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A bstract

W e analyze the chargino contrbutionsto theK K m ixing and "’ in them ass
Insertion approxin ation and derive the corresoonding bounds on the m ass
Insertion param eters. W e nd that the chargino contributions can signi cantly
enlarge the regions of the param eter space where CP violation can be fully
supersym m etric. In principle, the observed values of " and "’m ay be entirely
due to the chargino { up-squark loops.

A convenient way to param eterize SU SY contrbutionsto the avor changing processes
is to employ the so called m ass insertion approxin ation f]]. The advantage of this ap—
proach is that it allow s to treat such contributions n a m odel Independent way w ithout
resorting to speci ¢ assum ptions about the SUSY avor structures (@ technical de nition
of this approxim ation w illbe given below ).

T he gluino contributions to the kaon cbservables In the m ass insertion approxin ation
have been studied In detail g-f], but the chargino contributions have not received sin -
ilar attention. The latter have been considered either In the context of m inin al avor
violation, that is n SUSY models with the avorm ixing given by the CKM matrix [,
[@] or as contrbuting to the K K m ixing only []l. Th general, the avor structure in
the squark sector m ay be very com plicated. In particular, avor pattems in the up and
down sectors can be entirely di erent, which m ay result in the dom inance of the chargino
contrbutions to the K and B cbservables. O n the other hand, the neutralino contrdou-—
tions involve the sam e m ass nsertions as the ghuino ones (ie. down typem ass nsertions)
and thus cannot qualitatively change the picture. In this Letter, we study the chargino
contributions to the K K m ixing and "° usihg the m ass insertion approxin ation and
derive the corresponding bounds on the m ass Insertion param eters.

Let us rst consider the K K m ixing. The two observables of prin ary interest are
the K ;K g massdi erence and indirect CP violation mn K ! decays:
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Figure 1: Leading chargino { up-squark contrbution to K K m ixing.
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T he experin ental values for these parameters are M x / 3489 10 Gev and "’
228 103 . The Standard M odel predictions forthem lie in the ballpark ofthe m easured
values, however a precise prediction cannot be m ade due to the hadronic and CKM
uncertainties.

Generdlly, M x and " can be calculated via

M g = 2Rl °H 572K %1;

1 0 s=2 0z
2M g
Here H _°7? isthe e ective Ham iltonian forthe S = 2 transition. T can be expressed
via the O perator P roduct Expansion OPE) as

S=2 _X .
H - Ci( )Qil (3)

e
where C; ( ) aretheW ilson coe cientsand Q ; are the relevant local operators. Them ain
uncertainty In this calculation arises from the m atrix elem ents ofQ ;, whereas the W ilson
coe cients can be reliably calculated at high energies and evolved down to low energies
via the Renom alization G roup RG ) running.

In supersym m etric extensions ofthe SM , the dom iant chargino contriution toH _°~ 2
ocom es from the \superbox" diagram in Figl. W e perform our calculations in the super
CKM basis, ie. thebasis in which the gluinoquark-squark verticesare avordiagonal. In
this basis, the chargino { kft quark { kft squark vertices involre the usualCKM m atrix:

X X
L= g ViaK b d2¥i 5 (~) €2 ; @)
k ab



where K isthe CKM m atrix, a;b are the avor indices, k = 1;2 Iabels the chargno m ass
elgenstates, and V;U are the chargino m ixing m atrices de ned by
M . = p_ M2 2MW S ;
2M y Cos

UM+Vl=djag(mI;m+): ®)
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Only the gaugiho com ponents of the chargihos kad to signi cant contrlbutions to the
K K m ixing sihce the higgsino couplings are suppressed by the quark m asses (except for
the stop coupling) and are not in portant even at large tan . T he stop loop contribution
is suppressed by the CKM m ixing at the vertices: each vertex involving the stop is
suppressed by 2 or 3 with being the Cabibo m ixing, whereas we w illbe working in
O ( ) order. The superbox nvolving higgsino nteractions w ith the stops depends on the
Eeftright m ass Insertions and, as w illbe clear later, does not lad to ussful constraints on
the SUSY avor structures.

D ue to the gaugino dom inance, chargino-squark loops w ill generate a signi cant con-
tribution to only one operator

Q=5 d s d ; (6)

sin ilarly to the Standard M odel ( ; are the color indices). The corresponding W ilson
coe client is given by the sum of the Standard M odel and the chargino contributions:

Ci()=Ci ()™ +Ci() : )

G enerally, there are additional contribbutions from gliinos and the H iggs sector, but they
are not correlated w ith the chargino contributions and are unin portant for the present
study. W e calculate C ( )~ using the m ass Insertion approxin ation. T hat is, we express
the keft-left squark propagator as

I‘[%) 1, 1w i( mz)ab

abi_ 12 2 )
ey i= 1kl m7l @ 12 mz+ & w2

@)

where 1 istheunim atrix and m isthe average up-squark m ass. The SUSY contributions

are param eterized in tem s of the din ensionless param eters ( ¥ )ap (m)y=m?. The
corresoonding W ilson coe cient is calculated to be
0 1,
4
o g X X x3h (xy) ;h (x4)
CiMy) = W@ K, (11)aKm? j]ﬂj?j[jlf < : =5 0)
ab i3 =

wherex; m? =m? and

i

h &) = 2+ bx X2+ 6x Inx . 10)
@ xy @ xf

It is interesting to note that \ avor-conserving" mass insertions ( ;; ). contrbute to
Ci1 My ), unlke for the gluino case. Such m ass insertions arise from non-degeneracy
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M, nm || 300 | 500 | 700 | 900 |
150 0:04 | 0:06 ] 0:08 | 0:09
250 0:07 | 0:08 | 0:09 | 0:11
350 0:09 | 00| 011 | 042
450 0412 | 0d12| 013 | 0:14

L [ —
Tabk l:Boundson Rel( EL)Zl]zjﬁ:om M x (assum ing a zero CKM phase). To cbtain

the corresponding bounds on  , these entries are to be multiplied by 4.6. These bounds
are largely Insensitive to tan 1n the range 3{40 and to In the range 200 500 G&V .

of the squark m asses and are proportional to the di erence of the average squark m ass
squared and the diagonalm atrix elem ents of the squark m ass m atrix. If the diagonal
elem ents are equal, the \ avor-conserving" m ass insertions drop out of the sum due to
the GIM cancellations.

The avor structure appearing in EqH can be expanded in powers of

X
Koo (P )K= (M)t (P (PL)el+ 0 (7)) : 11)
ab

A ssum ing the presence ofone type of them ass insertions at a tim e in Eq[L] at each order
In , one can derive constraints on ({; )21 and ¢ )11 ({1 )22 mposed by M g
and ". A much weaker constraint on ( }', )3, can also be obtained ifwe are to keep O ( ?)
tem s .n Eq[L]].

To derive constraints on the m ass lnsertions, one has to take into account the RG
evolution oftheW ilson coe cients. In our num erical num erical analysis, we use the NLO
QCD result C,( )~ 7 08Cy My )~ wih = 2Gev [B]. Thematrix ekment of Q;
is computed via HK °P 1K %i= M £ B ( ) with the lattice value B, ( ) = 061 f]. In
addition, the SM contribution should be taken into acoount. Its detailed discussion can
be found in Ref.[§]. Th our analysis, we assume a zero CKM phase which corresponds
to a conservative bound on the m ass insertion. The W olfenstein param eters are set to
A = 0847and = 04. Theotherrlevant constantsareMyg = 0498 Ge&V and fx = 0:16
Gev.

The resulting boundson ( ;). and as functionsofM, and the average squark m ass
m are presented n Tables 1 and 2. W e nd that these bounds are lJargely insensitive to
tan intherange3{40 andto intherange200 500G eV .Thiscan beunderstood since
these param eters do not signi cantly a ect the gaugino com ponents of the charginos and
their couplings. Note that  is real due to the hem iticity of the squark m assm atrix and
therefore does not contribute to ". The presented bounds on the realpart of ( [ ). are
a bit stronger than those derived from the gluino contrbution to theD D m xing {],
w hereas the in aginary part of ( ;; )21 is not constrained by any other FCNC processes.

In principle, i is possble to constrain the ()31 mass nsertion as well. At order

%, there are two contrbutions n EqL]: from (Y. )3 and (P )12+ (Y1 )2 . Assum ing
no cancellations between these two temn s, the constraints on ( ;)31 are cbtained by
multiplying the bounds in Tables 1 and 2 by @ 2) ' ' 24. Clearly, this Jeaves the real
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M, nm || 300 500 700 900
150 53 10° |72 103 |91 10° |11 102
250 78 10° |92 10% |14 10% | 13 102
350 114 102 |12 10% |13 102 |15 10%
450 15 10% |15 102 |16 102 |17  10%

q -
Tablk 2:Boundson Jjm [({ )21]2jﬁ:om ". These bounds are largely insensitive to tan

In the range 3{40 and to 1n the range 200 500 G&V.

g -
part of [( )3,1]2 essentially unconstrained, while thebound on  Im [({ )3112 is of order

10 ' . W e note that a sin {lar constraint on ( }'; )13 can be derived from the higgsino-stop
contribution, however such a constraint is typically satis ed autom atically (especially if
the squarks are heavy) since (;; )13 m=m wih 1 being the 13 m ixing the
eft—right sector.

N ext Jet us consider the chargino contrlbution to " using the sam e approxin ations.
The "’ param eter is a m easure of direct CP violation in K ! decays given by

n0 |

_ _
2 ReA

where A, are the amplitudes for the I = 1=2;3=2 transitions and ! ReA ,=ReA, '
1=22. Experim entally it hasbeen found to be Re("=") / 1:9 10° which provides m
evidence forthe existence ofdirect CP violation. T his value can be accom m odated in the
Standard M odel although the theoretical prediction Involves large uncertainties.

The e ective Ham iltonian forthe S = 1 transition is given by

s=1 _ % & &
H = Ci()Qy: 13)

i

1
Ay, — ImA; ; 12)

Just as In the Standard M odel, two operators, Q¢ and Jg, ply the dom nant role. T hey
originate from the gluon and electroweak pengiin diagram s  ig2) and are de ned by

~ X
Qe¢= (d)v a @9 )ven 7

g=u;d;s

~ 3 X
Qs E(S d)va @ a v+n i (14)

a=u;d;s

wih ££f)y a f @ 5)f . Their m atrix elem ents are enhanced by My =m ) com—
pared to those of the other operators:

h( J-oReK’i= 4

h( -2PeKi= 3 mZf Bg; (1L5)




where B ¢,3 are the bag param eters. In addition, the contributions of these operators are
enhanced by the Q CD ocorrections. A though theW ilson coe cient of (ﬁg is suppressed by

= 4 com pared to that of§6, its contribution to " is enhanced by 1=! and is signi cant.
In fact, it provides the dom nant contribution in our analysis.

+ u
S X; dy 5 (8, do

q q q q

Figure 2: Leading chargino { up-squark contributions to "° (a \m irror" diagram is not
shown).

The relevant QCD oorrections in the context ofthe M SSM wih m Ininal avor vio—
lation have been studied in Ref.f}] and later, in m ore detail, n Ref.|§]. To account for
a general avor structure in the m ass insertion approxin ation, only the loop finctions
of Ref.[§] are to be m odi ed. In our num erical analysis we use the param eterization of
Ref.[d] and express the chargiho contribution to " s

(- 0 1
wo" "~ X
o = Im ¢ K a2 ( EL )a\bK blA w; (16)
ab
where 1
Fuo= CPX + PY + PZ ) FZ + ZPZ F + PE Fg . (17)

H ere we have om itted the box diagram contrdbutions which are negligble [§]. T he param —
eters P; inclide the relevant m atrix elem ents and NLO QCD oorrections, and are given
by Px = 058,Py = 048,P, = 767,and By = 0:82. The quantities F; are functions
of supersym m etric param eters resulting from the ghion, photon, and Z penguin diagram s
Fig2) and are calculated In the m ass insertion approxin ation. Explicithy,

m2 X

Fg = 2mW2 _j/ﬂj’*fg(xa;
m2 X

F o= 2— ¥af £ &);
m i
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M, nm || 300 | 500 | 700 | 900 |
150 0411] 0a1] 043|016
250 0:17 0:87 0:64
350 012 | 029 0:74
450 012 | 023 | 0:42 | 0:79

Table 3: Boundson Jm (1 )21 Jfrom "0, For som e param eter values the m ass insertions
are unconstrained due to the cancellations of di erent contributions to "°. These bounds
are largely Insensitive to tan I the range 3{40; issstto200Ge&V.

1 X 11
F, = = 2 yﬂj?fz( ) T
8 i Xq X4
X ) )
2 VyVa UnUy £ &yixi) ViVy £ &yixi) 18)

i3

where x;  m?, =m? and the loop functions are given by

i

£ ) = 1 6x+ 18¢ 108 3¢+ 12x°hx ]

9 18 1) !

£ )= 22 60x+ 45¢ 4¥ 3B+ 3B 9+ 4x’)Inx
27& 1 ’

@) v DI & Xy+xy? V)+x@y  1)hx] & Py hy

£, &®y) = ;
lex 1ty 1¥G@  =x)

@) p__ ¢ DIk D& y+xy DDhx] & *ghy

£, X;y)=" xy 8 x 17 ¢ 17 ¢ )

Asnoted in ref.[§], the dom inant contrbution typically comes from the Z-penguin dia-
gram , egpoecially if the SUSY particlkes are heavy. This can be seen as follows. Due to
the gauge Invariance, the gs;, d;, and g d;, vertices are proportional to the second power
of themomentum transfer, ie. (@g g f)=m?. Thismomentum dependence is can—
celled by the gluon (ohoton) propagator which leads to the suppression factor 1=m? in
the nalresul. On the other hand, the Z s; d;, vertex exists at ¢ = 0 due to the weak
current non-conservation and is m om entum —~independent to lading order. It is given by
a din ensionless function of the ratios of the SUSY particles’ m asses. The Z propagator
then leads to the suppression factor 1M 7 which ismuch m ilder than 1=m ? appearing in
the gluon and photon contributions.

The resulting bounds on Im ( ;). are presented in Tabl 3. Note that there is no
SM contrbution to " sihce we assum e a vanishing CKM phase. Tn the lim it of heavy
superpartners, these bounds becom e Insensitive to the SUSY m ass scale. This occurs due
to the dom inance of the Z penguin contribution. Indeed, the contributions of the photon
and gluon penguins fallo as 1=(SUSY scalk)? as can be seen from Eq@. On the other
hand, the Z-penguin contribution stays constant in the \decoupling” lin it. Thism ay seem
to con ict with the mtuitive expectation of the decoupling of heavy particles. H owever,

19)
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the proper decoupling behaviour is obtained when the avor violating param eters mib
are kept constant (or if they grow slower than the m asses of the superpartners). To put
it in a slightly di erent way, the decoupling should be expected when the m ass solittings
am ong the squarks grow slower than the m asses them sehves.

Tt is noteworthy that (for universal GUT scale gaugino m asses of around 200 G&V)
the bounds on Im ( [; ). are slightly stronger than those on Im ( EL )21 derived from the
gluino contribution to " B1. The suppression due to the weaker coupling is com pensated
by a lJarger loop function m ainly due to the presence of the diagram on the right in Fig 2.

T hese results show that to have a chargino-nduced "’ would require a relatively large
LL mass nsertion © (10 !)) which typically violates the constraints from M x and ".
Yet, it is possble to saturate " and "’ w ith the chargino controutions in comers of the
param eter space. For instance, takingM , = 450 G&V and m = 300 G&V, " requires

2T (1) Re(py)ar 7 23 10° : 20)

Then, assum ing Tm ( ¥ ),;  0:2 to produce ", Re( ! );; hastobe 9 10%. These
values are in m arginal agreem ent w ith the M ¢ bound:

r

Re(P )T [ (8 )u]  0d42: 1)

Them aln lesson, however, is that com bining the chargino and the gliino contrlbutions
can provide fillly supersym m etric " and "’ in considerable regions of the param eter spacd].
Forexamplk,onlyasmall (ln (%),  10°)m assinsertion in the dow n-sector is required
to generate the observed value of "’ [}]. Then " can be entirely due to the m ass insertions
intheup—sector: In ()21 10° andRe( Y. ), 107 .G enerally, thisdoesnot require
large SUSY CP-phases and m ay be acoom m odated in the fram ework of approxin ate CP
symm etry [[3], which is m otivated by the strong EDM bounds (fr a review see [4)).
A tematively, the CP -phases can be orderonebut enteronly avoro -diagonalquantities
which occurs in m odels w ith hem itian  avor structures [[3]. C karly, the regions of the
param eter space where CP violation can be fully supersym m etric are signi cantly enlarged
ifboth the gluino and the chargiho contributions are included. O f course, i ram ains a
challenge to build a realistic wellm otivated m odelw ith all of the required features.
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