigger will significantly improve the efficiency for b→ se+e− modes [210].
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Figure 18: Selection of searches for Lepton flavour violation in B-decays, limits extracted from Refs. [214–220].

4.4. Lepton flavour violating B decays
Lepton flavour violation (LFV) for neutral lepton has been established through the observa-

tion of neutrino oscillations. However, for charged leptons LFV is negligible in the Standard
Model — see the discussion in Sec. 2 — and any observation of such a process would constitute
a clear sign of physics beyond the Standard Model. In the light of the recent flavour anoma-
lies, as discussed in the previous chapters, several extensions to the SM have been proposed that
link the violation of lepton universality to LFV, predicting in particular significantly enhanced
decay rates in b → se+µ− processes [211–213]. The decay rates predicted could be just below
the current experimental limits. It is interesting to study the complementary between LFV in
B-meson decays and charged lepton decays like `−→ `′−γ and `−→ 3`′−, which will be a way
to differentiate different New Physics models in case non-vanishing decay rates are found.

Experimentally, b→ se+µ− processes have been tested in the channels B+→ K+e±µ∓ , B0→

K∗0e±µ∓ and B→ e±µ∓. The older limits are set by the CDF, Babar and Belle experiments at the
order of 10−7 while the most recent limits published by the LHCb experiment start to explore the
range of 10−8–10−9 [214–220]. The results are summarized in Fig. 18. LHCb and its upgrades are
expected to dominate the field of lepton-flavour violating B-meson decays in µ±e∓ channels while
the situation is less clear in the τ±µ∓ and τ±e∓ channels. In purely leptonic decays, the Belle 2
experiment is expected to dominate the field of τ− lepton decays with interesting contributions
from LHCb possible in the best accessible decay modes like τ−→ µ+µ−µ−.

4.5. Rare b→ sτ+τ− decays
Semileptonic b→ sτ+τ− decays are theoretically interesting as they test electroweak penguin

processes involving third generation leptons. Experimentally, they are still largely uncharted
territory, with bounds measured some orders of magnitude away from the SM expectations. The
most accessible modes will be B+ → K+τ+τ−, B0 → K0τ+τ− and B0 → K∗0τ+τ−, all with
predicted branching fractions in of O(10−7) [54, 221]. The Belle collaboration has published a
search for the decay B+→ K+τ+τ−, resulting in an upper limit of

B(B+→ K+τ+τ−) <2.25 × 10−3 (71)

at 90% CL [222]. The final Belle 2 data set is expected to reach a few times 10−5 [83], still
two orders of magnitude away from the SM expectation. LHCb and its upgrades may be able to
contribute to these searches.
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5. Tree-level b → c`ν decays

5.1. Theory

The transition amplitudes for exclusive semileptonic b→ c`−ν̄ decays factorize — to leading
order in the electromagnetic interaction — into leptonic current and hadronic matrix elements of
b → c currents. Universal radiative corrections have been computed at the level of the effective
field theory [31]. As for the b→ s transitions, the hadronic matrix elements are parametrized in
terms of scalar-valued functions of the squared momentum transfer q2, the so-called form factors.
In the SM, the relevant currents are local c̄γµb and c̄γµγ5b currents. For phenomenological anal-
yses beyond the SM, form factors for the full basis of local b→ c current are needed. Below, we
will first discuss results for the hadronic form factors from QCD-based methods only. The first
such method is lattice QCD, which is a first-principle method that simulates hadrons in a finite
volume on a discrete spacetime lattice. The second method, light-cone sum rules (LCSRs) with
B-meson distribution amplitudes, uses semi-local quark-hadron duality to compute form factors
based on universal non-local B-meson-to-vacuum matrix elements.

In this review, we focus on exclusive b → c`−ν̄ decay observables that provide SM tests, in
particular the lepton-flavour universality ratios

RHc ≡
B(H̄b → Hcτ

−ν̄)
B(H̄b → Hcµ−ν̄)

. (72)

Here Xc denotes a single hadron with C = +1, and Hb is either a B̄ meson or the Λb baryon.
Predictions for the total branching fractions require accurate knowledge of the hadronic form
factors in the entire semileptonic phase space m2

` ≤ q2 ≤ (MHb − MHc )
2. We therefore also

discuss parametrizations that extrapolate the results of either of the aforementioned QCD-based
methods or that interpolate between them.

Form factors in B̄→ D transitions. The hadronic form factors for B̄→ D transitions in the SM
have been obtained from two independent lattice QCD studies [223, 224]. They provide precise
predictions for the two form factors f+ and f0 at large q2 values, with uncertainties as low as
∼ 1%. The full set of three form factors has been computed using light-cone sum rules (LCSRs)
with B-meson distribution amplitudes for four different q2 points with q2 ≤ 0, i. e., outside the
semileptonic phase space [34]. This work supersedes the results of the first LCSR calculation of
some of these form factors [225].

Form factors in B̄ → D∗ transitions. The hadronic form factor hA1 for B̄ → D∗ transitions has
been obtained from two independent lattice QCD studies [226, 227], but only in the kinematic
endpoint q2

max = (MB−MD∗ )2. An average of the two results is available from the HFLAV collab-
oration [228]. Similar to B̄→ D transitions, the full set of seven form factors has been computed
using light-cone sum rules (LCSRs) with B-meson distribution amplitudes for four different q2

points with q2 ≤ 0, i. e., outside the semileptonic phase space [34]. This work supersedes the
results of the first LCSR calculation of some of these form factors [225].
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Form factors in Λb → Λc transitions. The vector and axial vector currents give rise to six inde-
pendent hadronic form factors in Λb → Λc transitions. These are available from a single lattice
QCD study [229], with excellent control of the uncertainties in the entire semileptonic phase
space. Lattice QCD results for the four form factors of the tensor currents were published in
Ref. [230], based on the same simulations that were used in Ref. [229].

Form factors in Bc → J/ψ transitions. The four hadronic form factors arising in matrix element
of the vector and axial vector currents are available from a single lattice QCD study [231] in the
entire semileptonic phase space. The uncertainties are under good control, with relative uncer-
tainties ∼ 10%.

Parametrisation and extrapolation to the entire semileptonic phase space. We focus on two
approaches to the parametrisation of the hadronic form factors.

• The Boyd/Grinstein/Lebed (BGL) parametrisation [232] uses analyticity and unitarity to
derive dispersive bounds on the parameters of the form factors. These bounds restrict the
parameter space a-priori to a bounded set, the open hypercube (−1,+1)N , where N is the
total number of form factor paramters. This is commonly known as the weak bound. The
bound becomes progressively stronger when more exclusive semileptonic b → c transi-
tions are considered simultaneously. The bound in such a global analysis is commonly
known as the strong unitarity bound [233].

A common simplification of the BGL parametrization is the model by Bourrely/Caprini/Lellouch
(BCL) [234], which replaces the BGL outer functions and Blaschke factors with simpler
objects, at the expense of requiring a truncated expansion in the computation of the dis-
persive bound. The Λb → Λc form factors are studied exclusively in adhoc simplified
parametrisations similar to the BCL one.

• The heavy-quark expansion makes use of the fact that both the b and the c quark are
heavy, compared to the intrinsic hadronic scale Λhad ' a few hundred MeV. Expanding
the exclusive form factors in the inverse heavy quark masses reduces all form factors in
the four transitions B̄(∗) → D(∗) to a hand full of independent Isgur-Wise functions; see
Ref. [235] for an extensive review and refs. [236–238] for recent developments. The use
of the lattice QCD and LCSR results made possible a simultaneous fit of all Isgur-Wise
functions at order 1/m2

c [237], which was subsequently extended beyond the S U(3)F sym-
metry limit [238].

At the same order in the heavy-quark expansion, the Λb → Λc form factors feature fewer
independent Isgur-Wise functions than the B̄(∗) → D(∗) form factors [239]. A phenomeno-
logical study of the lattice QCD results [240] yields the surprising insight that the form
factors in vector and axial currents on the one hand and form factors in tensor currents
cannot be simultaneously described withing the heavy-quark expansion framework at or-
der 1/m2

c .

The tensions observed in the LFU ratios since 2012 have triggered renewed interest in both types
of parametrisation of the exclusive form factors [233, 236–238, 240–244].
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Predictions for the LFU ratios. Using the HQE predictions for the form factors in B̄(s) → D(∗)
(s)

transitions and accounting for S U(3)F-breaking in the leading and next-to-leading Isgur-Wise
functions, one obtains for the LFU ratios [238]

RD =0.2989 ± 0.0032 , RDs =0.2970 ± 0.0034 ,
RD∗ =0.2472 ± 0.0050 , RD∗s =0.2450 ± 0.0082 .

(73)

Similarly, the HQE prediction for RΛc , based on purely theoretical inputs for the form factors
from lattice QCD simulations, reads [240, 244]

RΛc =0.331 ± 0.010 . (74)

The SM prediction for RJ/ψ reads [245]

RJ/ψ =0.2582 ± 0.0038 . (75)

5.2. Experimental results
5.2.1. Exclusive decays B̄→ D(∗)`−ν̄`

The exclusive b → c`−ν̄` decays B̄→ D(∗)`−ν̄`, where ` = e, µ, are copiously produced and
have been precisely measured by BaBar, Belle, CLEO and the LEP experiments. The B-factory
experiments are particularly well suited for the study of semileptonic b→ c`−ν̄` decays due to the
known kinematics of the initial (Υ(4S )) state and their large angular coverage. Furthermore, the
B-factory experiments can reconstruct the second (non-signal, “recoil”) B-meson produced from
the Υ(4S ) decay , either in hadronic decays (hadronic tag) or semileptonic decays (semileponic
tag). The B-tagging improves the resolution of the neutrino kinematics at the cost of signal
efficiency. Typical tagging efficiencies for the hadronic (semileptonic) tag are around 0.2–0.4%
(0.3–0.6%) [57].

No significant contribution from NP is expected for the decays B̄ → D(∗)`−ν̄` (` = e, µ)
and the modes are instead used for the determination of the CKM matrix element Vcb and to
obtain information on the form factor parameters. For a detailed discussion on the status of the
determination of Vcb from exclusive b→ c`−ν̄` decays see Ref. [228].

The BaBar, Belle and CLEO experiments have also performed separate measurements of the
branching fractions of electron and muon modes. The resulting branching fraction ratios are in
good agreement with lepton universality, lepton non-universality between the electron and muons
modes is constrained to the level of a few percent [246–250].

5.2.2. Lepton universality tests RD and RD∗

Due to the high mass of the τ lepton of mτ ≈ 16.8mµ ≈ 3480me, contributions from NP could
be enhanced in b → cτ−ν̄τ transitions. Measurements of B̄→ D(∗)τ−ν̄τ decays, which are less
well constrained than the corresponding electron and muon modes are thus of high interest. The
lepton flavour universality tests

RD(∗) =
B(B̄→ D(∗)τ−ν̄τ)
B(B̄→ D(∗)`−ν̄`)

(76)

with ` = e, µ can be predicted to high precision in the SM as the form factor uncertainties cancel
to a large degree [233]. The SM predictions given in Eq. 73 lie significantly below unity due to
the large effect of the τ mass.

Experimentally, the B̄→ D(∗)τ−ν̄τ decay can be reconstructed in different τ decay modes,
summarised in Tab. 5:

42



τ− decay B [%]
τ−→ µ−ν̄µντ 17.39 ± 0.04
τ−→ e−ν̄eντ 17.82 ± 0.04
τ−→ π−ντ 10.82 ± 0.05
τ−→ π−π0ντ 25.49 ± 0.09
τ−→ π−π+π−ντ 9.02 ± 0.05
τ−→ π−π+π−π0ντ 4.49 ± 0.05

Table 5: Relevant decay modes of the τ− lepton, branching fractions are taken from Ref. [76]. The multi-hadron final
states do not include contributions from K0

S decays.

• The leptonic τ decays τ−→ µ−ν̄µντ and τ−→ e−ν̄eντ. The R(∗)
D ratios thus can be calcu-

lated with the same light lepton in the final state of the B̄→ D(∗)τ−ν̄τ signal mode and
the B̄→ D(∗)`−ν̄` normalisation mode, which reduces systematic effects from the lepton
reconstruction and identification.

• Hadronic τ− decay modes like τ−→ π−(π0)ντ (referred to as one-prong) and τ−→ π−π+π−(π0)ντ
(three-prong). The hadronic τ−→ π−π+π−(π0)ντ decays allow the reconstruction of the τ−

decay vertex, which constrains the topology of the signal decay and furthermore allows
for improved background rejection.

Measurements of RD(∗) at the B-factory experiments. At the B-factory experiments the nor-
malisation modes combine the two light lepton flavours. The lepton universality tests RD(∗) at
the B-factory experiments have been performed using both hadronic [251–255] and semilep-
tonic [256] B-tagging. The τ lepton has been reconstructed in the leptonic [251–253, 256] and
hadronic [254, 255] one-prong modes.

The most precise measurement to date has been performed by the Belle collaboration us-
ing semileptonic B-tagging and leptonic τ decays [256]. RD and RD∗ are determined in a two-
dimensional fit to a multivariate classifier, trained to separate B̄→ D(∗)τ−ν̄τ signal from B̄→
D(∗)`−ν̄` normalisation events, and and EECL, the energy in the electromagnetic calorimeter not
associated with reconstructed particles, which is used to separate signal/normalisation from back-
ground events. The result of [256]

RD =0.307 ± 0.037 ± 0.016 (77)
RD∗ =0.283 ± 0.018 ± 0.014

is in agreement with the most recent SM prediction in Eq. (73) at 0.2 and 1.5σ, respectively.
An overview of the experimental results on RD(∗) is given in Fig. 19. The measured cen-

tral values for both RD and RD∗ generally lie above the SM predictions with the largest tension
(corresponding to 2.0σ for RD and 2.7σ for RD∗ ) from the measurement of the BaBar collabo-
ration [251, 252].

Measurements of RD(∗) at the LHC. The LHCb collaboration has performed two measurements
of RD∗ , one using muonic τ−→ µ−ν̄µντ decays [257], and one using τ−→ π−π+π−(π0)ντ three-
prong decays [258, 259].

Due to the neutrinos in the final state of the signal decay B0 → D∗+τ−(→ µ−ν̄µντ)ν̄τ the
momentum of the B-meson can not be reconstructed analytically at the LHC. Instead, the B-
momentum can be approximated with a resolution of around 18% by using information on the
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Figure 19: Measurements of the lepton universality tests (left) RD and (right) RD∗ by the BaBar [251, 252], Belle [253,
255, 256] and LHCb [257–259] collaborations. The SM predictions are taken from Refs. [223, 224, 233, 236, 241, 243].
Figure reproduced from Ref. [228].

B decay vertex and thus the B flight direction. A three-dimensional fit in the missing mass
squared (m2

miss), the muon energy in the B rest frame (E∗µ), and the four -momentum transfer (q2)
is performed to determine the contributions from the B0→ D∗+τ−ν̄τ signal- and B0→ D∗+µ−ν̄µ
normalisation decays. The resulting value of RD∗ = 0.336 ± 0.027 ± 0.030 is found to be in
agreement with the SM prediction at 2.1σ [257].

The determination of RD∗ with hadronic τ− → π−π+π−(π0)ντ decays uses the decay B0 →

D∗−3π as normalisation mode which exhibits the same final state as the signal, resulting in re-
duced systematic uncertainties. A three-dimensional fit to the τ lifetime, q2, and the output of
a multivariate classifier is performed to determine the yields of signal and normalisation mode.
The resulting value of RD∗ = 0.291±0.019±0.026±0.013 is in agreement with the SM prediction
at 1σ [258, 259].

Combination of RD and RD∗ data. Figure 20 shows the current experimental data on RD(∗) from
the BaBar [251, 252], Belle [253, 255, 256] and LHCb [257–259] collaborations in two di-
mensions. The experimental average from a fit of the experimental input by the heavy flavour
averaging group (HFLAV) results in a tension with SM predictions at 3.1σ [228]. A recent up-
date of the SM prediction [237, 238] has increased this tension to just above 4σ. The updated
prediction will be used in an updated HFLAV average [260]. This tension constitutes a flavour
anomaly in b→ cτ−ν̄τ tree-level decays.

5.2.3. Lepton universality test RJ/ψ

At the LHC, b-hadrons of all species are produced, including B+
c mesons. The LHCb collab-

oration has performed a measurement of the ratio

RJ/ψ =
B(B+

c → J/ψτ−ν̄τ)
B(B+

c → J/ψµ−ν̄µ)
(78)
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Figure 20: Two-dimensional fit of the experimental data on RD and RD∗ from the BaBar [251, 252], Belle [253, 255, 256]
and LHCb [257–259] collaborations by the heavy flavour averaging group [228]. The SM predictions are taken from
Refs. [223, 224, 233, 236, 241, 243], and do not yet include the update predictions in Eq. (73). Figure reproduced from
Ref. [228].

where the τ lepton is reconstructed in the muonic decay mode τ−→ µ−ν̄µντ. The recent lattice
QCD study of the SM form factors has reduced the relative uncertainty of the RJ/ψ SM prediction
to a level below that of RD∗ [231, 245]. The LHCb experiment finds first evidence for the decay
B(B+

c → J/ψτ−ν̄τ and measures RJ/ψ = 0.71 ± 0.17 ± 0.18 [261]. This result is 1.9σ above the
updated SM prediction given in Eq. (75).

5.2.4. Experimental prospects
Precision measurements of B̄→ D̄(∗)τ−ν̄τ decays have a high priority at Belle II10. Besides

performing precise measurements of RD(∗) , the Belle II collaboration will be able to perform
measurements differential in q2 and angular analyses. Angular analyses will allow access to
Pτ(D(∗)), the polarisation of the τ lepton, and PD∗ , the polarisation of the D∗ meson, quantities
which are interesting probes for NP but which so far have only been determined with limited
accuracy [255, 264]. The Belle II collaboration expects uncertainties of σ(RD) = (±2.0stat ±

2.5syst)%, σ(RD∗ ) = (±1.0stat ± 2.0syst)%, and σ(Pτ(D∗)) = ±0.06stat ± 0.04syst with the full
50 ab−1 data sample [83]. Belle II will furthermore explore experimentally challenging inclusive
measurements of B̄→ Xcτ

−ν̄τ decays [83]. These observables can be predicted in the SM using
methods complementary to the approaches used for exclusive decays as discussed in Sec. 5.1,
see e. g. Refs. [265, 266].

LHCb will exploit the fact that all b-hadron species are produced at the LHC and is ex-
pected to probe b→ cτ−ν̄τ transitions by performing measurements of RD, RD∗ , RDs , RJ/ψ, and
RΛc [17]. LHCb projects an ultimate sensitivity to RD∗ with the full Upgrade II data sample
of σ(RD∗ ) = 0.003 for both the muonic and the three-prong hadronic τ decay, assuming that
systematic uncertainties scale the same as the statistical uncertainty [17]. Angular analyses of
B→ D∗τν decays are challenging but are expected to be feasible with the large data sample of
the LHCb upgrades.

10It should be noted that the Belle II collaboration recently presented preliminary results on the branching fractions of
exclusive B̄→ D̄∗`−ν̄` (` = e, µ) decays with 34.6 fb−1 of early data [262, 263]
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Figure 21: The metrology of the WET Wilson coefficient determinations from b → sµ+µ− processes (left) and b →
cτ−ν̄τ processes (right) at hand of two prototypical studies [267, 268]. The left plot shows the two-dimensional constraint
on the BSM contributions to the two numerically leading WET Wilson coefficients C9 and C10, exhibiting a ∼ 6σ
tensions with the SM point in the origin. The right plot shows summaries of the the one-dimensional profile likelihoods
for the BSM contributions to the WET Wilson coefficients under the assumption that the coefficient CVR is lepton-flavour
universal, as required by matching on the SM Effective Field Theory [269]. The colors encode the different minima in
the fit, which cannot be disentangled by present data. We refer to the respective works for further details.

6. Summary, Interpretation and Outlook

The flavour anomalies are comprised of a series of tensions between measurements and SM
predictions for a variatey of b-hadron decay processes: Measurements of branching fractions
and angular distributions of b→ sµ+µ− FCNC decays, which are dominated by precise LHCb
results, show a consistent pattern of tensions with the SM expectations. The tensions seen in the
lepton-flavour universality tests RK , R∗K , and RpK are compatible with the deviations seen in the
b→ sµ+µ− modes. While individual measurements show tensions with significances between
2–3σ, the combination of the measurements provides an intriguing and consistent picture.

Another set of measurements performed by the B-factory experiments Babar and Belle, and
by LHCb shows hints of lepton-flavour universality breaking in tree-level b→ c`−ν̄` transitions.
Specifically, tensions arise in the lepton flavour universality ratios RD, RD∗ and RJ/ψ between
tauonic and muonic decays. The experimental average of the individual RD and RD∗ measure-
ments shows a tension with the SM prediction of more than 3σ significance.

For the neutral-current decays, the tensions can be explained by a modification of the b → s
operators that include a vectorial lepton current (O9). Its Wilson coefficient requires a shift by
around −25% of its SM value [267, 270–272]; see Fig. 21 (left). Global analyses of all available
b → s{γ, `+`−} data also indicate the need for shifts in the couplings of operators with either
the axial lepton current (O10), or hadronic currents with non-SM-like chirality (O9′,10′ ), or both.
These findings hinge crucially on our current understanding of the hadronic matrix elements of
both local and nonlocal nature, i. e., local and nonlocal form factors. As a consequence, the
interpretation of the b→ sµ+µ− anomalies as a genuine sign of BSM physics is presently theory
limited. Ongoing efforts by lattice QCD groups to increase the precision of the local form factors
(see e. g. Refs. [120–122]) and current developments in the field of the nonlocal hadronic matrix
elements (see e. g. Ref. [35]) give hope that future phenomenological analyses can overcome
these limitations.
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The most precise measurements of b→ sµ+µ− are currently provided by the LHC experi-
ments. Most of the analyses, however, do not yet use the full LHC Run 1 and 2 data sample.
Therefore, a wealth of new experimental results can be expected in the near future, even before
the start of LHC Run 3 in 2022. It will be crucial to observe if the significance of the anomalies
in branching fractions and angular distributions will increase with the added data and will evolve
to individually significant measurements, or if more data reduces the tensions seen. Another
essential ingredient to establish the flavour anomalies would be to see significant, consistent
measurements from different experiments. With the large datasets collected by ATLAS, CMS
and LHCb, the prospects to resolve or establish these anomalies in the near future are excellent.

Apart from the LHC, the Belle II experiment [18] will provide improved measurements of
inclusive decays and furthermore play an important role by independently scrutinising the flavour
anomaly measurements published at the LHC. In b→ s`+`− decays, a sufficiently large data-set
for new insights is expected to be collected by 2022–2023 [273].

Among the charged-current decays, the tensions cannot be clearly explained as a modification
of a single WET coefficient [268]; see Fig.21 (right). In contrast to the neutral-current decays,
the theoretical predictions are under excellent control, largely thanks to the the heavy-quark
expansion of the local form factors and stringent dispersive bounds on the form factor parameters.
Thus, the interpretation of the charged-current semitauonic anomalies as genuine signs of BSM
physics is presently limited by the experimental precision.

The experimental picture in b → c`−ν̄ currently shows Belle and LHCb data with similar
precision. Both LHCb and Belle II will put a strong focus on clarifying the picture, and will
utilise their orthogonal advantages: at the LHC, all b-hadron species are produced and can hence
be used for precision tests of b → c`−ν̄ transitions. In contrast, the cleaner environment at
Belle II allows access to tests of the polarization of the τ− lepton and D∗0 meson. Measurements
in b → cτ−ν̄τ decays could be the first significant contributions of the Belle II experiment in the
quest to understand the flavour anomalies [273].

The available data and their phenomenological analyses within the WET have highlighted
significant and consistent tensions with the SM expectations. A path to future interpretations
of these tensions is clear: the WET constraints are an indispensable ingredient for BSM model-
building studies. They should be included in global BSM studies within, e. g., the SM Effective
Field Theory (SMEFT) or the Higgs Effective Field Theory. In particular for SMEFT-based
studies, first steps in this direction have been taken with the SM global likelihood (smelli)
software [274].

In light of the anomalies, the present plans for theoretical and experimental improvements,
and the prospects for large future data-sets by the LHC and B-factory experiments, flavour
physics in general and B physics in particular is and will remain an exciting and rewarding field
of research.

Acknowledgements

C. L. and D. v. D. gratefully acknowledge support by the Emmy Noether programme of the
Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG), under grants LA 3937/1-1 and DY 130/1-1. D. v.
D. further acknowledges support by the DFG Collaborative Research Center 110 “Symmetries
and theEmergence of Structure in QCD”. J. A. acknowledges support from the Heisenberg pro-
gramme of the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG), GZ: AL 1639/5-1 and funding from
the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and
innovation programme under grant agreement No. 714536: PRECISION.

47



References

[1] A. Ali, G. Giudice, T. Mannel, Towards a model independent analysis of rare B decays, Z. Phys. C 67 (1995)
417–432. arXiv:hep-ph/9408213, doi:10.1007/BF01624585.

[2] M. Ciuchini, E. Franco, L. Giusti, V. Lubicz, G. Martinelli, Combined analysis of the unitarity triangle and CP
violation in the standard model, Nucl. Phys. B 573 (2000) 201–222. arXiv:hep-ph/9910236, doi:10.1016/
S0550-3213(99)00807-X.

[3] A. Hocker, H. Lacker, S. Laplace, F. Le Diberder, A New approach to a global fit of the CKM matrix, Eur. Phys.
J. C 21 (2001) 225–259. arXiv:hep-ph/0104062, doi:10.1007/s100520100729.

[4] B. Aubert, et al., The BaBar detector, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 479 (2002) 1–116. arXiv:hep-ex/0105044,
doi:10.1016/S0168-9002(01)02012-5.

[5] B. Aubert, et al., The BABAR Detector: Upgrades, Operation and Performance, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 729
(2013) 615–701. arXiv:1305.3560, doi:10.1016/j.nima.2013.05.107.

[6] A. Abashian, et al., The Belle Detector, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 479 (2002) 117–232. doi:10.1016/

S0168-9002(01)02013-7.
[7] D. Acosta, et al., Measurement of the J/ψ meson and b−hadron production cross sections in pp̄ collisions at

√
s =

1960 GeV, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 032001. arXiv:hep-ex/0412071, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.71.032001.
[8] V. Abazov, et al., The Upgraded D0 detector, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 565 (2006) 463–537. arXiv:physics/

0507191, doi:10.1016/j.nima.2006.05.248.
[9] G. Aad, et al., The ATLAS Experiment at the CERN Large Hadron Collider, JINST 3 (2008) S08003. doi:

10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08003.
[10] S. Chatrchyan, et al., The CMS Experiment at the CERN LHC, JINST 3 (2008) S08004. doi:10.1088/

1748-0221/3/08/S08004.
[11] J. Alves, A.Augusto, et al., The LHCb Detector at the LHC, JINST 3 (2008) S08005. doi:10.1088/

1748-0221/3/08/S08005.
[12] R. Aaij, et al., LHCb Detector Performance, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 30 (07) (2015) 1530022. arXiv:1412.6352,

doi:10.1142/S0217751X15300227.
[13] R. Aaij, et al., Measurement of the b-quark production cross-section in 7 and 13 TeV pp collisions, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 118 (5) (2017) 052002, [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 119, 169901 (2017)]. arXiv:1612.05140, doi:10.
1103/PhysRevLett.118.052002.

[14] R. Aaij, et al., Measurement of the B± production cross-section in pp collisions at
√

s = 7 and 13 TeV, JHEP 12
(2017) 026. arXiv:1710.04921, doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2017)026.

[15] I. Bediaga, et al., Framework TDR for the LHCb Upgrade: Technical Design Report (4 2012).
[16] R. Aaij, et al., Expression of Interest for a Phase-II LHCb Upgrade: Opportunities in flavour physics, and beyond,

in the HL-LHC era, Tech. Rep. CERN-LHCC-2017-003, CERN, Geneva (Feb 2017).
URL https://cds.cern.ch/record/2244311

[17] R. Aaij, et al., Physics case for an LHCb Upgrade II - Opportunities in flavour physics, and beyond, in the HL-LHC
era (2016). arXiv:1808.08865.

[18] T. Abe, et al., Belle II Technical Design Report (11 2010). arXiv:1011.0352.
[19] J. Aebischer, M. Fael, C. Greub, J. Virto, B physics Beyond the Standard Model at One Loop: Complete

Renormalization Group Evolution below the Electroweak Scale, JHEP 09 (2017) 158. arXiv:1704.06639,
doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2017)158.

[20] E. E. Jenkins, A. V. Manohar, P. Stoffer, Low-Energy Effective Field Theory below the Electroweak Scale: Oper-
ators and Matching, JHEP 03 (2018) 016. arXiv:1709.04486, doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2018)016.

[21] K. Wilson, W. Zimmermann, Operator product expansions and composite field operators in the general framework
of quantum field theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 24 (1972) 87–106. doi:10.1007/BF01878448.

[22] G. Buchalla, A. J. Buras, M. E. Lautenbacher, Weak decays beyond leading logarithms, Rev. Mod. Phys. 68 (1996)
1125–1144. arXiv:hep-ph/9512380, doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.68.1125.

[23] J. Aebischer, et al., WCxf: an exchange format for Wilson coefficients beyond the Standard Model, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 232 (2018) 71–83. arXiv:1712.05298, doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2018.05.022.

[24] K. G. Chetyrkin, M. Misiak, M. Munz, |∆F| = 1 nonleptonic effective Hamiltonian in a simpler scheme, Nucl.
Phys. B 520 (1998) 279–297. arXiv:hep-ph/9711280, doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00131-X.

[25] K. Adel, Y.-P. Yao, Effective Lagrangian for b→ s processes with QCD corrections, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 8 (1993)
1679–1690. arXiv:hep-ph/9302244, doi:10.1142/S0217732393001422.

[26] P. Gambino, M. Gorbahn, U. Haisch, Anomalous dimension matrix for radiative and rare semileptonic B decays
up to three loops, Nucl. Phys. B 673 (2003) 238–262. arXiv:hep-ph/0306079, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.
2003.09.024.

[27] C. Bobeth, P. Gambino, M. Gorbahn, U. Haisch, Complete NNLO QCD analysis of anti-B —> X(s) l+ l- and

48

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9408213
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01624585
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9910236
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00807-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00807-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0104062
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520100729
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0105044
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)02012-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.3560
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2013.05.107
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)02013-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)02013-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0412071
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.032001
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0507191
http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0507191
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2006.05.248
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6352
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X15300227
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05140
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.052002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.052002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.04921
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)026
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2244311
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2244311
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2244311
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.08865
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0352
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.06639
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2017)158
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.04486
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2018)016
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01878448
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512380
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.68.1125
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.05298
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2018.05.022
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9711280
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00131-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9302244
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732393001422
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0306079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2003.09.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2003.09.024


higher order electroweak effects, JHEP 04 (2004) 071. arXiv:hep-ph/0312090, doi:10.1088/1126-6708/
2004/04/071.

[28] M. Gorbahn, U. Haisch, Effective Hamiltonian for non-leptonic |∆F| = 1 decays at NNLO in QCD, Nucl. Phys.
B 713 (2005) 291–332. arXiv:hep-ph/0411071, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.01.047.

[29] E. E. Jenkins, A. V. Manohar, P. Stoffer, Low-Energy Effective Field Theory below the Electroweak Scale:
Anomalous Dimensions, JHEP 01 (2018) 084. arXiv:1711.05270, doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2018)084.

[30] W. Dekens, P. Stoffer, Low-energy effective field theory below the electroweak scale: matching at one loop, JHEP
10 (2019) 197. arXiv:1908.05295, doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2019)197.

[31] A. Sirlin, Radiative Corrections in the SU(2)-L x U(1) Theory: A Simple Renormalization Framework, Phys. Rev.
D 22 (1980) 971–981. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.22.971.

[32] P. Ball, R. Zwicky, Bd,s → ρ, ω,K∗, φ decay form-factors from light-cone sum rules revisited, Phys. Rev. D 71
(2005) 014029. arXiv:hep-ph/0412079, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014029.

[33] A. Bharucha, D. M. Straub, R. Zwicky, B → V`+`− in the Standard Model from light-cone sum rules, JHEP 08
(2016) 098. arXiv:1503.05534, doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2016)098.

[34] N. Gubernari, A. Kokulu, D. van Dyk, B → P and B → V Form Factors from B-Meson Light-Cone Sum Rules
beyond Leading Twist, JHEP 01 (2019) 150. arXiv:1811.00983, doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2019)150.

[35] N. Gubernari, D. van Dyk, J. Virto, Non-local matrix elements in B(s) → {K(∗), φ}`+`− (11 2020). arXiv:

2011.09813.
[36] R. R. Horgan, Z. Liu, S. Meinel, M. Wingate, Lattice QCD calculation of form factors describing the rare decays

B → K∗`+`− and Bs → φ`+`−, Phys. Rev. D 89 (9) (2014) 094501. arXiv:1310.3722, doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.89.094501.

[37] S. Descotes-Genon, A. Khodjamirian, J. Virto, Light-cone sum rules for B→ Kπ form factors and applications to
rare decays, JHEP 12 (2019) 083. arXiv:1908.02267, doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2019)083.

[38] T. Aliev, M. Savci, K.-C. Yang, Tensor form factors of B → K1 transition from QCD light cone sum rules, Phys.
Lett. B 700 (2011) 55–64. arXiv:1011.4661, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2011.04.066.

[39] M. Beneke, T. Feldmann, D. Seidel, Systematic approach to exclusive B→ Vl+l−, Vγ decays, Nucl. Phys. B 612
(2001) 25–58. arXiv:hep-ph/0106067, doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00366-2.

[40] M. Beneke, T. Feldmann, D. Seidel, Exclusive radiative and electroweak b → d and b → s penguin decays at
NLO, Eur. Phys. J. C 41 (2005) 173–188. arXiv:hep-ph/0412400, doi:10.1140/epjc/s2005-02181-5.

[41] P. Ball, G. W. Jones, R. Zwicky, B → Vγ beyond QCD factorisation, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 054004. arXiv:

hep-ph/0612081, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.75.054004.
[42] M. Dimou, J. Lyon, R. Zwicky, Exclusive Chromomagnetism in heavy-to-light FCNCs, Phys. Rev. D 87 (7)

(2013) 074008. arXiv:1212.2242, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.074008.
[43] F. Muheim, Y. Xie, R. Zwicky, Exploiting the width difference in Bs → φγ, Phys. Lett. B 664 (2008) 174–179.

arXiv:0802.0876, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2008.05.032.
[44] A. Khodjamirian, T. Mannel, A. Pivovarov, Y.-M. Wang, Charm-loop effect in B → K(∗)`+`− and B → K∗γ,

JHEP 09 (2010) 089. arXiv:1006.4945, doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2010)089.
[45] A. L. Kagan, M. Neubert, Isospin breaking in B → K∗γ decays, Phys. Lett. B 539 (2002) 227–234. arXiv:

hep-ph/0110078, doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02100-7.
[46] J. Lyon, R. Zwicky, Isospin asymmetries in B→ (K∗, ρ)γ/l+l− and B→ Kl+l− in and beyond the standard model,

Phys. Rev. D 88 (9) (2013) 094004. arXiv:1305.4797, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.094004.
[47] Y. Grossman, P. Tanedo, Just a Taste: Lectures on Flavor Physics, in: Theoretical Advanced Study Institute in

Elementary Particle Physics: Anticipating the Next Discoveries in Particle Physics, 2018, pp. 109–295. arXiv:
1711.03624, doi:10.1142/9789813233348_0004.

[48] A. Paul, D. M. Straub, Constraints on new physics from radiative B decays, JHEP 04 (2017) 027. arXiv:

1608.02556, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2017)027.
[49] D. Atwood, M. Gronau, A. Soni, Mixing induced CP asymmetries in radiative B decays in and beyond the standard

model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79 (1997) 185–188. arXiv:hep-ph/9704272, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.185.
[50] T. Horiguchi, et al., Evidence for Isospin Violation and Measurement of CP Asymmetries in B → K∗(892)γ,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (19) (2017) 191802. arXiv:1707.00394, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.191802.
[51] B. Aubert, et al., Measurement of Branching Fractions and CP and Isospin Asymmetries in B → K∗(892)γ

Decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 (2009) 211802. arXiv:0906.2177, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.211802.
[52] B. Aubert, et al., Measurements of Branching Fractions for B+ → ρ+γ, B0 → ρ0γ, and B0 → ωγ, Phys. Rev. D

78 (2008) 112001. arXiv:0808.1379, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.112001.
[53] N. Taniguchi, et al., Measurement of branching fractions, isospin and CP-violating asymmetries for exclusive

b → dγ modes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 111801, [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 101, 129904 (2008)]. arXiv:

0804.4770, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.111801.
[54] D. M. Straub, flavio: a Python package for flavour and precision phenomenology in the Standard Model and

beyond (10 2018). arXiv:1810.08132.

49

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0312090
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/04/071
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/04/071
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0411071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.01.047
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.05270
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2018)084
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.05295
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)197
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.971
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412079
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014029
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05534
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)098
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.00983
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)150
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.09813
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.09813
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3722
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.094501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.094501
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.02267
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)083
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.4661
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.04.066
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106067
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00366-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412400
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02181-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0612081
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0612081
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.054004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.2242
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.074008
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0876
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.05.032
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.4945
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2010)089
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0110078
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0110078
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02100-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.4797
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.094004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03624
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03624
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789813233348_0004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.02556
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.02556
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)027
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9704272
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.185
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.00394
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.191802
http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.2177
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.211802
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.1379
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.112001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.4770
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.4770
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.111801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.08132


[55] D. Dutta, et al., Search for B0
s → γγ and a measurement of the branching fraction for B0

s → φγ, Phys. Rev. D
91 (1) (2015) 011101. arXiv:1411.7771, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.91.011101.

[56] R. Aaij, et al., Measurement of the ratio of branching fractions BR(B0 → K?0γ)/BR(Bs0 → φγ) and the direct CP
asymmetry in B0 → K?0γ, Nucl. Phys. B 867 (2013) 1–18. arXiv:1209.0313, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.
2012.09.013.

[57] A. Bevan, et al., The Physics of the B Factories, Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) 3026. arXiv:1406.6311, doi:
10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3026-9.

[58] B. Aubert, et al., Measurement of Time-Dependent CP Asymmetry in B0 → K0
S π

0γ Decays, Phys. Rev. D 78
(2008) 071102. arXiv:0807.3103, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.071102.

[59] Y. Ushiroda, et al., Time-Dependent CP Asymmetries in B0 → K0
S π

0γ transitions, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 111104.
arXiv:hep-ex/0608017, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.74.111104.

[60] B. Aubert, et al., Branching Fractions and CP-Violating Asymmetries in Radiative B Decays to ηKγ, Phys. Rev.
D 79 (2009) 011102. arXiv:0805.1317, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.79.011102.

[61] H. Nakano, et al., Measurement of time-dependent CP asymmetries in B0 → K0
S ηγ decays, Phys. Rev. D 97 (9)

(2018) 092003. arXiv:1803.07774, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.97.092003.
[62] P. del Amo Sanchez, et al., Time-dependent analysis of B0 → K0

S π
−π+γ decays and studies of the K+π−π+

system in B+ → K+π−π+γ decays, Phys. Rev. D 93 (5) (2016) 052013. arXiv:1512.03579, doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.93.052013.

[63] J. Li, et al., Time-dependent CP Asymmetries in B0 → K0
S rho0γ Decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 251601.

arXiv:0806.1980, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.251601.
[64] H. Sahoo, et al., First Observation of Radiative B0 → φK0γ Decays and Measurements of Their Time-Dependent

CP Violation, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 071101. arXiv:1104.5590, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.84.071101.
[65] Y. Ushiroda, et al., Time-dependent CP-violating asymmetry in B0 —> rho0 gamma decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100

(2008) 021602. arXiv:0709.2769, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.021602.
[66] R. Aaij, et al., First experimental study of photon polarization in radiative B0

s decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2)
(2017) 021801, [Addendum: Phys. Rev. Lett.118,no.10,109901(2017)]. arXiv:1609.02032, doi:10.1103/
PhysRevLett.118.021801,10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.109901.

[67] R. Aaij, et al., Measurement of CP-violating and mixing-induced observables in B0
s → φγ decays, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 123 (8) (2019) 081802. arXiv:1905.06284, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.081802.
[68] M. Gronau, D. Pirjol, Photon polarization in radiative B decays, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 054008. arXiv:hep-ph/

0205065, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.66.054008.
[69] R. Aaij, et al., Observation of Photon Polarization in the b → sγ Transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (16) (2014)

161801. arXiv:1402.6852, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.161801.
[70] V. Bellée, P. Pais, A. Puig Navarro, F. Blanc, O. Schneider, K. Trabelsi, G. Veneziano, Using an amplitude analysis

to measure the photon polarisation in B→ Kππγ decays, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (7) (2019) 622. arXiv:1902.09201,
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7127-3.

[71] T. Mannel, S. Recksiegel, Flavor changing neutral current decays of heavy baryons: The Case Lambda(b) —>
Lambda gamma, J. Phys. G 24 (1998) 979–990. arXiv:hep-ph/9701399, doi:10.1088/0954-3899/24/5/
006.

[72] G. Hiller, A. Kagan, Probing for new physics in polarized Λb decays at the Z, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 074038.
arXiv:hep-ph/0108074, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.65.074038.

[73] F. Legger, T. Schietinger, Photon helicity in Λb → pKγ decays, Phys. Lett. B 645 (2007) 204–212, [Erratum:
Phys.Lett.B 647, 527–528 (2007)]. arXiv:hep-ph/0605245, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2006.12.011.

[74] M. Ablikim, et al., Polarization and Entanglement in Baryon-Antibaryon Pair Production in Electron-Positron
Annihilation, Nature Phys. 15 (2019) 631–634. arXiv:1808.08917, doi:10.1038/s41567-019-0494-8.
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