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A TeV scale leptoquark (LQ) is one of the promising explanations of the recent anomalies in the
semileptonic decays of � mesons. Among the various LQs, the vector U1 is capable of explaining
the anomalies in both '� (∗) and ' (∗) observables. We use the current LHC data to put bounds on
the parameter space of U1 relevant for the anomalies. Precise bounds are drawn by recasting the
latest gg and `` searches by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations. We find that it is imperative
to include the resonant production modes for obtaining limits in the low mass regions. For higher
mass points, the non-resonant production modes play a dominant role.
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1. Introduction

The discrepancies among the theoretical and experimental values of '� (∗) and ' (∗) observ-
ables might lead to a pathway to the discovery of beyond the standard model (BSM) physics. They
are defined as follows,

'� (∗) =
B(�→ � (∗)gā)
B(�→ � (∗) ℓ̂ā)

and ' (∗) =
B(�→  (∗)`+`−)
B(�→  (∗)4+4−)

. (1)

The recent measurement of ' (∗) are smaller than the theoretical prediction by 3.1f [1–4]. Whereas
the measurements of the '� (∗) observables show a combined excess of 3.1f [5] than the Standard
Model (SM) value. From the many models proposed to explain the anomalies, we focus on the
*1 ≡ (3, 1, 2/3) leptoquark (LQ) model that can explain both the anomalies simultaneously. LQs
are colored triplet, scalar or vector bosons. They carry both lepton and baryon numbers and decay
to the leptons and quarks. LQs appear in many models like, (* (4) Pati-Salam models, Technicolor
models, RPV SUSY models, etc. Their coupling to SM leptons and quarks makes them an ideal
candidate to explain the �-anomalies.

2. The U1 Lagrangian

The Lagrangian for the interactions between U1 and the SM quarks and leptons is given as,

L ⊃ G!!1 8 9 &̄
8W`*

`

1 %!!
9 + G''1 8 9 3̄

8
'W`*

`

1 %'ℓ
9

'
+ h.c. (2)

Here, &8 and ! 9 are the SM left-handed quark and lepton doublets, respectively. The 38
'
and ℓ 9

'
are

the down-type right-handed quarks and leptons, respectively. The indices 8, 9 = {1, 2, 3} stand for
the quark and lepton generations. Thus, the G!!1 8 9 and G

''
1 8 9 are 3 × 3 matrices in the flavour space.

Here, we consider only real values of the couplings in the matrices and set all couplings but the
ones involved in the 1 → 2gā (i.e., _!23, _

!/'
33 ) and 1 → B`+`− (i.e., _!/'22 , _!/'32 ) decays to be zero.

G!!1 =
©­­«
0 0 0
0 _!22 _!23
0 _!32 _!33

ª®®¬ ; G''1 =
©­­«
0 0 0
0 _'32 0
0 _'32 _'33

ª®®¬ . (3)

2.1 The '� (∗) & ' (∗) scenarios

To explain the '� (∗) scenarios, the new physics needs to contribute to the 1 → 2gā transition.
Hence, in our case, the U1 needs to couple with both 2-a and 1-g pairs. To obtain the required
couplings, we first consider some minimal single-coupling scenarios and then move on to more
complex multi-coupling scenarios. In the first single-coupling scenario, we consider only _!23 to be
non-zero in the following manner,

L ⊃ _!23 [2̄!W`a! + B̄!W`g!)]*
`

1 = _
!
23 [2̄!W`a! + (+

∗
23 3̄! ++

∗
2B B̄! ++∗21 1̄!)W`g!)]*

`

1 , (4)

i.e., the 2-a coupling is generated directly but the 1-g coupling is an effective one, generated by the
mixing among the down-type quarks. In ref. [6], this scenario is called RD1A. Similarly, if we put
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Table 1: Summary of the single and multi-coupling scenarios to explain the '� (∗) and ' (∗) anomalies
(from ref. [6]).

'� (∗) scenarios _!2a _!
1g

_'
1g

' (∗) scenarios _!B` _!
1`

_'B` _'
1`

RD1A _!23 +∗
21
_!23 − RK1A +∗2B_

!
22 +∗

21
_!22 − −

RD1B +21_
!
33 _!33 − RK1B +∗CB_

!
32 +∗

C1
_!32 − −

RK1C − − +2B_
'
22 +21_

'
22

RK1D − − +CB_
'
32 +C1_

'
32

RD2A +2B_
!
23 ++21_

!
33 _!33 − RK2A _!22 _!32 − −

RD2B +2B_
!
23 − _'33 RK2B _!22 − − _'32

RK2C − _!32 _'22 −
RK2D − − _'22 _'32

RD3 +21_
!
33 ++2B_

!
23 _!33 _'33 RK4 _!22 _!32 _'22 _'32

all but _!33 to be zero, i.e., we generate the 1-g coupling directly and 2-a coupling via quark mixing,
we get the scenario RD1B with the following lagrangian,

L ⊃ _!33 [C̄!W`a! + 1̄!W`g!]*
`

1 = _
!
33 [(+D1D̄! ++21 2̄! ++C1 C̄!)W`a!) + 1̄!W`g!]*

`

1 . (5)

The possible single and multi-coupling scenarios have been summarized in Table 1. There we also
show some of the possible scenarios one can construct to accommodate the ' (∗) anomalies. These
scenarios may seem similar from an effective-field-theory point of view, but their LHC signatures
are quite different. Further details on these scenarios can be found in ref. [6].

3. Production at the LHC and data recast

We generate Monte Carlo events for all LQ production modes in the '� (∗) and ' (∗) scenarios.
While recasting theLHCdilepton data [7, 8]we systematically combine the events that can contribute
to these searches [9–13]. The*1 can be produced at the LHC via two types of processes—resonant
productions (like pair and the single productions) and non-resonant productions (like C-channel
LQ exchange). In the RD1A (RD1B) scenario, the pair production mode, which is mostly QCD
mediated, gives the following final states,

?? → *1*1 → Bg Bg(1g 1g) ≡ gg + 2 9 . (6)

The relevant single-production channels in the '� (∗) (' (∗) ) scenarios can be written as

?? → *1g(`) +*1g(`) 9 → gg 9 (`` 9) + gg 9 9 (`` 9 9) ≡ gg(``) + = 9 . (7)

The single productions depend on the *1-ℓ-@ couplings (_) and play a significant role in the
limits. The _-dependent non-resonant process where a U1 is exchanged in the C-channel can lead
to gg (``) final states. Moreover, this process interferes with the SM background processes like
?? → /W∗ → gg(``).

3
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: (a) The region (in purple) excluded by the LHC gg data and the region (in yellow) favoured by the
flavour observables in a _!23-"*1 plane. (b) For a 1.5TeV*1, the blue color region is allowed by the LHC gg
data (from ref. [6]).

Since there is destructive interference between the BSM process and the SM background, we
use a j2 test instead of a simple recast to recast the latest gg (``) search data from ATLAS [7]
(CMS [8]) to obtain bounds. The j2 can be expressed as follows [6],

j2 =

bins∑
8

©­­­­«
[
#? + # 8=2;B + #C − #×

] 8 + # 8
��
− # 8

�√(
Δ# 8

(C0C

)2
+

(
Δ# 8

(HBC

)2

ª®®®®¬
2

(8)

where #?, # 8=2;B , #C , #×, #�� , and #� are the number of events from pair production, single
production, pure-BSM (C-channel *1 exchange), the BSM-SM interference, the SM background,
and the data, respectively and # 8

(C0C
=

√
# 8
�
and # 8

(HBC
= 0.1 # 8

�
are the statistical and systematic

uncertainties. For a range of *1 masses, we use the total transverse mass distribution from the
gg data and the invariant mass distribution from the `` data to find the best fit parameters (i.e.,
couplings) and the 2f exclusion limits on them.

4. Results

In Figure 1(a), we show the exclusion limits on _!23 in purple (gg) and the '� (∗) -favoured
region (FlavD, which also satisfies other flavour bounds like �! (�∗), %g (�∗) etc. [6]) in yellow.
Exclusion region (in magenta) come from direct searches of LQ. We find the single-coupling '� (∗)
scenarios are not favoured by the LHC data. However, we see an improvement in a two-coupling
'� (∗) scenario. We show the region allowed by the LHC data in blue for the RD2A scenario for a
1.5 TeV*1 in Figure 1(b). There is a considerable overlap between this region and the one required
by the relevant flavour observables (in yellow and green).

In Figure 2(a), we plot the limits on the single coupling scenario RK1A (where only _!22 ≠ 0).
Here we see the LHC `` data (in purple) is not much restrictive for the ' (∗) -favoured region
(FlavK). FlavK (in yellow) also consists of other flavour observables relevant to this particular
scenario. However, a recast of the direct search for scalar LQ [14] (magenta dotted line) effectively
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: a) Excluded region (purple) by the LHC and the ' (∗) -favoured region (yellow). (b) For a 2.0 TeV
*1, the regions allowed by the LHC (in blue) and relevant to the ' (∗) observables (in yellow) [6].

Figure 3: Region in the _!22-_
!
32 plane for a 1.5 TeV *1 allowed by the LHC data (blue) and simultaneously

explaining the '� (∗) and ' (∗) anomalies (yellow) [6].

rules out a 1.5 TeV LQ in the one- or two-coupling ' (∗) -scenarios (Table 1). We show the region
allowed by the LHC data for a heavier LQ in the RK2A scenario in Figure 2(b).

However, a 1.5 TeV *1 can simultaneously revolve both the anomalies. In Figure 3, we show
such a possibility where we have considered four new couplings to be nonzero (two relevant for the
'� (∗) -observable and the other two, for ' (∗) ).1

5. Conclusions

We obtained precise bounds on the parameter space of the*1 leptoquark in all possible simple
'� (∗) - and ' (∗) - anomalies-motivated scenarios from the latest gg and `` resonance search data at
the LHC. The current dilepton data from the LHC put stringent bounds on the*1 model parameters
needed to explain the '� (∗) and the ' (∗) anomalies. The obtained bounds are precise since we
considered the contribution of all production modes (including the signal-background interference
contribution) in the signal while recasting. In the low-mass region, the resonant modes play a
significant role in obtaining the limits. We found a 1.5 TeV LQ can explain both '� (∗) and ' (∗)
anomalies simultaneously while satisfying all relevant limits.

1See ref. [12] for a similar analysis with the scalar LQ (1 and refs. [15, 16] for the discovery prospects of LQs that
couples with third generation quarks at the HL-LHC.
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