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Overview

The tension has been reduced 
with  the new result presented by 
Belle Collaboration 
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SM + NP

Wilson Coefficients
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Phenomenological Analysis

𝑴𝑾′ = 𝟏 𝑻𝒆𝑽
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Phenomenological Analysis

𝑴𝑾′ = 𝟏 𝑻𝒆𝑽
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Scenarios
𝑪𝑳𝑹
𝑽 ≠ 𝟎 ≠ 𝑪𝑹𝑳
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Conclulsion

• We considered the available experimental information on all of the 
charged transition                        observables.

• We found that the 2P models represent the best candidate to adjust 
the experimental charged current B anomalies.

• We determined the regions in parameter space favored by these 
observables for differents values of 𝑊′ mass.

• We obtained that part of the allowed parametric space is consistent 
with the mono-tau signature                              at LHC.

• We found which of these benchmark models are favored or 
disfavored by the new data.
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