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The third charged lepton - τρίτον

2

First observed in 1974 at SPEAR in SLAC as an anomalous decay in e+e- 
collisions  

Proposal:

➡ these events were the production and subsequent decay of 

a new particle pair:


 

➡ The mass and spin of the τ was established at DESY with 

the Double Arm Spectrometer (DASP), and at SLAC-
Stanford with the SPEAR Direct Electron Counter 
(DELCO). 

e+ + e− → τ+ + τ− → e± + μ∓ + 4ν



     Ami Rostomyan                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       Jeniffer Summer School 2021                                                                                                                                        

The τ lepton
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Very massive: 

➡ ~3500 times more massive than electron


Short lifetime: 

➡ ~1.3*10-7 times smaller lifetime than muon
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Figure 1: Feynman diagrams for µ� ! e�⌫̄e ⌫µ and ⌧� ! ⌫⌧X� (X� = e�⌫̄e, µ�⌫̄µ, dū, sū).

Together with hadronic e+e� data, the hadronic ⌧ -decay distributions are needed to determine the
SM prediction for the µ anomalous magnetic moment. Section 9 presents an overview of the e, µ and
⌧ magnetic, electric and weak dipole moments, which are expected to have a high sensitivity to physics
beyond the SM. The ⌧ lepton constitutes a superb probe to search for new-physics signals. The current
status of CP-violating asymmetries in ⌧ decays is described in section 10, while section 11 discusses
the production of ⌧ leptons in B decays, which is sensitive to new-physics contributions with couplings
proportional to fermion masses. The large ⌧ mass allows one to investigate lepton-flavour and lepton-
number violation, through a broad range of kinematically-allowed decay modes, complementing the
high-precision searches performed in µ decay. The current experimental limits are given in section 12;
they provide stringent constraints on flavour models beyond the SM.

Processes with ⌧ leptons in the final state are playing now an important role at the LHC, either to
characterize the Higgs properties or to search for new particles at higher scales. The current status is
briefly described in section 13, before concluding with a few summarizing comments in section 14.

2 Lepton Decays

The decays of the charged leptons, µ� and ⌧�, proceed through the W -exchange diagrams shown in
Fig. 1, with the universal SM strength associated with the charged-current interactions:
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The momentum transfer carried by the intermediate W� is very small compared to MW . Therefore, the
vector-boson propagator shrinks to a point and can be well approximated through a local four-fermion
interaction governed by the Fermi coupling constant GF/
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takes into account radiative QED corrections, which are known to O(↵2). The tiny neutrino masses
have been neglected and (�) represents additional photons or lepton pairs which have been included
inclusively in �`

0
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. Higher-order electroweak corrections and the non-local structure of theW propagator,

are usually incorporated into the e↵ective coupling [33,34]
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4

τ− → Xντ (X = e−ν̄e , μ−ν̄μ , dū , sū , . . . )μ− → e−ν̄eντ

Laboratory to test the structure of the weak currents, the universality of their 
coupling to the gauge bosons and the low-energy aspects of strong interactions.

Decay modes: 

➡ ~ 250 decay modes in PDG


➡ τ → e or μ   (~35%)


➡ heavy enough to decay to hadrons

ρ0  (ρ–)

π+ (π0)

π – (π0)

π – 
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B factories
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➡ High luminosities 

~Belle: 710 fb-1 @ Y(4S)

~ BaBar: 424 fb-1 @ Y(4S)

BaBar@PEP-II 

The Belle Experiment

5

Vital statistics
KEK, Tsukuba, Japan
Operated 1999-2010
~1 ab-1 collected
~400 members, 18 countries
>500 publications

Many contributions to bb study
Discovery of Kb(2S), hb (1P,2P)
Discovery of Zb

±(10610/50)
Measurements of decay modes

Now upgraded to Belle II, at the next generation B-Factory

Belle Bottomonium Results  /  Bryan FULSOM (PNNL) /  ICHEP  /  2018.07.05

Not just B-Factories but also τ factories!

Belle@KEKB

➡ Asymmetric beam energies

Belle: 8.0 GeV (e−) / 3.5 GeV (e+)

BaBar: 9.1 GeV (e−) / 3.0 GeV (e+)

➡ Boosted BB̄ pairs 

➡ Collision energy at Y(nS)

➡ e.g. ECMS = 10.58 GeV 

➡ BR(Y(4S)→ BB̄ ) > 96% 
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τ physics program @ B factories
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Wide range of observables to confront theory

➡ Precision SM measurement

➡ CP asymmetries

➡ Rare decays, forbidden decays 

➡ Angular distributionsDark Week@KEK 2019 - M. Villanueva �15

LFV limits

Electric 
dipole limit

Mass and 
CPT test

Lifetime and 
CPT test

CP-Violation
LFV limits

Lint (fb-1)

Mass and 
CPT testSCC  

searches

CP-Violation

τ → ℓℓℓ

τ → μγ

τ → μγ
τ → ℓℓℓ

Limits in

Limits in

Limits in

The B-factories 
provided a sort of 
very interesting 
results along the 
last two decades.

Belle II will not 
be the 
exception.

As the integrated 
luminosity 
increases, many 
of these results 
will be tested/
improved.

Prospects for ! studiesHistorically B-factories provided a variety of very interesting results in the last two decades. 

B-factories: Belle@KEKB and BaBar@PEP-II 

Standard model tests in modes with neutrinos | Simon Wehle | 18.04.2018
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SuperKEKB
Status and improvements since KEKB

e+e- accelerator located in Tsukuba, Japan 

Built in tunnels of KEKB, but is almost entirely  
new machine: 

• x20 smaller beam focus at interaction region

• Doubled beam currents

This yields x40 higher peak luminosity 
(8x1034 cm-2s-1)

First beams in 2016 
First collisions: next month 

KEKB SuperKEKB

“nano-beam”

!5

Experimental Setup for Belle II 

‣ Electron positron collider are an ideal 
setup for missing energy channels 

• Initial state precisely known 

• Negligible pileup 

‣ Neutrino energy can be determined 
precisely

The Challenges

SUSY 2017, B-physics & Belle II Phillip URQUIJO

Belle (II) Reconstruction

11
University of Zurich, 2016, May 9 Flavour anomalies & Belle II's impact on the physics landscape

machines are beautiful
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e+ e�

e+ e�bb̄bb̄

bū

b̄u

⌥(1S) = hbb̄i
⌥(4S) = hbb̄i
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andBs mesons. Samples of b-flavored hadrons of di↵erent
types are available from production at higher energies,
in e+e� collisions on the Z resonance at LEP (ALEPH,
DELPHI, L3, OPAL experiments) and SLC (SLD experi-
ment), as wells in hadron collisions at the Tevatron (CDF
and D0 experiments) and the LHC (LHCb, ATLAS, CMS
experiments).

The cross sections for the process e+e� ! bb̄ at the
⌥(4S), ⌥(5S) and Z resonances are 1.1 nb, 0.3 nb, and
6.6 nb, respectively. The cross section for b-hadron pro-
duction in hadron collisions is much larger, e.g. �(pp !

bb̄) ⇠ 300 µb at a center-of-mass energy of
p
s = 7 TeV.

Table I gives an overview of the data samples recorded
by the various experiments.

TABLE I: Overview of the b-hadron samples recorded
by various experiments. For LEP and SLC the numbers
of produced Z bosons is given instead of the integrated

luminosity
R
Ldt.

Experiment
p
s (GeV)

R
Ldt ( fb�1) BB/bb̄ pairs

Belle 10.58 711 7.72⇥ 108 BB

BABAR 10.58 426 4.68⇥ 108 BB

CLEO 10.58 16 1.71⇥ 107 BB

ARGUS 10.58 0.2 2⇥ 105 BB

LEPa,c
⇠ 91 ⇠ 4⇥ 106 Z ⇠ 6⇥ 105 bb̄

SLD ⇠ 91 ⇠ 6⇥ 105 Z ⇠ 9⇥ 104 bb̄

LHCb 7000, 8000 3.2 2.6⇥ 1011 bb̄

ATLAS, CMSc 7000, 8000 25 ⇠ 1012 bb̄

Tevatronb,c 1960 10 ⇠ 1011 bb̄

a LEP is representative of the ALEPH, DELPHI, L3, and
OPAL experiments.

b Tevatron is representative of the CDF and D0 experiments.
c Quoted numbers are per experiment.

Semileptonic and leptonic decays of the B meson
are best studied in e+e� collisions, where the four-
momentum of the inital state is known and the events are
rather clean. Their study in hadron collisions is di�cult
due to the large hadronic background and the unknown
initial state, which makes a reconstruction of the neutrino
impossible. Moreover, hadron-collider experiments must
trigger on specific exclusive decay modes, preferentially
with charged particles in the final state. The B-factory
experiments can reconstruct a large variety of B-meson
decay modes with a high e�ciency and are thus able to
perform inclusive measurements.

In this article, we will primarily focus on the measure-
ments of the high-luminosity B-factory experiments Belle
at KEKB and BABAR at PEP-II. They provide the cur-
rently most precise results on B ! `⌫ and B ! X`⌫
decays. If competitive results from other experiments
exist for a specific decay mode, they will be mentioned
as well. The PEP-II collider operated from 1998 to 2008,

KEKB from 1998 to 2010 at a center-of-mass energy of
p
s = 10.58 GeV, equal to the mass of the ⌥(4S).
The production of B mesons in e+e� collisions at the

⌥(4S) resonance is illustrated in Fig. 4. The ⌥(4S) is
the lightest bb̄ resonance with a mass above the BB pair
production threshold: m⌥(4S) = 10.58 GeV > 2mB =
10.56 GeV. It decays almost exclusively to B-meson
pairs, with about equal probability to B+B� and B0B0.
The current upper limit for non-BB decays of the ⌥(4S)
is 4% at the 95% confidence level (Olive et al., 2014).

B!�threshold 

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4: B-meson production in e+e� collisions at the
⌥(4S) resonance: (a) cross section for e+e� ! hadrons,

(b) diagram for BB production.

The energies of the collinding electron and positron
beams were chosen to be asymmetric, which resulted in
a boost of the ⌥(4S) resonance and the B mesons pro-
duced in its decay. This boost allows for a better spa-
tial separation of the two B-meson decay vertices. The
flight lengths of the B mesons are used to determine
their lifetimes and are thus important for time-dependent
measurements, in particular the measurement of time-
dependent CP asymmetries. Table II lists some of the
operation parameters of the KEKB and PEP-II colliders.

2. Detectors

The detection of B ! `⌫ and B ! X`⌫ decays re-
quires a reliable reconstruction and identification of the
charged lepton ` = e, µ and, in the case of semileptonic
decays, the hadrons that form the hadronic final state X.
In addition, the other particles in the event need to be
reconstructed to infer the kinematics of the undetected
neutrino from either the missing energy and momentum
in the event or the reconstruction of the second B meson.

B�

B+

• Latest Belle 
analyses use 
semileptonic and 
hadronic tagging. 

• Normalisation to 
semileptonic decay 
modes. 

• Based on Mmiss2 and 
EECL/extra

40 x Belle Luminosity
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B-Factories
Not just B-Factories but also τ factories!
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⌧�
<latexit sha1_base64="fePHAwIOfEePuPy+WLnz27Nx+tQ=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4sSQq6LHoxWMF+wFtLJvtpl27yYbdiVBC/4MXD4p49f9489+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXJFIYdN1vZ2l5ZXVtvbBR3Nza3tkt7e03jEo143WmpNKtgBouRczrKFDyVqI5jQLJm8HwZuI3n7g2QsX3OEq4H9F+LELBKFqp0UGaPpx2S2W34k5BFomXkzLkqHVLX52eYmnEY2SSGtP23AT9jGoUTPJxsZManlA2pH3etjSmETd+Nr12TI6t0iOh0rZiJFP190RGI2NGUWA7I4oDM+9NxP+8dorhlZ+JOEmRx2y2KEwlQUUmr5Oe0JyhHFlCmRb2VsIGVFOGNqCiDcGbf3mRNM4q3nnFvbsoV6/zOApwCEdwAh5cQhVuoQZ1YPAIz/AKb45yXpx352PWuuTkMwfwB87nD0ISjuk=</latexit>

⌧+
<latexit sha1_base64="hOZED/LX1NulWHqXToXpPFPeeRI=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSIIQklU0GPRi8cK9gPaWDbbTbt2kw27E6GE/gcvHhTx6v/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSKQw6LrfztLyyuraemGjuLm1vbNb2ttvGJVqxutMSaVbATVcipjXUaDkrURzGgWSN4PhzcRvPnFthIrvcZRwP6L9WISCUbRSo4M0fTjtlspuxZ2CLBIvJ2XIUeuWvjo9xdKIx8gkNabtuQn6GdUomOTjYic1PKFsSPu8bWlMI278bHrtmBxbpUdCpW3FSKbq74mMRsaMosB2RhQHZt6biP957RTDKz8TcZIij9lsUZhKgopMXic9oTlDObKEMi3srYQNqKYMbUBFG4I3//IiaZxVvPOKe3dRrl7ncRTgEI7gBDy4hCrcQg3qwOARnuEV3hzlvDjvzsesdcnJZw7gD5zPHz8Kjuc=</latexit>

q

q̄

σ(e+e− → Υ(4S)) = 1.05 [nb]
σ(e+e− → qq̄) = 3.69 [nb]

σ(e+e− → τ+τ−) = 0.919 [nb]

Hermetic detectors with 

➡ high track reconstruction efficiency 

➡ good kinematic and vertex resolution

➡ excellent PID capability

➡ excellent γ and π0 reconstruction 

Clean environment 

➡ the kinematics of the initial state is precisely known

➡ the neutrino energy can be determined precisely

Wide physics program 

➡ precision measurements of time-dependent CPV and CKM 

parameters 
➡  searches for lepton flavor/universality/number violations 

➡ …
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e+e− → τ+τ−

1-prong

(hadronic)

1-prong

(leptonic)

e+e– annihilation data is ideal for missing energy channels

➡ the neutrino energy can be determined precisely

Reconstruct 1-prong*, 3-prong τ decays in various 
channels 

➡ wide variety of signatures involving tracks ( ) and 

neutrals
e, μ, π, K

1-prong

(leptonic)

* “prong” is the number of charged tracks in the decay

Precise tests of SM & NP searches

➡ τ mass and lifetime measurements

➡ Lepton universality tests

➡ Vus measurement

➡ Electric Dipole Moment (CP/T violation) 

➡ CP violation τ → KSπν

➡ LFV and LNV decays

➡ …
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Belle II @ SuperKEKB

8

SuperKEKB – major upgrade of the KEKB

➡ an asymmetric electron-positron collider 


7.0 GeV (e-) / 4.0 GeV (e+) 

➡ smaller interaction point

➡ increased currents


First beams and commissioning in 2016 


Broke the world lumi record in June 2020!
Armine Rostomyan9

SuperKEKB:  
50 ab-1

KEKB:  
1 ab-1

> upgrade of SuperKEKB > upgrade of the Belle II detector 
➡ more precise hadron identification 

and vertex reconstruction 

Why at Belle and Belle II ? 
Tiny topologically non-trivial QCD vacuum effects  
➡ enormous statistical precision

Belle II collaboration 
( 587 colleagues from 97 institutions and 23 countries)

Unprecedented design luminosity of ~6×1035 cm-2s-1

Next generation B-factory
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Belle II @ SuperKEKB

9

Belle II Detector

3028/11/2017

e− 

(7 GeV)
e+ 

(4 GeV)

17º

150º

News from B-Factories @ DESY Seminar

Vertex Detectors
Central  
Drift 

Chamber
Barrel and Forward 
Particle ID Detector

EM Calorimeter

solenoid  
@ 1.5T

KL-Muon 
Detector

Belle II detector – upgraded Belle detector

Important for τ analysis: discriminate between e, μ, π, K; reconstruct neutrals!

➡ improved tracking efficiency

➡ improved particle identification 

➡ smarter software

➡ more precise algorithms 

➡ rolled in April 2017


First recorded events in April 2018
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The Belle II Collaboration 

10

 2

The Belle II Collaboration

● Truly international: now ~980 researchers from 26 countriesNew facility to search for physics beyond the SM by studying B, D and τ decays

The world largest set of for τ physics with high precision. e+e− → τ+τ−
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Luminosity status and plans

11

~ 200/fb of data already collected since 2019 


Data taking is

➡ challenging in the pandemic

➡ however efficiency largely unaffected

Navid K. Rad Moriond 2021

Luminosity status and plans

3

● Nearly 100/fb of data collected since 2019!
● Challenges in the pandemic:

○ data taking efficiency largely unaffected
○ thanks to extra remote shifts, socially distanced in-person ones
○ most importantly, super hard work from local colleagues

➡ similar data sample as at 1st generation 
B-factories by 2022
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τ leptons @ Belle II 

12

8Tau Lepton Physics at Belle II,  1/3/2019P. Rados  

e+e-→τ+τ- event candidate

µ

hits in  
KLM

π
π

π
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: An example of 3x1 topologye+e− → τ+τ−

13

e+
<latexit sha1_base64="rLc6ULkuVOE7MppFfCePMo1qCQI=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoigh6LXjxWtB/QxrLZTtqlm03Y3Qgl9Cd48aCIV3+RN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nq777RRWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd298v5BU8epYthgsYhVO6AaBZfYMNwIbCcKaRQIbAWjm6nfekKleSwfzDhBP6IDyUPOqLHSPT6e9coVt+rOQJaJl5MK5Kj3yl/dfszSCKVhgmrd8dzE+BlVhjOBk1I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTaz2anTsiJVfokjJUtachM/T2R0UjrcRTYzoiaoV70puJ/Xic14ZWfcZmkBiWbLwpTQUxMpn+TPlfIjBhbQpni9lbChlRRZmw6JRuCt/jyMmmeVz236t1dVGrXeRxFOIJjOAUPLqEGt1CHBjAYwDO8wpsjnBfn3fmYtxacfOYQ/sD5/AHkEo2G</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="rLc6ULkuVOE7MppFfCePMo1qCQI=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoigh6LXjxWtB/QxrLZTtqlm03Y3Qgl9Cd48aCIV3+RN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nq777RRWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd298v5BU8epYthgsYhVO6AaBZfYMNwIbCcKaRQIbAWjm6nfekKleSwfzDhBP6IDyUPOqLHSPT6e9coVt+rOQJaJl5MK5Kj3yl/dfszSCKVhgmrd8dzE+BlVhjOBk1I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTaz2anTsiJVfokjJUtachM/T2R0UjrcRTYzoiaoV70puJ/Xic14ZWfcZmkBiWbLwpTQUxMpn+TPlfIjBhbQpni9lbChlRRZmw6JRuCt/jyMmmeVz236t1dVGrXeRxFOIJjOAUPLqEGt1CHBjAYwDO8wpsjnBfn3fmYtxacfOYQ/sD5/AHkEo2G</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="rLc6ULkuVOE7MppFfCePMo1qCQI=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoigh6LXjxWtB/QxrLZTtqlm03Y3Qgl9Cd48aCIV3+RN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nq777RRWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd298v5BU8epYthgsYhVO6AaBZfYMNwIbCcKaRQIbAWjm6nfekKleSwfzDhBP6IDyUPOqLHSPT6e9coVt+rOQJaJl5MK5Kj3yl/dfszSCKVhgmrd8dzE+BlVhjOBk1I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTaz2anTsiJVfokjJUtachM/T2R0UjrcRTYzoiaoV70puJ/Xic14ZWfcZmkBiWbLwpTQUxMpn+TPlfIjBhbQpni9lbChlRRZmw6JRuCt/jyMmmeVz236t1dVGrXeRxFOIJjOAUPLqEGt1CHBjAYwDO8wpsjnBfn3fmYtxacfOYQ/sD5/AHkEo2G</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="rLc6ULkuVOE7MppFfCePMo1qCQI=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoigh6LXjxWtB/QxrLZTtqlm03Y3Qgl9Cd48aCIV3+RN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nq777RRWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd298v5BU8epYthgsYhVO6AaBZfYMNwIbCcKaRQIbAWjm6nfekKleSwfzDhBP6IDyUPOqLHSPT6e9coVt+rOQJaJl5MK5Kj3yl/dfszSCKVhgmrd8dzE+BlVhjOBk1I31ZhQNqID7FgqaYTaz2anTsiJVfokjJUtachM/T2R0UjrcRTYzoiaoV70puJ/Xic14ZWfcZmkBiWbLwpTQUxMpn+TPlfIjBhbQpni9lbChlRRZmw6JRuCt/jyMmmeVz236t1dVGrXeRxFOIJjOAUPLqEGt1CHBjAYwDO8wpsjnBfn3fmYtxacfOYQ/sD5/AHkEo2G</latexit>

e�
<latexit sha1_base64="ois9VRdzJDl8YfUuPCL+K3TrBO4=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyURQY9FLx4r2g9oY9lsJ+3SzSbsboQS+hO8eFDEq7/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgorq2vrG8XN0tb2zu5eef+gqeNUMWywWMSqHVCNgktsGG4EthOFNAoEtoLRzdRvPaHSPJYPZpygH9GB5CFn1FjpHh/PeuWKW3VnIMvEy0kFctR75a9uP2ZphNIwQbXueG5i/Iwqw5nASambakwoG9EBdiyVNELtZ7NTJ+TEKn0SxsqWNGSm/p7IaKT1OApsZ0TNUC96U/E/r5Oa8MrPuExSg5LNF4WpICYm079JnytkRowtoUxxeythQ6ooMzadkg3BW3x5mTTPq55b9e4uKrXrPI4iHMExnIIHl1CDW6hDAxgM4Ble4c0Rzovz7nzMWwtOPnMIf+B8/gDnGo2I</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ois9VRdzJDl8YfUuPCL+K3TrBO4=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyURQY9FLx4r2g9oY9lsJ+3SzSbsboQS+hO8eFDEq7/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgorq2vrG8XN0tb2zu5eef+gqeNUMWywWMSqHVCNgktsGG4EthOFNAoEtoLRzdRvPaHSPJYPZpygH9GB5CFn1FjpHh/PeuWKW3VnIMvEy0kFctR75a9uP2ZphNIwQbXueG5i/Iwqw5nASambakwoG9EBdiyVNELtZ7NTJ+TEKn0SxsqWNGSm/p7IaKT1OApsZ0TNUC96U/E/r5Oa8MrPuExSg5LNF4WpICYm079JnytkRowtoUxxeythQ6ooMzadkg3BW3x5mTTPq55b9e4uKrXrPI4iHMExnIIHl1CDW6hDAxgM4Ble4c0Rzovz7nzMWwtOPnMIf+B8/gDnGo2I</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ois9VRdzJDl8YfUuPCL+K3TrBO4=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyURQY9FLx4r2g9oY9lsJ+3SzSbsboQS+hO8eFDEq7/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgorq2vrG8XN0tb2zu5eef+gqeNUMWywWMSqHVCNgktsGG4EthOFNAoEtoLRzdRvPaHSPJYPZpygH9GB5CFn1FjpHh/PeuWKW3VnIMvEy0kFctR75a9uP2ZphNIwQbXueG5i/Iwqw5nASambakwoG9EBdiyVNELtZ7NTJ+TEKn0SxsqWNGSm/p7IaKT1OApsZ0TNUC96U/E/r5Oa8MrPuExSg5LNF4WpICYm079JnytkRowtoUxxeythQ6ooMzadkg3BW3x5mTTPq55b9e4uKrXrPI4iHMExnIIHl1CDW6hDAxgM4Ble4c0Rzovz7nzMWwtOPnMIf+B8/gDnGo2I</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ois9VRdzJDl8YfUuPCL+K3TrBO4=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyURQY9FLx4r2g9oY9lsJ+3SzSbsboQS+hO8eFDEq7/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgorq2vrG8XN0tb2zu5eef+gqeNUMWywWMSqHVCNgktsGG4EthOFNAoEtoLRzdRvPaHSPJYPZpygH9GB5CFn1FjpHh/PeuWKW3VnIMvEy0kFctR75a9uP2ZphNIwQbXueG5i/Iwqw5nASambakwoG9EBdiyVNELtZ7NTJ+TEKn0SxsqWNGSm/p7IaKT1OApsZ0TNUC96U/E/r5Oa8MrPuExSg5LNF4WpICYm079JnytkRowtoUxxeythQ6ooMzadkg3BW3x5mTTPq55b9e4uKrXrPI4iHMExnIIHl1CDW6hDAxgM4Ble4c0Rzovz7nzMWwtOPnMIf+B8/gDnGo2I</latexit>

⌧sig
<latexit sha1_base64="1S+hVzrQrXJlUYWQrUuJCCLUBfw=">AAAB9XicjVC7SgNBFL0bX3F9RS1tBoNgFXZttBGDNpYRzAOyMcxOZpMhM7vLzF0lLAE/w8ZCEVs/w97Ov3GSWKgoeODC4Zx7uYcTplIY9Lx3pzA3v7C4VFx2V1bX1jdKm1sNk2Sa8TpLZKJbITVcipjXUaDkrVRzqkLJm+HwbOI3r7k2IokvcZTyjqL9WESCUbTSVYA06+aBVsSI/rhbKvsVbwryNymfvLrHtwBQ65begl7CMsVjZJIa0/a9FDs51SiY5GM3yAxPKRvSPm9bGlPFTSefph6TPav0SJRoOzGSqfr1IqfKmJEK7aaiODA/vYn4m9fOMDrq5CJOM+Qxmz2KMkkwIZMKSE9ozlCOLKFMC5uVsAHVlKEtyv1fCY2Diu9V/AuvXD2FGYqwA7uwDz4cQhXOoQZ1YKDhDh7g0blx7p0n53m2WnA+b7bhG5yXDybilG0=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="a6K9IdUcn6ENn/TY2hGeNk0M7k4=">AAAB9XicjVC7SgNBFL3rM66vqKXNYBCswq6NNmLQxjKCeUA2htnJbDJkdnaZuauEJf9hY+EDWz/D3kb8GyeJhYqCBy4czrmXezhhKoVBz3t3Zmbn5hcWC0vu8srq2npxY7NukkwzXmOJTHQzpIZLoXgNBUreTDWncSh5Ixycjv3GFddGJOoChylvx7SnRCQYRStdBkizTh7omBjRG3WKJb/sTUD+JqXjF/cofXhzq53ia9BNWBZzhUxSY1q+l2I7pxoFk3zkBpnhKWUD2uMtSxWNuWnnk9QjsmuVLokSbUchmahfL3IaGzOMQ7sZU+ybn95Y/M1rZRgdtnOh0gy5YtNHUSYJJmRcAekKzRnKoSWUaWGzEtanmjK0Rbn/K6G+X/a9sn/ulSonMEUBtmEH9sCHA6jAGVShBgw03MAd3DvXzq3z6DxNV2ecz5st+Abn+QMYcZXh</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="a6K9IdUcn6ENn/TY2hGeNk0M7k4=">AAAB9XicjVC7SgNBFL3rM66vqKXNYBCswq6NNmLQxjKCeUA2htnJbDJkdnaZuauEJf9hY+EDWz/D3kb8GyeJhYqCBy4czrmXezhhKoVBz3t3Zmbn5hcWC0vu8srq2npxY7NukkwzXmOJTHQzpIZLoXgNBUreTDWncSh5Ixycjv3GFddGJOoChylvx7SnRCQYRStdBkizTh7omBjRG3WKJb/sTUD+JqXjF/cofXhzq53ia9BNWBZzhUxSY1q+l2I7pxoFk3zkBpnhKWUD2uMtSxWNuWnnk9QjsmuVLokSbUchmahfL3IaGzOMQ7sZU+ybn95Y/M1rZRgdtnOh0gy5YtNHUSYJJmRcAekKzRnKoSWUaWGzEtanmjK0Rbn/K6G+X/a9sn/ulSonMEUBtmEH9sCHA6jAGVShBgw03MAd3DvXzq3z6DxNV2ecz5st+Abn+QMYcZXh</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ne5HGLWYmne5eDeX6OlF2vwPfn4=">AAAB9XicjVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV0vegx68RjBPCC7htnJbDJkZnaZ6VXCkv/w4kERr/6LN//GyeOgomBBQ1HVTRcVZ1JY9P0Pb2l5ZXVtvbRR3tza3tmt7O23bJobxpsslanpxNRyKTRvokDJO5nhVMWSt+PR5dRv33FjRapvcJzxSNGBFolgFJ10GyLNe0VoFLFiMOlVqkHNn4H8TaqwQKNXeQ/7KcsV18gktbYb+BlGBTUomOSTcphbnlE2ogPedVRTxW1UzFJPyLFT+iRJjRuNZKZ+vSiosnasYrepKA7tT28q/uZ1c0zOo0LoLEeu2fxRkkuCKZlWQPrCcIZy7AhlRrishA2poQxdUeX/ldA6rQV+Lbj2q/WLRR0lOIQjOIEAzqAOV9CAJjAw8ABP8Ozde4/ei/c6X13yFjcH8A3e2ye3m5Kg</latexit>

⌫⌧
<latexit sha1_base64="ahH09yS5aDKidxMMD59VrMkEe4M=">AAAB73icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0GPRi8cK9gOaUDbbTbt0s4m7E6GE/gkvHhTx6t/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6LrfTmltfWNzq7xd2dnd2z+oHh61TZJpxlsskYnuhtRwKRRvoUDJu6nmNA4l74Tj25nfeeLaiEQ94CTlQUyHSkSCUbRS11dZ30ea9as1t+7OQVaJV5AaFGj2q1/+IGFZzBUySY3peW6KQU41Cib5tOJnhqeUjemQ9yxVNOYmyOf3TsmZVQYkSrQthWSu/p7IaWzMJA5tZ0xxZJa9mfif18swug5yodIMuWKLRVEmCSZk9jwZCM0ZyokllGlhbyVsRDVlaCOq2BC85ZdXSfui7rl17/6y1rgp4ijDCZzCOXhwBQ24gya0gIGEZ3iFN+fReXHenY9Fa8kpZo7hD5zPHzFjkA4=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ahH09yS5aDKidxMMD59VrMkEe4M=">AAAB73icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0GPRi8cK9gOaUDbbTbt0s4m7E6GE/gkvHhTx6t/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6LrfTmltfWNzq7xd2dnd2z+oHh61TZJpxlsskYnuhtRwKRRvoUDJu6nmNA4l74Tj25nfeeLaiEQ94CTlQUyHSkSCUbRS11dZ30ea9as1t+7OQVaJV5AaFGj2q1/+IGFZzBUySY3peW6KQU41Cib5tOJnhqeUjemQ9yxVNOYmyOf3TsmZVQYkSrQthWSu/p7IaWzMJA5tZ0xxZJa9mfif18swug5yodIMuWKLRVEmCSZk9jwZCM0ZyokllGlhbyVsRDVlaCOq2BC85ZdXSfui7rl17/6y1rgp4ijDCZzCOXhwBQ24gya0gIGEZ3iFN+fReXHenY9Fa8kpZo7hD5zPHzFjkA4=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ahH09yS5aDKidxMMD59VrMkEe4M=">AAAB73icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0GPRi8cK9gOaUDbbTbt0s4m7E6GE/gkvHhTx6t/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6LrfTmltfWNzq7xd2dnd2z+oHh61TZJpxlsskYnuhtRwKRRvoUDJu6nmNA4l74Tj25nfeeLaiEQ94CTlQUyHSkSCUbRS11dZ30ea9as1t+7OQVaJV5AaFGj2q1/+IGFZzBUySY3peW6KQU41Cib5tOJnhqeUjemQ9yxVNOYmyOf3TsmZVQYkSrQthWSu/p7IaWzMJA5tZ0xxZJa9mfif18swug5yodIMuWKLRVEmCSZk9jwZCM0ZyokllGlhbyVsRDVlaCOq2BC85ZdXSfui7rl17/6y1rgp4ijDCZzCOXhwBQ24gya0gIGEZ3iFN+fReXHenY9Fa8kpZo7hD5zPHzFjkA4=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ahH09yS5aDKidxMMD59VrMkEe4M=">AAAB73icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0GPRi8cK9gOaUDbbTbt0s4m7E6GE/gkvHhTx6t/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6LrfTmltfWNzq7xd2dnd2z+oHh61TZJpxlsskYnuhtRwKRRvoUDJu6nmNA4l74Tj25nfeeLaiEQ94CTlQUyHSkSCUbRS11dZ30ea9as1t+7OQVaJV5AaFGj2q1/+IGFZzBUySY3peW6KQU41Cib5tOJnhqeUjemQ9yxVNOYmyOf3TsmZVQYkSrQthWSu/p7IaWzMJA5tZ0xxZJa9mfif18swug5yodIMuWKLRVEmCSZk9jwZCM0ZyokllGlhbyVsRDVlaCOq2BC85ZdXSfui7rl17/6y1rgp4ijDCZzCOXhwBQ24gya0gIGEZ3iFN+fReXHenY9Fa8kpZo7hD5zPHzFjkA4=</latexit>
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q

q̄

Event topology and kinematics crucial to observe τ leptons
➡ relatively mild deviation of the τ decay particles from 

the primary trajectory
➡ undetected neutrinos in τ events

Armine RostomyanX

Thrust axis
Direction that maximises the sum of the longitudinal momenta of hadrons

Thrust axis is maximising the jet event shape variable: 

Motivation

Subject: Large Logs

What can we do, when ↵s(µ) is perturbative, but
↵s(µ) ln2 M

2

m2 is not?

The case of study for today is the thrust variable in e+e� ! jets.
Thrust is defined as [E. Farhi, when he was a grad student]

T = max
~n

P
i
|~n · ~pi |

Q
,

where pi is the momentum of the i th final state particle
and Q the center-of-mass energy.
~n is known as the “thrust axis”.

B. Lange The thrust of SCET 3 / 43

t =
X

h

~Ph · n̂
|Ph|

Thrust axis (T) is maximising the event shape variable

invisib
le part

thrust value =
X

h

~ph · T̂
|ph|
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visible energy =
X

h

Eh
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Outline of my lecture: SM & BSM

Precision measurements or indirect search of BSM

➡ elementary particles talk to each other through loops and boxes


➡ learn about new particles by making precision measurements of 
the ”talking” particle’s properties


➡ 1-prong τ decays probe the SM predictions of charged current 
lepton universality and the unitarity relation of the first row of 
the CKM quark mixing matrix.


➡ significant deviations from SM are unambiguous signatures of NP

●

HFLAV
Spring 20170.1770

0.1775

0.1780

0.1785

0.1790

289 290 291 292
ττ(fs)

B
τe′

Figure 1. Test of the SM prediction of the
relation between the ⌧ leptonic branching
fractions and the ⌧ lifetime and mass. B0⌧e
denotes the statistical average of
Be = B(⌧! e⌫̄e⌫⌧) and the Be SM
prediction from the Bµ measurement
Be(Bµ) = Bµ · ( f⌧e/ f⌧µ). The yellow band
represents the uncertainty from the ⌧
lifetime.

Using semi-hadronic processes

 
g⌧
gµ

!2

=
B(⌧! h⌫⌧)
B(h! µ⌫̄µ)

2mhm2
µ⌧h

(1 + �h)m3
⌧⌧⌧

0
BBBBB@

1 � m2
µ/m2

h

1 � m2
h/m

2
⌧

1
CCCCCA

2

,

where h = ⇡ or K and the radiative corrections are �⇡ = (0.16± 0.14)% and �K = (0.90± 0.22)% [11].
We measure:

⇣
g⌧/gµ

⌘
⇡
= 0.9961 ± 0.0027 ,

⇣
g⌧/gµ

⌘
K
= 0.9860 ± 0.0070 .

Similar tests could be performed with decays to electrons, however they are less precise because the
hadron two body decays to electrons are helicity-suppressed. Averaging the three g⌧/gµ ratios we
obtain

⇣
g⌧/gµ

⌘
⌧+⇡+K

= 1.0000 ± 0.0014 ,

accounting for all correlations.

4 |Vus| measurement

The measurements of the kaon branching fractions are used in conjunction with lattice QCD estimates
of hadronic form factors to provide the most precise determinations of |Vus| [1]. The ⌧ exclusive
branching fractions to strange final states can be used in a similar way to obtain additional less precise
|Vus| determinations. Furthermore, the inclusive branching fraction of the ⌧ to all strange final states,
B(⌧! Xs⌫), can be used to compute |Vus|with a procedure that does not require lattice QCD estimates
and has an independent and small theory uncertainty [12]:

|Vus|⌧s =
s

Rs/

"
RVA

|Vud |2
� �Rtheory

#
.

Rs and RVA are the ⌧ hadronic partial widths to strange and to non-strange hadronic final states
(�s and �had) divided by the universality-improved branching fraction B(⌧ ! e⌫⌫̄) = Buni

e =
(17.815 ± 0.023)% [2, 3]. We compute �Rtheory = 0.242 ± 0.032 using inputs from Ref. [12]

FIG. 5: LFV UL (90% C.L.) results from CLEO, BaBar and Belle, and extrapolations for
Belle II (50 ab�1) and LHCb updgrade (50 fb�1).
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VI. LFV ⌧ DECAYS

Lepton Flavor Violation (LFV) is highly suppressed in the SM, LFV ⌧ decays are then
clean and ambiguous probes for NP e↵ects. Belle II can experimentally access ⌧ LFV decay
rates over 100 times smaller than Belle for the cleanest channels (as ⌧ ! 3l) and over 10 times
smaller for other modes, such as ⌧ ! `� that have irreducible background contributions.
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VI. LFV ⌧ DECAYS

Lepton Flavor Violation (LFV) is highly suppressed in the SM, LFV ⌧ decays are then
clean and ambiguous probes for NP e↵ects. Belle II can experimentally access ⌧ LFV decay
rates over 100 times smaller than Belle for the cleanest channels (as ⌧ ! 3l) and over 10 times
smaller for other modes, such as ⌧ ! `� that have irreducible background contributions.

51

Direct search of BSM

➡ search of forbidden decays


➡ LFV and LNV decays

➡ any signal is unambiguous signature of NP

Does NP couple to 3rd generation strongly?
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The mass, lifetime and leptonic decays of τ
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Figure 1. Test of the SM prediction of the
relation between the ⌧ leptonic branching
fractions and the ⌧ lifetime and mass. B0⌧e
denotes the statistical average of
Be = B(⌧! e⌫̄e⌫⌧) and the Be SM
prediction from the Bµ measurement
Be(Bµ) = Bµ · ( f⌧e/ f⌧µ). The yellow band
represents the uncertainty from the ⌧
lifetime.

Using semi-hadronic processes

 
g⌧
gµ

!2

=
B(⌧! h⌫⌧)
B(h! µ⌫̄µ)

2mhm2
µ⌧h

(1 + �h)m3
⌧⌧⌧

0
BBBBB@

1 � m2
µ/m2

h

1 � m2
h/m

2
⌧

1
CCCCCA

2

,

where h = ⇡ or K and the radiative corrections are �⇡ = (0.16± 0.14)% and �K = (0.90± 0.22)% [11].
We measure:

⇣
g⌧/gµ

⌘
⇡
= 0.9961 ± 0.0027 ,

⇣
g⌧/gµ

⌘
K
= 0.9860 ± 0.0070 .

Similar tests could be performed with decays to electrons, however they are less precise because the
hadron two body decays to electrons are helicity-suppressed. Averaging the three g⌧/gµ ratios we
obtain

⇣
g⌧/gµ

⌘
⌧+⇡+K

= 1.0000 ± 0.0014 ,

accounting for all correlations.

4 |Vus| measurement

The measurements of the kaon branching fractions are used in conjunction with lattice QCD estimates
of hadronic form factors to provide the most precise determinations of |Vus| [1]. The ⌧ exclusive
branching fractions to strange final states can be used in a similar way to obtain additional less precise
|Vus| determinations. Furthermore, the inclusive branching fraction of the ⌧ to all strange final states,
B(⌧! Xs⌫), can be used to compute |Vus|with a procedure that does not require lattice QCD estimates
and has an independent and small theory uncertainty [12]:

|Vus|⌧s =
s

Rs/

"
RVA

|Vud |2
� �Rtheory

#
.

Rs and RVA are the ⌧ hadronic partial widths to strange and to non-strange hadronic final states
(�s and �had) divided by the universality-improved branching fraction B(⌧ ! e⌫⌫̄) = Buni

e =
(17.815 ± 0.023)% [2, 3]. We compute �Rtheory = 0.242 ± 0.032 using inputs from Ref. [12]
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➡ A precise tau mass and lifetime measurements are 
crucial for lepton universality tests of SM


➡ Possibility to test CPT conservation measuring  and 
 lifetimes and masses separately.

τ−

τ+

Lepton masses and lifetimes are fundamental 
parameters of SM!

Lepton Masses (MeV): 

➡ me= 0.5109989461 ± 0.0000000031      δm/m ~ 6*10-9

➡ mμ= 105.6583745 ± 0.0000024              δm/m ~ 2*10-8

➡ mτ= 1776.86 ± 0.12                                δm/m ~ 7*10-5

Similar situation for lifetime Bτl ∝ Bμe
ττ

τμ

m5
τ

m5
μ

A. Lusiani et al: arXiv:1804.08436 
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➡ neutrinos in the final state
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Why important to have a precise measurement of τ mass? 
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Threshold scan method

➡ DELCO, BES, KEDR, BESIII

➡ exploits the threshold behaviour of the τ-pair production cross 

section in e+e−  collisions 


Pseudomass technique 

➡ ARGUS, OPAL, BELLE, BABAR


➡ relies on the reconstruction of the invariant mass and energy 
of the hadronic system in the hadronic τ decay

BESIII

VOLUME 69, NUMBER 21 PH YSICAL REV I EW LETTERS 23 NOVEMBER 1992

3.2

& 3.0

No. DE-AC03-76SF00515 (SLAC), No. DE-FG03-
92ER4070I (Caltech), No. DE-FG03-91ER40679 (UC
Irvine), No. DE-FG02-91ER40676 (Boston University),
No. DE-AC02-76ER03069 (M IT), No. DE-AC35-
89ER40486 (SSC), and No. DE-FG05-92ER40736 (UT
Dallas); by the Texas National Research Laboratory
Commission (Rocky Mountain Consortium for High En-
ergy Physics) under Contracts No. RGFY91B5 and No.
RGFY92B5 (Colorado State); and by the National Sci-
ence Foundation (University of Washington).

2.8
16 18

~ ~—eve ('/'j
20

FIG. 3. The variation of r, with 8;, given by Eq. (1) under
the assumption of lepton universality; the ~ 1 o. bands obtained
using m, from this experiment (solid lines) and using the PDG
value (dashed lines) are shown in comparison to the point corre-
sponding to the PDG values (1 o error bars).

Finally, the systematic error due to uncertainty in the
background is estimated from the 1o Poisson errors on
the seven J/y background events and the uncertainty in
the hadronic cross section at z + r threshold. The re-
sulting uncertainty is hm, = + 0.01 MeV.
These independent systematic errors are added in

quadrature to yield a total systematic error of hm, =—0'pp
MeV.
I n conclusion, using a maximum-likelihood fit to

cross-section data near threshold, the mass of the
lepton has been measured as m, =1776.9+p~+ 0.2

MeV, where the first error is statistical and the second
systematic. This result is 7.2 MeV below the PDG aver-
age [I] (1784.1+3 6MeV) —an'd has significantly smaller
errors [13]. Inserting this new value in Eq. (2), the cou-
pling strength ratio becomes

(G, „„;/G„„;)=0.960+ 0.024,
so that the deviation from lepton universality is reduced
from 2.4 to 1.7 standard deviations (see Fig. 3). It
should be noted also that this new result for m, yields a
reduction in the upper limit on m„(see Ref. [13]).
We ~ould like to thank the BEPC staff and the Com-

puter Center at IHEP for their outstanding efforts, and
also Y. S. Tsai and J. M. Wu for helpful discussions
about the z + z cross section near threshold. This work
was supported in part by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China under Contract No. 19290400
(IHEP); by the Department of Energy under Contracts
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➡ SM prediction for the relationship between the τ lifetime, 
mass, B(τ → eνν ̄) and weak coupling constant 


➡ violated before the first precise mass measurement by 
BES

B(τ → eνν)
ττ

=
g2

τ m5
τ

192π3
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Determination of the beam energy and the beam energy 
spread precisely is of great importance 

➡ measure the electron and positron beam energies with one 

laser using Compton backscattering principle

SciPost Physics Proceedings Submission

Figure 1: Simplified schematic of BEMS. The positron and electron beams are indicated.
R1IAMB and R2IAMB are accelerator magnets, and the HPGe detector is represented by
the dot at the center. The shielding wall of the beam tunnel is shown cross-hatched, and the
laser is located out-side the tunnel.

data, they obtained good statistical accuracy, however the systematic uncertainty is large for
the absolute calibration of particle momentum measurements. The former three experiments
obtained their results by scanning the ⌧ threshold region. The ⌧ mass value was extracted
from the dependence of the production cross section on the beam energy. Near the thresh-
old, the luminosity of data is limit, and the statistical uncertainty is large. The systematical
uncertainty related on the energy scale are dominant. In order to decrease the systemati-
cal uncertainty related on the energy scale, beam energy measurement system was built at
BEPCII.

The paper is organized as follows: the beam energy measurement system is introduced
in section 2. Monte carlo simulation for high precision ⌧ mass measurement was described
in section 3. In the spring of 2018, we took some scan data near ⌧ threshold, some analysis
work and statistic uncertainty estimation are introduced in section 4, then we will give a short
summary.

2 Beam energy measurement system at BEPCII

The beam energy measurement system (BEMS) at BEPCII is based on the Compton backscat-
tering (CBS) principle. The working scheme of this system is as follows [7, 8]: a laser source
provides a laser beam, and an optics system focuses the laser beam and guides it to collide
with the electron (or positron) beam in the vacuum pipe, where the CBS process happens;
after that the backscattering high energy photons are detected by a HPGe detector.

The layout schematic of the system is shown in Fig. 1. According to CBS theory, the
backscattering photon, !max, has relation with the beam energy " [9, 10]:

!max =
"
2

"+m2
e/4!0

, (1)

where !0 = 0.117065228 eV, is the energy of initial photon emitted by the laser, the photon

2

Beam Energy Measurement System 

Ee =
Eγ

2 [1 + 1 +
m2

e

ϵγEγ ]
max energy of 

scattered photonenergy of the laser beam 

beam energy

➡  accuracy at the level of 10-5. Ee

Tau mass measurement:                                     
threshold production
● exploit dependance of xsec on CM energy (near the 

tau pair production threshold)

● use a likelihood fit to extract the mass

● laser + optical system to accurately measure the 

beam energy 

BESIII 
2014 

but this wouldn’t work in BelleII ...

Tau mass measurement:                                     
threshold production
● exploit dependance of xsec on CM energy (near the 

tau pair production threshold)

● use a likelihood fit to extract the mass

● laser + optical system to accurately measure the 

beam energy 

BESIII 
2014 

but this wouldn’t work in BelleII ...

BES III - Phys. Rev. D 90, 012001 (2014)- ➡ data at 4 scan points near τ pair production threshold 

➡ the first τ scan point is below the mass of τ pair 

while the other three are above

➡ Likelihood function to estimate the τ mass

9
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FIG. 4: Fits of the J/ψ (left) and ψ′ (right) hadronic cross-sections.

TABLE VI: A comparison of the numbers of events by final state to those from the τ pair inclusive MC sample. The MC
sample has been normalized to the data according to the luminosity at each point, and the numbers of normalized MC events
have been multiplied by the ratio of the overall efficiencies for identifying τ pair events for data and MC simulation.

final state 1 2 3 4 total
Data MC Data MC Data MC Data MC Data MC

ee 0 0 4 3.7 13 12.2 84 76.1 101 92.0
eµ 0 0 8 9.1 35 31.4 168 192.6 211 233.1
eπ 0 0 8 8.6 33 29.7 202 184.4 243 222.6
eK 0 0 0 0.5 2 1.8 16 16.9 18 19.3
µµ 0 0 2 2.9 8 9.2 49 56.3 59 68.4
µπ 0 0 4 3.9 11 14.1 89 86.7 104 104.7
µK 0 0 0 0.2 3 0.8 7 9.0 10 10.1
ππ 0 0 1 2.0 5 7.7 57 54.0 63 63.8
πK 0 0 1 0.3 0 0.8 10 8.2 11 9.3
KK 0 0 0 0.0 1 0.1 1 0.3 2 0.4
eρ 0 0 3 6.1 19 20.6 142 132.0 164 158.7
µρ 0 0 8 3.3 8 11.8 52 63.3 68 78.5
πρ 0 0 5 3.4 15 10.8 97 96.0 117 110.2
Total 0 0 44 44.2 153 151.2 974 975.7 1171 1171.0

the selection efficiency for different decay channels.

2. Maximum Likelihood Fit to The Data

The mass of the τ lepton is obtained from a maximum
likelihood fit to the CM energy dependence of the τ pair
production cross section. The likelihood function is con-
structed from Poisson distributions, one at each of the
four scan points, and takes the form [3]

L(mτ ,RData/MC ,σB) =
4
∏

i=1

µNi

i e−µi

Ni!
, (13)

where Ni is the number of observed τ pair events at scan
point i; µi is the expected number of events and calcu-
lated by

µi = [RData/MC × εi × σ(Ei
CM,mτ ) + σB ]× Li. (14)

In Eq. (14), mτ is the mass of the τ lepton, and
RData/MC is the ratio of the overall efficiency for identi-
fying τ pair events for data and for MC simulation, allow-
ing for the difference of the efficiencies between the data
and the corresponding MC sample. εi is the efficiency
at scan point i, which is given by εi =

∑

iBrjεij , where
Brj is the branching fraction for the j − th final state
and εij is the detection efficiency for the j− th final state
at the i − th scan point. The efficiencies εi, determined
directly from the τ pair inclusive MC sample by applying
the same τ pair selection criteria, are 0.065, 0.065, 0.069,
0.073 at the four scan points, respectively. σB is an effec-
tive background cross section, and it is assumed constant
over the limited range of CM energy, Ei

CM, covered by
the scan. Li is the integrated luminosity at scan point i,
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the selection efficiency for different decay channels.

2. Maximum Likelihood Fit to The Data

The mass of the τ lepton is obtained from a maximum
likelihood fit to the CM energy dependence of the τ pair
production cross section. The likelihood function is con-
structed from Poisson distributions, one at each of the
four scan points, and takes the form [3]

L(mτ ,RData/MC ,σB) =
4
∏

i=1

µNi

i e−µi

Ni!
, (13)

where Ni is the number of observed τ pair events at scan
point i; µi is the expected number of events and calcu-
lated by

µi = [RData/MC × εi × σ(Ei
CM,mτ ) + σB ]× Li. (14)

In Eq. (14), mτ is the mass of the τ lepton, and
RData/MC is the ratio of the overall efficiency for identi-
fying τ pair events for data and for MC simulation, allow-
ing for the difference of the efficiencies between the data
and the corresponding MC sample. εi is the efficiency
at scan point i, which is given by εi =

∑

iBrjεij , where
Brj is the branching fraction for the j − th final state
and εij is the detection efficiency for the j− th final state
at the i − th scan point. The efficiencies εi, determined
directly from the τ pair inclusive MC sample by applying
the same τ pair selection criteria, are 0.065, 0.065, 0.069,
0.073 at the four scan points, respectively. σB is an effec-
tive background cross section, and it is assumed constant
over the limited range of CM energy, Ei

CM, covered by
the scan. Li is the integrated luminosity at scan point i,
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Pseudomass technique
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Use conservation of momentum and energy:

➡ in the centre of mass 

➡ the equation has a minimum when   

Eτ = Ebeam = s /2

cos θν,3π = 1

This is called pseudomass

The distribution has a kinematic edge around the τ mass


➡ a sharp threshold behaviour in the region close to the 
nominal value of the τ mass

➡ first used by ARGUS in 1992, later by Opal, BELLE and 
now by BELLEII 

mmin = m2
3π + 2(Ebeam − E3π)(E3π − p3π) ≤ mτ

2

2



     Ami Rostomyan                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       Jeniffer Summer School 2021                                                                                                                                        

The threshold behaviour

21

mmin = m2
3π + 2(Ebeam − E3π)(E3π − p3π) ≤ mτ

The tails

➡ ISR + FSR  

Smearing of the edge

➡ detector resolution

Position of the edge

➡ depends on mass

➡ the edge position can be exploited to extract the mass
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The τ lepton mass
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2 0.75 MeV/c± = 1777.28 τm

High signal purity

➡ the remaining continuum 

backgrounds are flat

➡ don’t impact the shape of the 

distribution

Mass extraction using ML fit

➡ P1 is an estimator for the τ mass

➡ with multi/additive components to 

describe the tails

Systematics

➡ Compatible precision with 

previous B factory results

➡ dominated by uncertainty on 

the track momentum scale
➡ expected to improve

BELLE2-NOTE-PH-2020-001
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The τ leptons mass 

23

Goal: achieve best precision among pseudomass measurements

➡ best result from BES III from pair production at threshold energy 

➡ best measurement from pseudomass technique by Belle

1773 1774 1775 1776 1777 1778 1779 1780 1781

]2 [MeV/cτm

Belle II (2020) 2 0.33 MeV/c± 0.75 ±1777.28 

BaBar (2009) 2 0.41 MeV/c± 0.12 ±1776.68 

Belle (2007) 2 0.35 MeV/c± 0.13 ±1776.61 

ARGUS (1992) 2 1.4 MeV/c± 2.4 ±1776.3 

BES III (2014) 2 0.13 MeV/c± 0.12 ±1776.91 

PDG average 2 0.12 MeV/c±1776.86 

 

➡ expect to match statistical precision of Belle/BABAR  
with ~300 fb-1

➡ future improvements of systematic uncertainty

➡ eventually perform CPV test as well 

current luminosity

(190/fb)
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The lifetimes of elementary particles are statistical in nature. 

➡ the lifetime is the time it takes for a sample to decay so that 1/e (~30%) of the sample is left


      


➡ in an ideal experiment the lifetime  is extracted with an exponential fit to the proper time distribution 

➡ the finite resolution of a real experiment has a to be taken into account 

N(t) = N(0) e−t/τ

τ t = tdec − tprod

The τ lifetime

24

Giulia Casarosa 20191101 (a)

➡ let’s take the a D0 decaying in two charged particles, like 

➡  the proper time   (in the particle reference frame!) is measured using:

• the D0 flight distance in the lab frame  
• the D0 momentum  in the lab frame

➡ let’s assume perfect resolution for a moment:

D0 → Kπ
t = tdecay − tprod

⃗d
⃗p

Proper Time Measurement

14

PRODUCTION
VERTEX

DECAY
VERTEX

⃗p ⃗d DISTANCE
TRAVELLED

MOMENTUM

βγc = p
m

tlab = d
βc

= γ tt t = d
βγc

= m
d
p

t

Proper time 
resolution

The proper time is measured using the particle’s


➡ flight distance in the lab frame 

➡ momentum  in the lab frame 


➡

➡

⃗l τ

⃗p
tlab = lτ / βc

tlab = γ ttrue
ttrue =

lτ
βγc

= m
lτ
p

measure these!
⃗l τ = ⃗V dec − ⃗V prod

⃗l τ
DISTANCE

TRAVELLED

⃗pMOMENTUM

p(t; τ) =
1
τ

e−t/τ × ℛ(t)
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Strategy at Belle II

25

5

Measurement strategy

(1) decay vertex > reconstruct vertex for 3-prong �

(2) estimate tau momentum    > use events where both 
� decay with 1 neutrino

(3) production vertex > intersection of     direction 
with plane L = IPy

3-prong

With respect to Belle:
● exploit nanobeam scheme (use beam-spot 

constraint)
● need just one 3-prong � > higher statistics

Strategy at Belle II

hadrons

➡ (1) decay vertex → reconstruct vertex for 3-prong 


➡ vertex fitting


➡ (2) estimate τ momentum using τ decay products


➡ increase the statistical precision by using 3x1 topology

τ± → ρ±(π±π0)ντ

3. the invariant mass of the ⇡0 and the charged ⇡ on the 1-prong side should be 0.5GeV <
Minv(1-prong) < 1.3GeV (Fig. 3a)

4. the invariant mass of the three charged pions on the 3-prong side: 0.8GeV <
Minv(3-prong) < 1.6GeV (Fig. 3b)

5. the Kaon-ID should be lower than 0.95 for all the four charged tracks in the event
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(a) Total (good) photons energy in the event.
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(b) Reconstructed ⇡0 momentum.

FIG. 2: Distributions of the total energy of the photons and ⇡0 momentum. The vertical
broken lines indicate the values where cuts are applied.
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FIG. 3: Distributions of the invariant mass on the 1-prong and on the 3-prong side. The
vertical broken lines indicate the selected regions.

After this selection about 640 k events are left, with a 83% signal purity. In order to
estimate the momentum vector of the taus, the discriminant of the solutions (1) is required

5

τ± → π±π∓π±ντ

3. the invariant mass of the ⇡0 and the charged ⇡ on the 1-prong side should be 0.5GeV <
Minv(1-prong) < 1.3GeV (Fig. 3a)

4. the invariant mass of the three charged pions on the 3-prong side: 0.8GeV <
Minv(3-prong) < 1.6GeV (Fig. 3b)

5. the Kaon-ID should be lower than 0.95 for all the four charged tracks in the event
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After this selection about 640 k events are left, with a 83% signal purity. In order to
estimate the momentum vector of the taus, the discriminant of the solutions (1) is required

5

e+e− → τ+ τ−

➡ (3) production vertex that is intersection of momentum direction with plane 𝑦 = IPy


➡ exploits the tiny beam spot size at the interaction
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Momentum of τ 

26

In the CMS the  ( ) direction lies on the surface of a cone with axis  and opening angle . 

➡ the τ momentum is given by the intersection of the two cones

τ+ τ− ⃗p h+ ( ⃗p h−) θ+ (θ−)

6

J� reconstruction
When both � decay to hadrons      
N  tau momentum can be found explicitly

General solution in CM frame: 

N.B.: in general there are 
2 distinct solutions!

1)  select events with discriminant P ≥ 0
2)  estimate     in CM as mean vector 
3)  boost     to the laboratory frame

Angle between 
reconstructed
and true J�  
in lab frame

=mean vector
P=discriminant

Strategy

⃗p CM
τ = ⃗m ± Δ( ⃗p CM

h+ × ⃗p CM
h− )

cos ✓� =
2Ecm

⌧�E
cm
h� �m2

⌧� �M2
h+

2|~pcm⌧� ||~pcmh� |

where ⌧ momentum and energy depend on the total CM energy: |~pcm⌧ | =
p
(Ecm

⌧ )2 �m2
⌧ ,

Ecm
⌧ =

p
s/2 (neglecting ISR/FSR losses). The ⌧+ (⌧�) direction lies on the surface of a cone

with axis ~pcmh+ (~pcmh�)and opening angle ✓+ (✓�). Since in the CM frame ~pcm⌧+ = �~pcm⌧� ⌘ ~pcm⌧ ,
the ⌧ momentum is given by the intersection of the two cones. In general, there are two
distinct solutions for such a problem:

~pcm⌧ = ~m±
p
� (~pcmh+ ⇥ ~pcmh�) (1)

~m is a linear combination of ~pcmh+ , ~pcmh� and the discriminant � is a function of cos ✓± and
hadrons momenta. Depending on its sign we have di↵erent cases:

� > 0: there are two distinct real solutions with average ~m

� = 0: there is one degenerate real solution ~pcm⌧ = ~m

� < 0: there are two complex conjugate solutions with average ~m

In the present analysis we consider only events having � � 0 and take the average ~pcm⌧ = ~m
as solution for the ⌧ momentum vector in the CM frame. These solutions are then boosted
to the laboratory frame, using the nominal beam energies of the event.

2.2. Decay length reconstruction

Let ~ip be the coordinates of the interaction point (primary vertex of e+e� ! ⌧+⌧�) and
~v the decay vertex position of the 3-prong ⌧ , which can be fitted using the hadrons’ tracks.
We exploit the triangular relation

~ip+ `⌧ n̂⌧ � ~v = 0 (2)

where n̂⌧ = ~p⌧/|~p⌧ | is the reconstructed direction of the 3-prong ⌧ in the laboratory frame.
The decay length `⌧ of the 3-prong ⌧ is extracted together with ipx and ipz through an event
per event �2-like minimization of the following function:

F (`⌧ , ipx, ipz) =
(ipx + `⌧nx � vx)2

�2
vx

+
(ipnom

y + `⌧ny � vy)2

�2
vy

+
(ipz + `⌧nz � vz)2

�2
vz

+
(ipx � ipnom

x )2

�2
x

+
(ipz � ipnom

z )2

�2
z

(3)

The first three terms come from the relation (2) and they are divided by the standard devi-
ations of the reconstructed vertex in the event. The last two terms are Gaussian constraints
for the beam spot size in x and z around the nominal interaction point ~ip

nom
. Since the

vertical size of the beam region is �y < 1 m, the coordinate ipy has been fixed to its nominal
value ipnom

y .
The decay length `⌧ , extracted minimizing F , is used for computing the proper decay

time of each event:
t =

m⌧

p⌧c
`⌧

where p⌧ is the estimated module of the 3-prong ⌧ momentum in the laboratory frame.

2

Boost back to lab frame.

CLEO method for tau mass
● CLEO 1x1 prong measurement

○ CLEO Collaboration, R. Balest et al., Phys. Rev. D 47, R3671 (1993)
○ Used 1x1 channels (only hadronic channels were used)
○ mτ 

=1778.2 ± 0.8 (stat) ± 1.0 (syst indep) ± 0.7 (syst correlated) MeV 
(1997 combined paper)

● Method:
○ from 4-momentum conservation of each tau decay we can write:

CLEO (1997)

here X is the visible tau daughter ( 𝜋± ) 
and θτX

 is the half-angle between tau and X.  

Assuming, the decay products are on the same plane, we also have an 
additional constraint on the half-angles:  

   
 

We have 3 equations. 3 unknowns:  θτX1
, θτX2

  and…. mτ 

⃗p h+ ⃗p h−

θ+ θ−

τ+ τ−

 – the total momentum of visible daughters


 – the angle between  and  

⃗p h±

θ± τ± ⃗p h±

 – a linear combination of 

 – function of 

⃗m ⃗p h±

Δ θ±

Consider only events having ∆ ≥ 0 

ttrue = m
lτ
p
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Decay length  of τ lτ

27

The flight distance is determined using the positions of decay and 
production vertices and the direction of the momentum 

➡ the direction is better measured by the momentum 

⃗l τ ⋅ ̂preco

⃗V prod + lτ ⋅ ̂preco − ⃗V 3π = 0

strong constraint on IPy 3-prong vertex

The decay length  is extracted minimising a function  using

➡ beam-spot constraint

➡ the relation between τ displacement and production/decay vertices

lτ F(lτ, IPx, IPz)

Giulia Casarosa 20191101 (a)

➡ The flight distance is determined using the position of the decay  and 
production  vertices and the direction of the momentum

⃗V dec⃗V prod

Flight Distance Measurement

17

l = ⃗d reco ⋅ ̂preco

• The direction of the D0 is 
better measured by its 
momentum, therefore the 
difference between  and 

 is projected along the 
D0 momentum

⃗V dec⃗V prod

̂preco

⃗d reco = ⃗V dec − ⃗V prod

⃗V dec

⃗V prod

note: cartoon not to scale

t = m
d
pc

⃗l τ = ⃗V dec − ⃗V prod ̂preco = ⃗p τ / | ⃗p τ |

7

#� reconstruction and IP constraint

3-prong 
vertexconstraint 

 on IPy

Q2-like minimization of a function S(#�, IPx, IPz) 
using: 

● Beam-spot constraints
● Relation between tau candidate displacement and 

production/decay vertexes: 

3-prong

⃗V prod

⃗V 3π

ttrue = m
lτ
p
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p(t; τ) = 1/τ e−t/τ × ℛ(t)

28

Proper decay time

t = m
lτ
p
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(b) Di↵erence between the reconstructed and
the nominal z coordinate of the primary vertex.

FIG. 5: Primary vertex coordinates reconstructed event per event minimizing the function
(3). The nominal coordinates used in the reconstruction are here taken as reference.

where the ⌧ mass is fixed to the PDG-2020 value m⌧ = 1776.7MeV. The proper time
distribution for the 3-prong ⌧ is shown in Fig. 6.
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FIG. 6: Distribution of the reconstructed proper time for the 3-prong ⌧ .

4.1. Proper time resolution

For all the ⌧⌧ events successfully associated to MCparticles, the residual proper decay
time of the 3-prong ⌧ can be computed as the di↵erence trec � tgen between reconstructed
and generated proper times. The distribution of trec � tgen gives the proper time resolution
(Fig. 7). A maximum likelihood fit of this distribution is performed using as pdf the linear
combination of three Gaussians. In table II the optimized parameters are listed. The mean

7

TABLE II: Parameters optimized fitting the proper decay time resolution with a linear
combination of three Gaussians. Only the mean of one Gaussian is let free to vary in the

fit.

⌧⌧ MC all

N (4.297± 0.007) 105

µ1[fs] �3.43± 0.13

�1[fs] 54.3± 0.3

"[%] 29.5± 0.9

�2[fs] 102± 1

�[%] 2.2± 0.2

�3[fs] 234± 5

TABLE III: Variation of the fitted µ1 parameter for di↵erent ranges of generated proper
decay time.

tgen[fs] (0, 80) (80, 200) (200, 400) > 400

µ1[fs] �1.03± 0.25 �2.23± 0.24 �3.97± 0.27 �7.21± 0.29

values of two Guassians are fixed to zero (µ2 = µ3 = 0), and for the only mean value free to
vary a negative o↵set µ1 = (�3.43± 0.13) fs is found.
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FIG. 7: Distribution of the reconstructed proper time for the 3-prong ⌧ .

As shown in table III, the value of µ1 depends on the generated proper time. In particular,
the o↵set increases (in absolute value) for higher decay times. This e↵ect is mainly due to
an overestimation of the ⌧ momentum module, as in the kinematic reconstruction of section
2 2.1 the ISR/FSR losses have been neglected.

8

Proper decay time resolution

Δt = trec − tgen

μ[ fs] = − 3.43 ± 0.13
σ[ fs] = − 79.3 ± 0.7

12

Proper time resolution
For all tau pair events matched with MCParticles: 

> compute residual proper time on 3-prong side
Pt=trec– tgen 

Binned ML fit with 3 Gaussians: Compare to Belle resolution

Belle II > X2 narrower than Belle

➡ binned ML fit with 3 Gaussians ➡ the resolution @Belle II is nearly 
x2 narrower than @Belle 

➡ computed from the reconstructed decay 
length   and the estimated momentum  lτ p



     Ami Rostomyan                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       Jeniffer Summer School 2021                                                                                                                                        

The τ lepton lifetime

29

Fit the proper time distribution with a convolution of an exponential distribution and resolution function

p(t; τ) =
1
τ

e−t/τ × ℛ(t)

13

Lifetime extraction

Resolution: Convolution:
Remove ISR/FSR losses

● Subtract u,d,s and c,b backgrounds
● Fit proper time distribution with convolution of resolution function and exponential distribution: 

1) Same statistical uncertainty of Belle (200 fb=1 vs 711 fb=1)

2) �� presents X3 fs bias:
● ISR/FSR losses > J� overestimation > underestimate proper 

time

● intrinsic in the measurement > rescale final result from MC

generated lifetime
�� = 290.57 fs

Generated lifetime 
➡ ~3 fs bias in the measurement


➡ ISR/FSR losses 


➡ overestimation of  results in underestimation of proper 
time


➡ intrinsic bias of the measurement 

➡ estimate the bias from MC and correct the measurement

τ = 290.57 fs

pτ

BELLE2-NOTE-PH-2020-076

τ = 287.2 ± 0.5 fs
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Previous measurements of τ lifetime in e+e− → τ+τ−

30

3

Previous measurements

World-best measurement
3� = (290.17 ± 0.53stat ± 0.33syst) fs

Previous measurements of 3 lifetime in ;+;= > �+�=

● Z-peak > LEP (DELPHI, L3, ALEPH, OPAL)
● C-peak > CLEO, Babar, Belle

PDG average:
3� = (290.3 ± 0.5) fs

PRL 112, 031801 
(2014)

H = 711 fb=1

With respect to Belle:

➡ exploit the tiny beam spot size at the IP

➡ increase the statistical precision by a factor of 

5 using 3x1 topology

➡ competitive statistical precision can already 

be reached with 200/fb

3

Previous measurements

World-best measurement
3� = (290.17 ± 0.53stat ± 0.33syst) fs

Previous measurements of 3 lifetime in ;+;= > �+�=

● Z-peak > LEP (DELPHI, L3, ALEPH, OPAL)
● C-peak > CLEO, Babar, Belle

PDG average:
3� = (290.3 ± 0.5) fs

PRL 112, 031801 
(2014)

H = 711 fb=1

3

Previous measurements

World-best measurement
3� = (290.17 ± 0.53stat ± 0.33syst) fs

Previous measurements of 3 lifetime in ;+;= > �+�=

● Z-peak > LEP (DELPHI, L3, ALEPH, OPAL)
● C-peak > CLEO, Babar, Belle

PDG average:
3� = (290.3 ± 0.5) fs

PRL 112, 031801 
(2014)

H = 711 fb=1

Z-peak → LEP (DELPHI, L3, ALEPH, OPAL) 


Υ-peak → CLEO, Babar, Belle 
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KEK-PH2018/HVP g-2, Belle II Phillip URQUIJO

Tree: Semileptonic decays — Theory

• In the SM, the decay B0→D∗− l+ ν proceed through a tree level decay 

9

11 July 2017 Ulrik Egede 9/31

Semileptonic decays

In the SM, the decay                   proceed through a tree level decay

R (D∗)=
BF (B→D∗ τ ν)

BF (B→D∗μ ν)
 =

SM
 0.252±0.003

B
0→D∗−

l
+ ν
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Semileptonic decays

In the SM, the decay                   proceed through a tree level decay

R (D∗)=
BF (B→D∗ τ ν)

BF (B→D∗μ ν)
 =

SM
 0.252±0.003

B
0→D∗−

l
+ ν

H±/ H–

e-μ-τ universality

31

⌫⌧⌫µ

W�
e�

⌫e

ge
W�

gµ
W�

g⌧

⌧�µ�

Identical lepton interaction rates involving e, μ or τ 

e, μ and τ differ only by

➡ the mass

➡ different and separately conserved lepton numbers 

The coupling of leptons to W bosons is flavour-independent: ge = gμ = gτ

Are these hints of a new fundamental interaction that violates LFU? 

Anomalies in quark sector

➡ R(D)-R(D*) plane (~3.1σ)


➡ R(K) (3.1σ), also P5’ in B→K*µµ (~3.4σ)


➡ and more…

Significant tensions in lepton sector

➡ anomalous magnetic moment of µ (4.2σ) and e (~2.5σ)

R(D⇤) =
BR(B ! D⇤⌧⌫)

BR(B ! D⇤`⌫)
<latexit sha1_base64="oePPZ9y7mN9iwoU9D7P6a57AAKc="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="KT95K2yN1VTOwT41jXGpMkj/lho="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="KT95K2yN1VTOwT41jXGpMkj/lho="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="GfbxYSMATADp+M6NWMn+kTOUdXg="></latexit>

with ` = e, µ
<latexit sha1_base64="VHX98/2nRtdOwL51qSOQTcPwPB8=">AAACBXicbVA9SwNBEJ3zM8avqKUWiyJYSLizURAhaGOZgDFC7gh7m7lkye7dsbunhCONjX/FxkIRsfM/2Nn5U9x8FH49GHi8N8PMvDAVXBvX/XCmpmdm5+YLC8XFpeWV1dLa+qVOMsWwzhKRqKuQahQ8xrrhRuBVqpDKUGAj7J0N/cY1Ks2T+ML0Uwwk7cQ84owaK7VKW7mvJLnhpksGxD8mPgpBTgjuE19mrdKOW3ZHIH+JNyE7la3X2icAVFuld7+dsExibJigWjc9NzVBTpXhTOCg6GcaU8p6tINNS2MqUQf56IsB2bVKm0SJshUbMlK/T+RUat2Xoe2U1HT1b28o/uc1MxMdBTmP08xgzMaLokwQk5BhJKTNFTIj+pZQpri9lbAuVZQZG1zRhuD9fvkvuTwoe27Zq9k0TmGMAmzCNuyBB4dQgXOoQh0Y3MI9PMKTc+c8OM/Oy7h1ypnMbMAPOG9f1hiZDw==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="sckHgYokwAQ1k8fPC2x7AxMCLUI=">AAACBXicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfqx4NMhgEDxJ2vSiIEPTiMQHzgGwIs5NOMmRmd5mZVcKSiyD+ihcPikhu/oM3v8GfcPI4aGJBQ1HVTXeXH3GmtON8WamFxaXllfRqZm19Y3PL3t6pqDCWFMo05KGs+UQBZwGUNdMcapEEInwOVb93NfKrtyAVC4Mb3Y+gIUgnYG1GiTZS084mnhT4jukuHmDvHHvAOb7AcIw9ETftnJN3xsDzxJ2SXCE7LH0/7A+LTfvTa4U0FhBoyolSddeJdCMhUjPKYZDxYgURoT3SgbqhARGgGsn4iwE+NEoLt0NpKtB4rP6eSIhQqi980ymI7qpZbyT+59Vj3T5rJCyIYg0BnSxqxxzrEI8iwS0mgWreN4RQycytmHaJJFSb4DImBHf25XlSOcm7Tt4tmTQu0QRptIcO0BFy0SkqoGtURGVE0T16Qi/o1Xq0nq03633SmrKmM7voD6yPH7RdmnU=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="sckHgYokwAQ1k8fPC2x7AxMCLUI=">AAACBXicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfqx4NMhgEDxJ2vSiIEPTiMQHzgGwIs5NOMmRmd5mZVcKSiyD+ihcPikhu/oM3v8GfcPI4aGJBQ1HVTXeXH3GmtON8WamFxaXllfRqZm19Y3PL3t6pqDCWFMo05KGs+UQBZwGUNdMcapEEInwOVb93NfKrtyAVC4Mb3Y+gIUgnYG1GiTZS084mnhT4jukuHmDvHHvAOb7AcIw9ETftnJN3xsDzxJ2SXCE7LH0/7A+LTfvTa4U0FhBoyolSddeJdCMhUjPKYZDxYgURoT3SgbqhARGgGsn4iwE+NEoLt0NpKtB4rP6eSIhQqi980ymI7qpZbyT+59Vj3T5rJCyIYg0BnSxqxxzrEI8iwS0mgWreN4RQycytmHaJJFSb4DImBHf25XlSOcm7Tt4tmTQu0QRptIcO0BFy0SkqoGtURGVE0T16Qi/o1Xq0nq03633SmrKmM7voD6yPH7RdmnU=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6/oQP/9VKXzloXlm76TrZ80so8k=">AAACBXicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0stFoNgIeHORkGEoI1lBPMBuSPsbSbJkt29Y3dPCUcaG/+KjYUitv4HO/+Nm+QKTXww8Hhvhpl5UcKZNp737SwsLi2vrBbWiusbm1vb7s5uXcepolCjMY9VMyIaOJNQM8xwaCYKiIg4NKLB9dhv3IPSLJZ3ZphAKEhPsi6jxFip7R5kgRL4gZk+HuHgAgfAOb7EcIIDkbbdklf2JsDzxM9JCeWott2voBPTVIA0lBOtW76XmDAjyjDKYVQMUg0JoQPSg5alkgjQYTb5YoSPrNLB3VjZkgZP1N8TGRFaD0VkOwUxfT3rjcX/vFZquudhxmSSGpB0uqibcmxiPI4Ed5gCavjQEkIVs7di2ieKUGODK9oQ/NmX50n9tOx7Zf/WK1Wu8jgKaB8domPkozNUQTeoimqIokf0jF7Rm/PkvDjvzse0dcHJZ/bQHzifP8Yelso=</latexit>
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If so, then we could also see hints in the tau sector

Can put strong constraints on lepton flavour violating Z’ models

Test of e–μ universality Test of τ–μ universality

(
gμ

ge )
2

τ

∝
B(τ− → μ−ν̄μντ)
B(τ− → e−ν̄eντ)

f(m2
e /m2

τ )
f(m2

μ /m2
τ ) ( gτ

gμ )
2

h

∝
B(τ → hντ)
B(h → μνμ)

2mhm2
μτh

(1 + δh)m3
τ ττ ( 1 − m2

μ /m2
h

1 − m2
h /m2

τ )
2

arXiv:1607.06832v1

f(x) = 1 − 8x + 8x3 − x4 − 12x2 log x

arXiv:1607.06832v1
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➡ in agreement with SM 

- Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 051602 -  

(
gμ

ge )
τ

= 1.0036 ± 0.0020

Most precise measurement from BaBar

Can Belle II improve this? 

➡ use 3x1 and 1x1 (not used @BaBar) 
to improve the statistical precision


➡ work hard to improve the 
systematics

 8

A possible test of LFU in tau decays

At Babar ( Phys. Rev. Lett. 105  051602,
ArXiv: 0912.0242 (2010)), details here

with 500 fb-1, R
µ
=0.976 ± 0.0016

stat
 ± 0.0036

sys
  

And (g
µ
/g

e
)

τ
= 1.0036 ± 0.0020

8

It is in principle very simple: compare the rates of τ→µνν vs τ→eνν

μ-

νμ

1-prong

We plan to use both 3-prong (LFU+BF) and 1-prong (LFU) tag side

( gτ

gμ )
h

= 0.9850 ± 0.0054

➡ 2.8 σ below the SM expectation

6

data, along with the background MC contributions.
For the τ− → e−νeντ channel, 884426 events are se-

lected with an efficiency and purity of (0.589 ± 0.010)%
and (99.69±0.06)%, respectively. The number of selected
events, efficiency, purity and systematic uncertainties on
Ri of the τ− → µ−νµντ , τ− → π−ντ , and τ− → K−ντ
selections are presented in Table I. These uncertain-
ties include contributions from the particle identification,
the sensitivity to detector response including the impact
of changing the MC momentum scale and DCH resolu-
tion, modelling of hadronic and electromagnetic showers
in the EMC, the EMC energy scale, and angular mea-
surements made by these detectors within their mod-
elling uncertainties, the backgrounds, initial- and final-
state radiation, radiation in τ decays, rate and shape of
τ− → π−π−π+ντ decays, the trigger, and Lσe+e−→τ+τ− .
The systematic uncertainty on Rµ is dominated by uncer-
tainties in particle identification. The Rπ and RK mea-
surements have additional dominant contributions from
the detector modelling and associated backgrounds, due
to stronger cuts on the EMC energy necessary to reduce
non-τ backgrounds. Presence of the ∼20% backgrounds
in these channels render them more sensitive to the mod-
elling of the tag-side decays. The dominant background
uncertainty in the Rπ measurement arises from the elec-
tron contamination in the π sample investigated by mea-
suring the number of events that fail the E/p electron
veto requirement in data and MC. In the RK event sam-
ple, the uncertainty arising from τ decay branching frac-
tions of background modes is 0.58%, which is dominated
by the uncertainty of the τ− → K0

LK
−ντ fraction. There

is also a 0.49% uncertainty assigned for qq̄ backgrounds,
which are studied using events with an invariant mass of
the tracks in the tag hemisphere above the τ -mass and
cross-checked in regions of thrust and cos(θCM

miss) enriched
with these backgrounds.

TABLE I: Number of selected events, purity, total efficiency,
component of the efficiency from particle identification, and
systematic uncertainties (in %) on Ri for each decay mode.

µ π K

N
D 731102 369091 25123

Purity 97.3% 78.7% 76.6%
Total Efficiency 0.485% 0.324% 0.330%
Particle ID Efficiency 74.5% 74.6% 84.6%
Systematic uncertainties:
Particle ID 0.32 0.51 0.94
Detector response 0.08 0.64 0.54
Backgrounds 0.08 0.44 0.85
Trigger 0.10 0.10 0.10
π−π−π+ modelling 0.01 0.07 0.27
Radiation 0.04 0.10 0.04
B(τ− → π−π−π+ντ ) 0.05 0.15 0.40
Lσe+e−→τ+τ− 0.02 0.39 0.20
Total [%] 0.36 1.0 1.5

The measured branching ratios and fractions are:

Rµ = (0.9796± 0.0016± 0.0036)

Rπ = (0.5945± 0.0014± 0.0061)

RK = (0.03882± 0.00032± 0.00057)

Rh = Rπ +RK = (0.6333± 0.0014± 0.0061)

B(τ− → µ−νµντ ) = (17.46± 0.03± 0.08)%

B(τ− → π−ντ ) = (10.59± 0.03± 0.11)%

B(τ− → K−ντ ) = (0.692± 0.006± 0.010)%

where h = π or K and we use B(τ− → e−νeντ ) =
(17.82 ± 0.05)% [3]. The off-diagonal elements of the
correlation matrix for the measured ratios (branching
fractions) are ρµπ =0.25 (0.34), ρµK =0.12 (0.20), and
ρπK =0.33 (0.36). The µ and π measurements are con-
sistent with and of comparable precision as the world av-
erages [3] whereas the K measurement is consistent with
but twice as precise as the world average [3].
Tests of µ− e universality can be expressed as

(

gµ
ge

)2

τ

=
B(τ− → µ−νµντ )

B(τ− → e−νeντ )

f(m2
e/m

2
τ )

f(m2
µ/m2

τ )
,

where f(x) = 1 − 8x + 8x3 − x4 − 12x2 log x, assuming
that the neutrino masses are negligible [21]. This gives
(

gµ
ge

)

τ
= 1.0036± 0.0020, yielding a new world average

of 1.0018± 0.0014, which is consistent with the SM and
the value of 1.0021± 0.0015 from pion decays [3, 22].
Tau-muon universality is tested with

(

gτ
gµ

)2

h

=
B(τ → hντ )

B(h → µνµ)

2mhm2
µτh

(1 + δh)m3
τ ττ

(

1−m2
µ/m

2
h

1−m2
h/m

2
τ

)2

,

where the radiative corrections are δπ = (0.16 ± 0.14)%
and δK = (0.90± 0.22)% [23]. Using the world averaged
mass and lifetime values and meson decay rates [3], we

determine
(

gτ
gµ

)

π(K)
= 0.9856± 0.0057 (0.9827± 0.0086)

and
(

gτ
gµ

)

h
= 0.9850± 0.0054 when combining these re-

sults; this is 2.8σ below the SM expectation and within
2σ of the world average.
We use the kaon decay constant fK = 157±2MeV [11],

and our value of

B(τ− → K−ντ ) =
G2

F f
2
K |Vus|2m3

τττ
16πh̄

(

1−
m2

K

m2
τ

)2

SEW ,

where SEW = 1.0201± 0.0003 [24], to determine |Vus| =
0.2193 ± 0.0032. This measurement is within 2σ of the
value of 0.2255±0.0010 predicted by CKM unitarity and
is also consistent with the value of |Vus| = 0.2165±0.0027
derived from the inclusive sum of strange τ decays [9].
Both of our measured |Vus| values depend on absolute

strange decay rates. Our value of RK/π = (0.06531 ±
0.00056±0.00093), however, provides a |Vus| value driven

➡ The BR measurements dominated by systematic uncertainty

➡ μ: PID due limited size of data and MC samples

➡ h: additional contribution to systematics detector modelling 

and associated BGs
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Unique opportunity for probing the coupling strength of the weak current 
to the first and second generation of quarks to a very high precision

CKM Matrix

•  The CKM Mechanism source of Charge Parity Violation in SM 
 

•  Unitary 3x3 Matrix, parametrizes rotation between mass and weak interaction 
eigenstates in Standard Model  

 
  
  

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

Probing the CKM mechanism 

5 Emilie Passemar 

University of Zurich, 2016, May 9 Flavour anomalies & Belle II's impact on the physics landscape

The CKM Mechanism

The CKM Mechanism source of ChargeParityViolation in SM
• Unitary 3x3 Matrix, parametrizes rotation between mass and weak interaction 

eigenstates in Standard Model

• Fully parametrized by four parameters if unitarity holds: three real parameters 
and one complex phase that if non-zero results in CPV

• Unitarity can be visualized using triangle equations, e.g. 

14

0

@
d0

s0

b0

1

A =

0

@
Vud Vus Vub

Vcd Vcs Vcb

Vtd Vts Vtb

1

A

0

@
d
s
b

1

A

Weak Eigenstates Mass EigenstatesCKM Matrix

VCKMV †
CKM = 1 ! V ⇤

ubVud + V ⇤
cbVcd + V ⇤

tbVtd = 0

Overview 
of τ physics

Swagato 
Banerjee

The |Vus| element of CKM Matrix

10

1 

1 

1 

λ 

λ2 λ 

λ3 

λ3 λ2 

J.C.Hardy & I.S. Towner, PRC 91 (2015) 025501

Particle Data Group 2016

Precision measurement of |Vus| is a test of CKM unitarity

Vij: Mixing between Weak and Mass Eigenstates

• |Vud| = 0.97417 ± 0.00021 (from nuclear β decays) 

• |Vub| = (4.09 ± 0.39) x 10-3 (from B → Xu ℓ ν decays) 

 ⇒  |Vus|CKM = 0.22582 ± 0.00091

Weak Eigenstates Mass Eigenstates 

1.2  Test of QCD and EW interactions 

•  Inclusive τ-decays : full hadron spectra, perturbative tools: OPE… 
          fundamental SM parameters:  
          QCD studies 

 

•  Exclusive τ-decays : specific hadron spectrum, non perturbative tools 
        Study of ffs, resonance parameters (MR, ΓR) 
        Hadronization of QCD currents 

 
 

•  τ-decays: tool to search for New Physics in inclusive and exclusive decays :  
 

   Unitarity test, CPV, LFV, EDMs, etc. 
 

 

Emilie Passemar 

+
SUSY loops, 
Leptoquarks, 
Z’, Charged Higgs, 
Right-Handed 
Currents,…. 

τ

u

,d s

τν

W

( ),ud us ττ ν→

( ), , ...PP PPP ττ ν→

( ) ,  ,  S us sm V mτα

9 

➡ From kaon, pion, baryon and nuclear decays 

Vus

Vud
0+ → 0+

π → πeνe

K → πℓν

n → peνe

Λ → peνe

π → ℓνℓ

K → ℓνℓ

➡ From τ decays

Vus

Vud τ → ππ0ντ

τ → Kπντ

τ → πντ

τ → Kντ

τ → hNSντ

τ → hSντ

Test of unitarity

V2
ud + V2

us + V2
ub = 1

0+ → 0+ K → πℓν ∼ 1.6 ⋅ 10−5

B decays

?

K → μνμ/π → μνμ
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Two methods of  from τ decaysVus
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Exclusive: compare the BR of  and τ → πν τ → Kν

Vus = 0.2186 ± 0.0021

➡ within 2σ of the value predicted 
by the CKM unitarityB(τ− → K−ντ) =

G2
F f2

K |Vus |2 m3
τ ττ

16π (1 −
m2

K

m2
τ

)
2
SEW

B(τ− → K−ντ)
B(τ− → π−ντ)

=
f2
K |Vus |2

f 2
π |Vud |2

(m2
τ − m2

K)2

(m2
τ − m2

π)2 (1 + δLD)

Vus = 0.2193 ± 0.0032

➡ consistent with CKM unitarityVus = 0.2255 ± 0.0024

➡ within 3.1σ of the value 
predicted by the CKM unitarity

fundamental parameters of SM


(  )αs , |Vus | , ms

1.2  Test of QCD and EW interactions 

•  Inclusive τ-decays : full hadron spectra, perturbative tools: OPE… 
          fundamental SM parameters:  
          QCD studies 

 

•  Exclusive τ-decays : specific hadron spectrum, non perturbative tools 
        Study of ffs, resonance parameters (MR, ΓR) 
        Hadronization of QCD currents 

 
 

•  τ-decays: tool to search for New Physics in inclusive and exclusive decays :  
 

   Unitarity test, CPV, LFV, EDMs, etc. 
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+
SUSY loops, 
Leptoquarks, 
Z’, Charged Higgs, 
Right-Handed 
Currents,…. 

τ

u

,d s

τν

W

( ),ud us ττ ν→

( ), , ...PP PPP ττ ν→

( ) ,  ,  S us sm V mτα

9 

- BaBar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 051602 -  

Inclusive: compare the BR of  and τ → (ūd) ν τ → (ūs) ν

hadrons with S=1

ΔRSU(3) breaking =
RNS

Vud
2 −

Rs

Vus
2

hadrons with S=0
BR w.r.t. BR(τ → eνν )

decay constant electroweak corrections

electroweak correctionsFermi constant
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New results with improved theoretical input

➡ precise determination of  from kaon and nuclear decays


➡ discrepancy with CKM unitarity at 

Vus

4.8 σ2.1  Introduction: Cabibbo angle anomaly  

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
      
 
 
 
 

 
 
              
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

Emilie Passemar 14 

Flavor in the News! 
Several lingering unconfirmed flavor anomalies

• Muon g-2 (~3+ σ)
• Lepton universality in B decays (R(K),R(D),R(D*)~3σ)
• Unitarity of CKM first row(~2-3 σ)

V. Cirigliano

Tensions in 
Vud and Vus

Possible connections 
between LFU and CKM 
unitarity.

Crivellin and  Hoferichter 2020

2

Results from Kaon 
decays and nuclear 
0+ à 0+ beta 
decays  
         

discrepancy  
with CKM  
unitarity at  
    4.8 σ ! 

Can τ physics help? 

➡ currently less precise determination of  


➡ large PID systematic uncertainties @BaBar

➡ inclusive measurement not truly inclusive

Vus
Improved determination of |V

us
| from tau decays

Updated |Vus | from tau decays

|Vud | updates

I PDG 2018 → 2020
|Vud |: new estimates of universal electroweak
radiative corrections to superallowed nuclear
beta decays [Seng et al. 2018, Czarnecki et

al. 2019, Seng et al. 2019]
⇒ tension in CKM first row unitarity

Other updates since EPS-HEP 2019

I FLAG 2016 → FLAG 2019 lattice QCD averages

I HFLAV 2018 report accepted by EPJC Jun 2020

|Vus | from tau status at ICHEP 2020

I |Vus |fi→X
s
! − |Vus |uni = −4:2ff (was −2:9ff)

I other |Vus | from tau more than −2ff apart

Alternative |Vus | (fi → Xs!) determinations

I R.J.Hudspith et al., PLB 781 (2018) 206,
P.Boyle et al., PRL 121/20 (2018) 202003
are consistent with kaon |Vus | values

|Vus | from tau decays, ICHEP 2020

0.22 0.225

|
us

|V

 = 2+1+1, PDG 2020
f

, Nl3K

 0.0007±0.2237 

 = 2+1+1, PDG 2020
f

, Nl2K

 0.0004±0.2245 

CKM unitarity, PDG 2020

 0.0006±0.2278 

νs X→ τ

 0.0019±0.2195 

νπ → τ / ν K→ τ

 0.0015±0.2234 

  [RM123]νπ → τ / ν K→ τ

 0.0015±0.2234 

ν K→ τ

 0.0015±0.2234 

  [RM123]ν K→ τ

 0.0014±0.2237 

A.L. elab

ICHEP 2020

A.L. elab.

ICHEP 2020

I RM123 determinations use Di Carlo 2019 isospin-limit
fK=fı and fK elaborations based on FLAG 2019

Alberto Lusiani, SNS & INFN Pisa – ICHEP 2020, Prague, 28 July - 6 August 2020 4 / 4
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What can we do @BelleII?

➡ larger data sample will be available

➡ similar to LFU analysis use 3x1 and 1x1 topologies

➡ improve the understanding of the detector (PID, trigger, … )

 6

1.2  Test of QCD and EW interactions 

•  Inclusive τ-decays : full hadron spectra, perturbative tools: OPE… 
          fundamental SM parameters:  
          QCD studies 

 

•  Exclusive τ-decays : specific hadron spectrum, non perturbative tools 
        Study of ffs, resonance parameters (MR, ΓR) 
        Hadronization of QCD currents 

 
 

•  τ-decays: tool to search for New Physics in inclusive and exclusive decays :  
 

   Unitarity test, CPV, LFV, EDMs, etc. 
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+
SUSY loops, 
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Currents,…. 

τ

u

,d s

τν

W

( ),ud us ττ ν→

( ), , ...PP PPP ττ ν→

( ) ,  ,  S us sm V mτα

9 

SciPost Phys. Proc. 1, 001 (2019)

-2-2

0.22 0.225
|us|V

CKM unitarity, PDG 2018
 0.0009±0.2256 

 s incl., HFLAV Spring 2017→ τ
 0.0021±0.2186 

 s incl., HFLAV + BABAR 2018→ τ
 0.0019±0.2195 

 s incl., HFLAV + BABAR + kaons→ τ
 0.0018±0.2202 

 s incl., Antonelli 2013→ τ
 0.0027±0.2207 

 s incl., Hudspith 2018→ τ
 0.0004± 0.0027 ±0.2231 

 s incl., Boyle 2018a→ τ
 0.0013± 0.0015 ±0.2228 

 s incl., Boyle 2018b→ τ
 0.0013± 0.0011 ±0.2245 

A.L. elab.
Tau 2018

Figure 1: |Vus|⌧s
determinations obtained in this document, from the top: |Vus|uni

,
|Vus|⌧s

with the HFLAV Spring 2017 fit, after adding the BABAR 2018 data, after adding
both the BABAR 2018 and the kaon indirect predictions, from Ref. [6], from Ref. [21],
and two determinations from Ref. [22].

-2-2

●

|Vus|(τ → K τ → π)

|Vus|(τ → s)

|Vud|CKM
unitarity

fit

0.215

0.220

0.225

0.230

0.973 0.974 0.975 0.976
|Vud|

|V
us
|

Figure 2: Results of a |Vud |-|Vus| simultaneous fit. The bands describe the constraints
corresponding to the |Vud |measurement, the |Vus|⌧s

and the |Vus|⌧K/⇡ determinations
that use the ⌧ measurements. The oblique line corresponds to the CKM matrix uni-
tarity constraint. The ellipse corresponds to 1� uncertainty on the |Vud | and |Vus| fit
results.

1.4

SciPost Phys. Proc. 1, 001 (2019) 

3σ tension between from the CKM matrix 
unitarity and . 

|Vus |
τ → s

Belle II will improve the experimental precision!
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FIG. 5: LFV UL (90% C.L.) results from CLEO, BaBar and Belle, and extrapolations for
Belle II (50 ab�1) and LHCb updgrade (50 fb�1).
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A.Lusiani (INFN & SNS, Pisa) Search for Lepton-Flavor-Violating Tau Decays at the B-factories

Neutrino mixing observations also Charged Lepton Flavour is Violated

τ → µγ LFV from neutrino mixing

τ−

ντ νµ

W−
γ

µ−

! however, neutrino-mixing induced LFV rates heavily suppressed and unobservable

according to PRD 16 (1977) 1444:

"
Γ(µ→ eγ)
Γ(µ→ eνν)

=
3α
32π
∆m2
ν12

M2
W

sin2 θ21 cos2 θ21

" for ∆mν32 = 3·10−3 eV and maximal mixing BF(τ→ µγ) ≈ O
(

10−54
)

HQL 2010 Heavy Quarks and Leptons, INFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, 10–15 October, 2010 1

A.Lusiani (INFN & SNS, Pisa) Search for Lepton-Flavor-Violating Tau Decays at the B-factories

LFV expectations from New Physics models

s-lepton mixing (e.g. MSSM)

τ−

ν̃τ ν̃µ

χ̃−
γ

µ−

Higgs mediated LFV (e.g. NUHM SUSY)

τ−

µ

H
µ+/s

µ−/s

Model Reference expected LFV BRs

SUSY Higgs PLB 549 (2002) 159
PLB 566 (2003) 517 10−10 − 10−7

SUSY heavy Majorana neutrinos PRD 66 (2002) 034008 10−10 − 10−9

Nonuniversal Z′ PLB 547 (2002) 252 10−9 − 10−8

SUSY SO(10) NPB 649 (2003) 189
PRD 68 (2003) 033012 10−10 − 10−8

mSUGRA Seesaw EPJ C14 (2002) 319
PRD 66 (2002) 115013 10−9 − 10−7

SM with heavy Dirac neutrinos PRD 62 (2000) 036010
NP B437 (1995) 491 10−6

HQL 2010 Heavy Quarks and Leptons, INFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, 10–15 October, 2010 3
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LFV expectations from New Physics models

s-lepton mixing (e.g. MSSM)

τ−

ν̃τ ν̃µ

χ̃−
γ
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PRD 66 (2002) 115013 10−9 − 10−7

SM with heavy Dirac neutrinos PRD 62 (2000) 036010
NP B437 (1995) 491 10−6

HQL 2010 Heavy Quarks and Leptons, INFN Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, 10–15 October, 2010 3

LFV from ν mixing

Higgs mediated LFV s-lepton mixing

Lepton flavour conservation
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What about the charged leptons?        k

➡ The charged LFV processes can occur through oscillations in loops 

➡ Unmeasurable small rates (10-54-10-49) for all the LFV μ and τ decays


         Observation of LFV will be a clear signature of the NP!                              


➡ Charged LFV enhanced in many NP models (10-10 - 10-7)

Conservation of the individual lepton-flavour and the total lepton numbers within the SM (mν = 0)

Gglobal
SM = U(1)B ⇥ U(1)Le ⇥ U(1)Lµ ⇥ U(1)L⌧

➡ The observation of neutrino oscillations as a first sign of LFV beyond the SM!

B(`1 ! `2�) =
3↵

32⇡

�����
X

i=2,3

U⇤
`1iU`2i

�m2
i1

M2
W

�����

2

,
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Charged lepton flavour violation: 
SM-free signals!

Charged-Lepton Flavour Physics

  μR   eR

 q  q

  
0

 μ   e

~ QED 

Figure 2. Possible supersymmetric contributions to the transition dipole diagrams
mediating the LFV processes µ ! e� (left) and µN ! eN conversion (right).

concept of fermion generations was developed. Non-discovery of µ ! e� and ⌧ ! µ� established that µ
and ⌧ were indeed new elementary leptons, as opposed to excited states of composite lighter leptons. In
analogy to the GIM mechanism, the absence of µ ! e� also required to introduce the muon neutrino, prior
to the ⌫µ discovery in 1962 [7], to cancel FCNC amplitudes [8].

Radiative lepton decays `1 ! `2� proceed via dimension-five left and right-handed radiative transition
amplitudes. The branching fraction can be written in the form [5]

B(`1 ! `2�) =
3↵

32⇡

�
|AL|

2 + |AR|
2
�
· B(`1 ! `2⌫⌫) . (1)

For generic new physics at mass scale ⇤ one can parametrise the left and right-handed dipole amplitudes
by AL = AR = 16

p
2⇡2

/GF⇤2, where GF is the Fermi constant and ⇤ the scale of the LFV interaction.
The upper limit of B(µ ! e�) < 1.2 · 10�11, obtained by the MEGA experiment at the Los Alamos
Meson Physics Facility in 2001 [9], thus translates into the stringent bound ⇤ > 340TeV [5], which is well
beyond the LHC reach for direct detection. Decays involving virtual photons, such as `1 ! `2`2`2 and µ–e
conversion, have an additional rate suppression factor ↵QED, but also probe different physics processes.

Figure 2 depicts example graphs for R-parity conserving supersymmetric contributions to the charged
LFV processes µ ! e� (left) and µN ! eN conversion (right). The predicted rates depend on the value of
the slepton mass mixing parameter involved (cf. [10, 11] and references therein). Lepton flavour violation
is also naturally present in R-parity violating models, where the strength of the effects is governed by the
size of trilinear lepton number violating couplings involving sleptons and leptons (�), and squarks, leptons
and quarks (�0) in the supersymmetric superpotential [12].

2.1 A new limit on B(µ+
! e

+
�) by the MEG experiment

The MEG experiment [13, 14] uses the presently most powerful quasi-continuous muon beam produced at
the PSI (Switzerland) ⇡E5 beam line. Positive 29 MeV surface muons hit with 3 ·107Hz rate a thin stopping
target that is surrounded by the MEG detector. The muon decay rate measured by MEG effectively has no
time structure, because the 2.2 µs muon lifetime is long compared to the 50 MHz radio-frequency structure
of the proton cyclotron producing the muons. MEG consists of a positron spectrometer (drift chamber)
immersed in a gradient magnetic field that sweeps the produced positrons out of the interaction region,
a time-of-flight counter, and a 900 litre liquid-xenon (LXe) scintillation detector outside of the magnet,
measuring the photon incidence, time and energy. The solid-angle acceptance around the target is 10%.

The µ
+

! e
+
� signal events are characterised by back-to-back, in-time monoenergetic (52.8 MeV)

positron-photon pairs. Their measured energies, polar and zenith opening angles, and time difference are
used to separate them from backgrounds, which are dominated by accidental coincidence of a positron from
standard µ

+
! e

+
⌫⌫ decays and a photon from radiative µ+

! e
+
�⌫⌫ decays, bremsstrahlung or positron

annihilation in flight. The reliance on a precise back-to-back signature invalidates the use of negative
muons, which would form muonium atoms in the target that would smear out the two-body kinematics.

3

LFV signals are expected in many BSM scenarios, such as the MSSM or 
as a consequence of Seesaw models
Belle II will be able to improve current limits by a factor of 100 for !→3l and 
a factor of >10 for !→l #

MoriondEW, Mar 19, 2016 Experimental Summary

Charged lepton flavour violation: SM-free signals!
A very active field of BSM searches 

ANRV358-NS58-12 ARI 18 September 2008 23:47
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Figure 1
Record of selected lepton !avor violation searches.

cascade down to 1S orbitals. There, they can undergo (a) ordinary decaywith a rate of 5× 105 s− 1,
(b) weak capture, µ − p νµn (which exceeds the ordinary decay rate for nuclei with Z > 6), or
(c) coherent !avor changing conversion, µ − N e− N . The last of these reactions has already
been signi"cantly constrained using various targets. Indeed, the ratio of conversions to capture,

Table 1 A sample of various charged lepton !avor violating reactions

Reaction Current bound Reference Expected Possible
B (µ+ e+ γ ) < 1.2 × 10− 11 28 2 × 10− 13 2 × 10− 14

B (µ± e± e+ e− ) < 1.0 × 10− 12 37 – 10− 14

B (µ± e± γ γ ) < 7.2 × 10− 11 92 – –
R (µ− Au e− Au) < 7 × 10− 13 15 – –
R (µ− Al e− Al) – 10− 16 10− 18

B (τ ± µ± γ ) < 5.9 × 10− 8 Table 2 O (10− 9)
B (τ ± e± γ ) < 8.5 × 10− 8 Table 2 O (10− 9)
B (τ ± µ± µ+ µ− ) < 2.0 × 10− 8 Table 2 O (10− 10)
B (τ ± e± e+ e− ) < 2.6 × 10− 8 Table 2 O (10− 10)
Z 0 e± µ < 1.7 × 10− 6 90
Z0 e± τ < 9.8 × 10− 6 90
Z0 µ± τ < 1.2 × 10− 5 91
K 0
L e± µ < 4.7 × 10− 12 74 10− 13

D0 e± µ < 8.1 × 10− 7 78 10− 8

B 0 e± µ < 9.2 × 10− 8 79 10− 9

Data from current experimental bounds, expected improvements from existing or funded
experiments, and possible long-term advances.

318 Marciano · Mori · Roney
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No success in searches so far!

Standard model tests in modes with neutrinos | Simon Wehle | 18.04.2018 !2

Motivation

‣ Decays involving neutrinos can be 
sensitive to a variety of new physics 
models 

‣ Experimentally extremely challenging 

‣ We can learn lot about the origin of 
flavour 

Standard model tests in modes with neutrinos

Illustration: W. Altmannshofer



     Ami Rostomyan                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       Jeniffer Summer School 2021                                                                                                                                        

Lepton number conservation

41

Are neutrinos Dirac (|∆L| = 0) or Majorana (|∆L| = 2) particles? 

➡ Heavily suppressed LNV τ-decay rates within the νSM


➡ Unmeasurable decay rates with high NP scale, for example in models with heavy right-handed neutrinos

/ Nuclear Physics B Proceedings Supplement 00 (2013) 1–5 2

(a)

(b)

⌧�

M�
1

⌫N

l+

M�
2

⌧�

⌫⌧
l�

l0�

⌫N M+

Figure 1: Neutrino-exchange diagrams induced by crossings of
the W�W� ! l�l0� �L = 2 kernel leading to LNV in (a) three-
and (b) four-body tau decays.

duced on their mass-shell (q2 = m2
N), the rates are

largely enhanced due to the resonant e↵ect asso-
ciated to their decay widths �N , with their decay
amplitudes proportional to

P
N VlNVl0N/�N . This is

the so-called resonant enhancement mechanism [4]
for LNV decays and can occur only for time-like
neutrino momenta as in the case of mesons and ⌧
lepton decays .

Note that in the first two cases, the rates of heavy
flavor decays turn out to be very suppressed, making
uninteresting their searches at flavor factories [5, 6].
Lepton number violation in three-body decays of ⌧ lep-
tons and charged (D, Ds, B, Bc) mesons have been
widely investigated previously, both from the theoretical
[4, 5, 6, 7, 8] and experimental [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15]
points of view. The current best experimental upper
bounds available on these decay channels are shown in
Figure 2; in addition, very stringent bounds of the order
of 10�9 have been obtained (see for example [13]) for
K+ ! ⇡�l+l0+ decays, with l, l0 = e, µ. The measured
upper limits allow to exclude a region in the |VlN |2 vs.
mN plane of the parameter space, by assuming that a sin-
gle resonant neutrino (usually denoted by the subindex
N or 4) dominates the decay amplitude. Such sterile
Majorana neutrinos, with masses in the range of 1⇠10
GeV, can appear in the framework of some minimal ex-
tensions of the SM; for instance, it has been suggested
that they can play an important role to explain simulta-
neously the oscillations of neutrinos, the baryon asym-
metry of the Universe and the dark matter problem [16].

In this paper we present a summary and update of our
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Figure 2: Experimental upper limits on branching ratios of 3-
body decays of charged heavy mesons and ⌧ lepton [9-15].

recent proposals [17, 18] which consider the four-body
decays ⌧� ! ⌫⌧l�l0�M+ and B0 ! D�l+l0+M�, where
M is a pseudoscalar or vector meson that can be allowed
by kinematics (the analogous decay ⇡+ ! e+e+µ�⌫
was considered in [19]). We illustrate our studies with
results on di-muonic channels (results on di-electrons
modes can be found in [17, 18]). Searches for these de-
cay channels have not been undertaken by experiments
up to now. Here we emphasize that they can provide
competitive or even stronger bounds on the parameter
space of Majorana neutrinos as compared to three-body
decays of heavy flavors.

2. Resonant three-body decays

The addition of right-handed singlet neutrinos to the
SM leads in a natural way to the appearance of Ma-
jorana and Dirac mass terms [2], with Majorana mass
terms allowing �L = 2 lepton number violation. The
heavier (sterile) neutrinos get involved into charged
weak interactions, since after diagonalization of the full
neutrino matrix, neutrinos of defined flavor becomes a
mixture of light and heavy mass eigentstates, namely,

⌫l =
3X

i=1

Uli⌫i +
n+4X

N=4

VlN⌫N (1)

if n right-handed singlets are considered. Here, Uli are
essentially the entries of the PMNS matrix, and VlN are
the tiny mixings of the active and sterile neutrinos. The
charged current interaction Lagrangian in the flavor ba-
sis becomes:

Lcc =
g

2
p

2
⌫̄l�
µ(1 � �5)l ·W�µ + h.c. (2)

where ⌫l is given above.

h�

h�

➡ The observation of neutrino oscillations as a first sign of LFV beyond the SM!

JHEP05(2009)030

f1

f ′
1

f2

f ′
2

W−

W−

!−i

!−j

Figure 1. A generic diagram for ∆L = 2 processes via Majorana neutrino exchange.

where W− is a virtual SM weak boson and !1,2 = e, µ, τ . By coupling fermion currents to

the W bosons as depicted in figure 1, and arranging the initial and final states properly, one

finds various physical processes that can be experimentally searched for. The best known

example is neutrinoless double-beta decay (0νββ) [14–16], which proceeds via the parton-

level subprocess dd → uu W−∗W−∗ → uu e−e−. Other interesting classes of LV processes

involve tau decays such as τ− → !+M−
1 M−

2 [17, 18] where the light mesons M1,M2 are

π,K, rare meson decays such as M+
1 → !+1 !

+
2 M−

2 [18–20] and hyperon decays such as

Σ− → Σ+e−e−, Ξ− → pµ−µ− etc. [21]. One could also explore additional processes like

e− → µ+ [22], µ− → e+ [18, 23] and µ− → µ+ conversion [18, 24]. One may also consider

searching for signals at accelerator and collider experiments via e−e− → W−W− [25],

e+e− → Z0 → N+X [26], e±p → νe(νe)!
±
1 !

±
2 X [27], neutrino nucleon scattering ν!(ν!)N →

!∓!±1 !
±
2 X [28], pp → !+1 !

+
2 X [29–34], top-quark decays t → b!+1 !

+
2 W− [35], charged-Higgs

production e±e± → H±H± [36], and in the decay N → !±H∓ [37].

The dynamics for ∆L = 2 processes as in eq. (1.3) is dictated by the properties of the

exchanged neutrinos. For a Majorana neutrino that is light compared to the energy scale

in the process, the transition rates for LV processes are proportional to the product of two
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where V is the mixing matrix between the light flavor and heavy neutrinos. Unfortunately,

both situations encounter a severe suppression either due to the small neutrino mass like

– 3 –

➡ NP models with light (0.1 - 5 GeV) right-handed Majorana neutrinos

➡ Significant enhancement of the τ decay rates
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Figure 1. A generic diagram for ∆L = 2 processes via Majorana neutrino exchange.

where W− is a virtual SM weak boson and !1,2 = e, µ, τ . By coupling fermion currents to

the W bosons as depicted in figure 1, and arranging the initial and final states properly, one

finds various physical processes that can be experimentally searched for. The best known

example is neutrinoless double-beta decay (0νββ) [14–16], which proceeds via the parton-

level subprocess dd → uu W−∗W−∗ → uu e−e−. Other interesting classes of LV processes

involve tau decays such as τ− → !+M−
1 M−

2 [17, 18] where the light mesons M1,M2 are

π,K, rare meson decays such as M+
1 → !+1 !

+
2 M−

2 [18–20] and hyperon decays such as

Σ− → Σ+e−e−, Ξ− → pµ−µ− etc. [21]. One could also explore additional processes like

e− → µ+ [22], µ− → e+ [18, 23] and µ− → µ+ conversion [18, 24]. One may also consider

searching for signals at accelerator and collider experiments via e−e− → W−W− [25],

e+e− → Z0 → N+X [26], e±p → νe(νe)!
±
1 !

±
2 X [27], neutrino nucleon scattering ν!(ν!)N →

!∓!±1 !
±
2 X [28], pp → !+1 !

+
2 X [29–34], top-quark decays t → b!+1 !

+
2 W− [35], charged-Higgs

production e±e± → H±H± [36], and in the decay N → !±H∓ [37].
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where V is the mixing matrix between the light flavor and heavy neutrinos. Unfortunately,

both situations encounter a severe suppression either due to the small neutrino mass like
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Observation of LNV will hint at light NP scale! 

- G.L.Castro, N. Quntero (2013) -

Conservation of the individual lepton-flavour and the total lepton numbers within the SM (mν = 0)

Gglobal
SM = U(1)B ⇥ U(1)Le ⇥ U(1)Lµ ⇥ U(1)L⌧

No answer yet!

/ Nuclear Physics B Proceedings Supplement 00 (2013) 1–5 2

(a)

(b)

⌧�

M�
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⌫N

l+

M�
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⌧�

⌫⌧
l�

l0�

⌫N M+

Figure 1: Neutrino-exchange diagrams induced by crossings of
the W�W� ! l�l0� �L = 2 kernel leading to LNV in (a) three-
and (b) four-body tau decays.

duced on their mass-shell (q2 = m2
N), the rates are

largely enhanced due to the resonant e↵ect asso-
ciated to their decay widths �N , with their decay
amplitudes proportional to

P
N VlNVl0N/�N . This is

the so-called resonant enhancement mechanism [4]
for LNV decays and can occur only for time-like
neutrino momenta as in the case of mesons and ⌧
lepton decays .

Note that in the first two cases, the rates of heavy
flavor decays turn out to be very suppressed, making
uninteresting their searches at flavor factories [5, 6].
Lepton number violation in three-body decays of ⌧ lep-
tons and charged (D, Ds, B, Bc) mesons have been
widely investigated previously, both from the theoretical
[4, 5, 6, 7, 8] and experimental [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15]
points of view. The current best experimental upper
bounds available on these decay channels are shown in
Figure 2; in addition, very stringent bounds of the order
of 10�9 have been obtained (see for example [13]) for
K+ ! ⇡�l+l0+ decays, with l, l0 = e, µ. The measured
upper limits allow to exclude a region in the |VlN |2 vs.
mN plane of the parameter space, by assuming that a sin-
gle resonant neutrino (usually denoted by the subindex
N or 4) dominates the decay amplitude. Such sterile
Majorana neutrinos, with masses in the range of 1⇠10
GeV, can appear in the framework of some minimal ex-
tensions of the SM; for instance, it has been suggested
that they can play an important role to explain simulta-
neously the oscillations of neutrinos, the baryon asym-
metry of the Universe and the dark matter problem [16].

In this paper we present a summary and update of our
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Figure 2: Experimental upper limits on branching ratios of 3-
body decays of charged heavy mesons and ⌧ lepton [9-15].

recent proposals [17, 18] which consider the four-body
decays ⌧� ! ⌫⌧l�l0�M+ and B0 ! D�l+l0+M�, where
M is a pseudoscalar or vector meson that can be allowed
by kinematics (the analogous decay ⇡+ ! e+e+µ�⌫
was considered in [19]). We illustrate our studies with
results on di-muonic channels (results on di-electrons
modes can be found in [17, 18]). Searches for these de-
cay channels have not been undertaken by experiments
up to now. Here we emphasize that they can provide
competitive or even stronger bounds on the parameter
space of Majorana neutrinos as compared to three-body
decays of heavy flavors.

2. Resonant three-body decays

The addition of right-handed singlet neutrinos to the
SM leads in a natural way to the appearance of Ma-
jorana and Dirac mass terms [2], with Majorana mass
terms allowing �L = 2 lepton number violation. The
heavier (sterile) neutrinos get involved into charged
weak interactions, since after diagonalization of the full
neutrino matrix, neutrinos of defined flavor becomes a
mixture of light and heavy mass eigentstates, namely,

⌫l =
3X

i=1

Uli⌫i +
n+4X

N=4

VlN⌫N (1)

if n right-handed singlets are considered. Here, Uli are
essentially the entries of the PMNS matrix, and VlN are
the tiny mixings of the active and sterile neutrinos. The
charged current interaction Lagrangian in the flavor ba-
sis becomes:

Lcc =
g

2
p

2
⌫̄l�
µ(1 � �5)l ·W�µ + h.c. (2)

where ⌫l is given above.

Standard model tests in modes with neutrinos | Simon Wehle | 18.04.2018 !2

Motivation

‣ Decays involving neutrinos can be 
sensitive to a variety of new physics 
models 

‣ Experimentally extremely challenging 

‣ We can learn lot about the origin of 
flavour 

Standard model tests in modes with neutrinos

Illustration: W. Altmannshofer
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Effective field theory approach

42

➡ Strong experimental constraints on the scale Λ for new degrees of freedom

➡ Parameterise the LFV τ decays via the effective field theory (EFT)

➡ Their effect will show up at low energies as a series of non-renormalisable operators:

L = LSM +
X

i

c
(5)
i

⇤
O

(5)
i +

X

i

c
(6)
i

⇤2
O

(6)
i + ...

Francesco Tenchini HINT2016

2.4  Model discriminating power of Tau processes 

Emilie Passemar 

•  Summary	table:	

 
 
 
 

•  The	no1on	of	“best	probe”	(process	with	largest	decay	rate)	is	model	dependent	
 
 

•  If	observed,	compare	rate	of	processes									key	handle	on	relaTve	strength	
between	operators	and	hence	on	the	underlying	mechanism	

  

Discriminating power: τLFV matrix

9 

Celis,	Cirigliano,	E.P.’14	

Celis, Cirigliano, Passemar (2014)

4-lepton

dipole

lepton-quark

lepton-gluon

5

Effective Field Theory Approach
Belle

L = LSM +
C

(5)

⇤
O

(5) +
P
i

C
(6)
i

⇤2
O

(6)
i + ...

• Model-independent approach with an effective Lagrangian:

lepton-quark

lepton- 
gluon

dipole

4-lepton

Armine Rostomyan Part B1 TauBelleII

international collaboration, Belle II, had also been formed to upgrade the Belle detector to ensure the 
operation of the new detector in the increased luminosity environment, as well as to improve the 
performance of the detector components. The Belle II experiment is ideally suited for searches of rare τ 
decay due to the high luminosity and the superior detection efficiency offered by its unique combination of 
the wide kinematic coverage, advanced detection capabilities and cleaner environment as compared with a 
hadron collider. The red points of the Figure above are the scaled sensitivities of various τ decays to 50 ab-1 
for Belle II. With the reduction and better understanding of the background contamination, the sensitivity is 
expected to be even more enhanced. 

I propose to search for LFV and LNV in semi-leptonic τ decays using the Belle II data. These searches 
will push the current bounds further by an order of magnitude or a discovery will be made. 

The general approach of the analyses is the selection of appropriate charged-particle topology – one (τtag) 
against one or three (τsignal) charged tracks – removing the background events with as minimal as possible 
impact on the signal efficiency. At the e+e– → τ+τ– centre-of-mass system, both τ leptons are boosted and their 
decay products are well separated in two opposite hemispheres defined by the plane perpendicular to the 
thrust axis. The signal hemisphere is considered to contain the products of LFV or 
LNV τ decay. There are two characteristic features in e+e– → τ+τ– processes – the 
energy of each τ-lepton is close to the half of the centre-of-mass system energy, 
and the invariant mass of the daughters is close to the mass of τ-lepton. The 
strategy is to define a signal region in the energy-mass plane of the τ-daughters, 
and optimise the set of additional selection criteria – cuts on thrust value, missing 
momentum, energy and mass of the signal side, etc… – to enhance the signal 
efficiency by reducing the contribution of background events from known SM 
processes. Due to expected better performance of the particle identification 
detectors at Belle II, it is expected to have less background contamination due to 
misidentification of the particles than at Belle. However, the background 
contributions from e+e– → qq production and SM e+e– → τ+τ− events, as well as contributions from Bhabha, µ
+µ− and two-photon productions will be still present. Since these background contaminations are channel 
dependent, the event selection requirements should be optimised decay channel-by-channel. This 
optimisation, as well as the careful estimation of acceptance effects and reconstruction efficiency using 
Monte Carlo simulations of the signal and background channels, comprise the main and the most important 
part of the analysis. I played a crucial role and lead the developments and tuning of Monte Carlo 
packages simulating one of the main (so far the worse simulated) background contributions, e+e– → qq.   

A discovery or an upper limit: Once the number of signal events (Nsignal) is known, either a discovery will 
be made – if Nsignal is different from zero, or an upper limit on the branching fraction of a certain decay mode 
will be set, 

Here s90 is the 90% confidence level upper limit on the number of signal events recalculated  given the 4

systematic uncertainties due to background estimation and signal efficiency ϵ, L is the integrated luminosity, 
σττ is the τ pair production cross section and if the τ decayed product M is not a stable particle, B(M → X1X2) 
is the branching fraction of that meson with n=1 for τ → ℓM decay modes (e.g. τ → ℓπ0) or n=2 for and τ → 
ℓMM (e.g. τ → ℓπ0π0) decay modes. Given the equation above, an increase of luminosity by an order of 
magnitude, directly translates into an increase of sensitivity in setting up the upper limit. 

If a discovery is made, the various τ decays have the potential to reveal the underlaying dynamics responsible 
for the LFV. For example, by looking at correlations among different decay modes – if a given type of 
operator dominates, a particular pattern for the branching ratios of various decay channels is expected – or 
by analysing differential distributions in many-body τ decays1 – the invariant mass of the hadron pair peaks 
around various resonances depending on the contributing operators. Even more astonishing would be the 
observation of LNV in τ decays setting the theoretical and experimental groups on a quest. The essential goal 
for the theoretical groups would be to evaluate a framework to reveal the underlying mechanism leading to 
LNV. Given that framework, the strategy of the experimental group will be developed in due time. Thus, to 
gain as much information as possible from the Belle II data, a synergy between experimental and theoretical 
groups is critical. Christophe Grojean and Gauthier Durieux are the theorists together with whom we will 
explore the origins of such an observation. The challenge would lie in unique interpretation of the results. 

3. Feasibility and Risks - “No competitor with Belle II” 
In 2016 several major milestones have been achieved with the successful completion of the first phase 
machine commissioning of SuperKEKB. In parallel major detector components like the Time of Propagation 
Counter and the Central Drift chamber have been installed in Belle II. In April 2017 the Belle II detector was 
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➡ Each NP model generates a specific pattern of operators

➡ Due  to the variety of the hadronic final states, the semi-leptonic τ decays probe a larger set of operators

The τ decays offer an opportunity to probe the underlying NP responsible for the LFV.

No compelling evidence for new particles mediating LFV processes

- Celis, Cirigliano, Passemar (2014) -  
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The progress of τ LFV and LNV searches
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… mostly occurred at the B-factories

FIG. 5: LFV UL (90% C.L.) results from CLEO, BaBar and Belle, and extrapolations for
Belle II (50 ab�1) and LHCb updgrade (50 fb�1).
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FIG. 5: LFV UL (90% C.L.) results from CLEO, BaBar and Belle, and extrapolations for
Belle II (50 ab�1) and LHCb updgrade (50 fb�1).
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FIG. 5: LFV UL (90% C.L.) results from CLEO, BaBar and Belle, and extrapolations for
Belle II (50 ab�1) and LHCb updgrade (50 fb�1).
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The upper limits reached for τ decays approached the regions sensitive to NP.

Test the SM in a variety of ways


➡ radiative ( )


➡ leptonic decays ( )


➡ a large variety of LFV and LNV semi-leptonic decays


➡ τ → μ and τ → e: test of the lepton flavour structure

τ → ℓγ

τ → ℓℓℓ

ℓ = e or μ
 = states with no 

lepton flavour number
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… mostly occurred at the B-factories

Test the SM in a variety of ways


➡ radiative ( )


➡ leptonic decays ( )


➡ a large variety of LFV and LNV semi-leptonic decays


➡ τ → μ and τ → e: test of the lepton flavour structure

τ → ℓγ

τ → ℓℓℓ

FIG. 5: LFV UL (90% C.L.) results from CLEO, BaBar and Belle, and extrapolations for
Belle II (50 ab�1) and LHCb updgrade (50 fb�1).
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VI. LFV ⌧ DECAYS

Lepton Flavor Violation (LFV) is highly suppressed in the SM, LFV ⌧ decays are then
clean and ambiguous probes for NP e↵ects. Belle II can experimentally access ⌧ LFV decay
rates over 100 times smaller than Belle for the cleanest channels (as ⌧ ! 3l) and over 10 times
smaller for other modes, such as ⌧ ! `� that have irreducible background contributions.
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➡ One of the factors pushing up the sensitivity of probes is the increase of the luminosity 

The searches at Belle II will push the current bounds further by more than one order of magnitude

➡ Equally important is the increase of the signal detection efficiency

➡ high trigger efficiencies; improvements in the vertex reconstruction, charged track and neutral-meson reconstructions, particle 

identification, refinements in the analysis techniques…

- The Belle II Physics Book -

arXiv:1808.10567v2
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Signal-background rejection: tag side
Signal-background discrimination depends on the tag-side track

Leptonic tag

Signal sideTag side

µ±

!±

µ±

µ∓

LFV

lepton∓ 

!∓

#!

νlepton
IP

In case of leptonic tag the missing energy on the tag side is high (2 neutrinos) 
and leptonID performances come into play

τ → μμμ
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μID - the most powerful discriminating variable 


Momentum dependent optimisation of the muID requirement


➡  GeV

➡ μ do not reach the μ detector (KLM) 


➡  GeV

➡ μ reach KLM but not many layers are crossed


➡  GeV

➡ μ reach KLM and many layers are crossed 

Pμ < 0.7

0.7 < Pμ < 1

Pμ > 1 1.7 1.72 1.74 1.76 1.78 1.8 1.82 1.84
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Simulation:
10000 events

Belle II 2020 (preliminary) Signal-background discrimination using kinematics of the event 

Other requirement used @Belle but not @Belle II: 


➡ μ veto on tag track


➡ Pμ > 0.6 GeV

Higher efficiency is foreseen @Belle II than @Belle or @BaBar 

Two independent variables:


➡ For signal → ΔE close to  0 and Mμγ close to τ mass 
ΔE = ECMS

μμμ − ECMS
beam

Mτ = E2
μμμ − P2

μμμ
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Search for LFV  ( )τ → ℓα α → invisible
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Probe the existence of a new boson α 

The pseudo rest frame (ps)

5/21/2019 EDUARD BURELO, BELLE II, TAU MEETING 2

• 𝐸𝜏 ≈
𝐸𝑐𝑚
2

• Direction of the W given by the opposite to the 3S direction

𝜏 → 𝑙  𝜈𝑙𝜈𝜏
𝜏 → 𝑙𝛼

𝑃3𝜋

-𝑃3𝜋
𝜏 𝜏

𝑙

𝛼

𝜃
𝜃𝑝𝑠

➡ previous studied at Mark III (9.4 pb-1) and ARGUS (476 pb-1)

➡ search for a two body decay spectrum 

➡ signal will manifest itself as a peak in the τ rest frame

⌧sig
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➡ cannot access the τ rest frame directly due to the missing neutrino

➡ approximate with the following assumptions:

ARGUS method: ̂p τ ≈ − ̂p 3π

Eτ = s /2
Thrust method: ̂p τ ≈ ̂T
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UL is provided for the ratio Br(τ → eα)/Br(τ → eνν)

Search for LFV  ( )τ → ℓα α → invisible

Status of the analysis:

➡ background suppression already quite effective 

➡ ongoing work to further suppress BG using BDT

➡ UL estimation using the frequentist profile-likehood method 

using asymptotic approach

➡ alternative test using the Bayesian approach
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Figure 1. Summary of the present bounds and future projections for an ALP with generic couplings
to leptons, i.e., we set C``0 = 1 for all the couplings in Eq. (2.1). For the isotropic case we set
C

V

µe
= 0 and C

A

µe
= 1 (the opposite choice leads to the same results). In the V ± A case we set

C
V

µe
= ±C

A

µe
= 1. The gray shaded regions are excluded by the astrophysical bounds from star

cooling due to Cee and by SN1987A due to Cee and and Cµµ, see Sec. 6.1. We present these bounds
for the isotropic case. The blue shaded region corresponds to a prompt/displaced ALP. The green
solid line is the exclusion due to the bound on µ

+
! e

+
a by Jodidio et al., assuming an isotropic

ALP [9]. The green dotted (dashed) line is our recast of this bound for the V � A (V + A)
case. The sensitivity in the V � A case is worse since then the signal is suppressed in the forward
direction as much as the background. The blue solid (dotted, dashed) lines are the bounds from
the TWIST experiment on isotropic (V � A, V + A) ALP [10]. The dark orange thin solid line
is the MEGII-fwd projection for an isotropic ALP with no magnetic focusing while for the orange
thin solid line we assumed that focusing increases the luminosity in the forward direction by a
factor of 100, cf. Sec. 3.2 for details. The dark red thin solid line is the Mu3e projection from [42],
for the isotropic ALP. The sensitivity for the other chiral structures is expected to be similar since
there is no background suppression in this setup. The purple solid line is the bound from the
⌧ ! ea search by the ARGUS collaboration [43], and does not dependent on the chirality of the
ALP couplings. The purple thin line is the projected reach at Belle-II, see Sec. 5 for details. The
bound on µ

+
! e

+
� from Crystal Box is subdominant, see Sec. 4, and is not displayed for clarity.

When kinematically allowed, the couplings in Eq. (2.1) give rise to LFV decays with the

(invisible) ALP in the final state.3 The corresponding total decay width is given by

�(`i ! `j a) =
1

16⇡

m
3
`i

F
2
`i`j

 
1 �

m
2
a

m
2
`i

!2

, (2.3)

3We note in passing, that while we do not study the phenomenology of the LFV neutrino decays,

⌫i ! ⌫ja, the typical decay time for this process is shorter than the age of the Universe for the ALP decay

constants under consideration. This has interesting phenomenological consequences on neutrino cosmology

– 5 –

Various NP scenarios:

➡ LFV Zʹ
➡ strong bound from ARGUS measurement 


➡ light ALP a

➡ exploring regions in parameter space not reachable by 

other experiments
4

FIG. 3. Slices of mZ0 vs. g0
R parameter space. The left-handed coupling is set to g0

L = g0
R in the left panel and g0

L = g0
R/10 in

the right panel. The green band is the 2�-preferred range by the (g� 2)µ anomaly, while the gray region is disfavored at > 5�
(see Section III). The red region is excluded at 2� by lepton flavor universality in tau decays (see Section IV). The blue region
is excluded at 95% CL by searches for the two-body decay ⌧ ! µZ0 (see Section V). The black dashed curve shows the 95%
CL LHC exclusion from searches for leptonic W decays (see Section VI) and the purple dashed curve shows the 95% CL LEP
exclusion from Z coupling measurements (see Section VII). The orange and blue dotted lines show the expected 3� sensitivity
in searches for the µ±µ±⌧⌥⌧⌥ final state at the high-luminosity LHC and at a future electron-positron collider running at the
Z pole (see Section VIII).

On the experimental side, the most precise measure-
ment of this ratio comes from BaBar [72]. The PDG
average [6] also includes less precise determinations from
CLEO [73] and ARGUS [74]:

R
PDG
µe = 0.979 ± 0.004 . (8)

We observe a slight tension with the SM prediction at
the level of 1.6�. Combining Eqs. (7) and (8) we find

Rµe

RSM
µe

� 1 = 0.0066 ± 0.0041 . (9)

The tree level exchange of the considered flavor violating
Z

0 cannot a↵ect the ⌧ ! e⌫⌧ ⌫̄e decay. However, it does
give additional contributions to the ⌧ ! µ⌫⌧ ⌫̄µ decay and
induces the new tau decay mode ⌧ ! µ⌫µ⌫̄⌧ , as shown in
Fig. 4. The decay ⌧ ! µ⌫µ⌫̄⌧ is absent in the SM, but has
exactly the same experimental signature as ⌧ ! µ⌫⌧ ⌫̄µ.
In the following we will therefore consider the sum of the
two decay modes that we denote with ⌧ ! µ⌫⌫̄. As long
as mZ0 � m⌧ the treatment of the Z

0 e↵ect in terms of

an e↵ective Hamiltonian is valid and we find
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The Hamiltonian in Eq. (10) leads to the following cor-
rection to the lepton flavor universality ratio Rµe:
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(11)
Note that our model can only increase the ratio Rµe com-
pared to the SM prediction. Thus, the result in Eq. (9)
gives strong constraints on the Z

0 parameter space. If
we neglect the term that contains the right-handed Z

0

coupling, we find the following approximate constraint
at the 2� level

mZ0

|g
0
L|

& 2 TeV . (12)

- L. Calibbi, D. Redigolo, R.. Ziegler, J. Zupan - - W. Altmannshofer, C.Y. Chen, B. Dev, A, Soni - 
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Summary

48

➡ Belle II experiment started 

➡ Achieved world record luminosity 
➡ Accelerator tuning is ongoing; more data will be recorded soon

➡ τ mass and lifetime measurements with the early data are very 

promising and show the potential of Belle II precision 
measurements


➡ LFU and Vus (exclusive) analysis started

➡ τ → μμμ indicates the potential of LFV searches

➡ …


➡ Belle II will provide the world largest number (5x1010) of 
events


➡ τ precision measurements and NP searches will reach higher 
sensitivity w.r.t. the previous experiments 

L = 2.4 × 1035cm−2s−1

e+e− → τ+τ−

 annihilation data is ideal for precision measurements and NP searches!e+e−

If got interested, join us!

Contact me!

mailto:armine.rostomyan@desy.de
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2 Introduction

new form of matter that interacts through gravity and possibly through very weak couplings to the SM
fields; hence the term “dark.” In addition, the observed asymmetry of matter and antimatter in the universe
remains unexplained by the SM.

These considerations point to the existence of new physics, defined as laws and symmetries of Nature that
lie beyond the SM. Currently, numerous imaginative theories for new physics have been proposed, but
experiments have yet to provide guidance pointing to the correct fundamental theory. Much of the worldwide
e↵ort in particle and nuclear physics is driven by searches for evidence of new particles and interactions.

The three-frontier model of particle physics was defined by the Particle Physics Project Prioritization Panel
in its 2008 report [1] and is often represented by the Venn diagram in Fig. 1-1. It has proven beneficial
for various levels of communication and is now widely used and recognized. Each frontier employs di↵erent
tools and techniques, but all frontiers work together to address the same fundamental questions.

At the cosmic frontier, physicists use the universe as an experimental laboratory and observatory, taking
advantage of naturally occurring events to observe indications of new interactions. Research focuses on
understanding dark energy and dark matter, employing a variety of instruments to measure particles on or
close to Earth. This program is pursued worldwide with a leading component in the United States.

At the energy frontier, experiments explore the highest possible energies reachable with accelerators, directly
looking for new physics via the production and identification of new states of matter. This has the advantage
of direct observation in a laboratory setting, but is limited by the kinematical reach of high energy colliders.
This work is now being carried out at the LHC at CERN, which collides protons at a center of mass energy
of 7-8 TeV, increasing to 14 TeV in the next few years.

At the intensity frontier, experiments use intense sources of particles from accelerators, reactors, the sun and
the atmosphere to explore new interactions. This involves ultra-precise measurements to search for quantum
e↵ects of new particles in rare processes or e↵ects that give rise to tiny deviations from SM predictions. This
technique has the asset of exploring very high energy scales, although pinpointing the correct underlying
theory is more complex. This program is currently pursued worldwide.

Figure 1-1. Illustration of the three frontiers of particle physics from [1].
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new form of matter that interacts through gravity and possibly through very weak couplings to the SM
fields; hence the term “dark.” In addition, the observed asymmetry of matter and antimatter in the universe
remains unexplained by the SM.

These considerations point to the existence of new physics, defined as laws and symmetries of Nature that
lie beyond the SM. Currently, numerous imaginative theories for new physics have been proposed, but
experiments have yet to provide guidance pointing to the correct fundamental theory. Much of the worldwide
e↵ort in particle and nuclear physics is driven by searches for evidence of new particles and interactions.

The three-frontier model of particle physics was defined by the Particle Physics Project Prioritization Panel
in its 2008 report [1] and is often represented by the Venn diagram in Fig. 1-1. It has proven beneficial
for various levels of communication and is now widely used and recognized. Each frontier employs di↵erent
tools and techniques, but all frontiers work together to address the same fundamental questions.

At the cosmic frontier, physicists use the universe as an experimental laboratory and observatory, taking
advantage of naturally occurring events to observe indications of new interactions. Research focuses on
understanding dark energy and dark matter, employing a variety of instruments to measure particles on or
close to Earth. This program is pursued worldwide with a leading component in the United States.

At the energy frontier, experiments explore the highest possible energies reachable with accelerators, directly
looking for new physics via the production and identification of new states of matter. This has the advantage
of direct observation in a laboratory setting, but is limited by the kinematical reach of high energy colliders.
This work is now being carried out at the LHC at CERN, which collides protons at a center of mass energy
of 7-8 TeV, increasing to 14 TeV in the next few years.

At the intensity frontier, experiments use intense sources of particles from accelerators, reactors, the sun and
the atmosphere to explore new interactions. This involves ultra-precise measurements to search for quantum
e↵ects of new particles in rare processes or e↵ects that give rise to tiny deviations from SM predictions. This
technique has the asset of exploring very high energy scales, although pinpointing the correct underlying
theory is more complex. This program is currently pursued worldwide.

Figure 1-1. Illustration of the three frontiers of particle physics from [1].
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new form of matter that interacts through gravity and possibly through very weak couplings to the SM
fields; hence the term “dark.” In addition, the observed asymmetry of matter and antimatter in the universe
remains unexplained by the SM.

These considerations point to the existence of new physics, defined as laws and symmetries of Nature that
lie beyond the SM. Currently, numerous imaginative theories for new physics have been proposed, but
experiments have yet to provide guidance pointing to the correct fundamental theory. Much of the worldwide
e↵ort in particle and nuclear physics is driven by searches for evidence of new particles and interactions.

The three-frontier model of particle physics was defined by the Particle Physics Project Prioritization Panel
in its 2008 report [1] and is often represented by the Venn diagram in Fig. 1-1. It has proven beneficial
for various levels of communication and is now widely used and recognized. Each frontier employs di↵erent
tools and techniques, but all frontiers work together to address the same fundamental questions.

At the cosmic frontier, physicists use the universe as an experimental laboratory and observatory, taking
advantage of naturally occurring events to observe indications of new interactions. Research focuses on
understanding dark energy and dark matter, employing a variety of instruments to measure particles on or
close to Earth. This program is pursued worldwide with a leading component in the United States.

At the energy frontier, experiments explore the highest possible energies reachable with accelerators, directly
looking for new physics via the production and identification of new states of matter. This has the advantage
of direct observation in a laboratory setting, but is limited by the kinematical reach of high energy colliders.
This work is now being carried out at the LHC at CERN, which collides protons at a center of mass energy
of 7-8 TeV, increasing to 14 TeV in the next few years.

At the intensity frontier, experiments use intense sources of particles from accelerators, reactors, the sun and
the atmosphere to explore new interactions. This involves ultra-precise measurements to search for quantum
e↵ects of new particles in rare processes or e↵ects that give rise to tiny deviations from SM predictions. This
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If NP is seen by one frontier, the confirmation by the other would be important! 


