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We consider the case thate conversion signal is discovered but other charged leptonrfigo-
lating (cLFV) processes will never be found. In such a caseneed other approaches to confirm
the u-e conversion and its underlying physics without conventiahdV searches. We study
R-parity violating (RPV) SUSY models as a benchmark. Weflyrieview that our interesting
case is realized in RPV SUSY models with reasonable settiegerding to current theoreti-
cal/experimental status. We focus on the exotic collidgnaiures at the LHCpjp — u— e and

pp — jj) as the other approaches. We show the correlations betledsranching ratio ofi-e
conversion process and cross sections of these procesgefirst time that the correlations are
graphically shown. We exhibit the RPV parameter dependeftiee branching ratio and the
cross sections, and discuss the feasibility to determiag#rameters. This paper is based on
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1. Introduction

Lepton flavor violation (LFV) is the clearest signal for plossbeyond the Standard Model
(SM) [@], and searches for LFV have been mddi¢][$] ], 5, 6]. L&Y iheen found in neutrino oscil-
lation and it indeed requires us to extend the SM so that peymyond the SM includes LFV. This
gives us a strong motivation to search for charged leptonifiaelation (cLFV). New experiments,
COMET [{1,[3] and DeeMe[]9], will launch soon and seaycte conversion. If COMET/DeeMe
observe theu-e conversion, then with what kind of new physics should werpriet it? Now it is
worth considering since we are in-between two kinds of cLkpegiments with muon.

For these several decades, supersymmetric (SUSY) thdwesbeen most studied. These
include a source of LFV. In the theories, with the R-parity®ervation,u — ey has the largest
branching ratio among the muon cLFV]10] 12]. This ocaimsthe dipole operator and the
other two,u — e conversion angt — 3e, are realized by attaching a quark and an electron line at
the end of the photon line respectively, giving @) suppression. Those branching ratios must
be smaller than that gt — ey. At this moment, the bounds for the branching ratios are stmo
same each other. It means if COMET/DeeMe observeithes conversion, we have to discard this
scenario.

Itis, however, possible to find a theory in which COMET/Deefite cLFV first. They — ey
occurs only at loop level due to the gauge invariance, wlithertwo can occur as a tree process.
Therefore in this case we have to consider a theory in whiehuth e conversion occurs as tree
process. So we have to assume a particle which violate mubrelantron number. Since —e
conversion occurs in a nucleus, it also couples with quaiikts flavor conservation. Furthermore
it is better to assume that it does not couple with two elesti@s we have not observed— 3e.

We consider the case that COMET/DeeMe indeed observe th¥, elifile all the other ex-
periments will not observe anything new. In this case otlesvy physics signals are expected to be
quite few, since the magnitude of the cLFV interaction is @l due to its tiny branching ratio.
Therefore it is very important to simulate now how to confitne {COMET signal and the new
physics. As a benchmark case we study SUSY models withoutify.pa

2. RPV Interaction and Our Scenario

The gauge invariant superpotential contains the R-paittyating terms [IB8[ 14, 15/#rpv =
AijkLiLj B¢ + A LiQjDE + A UDSDi. HereEf, U andDf areSU (2), singlet, and.i andQ; are
U (2), doublet superfields. Indicésj, andk represent the generations. We takg = —Ajik and
Afj = —Aj;- First two terms include lepton number violation, and thet tarm includes baryon
number violation. Since combinations of them accelerabéoprdecay, we omit the last term.

Our interesting situation is that on}y-e conversion is discovered, and other cLFV processes

will not be observed. The situation is realized under thie¥ahg 3 settings on the RPV interaction:

1. only the third generation slepton contributes to the Rftgractions

2. for quarks, flavor diagonal components are much largerttiet of off-diagonal components,
i.e., CKM-like matrix, A{j; > Al (j #K)
3. generation between left-handed and right-handed Isgtondifferent;j (i # k and j # k).
The setting-1 is realized by the RG evolved SUSY spectrurh wniversal soft masses at the GUT
scale. For the simplicity, we decouple SUSY particles ektmythe third generation sleptons. The

setting-2 is also realized in most cases unless we introdxira sources of flavor violations. The
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setting-3 is artificially introduced to realize the intdneg situation. As a result, the Lagrangian is

Zrev = 2[Az120r IR €+ Ag21Vr 8P + AraofL IR Ve + AomafLeRL vy

+ A123TR (Ve )°RL U + A213TR(VuL )°RLE] + h.c, (2.1)

Processes described by the Lagrang[an] (2.1) strongly depethe values oA},; andAj,..

To clarify the dependence and to discuss the discriminatf@ach other, we study three casgs [1]:
[case-1]A},, # 0 andAj,, =0, [case-l]A};; = 0 andAj,, # 0, and [case-lIA},; # 0 andA3,, # 0.

In the scenario we have five types of exotic processesu{é)xonversion in a nucleus, (2)
e’ production at LHC, (3) dijet production at LHC, (4) non-sdand interaction of neutrinos,
(5) muonium conversion. In the situation that flre conversion is discovered while other cLFV
will never be found, we discuss whether we can confirmgkeconversion signal with the five
types processes or not. Details of each process and thel&iiomuof reaction rates are given in

Ref. [A].

3. Numerical Result

The u-e conversion is a clear signal for the RPV scenarios, but ibighme sufficient evidence.
We must check the correlations among the reaction ratgse€tonversion, the cross sections of
pp — u~et andpp — jj, and so on to discriminate the case-I, -ll, and -lll, and tafitm the
scenario. Fig[]1 shows(pp — pe) as a function of BRu +N — e+ N) in the case-I. Vertical
lines show the reach of DeeMe 1-year (4-years) running, COldiase-I (phase-Il), and PRISM.
Shaded regions are the excluded region by the SINDRUI-Il Bach line corresponds to the
dijet production cross sectiom(pp — jj), at/s= 14TeV (left panels) and ay/s = 100TeV
(right panels), respectively. For simplicity, we take wrsal RPV couplingA = Az10 = Azp1 =
—A132 = —Az31. Fig. [l shows the clear correlations amam@pp — pu~e*), a(pp — jj), and
BR(u~N — e N). Checking the correlations makes possible to distinguishRPV scenario and
other models.

4. Summary and Discussion

We have studied a supersymmetric standard model withoutri®/ @& a benchmark case
that COMET/DeeMe observg — e conversion prior to all the other experiments observing new
physics. In this case with the assumption that only the th@deration sleptons contribute to such
a process, we need to assume thel;; and/or A,,} x {Az12 and/or Azp1} must be large. With
the assumptions, we considered the sensitivity of the éutite conversion experiments on the
couplings and slepton masses. Then with the sensitivity ikép mind we estimated the reach to
the couplings by calculating the cross sectionppf— p~e™ and pp — jj. To have a signal of
u~et both the coupling\’ andA must be large and hence there are lower bounds for them while
to observe dijet event via the slepton only the coupAngnust be large and hence there is a lower
bound on it. In all cases we have a chance to get confirmatipn-o¢ conversion in LHC.
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