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1 Introduction

Violation of lepton flavor is an important indicator of new physics beyond the standard
model. In the absence of a CKM type matrix in the leptonic sector, flavor violations can
only arise due to new physics and thus decays such as [; — ;v (¢ # j) are important probes
of new physics. We focus here on the decay 7 — u + v on which Babar Collaboration [I]
and Bell Collaboration [2] have put new limits on the branching ratio. Thus The current
experimental limit on the branching ratio of this process from the BaBar Collaboration [I]
based on 470fb~! of data and from the Belle Collaboration [2] using 535 fb™" of data is

B(r — u+7v)<44x107® at 90% CL (BaBar)
Bt — pu+7) <45x107% at 90% CL (Belle) (1)

At the SuperB factories[3], 4, 5] (for a review see [0]) the limit is expected to reach B(t —
p+y) ~1x 107 as shown in Fig.(1). Thus it is of interest to see if theoretical estimates for
this branching ratio lie close to the current experimental limits to be detectable in improved
experiment.

Here we explore this process in the presence of a new vector like generation in an extension
of MSSM. Vector like multiplets arise quite naturally in a variety of grand unified models[7]
and some of them can escape supermassive mass growth and can remain light down to the
electroweak scale. Recently an analysis was given of the EDM of the tau in the framework of
an extension of the minimal supersymmetric standard model with a vector like multiplets [§].
Specifically mixing of the standard model leptons with the mirror leptons, and mixing of the
sleptons with mirror sleptons, were considered and it was found that such contributions could
put the tau EDM in the detectable range. Here we extend this analysis to investigate the
contributions from a vector like lepton multiplet to the flavor changing process 7 — p + 7.
This decay is forbidden at the tree level due to vector current conservation and can only
arise at the loop level. The current work is a logical extension of the previous works where
mixings with a vector like multiplet and with mirrors were considered [9, 10, &, 1] [12].
Implications of additional vector multiplets in other contexts have been explored by many
previous authors (see, e.g.,[13] 14 15 [16]). Several studies already exist on the analysis of
T — py decay [17, I8, 19 20} 21, 22, 23, 24]. However, none of them explore the class of

models discussed here.
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Figure 1: A display of the upper limits on the branching ratio B(7~ — p~v) (and for
77 = oy, pu pwtpT) from the previous experiments and for the anticipated experiments as
a function of the integrated luminosity. Figure is taken from Ref. [4].

2 Extension of MSSM with a Vector Multiplet

We begin with a brief discussion on extension of MSSM where we include vector like lepton
multiplets since such a combination is anomaly free. First under SU(3)c x SU(2)r x U(1)y
the leptons of the three generations transform as follows

- (Vli) ~ (1,2, —%), ¢~ (1,1,1), 5 ~(1,1,0), i=1,2,3 (2)
where the last entry on the right hand side of each ~ is the value of the hypercharge Y
defined so that Q = T5 4+ Y. These leptons have V — A interactions. We can now add
a vector like multiplet where we have a fourth family of leptons with V' — A interactions
whose transformations can be gotten from Eq. by letting i run from 1-4. A vector like
lepton multiplet also has mirrors and so we consider these mirror leptons which have V 4+ A
interactions. Their quantum numbers are as follows

y5<%)~@z%&wu¢—mmwu¢m (3)
N¢ 2

The MSSM Higgs doublets as usual have the quantum numbers

H! 1 H) 1
EE(é>N@%3%%E(£)N@Z? (4)

As mentioned already we assume that the vector multiplet escapes acquiring mass at the

GUT scale and remains light down to the electroweak scale. As in the analysis of Ref.[§]
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interesting new physics arises when we consider the mixing of the first three generations of
leptons with the mirrors of the vector like multiplet. Actually we will limit ourselves to the
second and third generations since only these are relevant for the computation of the decay

7 — . Thus the superpotential of the model may be written in the form

W = —pe HiH] + e[ Ll 75 + fLHIU 0, + fo XNy + fHIR B
+h H1 MLMCL + N H% MLVuL] + f3€iX Z¢L + f3€me ! Lt fait EL + fsﬁuLNL (5)

where Q[JL stands for ﬁgL and 1@@ stands for qﬁgL. Here we assume a mixing between the
mirror generation and the third lepton generation through the couplings f3, fy and f5. We
also assume mixing between the mirror generation and the second lepton generation through
the couplings fi, fi and fi. The above six mass terms are responsible for generating lepton
flavor changing process. We will focus here on the supersymmetric sector. Then through the
terms fs, fa, f5, f4, f1, ft one can have a mixing between the third generation and the second
generation leptons which allows the decay of 7 — p~y through loop corrections that include
charginos, neutralinos and scalar lepton exchanges with the photon being emitted by the
chargino (see the left diagram of Fig.(2)) or by a charged slepton (see the right diagram of

Fig.(2)). The mass terms for the leptons and mirrors arise from the term

p_ L OW O b, + H. (6)
T T 20404, W+ He

where 1) and A stand for generic two-component fermion and scalar fields. After spontaneous
breaking of the electroweak symmetry, (< H} >= v;/v/2 and < H? >= v,/+/2), we have

the following set of mass terms written in the 4-component spinor notation

) froi/V2 fa 0 L
—Ln=(Tr Er f[ir) I3 fiva/V2 /5 Er | +
0 fzi hlvl/\/§ nr
_ flva/ V2 s 0 VrL
+(Zr Nr ur)| —fs  for/V2 =4 Ny | +H.e (7)
0 fi hlll)g/\/é VL

Here the mass matrices are not Hermitian and one needs to use bi-unitrary transformations

to diagonalize them. Thus we write the linear transformations

TR 7'1R

T
ER :DR TQR y
HR T3R



TL T1;,

ML T3,
such that
flvl/\/§ fa 0
Dg f3 févQ/\/§ f?/, DE :diag(mﬁ’mmvmm)' (9>
0 fi hlvl/\/§

The same holds for the neutrino mass matrix

fiva/ V2 s 0
D;’; —f3 fov1/V2 —f4 D7 = diag(m,,,, m,,, m,,). (10)
0 I3 hjve/ V2

In Eq.@ T1, T2, T3 are the mass eigenstates and we identify the tau lepton with the eigenstate
1, i.e., 7 = 7, and we identify 75 with a heavy mirror eigenstate with a mass in the hundreds
of GeV and 73 is identified as the muon. Similarly vy, 15, v3 are the mass eigenstates for the
neutrinos, where we identify v, as the light tau neutrino, v, as the heavier mass eigen state

and v3 as the muon neutrino.
Next we consider the mixings of the charged sleptons and the charged mirror sleptons.
The mass? matrix of the slepton - mirror slepton comes from three sources, the F term, the
D term of the potential and soft susy breaking terms. Using the superpotential of Eq. the

mass terms arising from it after the breaking of the electroweak symmetry are given by Lg
and Lp

= Lp = (m + | A + 5P ErBR + (my + |5 + | ) NaNy
+(m + a2 + 1A ELEL + (i + | fs + [ B NN

H(my + [fa*)FRTR + (my, + [fs]*)onrifp + (m2 + | f3") 70 7]
+(my, + filP) ity + (g, + | f51P) iy, + (my, + [ fs) o7,
+(my, + 1 £1°) 0L + (my, + | f51)Pur?pn

+{—m,p" tan BT T — myp* tan BNLNE — My, " cot ULV g
—my,p* tan Bl fip — my, )" cot B g

—mpp* cot BELEy + (mpfi +m, f2)EL7

+(mpfo+m. ) ErTh + (mpfs + mu f) iy

H(mpfi+ muf5) Erfiy + (mu, fs — my f5)NLTZ,
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+(mn fs — mu, [5)NePig + (my, fo — ma f5) N7,
(v f5 =, S5V NRD u + S5 S5 007 + Jaf iy
+féf§ﬁMLDTZ + f5fg)*ﬂuRl>:R + HC}
Similarly the mass terms arising from the D term are given by
1 ~ o~ ~ o~k ~ o~ ~ o~ 1 Tk NT ATk
—Lp= EmZZ cos® Oy cos 2B{0 L0} — LT} + urty, — finity, + ErEgR — NeNGY
1 . ~ o~ ~ ~x% ~ ~ % ~ o~k
—|—§m22 sin® Oy cos 28{0rL0};, + TLT] + Durtlyy, + fril],
—ErE} — NNy 4 2ELE; — 2775 — 2fipjis}.
In addition we have the following set of soft breaking terms

Viore = M0, + MEX™ X + My, + M o707,

+M; DT, + M%g*rg + MQMCL*ME + MEE;EL + MyN; Ny
+Eij{f1ATH1¢iL~£ f1AuTH;¢] Vi, + A H1¢iLﬂi h/ A, HQ@/JiLD;L
+fANHIX N — fyAgH3X 7 Er, + H.c.}

(11)

(12)

(13)

From Lrp and by giving the neutral Higgs their vacuum expectation values in V. we can

produce the the mass® matrix M2 in the basis (7., Er, 7r, Er, fir, fir). We label the matrix

clements of these as (M2);; = M;; where

M2 = MQL +mZ + | fs]? — chos2B(l — sin? Oy ),

M2 = M2 +m2% + | f]* + | f3]? + mcos2Bsin? Oy,

M2, = M? +m? + | f4|* — m%cos2Bsin® Oy,

M3, = M; +m3 + | fs]* + | fi? + m2Zcos25(% — sin® Oyy),
M3 = MiL + mi + | f5 — m2Zcos2B(% — sin? Oy ),

Mgy = M2 +m’, + | f1]* — mcos2Bsin® Oy,

Mty = M3 = mpfi +m.fi,

Miy = M37 = m, (A7 — ptan §),

My = Miy =0, M5 = M3 = ff3,

MG = Mgy =0, My = My =0,

M3, = My = mp(Ay — pcot B), Mas = Mzy = mpfs +m,fr,



MQG_MGQQ*ZOM?A_ME =mgfs+m.fs, 35—M 0M36_ 63—f4f
My = Mz =0, Myg = Mgy = mpfi + myf5,
M56 = Mg; = m#(AZ —ptan ) (14)

Here the terms M3, M2, M2, M2 arise from soft breaking in the sector 71, 7, the terms
MZ, M2, MZ, M2 arise from soft breaking in the sector fir,jig, and the terms M3,, M3,
M2, M2, arise from soft breaking in the sector Ej, Ez. The other terms arise from mix-
ing between the staus, smuons and the mirrors. We assume that all the masses are of the
electroweak size so all the terms enter in the mass? matrix. We diagonalize this hermitian
mass? matrix by the unitary transformation D™TM2D™ = diag(MZ, M2, M2, M2, M2, M2).

2

There is a similar mass® matrix in the sneutrino sector. In the basis (7, , Np,Urr, N, U UnL, VuR)

we can write the sneutrino mass® matrix in the form (M2);; = mij where
1
mi = M2, +m?2 +|fs)* + 2m200326
mip = MY +miy + s + | f5?, miy = MJ+mi + |,

- 1
miyy = M +my + | fs” + | [l — gmicos28,

mgs = M2L + m2 + 1 f3P + ;m200525:
mgg = My, +my, +|fi]’,
mi, = mit =my, fs —mnf3,
m%3 = m?{ =my, (A;, — pcot ), m14 = m41 =0,
m14—m41 =0 m15—m51 = fafs,m :m?ff:Q
Mg = Mgy = 0,m3, = mi; = my(Ay — ptan §), my; = mz; = —meé, +my, f5,
mas = mgs = 0, m3, = mi5 = my fs — my, f3,
m?2)5 = m§§ = O7m§6 = m%g = f5fs" ,m45 = m54 =0
mis = mgy = —my, f3+my f5',mis = mgs = m,, (A}, — pcot8).  (15)

As in the charged slepton sector here also the terms m?,, m?,;, m3,, m3, arise from soft break-
ing in the sector 7,1, Uy g, the terms ms, mZ,, m25, m2s arise from soft breaking in the sector
Durs Uup, and the terms m3,, m3,, m3,, m3, arise from soft breaking in the sector N, Ng.
The other terms arise from mixing between the physical sector and the mirror sector. Again
as in the charged lepton sector we assume that all the masses are of the electroweak size

so all the terms enter in the mass? matrix. This mass? matrix can be diagonalized by the



unitary transformation D*tM2D" = diag(MZ , M2 , M2 M2, MZ Mz ). The physical tau
and neutrino states are 7 = 7, v, = vy, and the states 7, 15 are heavy states with mostly
mirror particle content. Similarly 1 = 73, v, = v3. The states 7;,7;; @ = 1 —6 are the slepton

and sneutrino mass eigenstates.

3 Interactions of Charginos and Neutralinos

The chargino exchange contribution to the decay of the tau into a muon and a photon arises
through the left loop diagram of Fig.(2). The relevant part of Lagrangian that generates
this contribution is given by

%Q[CL PL + CR PR])ECiDj + H.c. (16)

3 2
aij aij
= 1

- ’CT—D—X+ = Z

6
a=1 1 =

1

where

L _ * YT* W * YT YW

Om‘j = g[—k- iQDRMDlj — Ry iQDRgaDE)j
* YT* Ty * VTx TV

+Ui Dg, Dy — inUn Dy, Dyl

R __ T* TV - T* TV

Con'j = 9[_KVTW2DL1QD3J' - KVM‘/lQDLgaDt‘)j

+Vi D}t DY, + Va DT: Dy, — kpVa DT: DY, (17)

J

where DV is the diagonalizing matrix of the scalar 6 x 6 mass® matrix for the scalar neutrino

as defined above. Ky, k. etc that enter in the equation above are defined by

(vamTvm#) (KEa /€l,> o (mEvml/> (18)

V2Myy cos B - V2My, sin 8-
In Eq. U and V are the matrices that diagonalize the chargino mass matrix My so that

(K/N7 Kr, K/,LL) =

U*McV ™! = diag(my,,m}). (19)

X1’

The neutralino exchange contribution to the tau decay arises through the right loop
diagram of Fig. (2). The relevant part of Lagrangian that generates this contribution is

given by

- E.,-,;-,XO = Z

a=1 1

> TalClliPL + CU PRIXO7 + Hec, (20)

3 4
J
=1 ]:1



¥
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Figure 2: The diagrams that allow decay of the 7 into pu + ~ via supersymmetric loops
involving the chargino and the sneutrino (left) and the neutralino and the stau (right) with
emission of the photon from the charged particle inside the loop.

where as stated earlier 7 =7 and p = 73. In Eq. (7, and C}, are defined by

L T* TNT T*  TYT T* YT
CL = ﬂ[aTiDRlaDlj — 0Dy, DY — v DY Di;

+B8u:Dg, Di; + 0Dy DE; — 7D DE;l,
Cc'R = \/ﬁ[ﬂviDEQDL — e D1, D3; — 0, D7, D3

aij
+ap Dy, Dy + BuDr,, Ds; — 0, D, Dejl, (21)

where D7 is the diagonalizing matrix of the 6 x 6 slepton mass? matrix.

ngXZ] / g ! )
)
/ gsin® Oy gmpXy;
=Xt —-—X,., 0p = ———7—— 22
VB T Ry cos Oy, 2 T 2myy sin B8’ (22)
and
ngX3j gm“ng . g . 1 )
T-:—’ -:—, i = :—X —X—— 9 s
e 2myy cos 3 B 2myy cos B Fri = Bug ¢ 1J+COS9W 25( 2—i—sm w)
<2 * *
gsin® Oy, gm; X5, gm, X5
i =Y =—eX, +F¥——X,. = =—— % (23
173 = ng ety cosOy T 2my cos B 2chosﬁ’( )
where
X1; = (Xyjcos by + Xyjsin Oy ), Xy; = (=X sin by + Xy cos Ow), (24)
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and where the matrix X diagonlizes the neutralino mass matrix so that

X" MpX = diag(myo,,myo,, myo,, myo,). (25)

4 The analysis of 7 — y+ v Decay Width

The decay 7 — p+y is induced by one-loop electric and magnetic transition dipole moments,
which arise from the diagrams of Fig.(2). In the dipole moment loop, the incoming muon
is replaced by a tau lepton. For an incoming tau of momentum p and a resulting muon of

momentum p’, we define the amplitude

< ()| Jalm(p) >= w,(p")Taur(p) (26)

where

FJM(q)ioasq” N F{*(q)oup59”

Lu(q) =
(@) my =+ my, My =+ my,

+ .. (27)
with ¢ = p’ — p and where m; denotes the mass of the fermion f. The branching ratio of
T — i+ 1y is given by

247>
5GZm2(m, +m,,)?

{I1E5" (O + [F5"(0)*} (28)

B(r —p+7) =

where the form factors Fy" and F;" arise from the chargino and the neutralino contributions

as follows

F7*(0) = Fj' + F}1

F57(0) = Foih + Filo (29)

The chargino contribution F}', is given by

2

2 6
mT mr ‘|' m * * MV}‘
Foer = Z M){CL Cls + C4,;Ch }Fl(mz )

2 3ig lz] 3ij ~'1ij
i=1 j=1 Gdr*m XiT
(m- + m“) L oRx . OR oL M2
G472 my {C.?njcllj CS'LJCIZJ}F2< X1+ )] (30)
where |
Fi(x) = m{—m?' —32% + 62 — 1 + 62%Inz} (31)



and

Fy(x) = {32% — dx + 1 — 22%Inz}

1
(z = 1)

The neutralino contribution FJ/ Lo is given by

0 —m (ms +my) M
T T T L L* Rx* Tj
F2H Z 1927T2m 2 . {Cézgoiz] Ciliﬁoizg }F3<m2~JO)
i=1 j=1 i Xi
(mT + mu) L 'R+ | (1R o1Lx sz
6472m, -0 {Cén]ciz] Ci/’n]c’iz] }F4(m;0 )]
where .
Fs(x) = W{—x?’ + 62 — 3x — 2 — 6zin}
T —
and .

The chargino contribution F )f ‘. is given by

2 6 2
. (mr +mu)me+ 1 e, R L+
F3>?+ = ZZ 3971 2]‘\"42 = {C3Zj012] Cszclz]}F5( M2 )
i=1 j=1

where
F5(z) = ﬁ{ -z +3+ fln‘Z}
The neutralino contribution F} Lo is given by
Fi = 24: 26: My + my,)m { Ol CIRr IR Ol (mio)
3x e 397 2M2 3ij ' 1ij 3ij~'1ij §+'6 M%

where
2xlnx

1
{r+1+ 1—x}

Fo(@) = 50—y

5 Estimate of size of B(1 — uv)

(32)

(34)

(35)

(38)

(39)

In this section we give a numerical analysis of B(T — p7) for the model where we include a

leptonic vector multiplet. As discussed in the previous sections the flavor changing processes
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Figure 3:  An exhibition of the depen-
dence of B(7 — py) on my when my =
my = 50, my = 100, p = 150, x5 =
x3 =0.6, xa = xjy =04, x5 = x5 =0.6,
agp =0.5, ay =0.8, and tan g =5, 10, 15,
20 (in ascending order at mg = 300). Here
and in Figs.(4-7) masses are in GeV and

2.00E-08

1.50E-08 -

1.00E-08 |

5.00E-09 -

branching ratioof T top +7vy

/\

— 0 @O
0.00E+00
100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450
1f;1 (Gev)
Figure 4: An exhibition of the de-

pendence of B(t — py) on |f3] when
mo =900, my = 150, mg = 180,
|fi| =70, |Ao| =100, my = 50, ms = 100,
po= 150, x3 = x3 =0.6, x4 = xj =04,
X5 = x5 =0.6, ag =0.5, ay =0.8, and
tan 8 =5, 10, 15, 20 (in ascending order

angles are in rad.

arise from the mixings between the standard model leptons and the mirrors in the vector mul-
tiplet. The mixing matrices between leptons and mirrors are diagonalized using bi-unitary
transformations with matrices D7 and D}. The input parameters for this sector of the pa-
rameter space are m,, mg, my, fs, fi, fi, fi where fs, fa, f5 and f; are complex masses with
CP violating phases x3, X4, X5 X4- For the slepton mass® matrices we need the extra input
M,, A, Ap, Ay, An, i, tan B,

For the sneutrino mass? matrices we have more input parameters, My, M, _, M,, A, AN, Ay,

parameters of the susy breaking sector, M, Mg, M,, MX, M#L,
mn, fs, fi. The chargino and neutralino sectors need the extra two parameters mq,my. In
the analysis we will include phases since dipole moments are sensitive to phases (for a review
see [25]). Here for simplicity we assume that the only parameters that are complex in the
above matrix elements are Ag, An, A;, A,, Ay, f5 and f; which have the phases ag, ay,
Qr, 0 0y, X5 and x5. To simplify the analysis we set o, = o, = a, = 0. Thus the CP

violating phases that would play a role in this analysis are

X37X47X57X%>X£17X:570‘E70[N' (4())

With the above in mind, the electric dipole moments of the electron, the neutron and of
the Hg atom vanish and we do not need to worry about them satisfying their upper limit

constraints. To reduce the number of input parameters we assume equality of the scalar
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Figure 5: An exhibition of the de- Figure 6: An exhibition of the de-

pendence of B(t — py) on x4 when
mgy =800, tan S =15, my = 160, mp =
220, |f5] =150, |fi] = 1fil =200, |f5| =
2] =100, |Ao| =160, my = 100, 1ity =
90, u = 150, x3 = x4 =0.6, x} =0.8,

pendence of B(t — p7y) on x3 when
tang =10, my = 170, mg = 200,
|f3| = [f3] =250, | fa| = [fil =400, [f5] =
|fi] =90, |Ao| =130, my = 90, my =
80, u = 120, x5 =0.8, x4 = x4y =0.9,

X5 = x5 =1.6, ap =1.0, ay =0.9, and
mo =900, 800, 700, 600, 500 (in ascend-
ing order at y3 = 0.0.)

X5 e X/5 :1.07 @E :.4, @N :0.87 and
| f3] =300, 250, 200, 150 (in ascending or-
der at x4 = 0.0.)

masses and of the trilinear couplings so that M, =my,a=1.,E,T, X, Vs iy o, N and |A;| =
|Aol, i = E, N, T, v, .

Fig.(3) gives an analysis of B(T — ) as a function of mq for values of tan 5 = 5, 10, 15, 20
with other inputs as given in the caption of Fig.(3). The branching ratio depends on the
chargino and neutralino exchange contributions to F5 and F3 defined in Eq. which depend
on my through the slepton masses that enter the loops. Fig.(3) exhibits a sharp dependence
on tan 8 which enters F; and Fj also via the slepton masses as well as through the chargino
and neutralino mass matrices. Further, the couplings C*% and C'"® are also affected by
variations in mg and tan . The analysis of Fig.(3) shows that there is a significant part of
the parameter space where B(T — ) lies in the range O(107®) consistent with the upper
limit of Eq.(L)). Fig.(4) gives an analysis of B(T — py) as a function of |f3], where f; is an
off diagonal term in the mass matrix of Eq., for tan 8 values as in Fig. and the other
inputs are as given in the caption of Fig.(4). As in Fig.(3) one finds a sharp dependence

on tan . This dependence of |f3] arises since it enters in the matrix elements diagonalizing
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Figure 7:  An exhibition of the dependence of B(T — py) on tan 8 when my =700, my = 200,
me = 300, |fs| = |f5] =180, |fa| = |fi] =100, |f5| = |fi] =150, |Ao| =360, m; = 120,
me = 80, p = 140, x5 = x5 =0.7, x4 = x4 =0.9, x5 = x; =6, ap =.9, ay =0.4, and
x3 =1.2, 0.8, 0.5, 0.1 (in ascending order at tan 8 = 30.)

matrices D7 p and this way it affects both chargino and neutralino exchange contributions.
The entire parameter space exhibited in this figure is consistent with the upper limits of
Eq..

We discuss now the effect of CP phases on B(7 — py). As mentioned above the phases
of Eq. have no effect on the EDMs of the electron, on the EDM of the neutron or on
EDM of the Hg atom and these phases only affect phenomena related to the second and
the third generation leptons. Fig.(5) gives a display of B(T — ) as a function of x3 for
values of my = 900, 800, 700,600, 500 GeV (in ascending order) when tan f = 10 and the
other inputs are as shown in the caption of Fig.(5). Here one finds that B(t — py) has a
significant dependence on x3. Thus, for instance, for the case my = 500 GeV (top curve)
one finds that B(t — u7y) can vary in the range (1 x 1078 — 4 x 1078) as y3 varies in the
range (0,7). Again B(7 — ) displayed in this analysis is consistent with the upper limit
of Eq. over the entire range of parameters exhibited.

Another analysis on the dependence of B(t — p7y) on CP phases is exhibited in Fig.(6)
where a plot of B(1 — ) as a function of y4 is given for the case when |f3;| = (300, 250,
200, 150) GeV (in ascending order), tan § = 15 and other inputs are as given in the caption
of Fig.(6). Again a very significant variation in B(7 — pu7y) is seen as y, varies in the
range (0, 7). Specifically one finds that for the case |f3| = 150, B(t — py) varies in the
range (8 x 1072 — 3 x 107®). Further, over the entire parameter space analysed in Fig.(6)
B(t — wy) is consistent with the upper limit of Eq.(I). Finally, in Fig.(7) we exhibit the
dependence of B(T — py) on tan § when x3 = 1.2,0.8,0.5,0.1 (in ascending order) with other
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parameters as defined in the caption of Fig.(7). A sharp dependence of B(T — uy) on tan
can be seen. Specifically one finds that for the case x3 = 0.1 (the top curve) B(7 — uy) varies
in the range (1 x 107!% — 3 x 107®) which is more than an order of magnitude variation as
tan 8 varies in the range (5-30).

In summary in the analyses presented in Fig.(3-7), one finds that B(7 — ) can be quite
large often lying just below the current experimental limits which implies that this part of
the parameter space will be accessible to future experiments, specifically SuperB factories
which can probe B(1 — ) as low as 107°. We note that the flavor changing interactions
of Eq. also contribute to the muon anomalous magnetic moment g, — 2 which is very
precisely determined experimentally. This can come about by the exchange of a tau and a
photon in the loop but since each vertex is one loop order, the contribution is three loop

order which would be tiny compared to other standard model electroweak contributions.

6 Conclusion

Lepton flavor changing processes provide an important window to new physics beyond the
standard model. In this work we have analyzed the decay 7 — p + v in extensions of the
MSSM with vector like leptonic multiplets which are anomaly free. Specifically we con-
sider mixings between the standard model generations of leptons with the mirror leptons in
the vector multiplet. It is because of these mizxings which are parametrized by fs, fa, f5 and
14, f1, £t as defined in Eq.@ that lepton flavor violations appear. We focus on the supersym-
metric sector and compute contributions to this process arising from diagrams with exchange
of charginos and sneutrinos in the loop and with the exchange of neutralinos and staus in the
loop. These loops do not preserve lepton flavor. A full analytic analysis of these loops was
given which constitute the main result of this work. A numerical analysis was also carried
out and it is found that there exists a significant part of the parameter space where one can
have the branching ratio for this process in the range 4.4 x 107% — 107, where 4.4 x 1078
at 90% CL is the upper limit from BaBar (see Eq.) and the lower limit is the sensitivity
that the SuperB factories will achieve. Thus it is very likely that improved experiment with

a better sensitivity may be able to probe this class of models.
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