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1 Introduction

The m ost widely discussed signatures ofgrand uni�cation,studied since the 1970’s, are proton decay,neutrino
m asses,ferm ion m assrelationsand theweak m ixing angleprediction.Theprecisem easurem entoftheweak m ixing

angleatZ factoriessuggeststhatthesetheoriesshould incorporateweak-scalesupersym m etry,m aking superpartner
m assrelationsafurthersignature.In recentpaperswehaveidenti�ed new signaturesforsupersym m etricuni�cation,
with supersym m etry broken asin supergravity,which providesignalswhich arelessm odeldependentthan thoseof

proton decay,neutrino m assesand ferm ion m assrelations.These new signaturesinclude lepton avorviolation [1]
and electric dipole m om ents for the electron,de,and for the neutron,dn [2]. In a detailed study ofthe lepton

signals [3],rates for � ! e and for � ! e conversion in atom s and valuesfor de have been given overthe entire
rangeofparam eterspaceofsim pleSU(5)and SO (10)m odels.Furthersearchesforthesesignalscan probeselectron

m assrangesof100� 200G eV forSU(5)and 300� 600G eV forSO (10),and are clearly very powerful.
Thisnew classofsignalsarisesbecausethetop Yukawacouplingoftheuni�ed theory leadstovery largeradiative

corrections to the m asses ofthose superpartnerswhich are uni�ed with the top. In the lepton sectorthisleadsto
an im portantnon-degeneracy ofthesleptons,giving lepton avorm ixing m atricesatneutralgaugino vertices.Itis

clear thatthisphenom ena isnotlim ited to the lepton sector,and the purpose ofthispaperisto study the avor
changing and CP violating phenom ena induced by thism echanism in the quark sector.In particularwe study "K ,
"
0
K ="K ,�m B ,b! s,dn and CP violation in neutralB m eson decay.W e addressthe following questions:

(A) How strong a lim itisplaced on the param eterspace ofuni�ed m odelsby presentm easurem entsofhadronic

avorand CP violation?

(B) Can future m easurem entsofhadronic avorand CP violation provide a testofsupersym m etric uni�cation?

(C) Ifso,how doesthe powerofthese probescom pare with the lepton signals?

Theanswersto thesequestionsarecrucialin determ ining theoptim alexperim entalstrategy forusing thisnew class
ofsignaturestoprobeuni�ed theories.Forexam ple,itiscrucialtoknow whethernew gluino-m ediated contributions

to "K areso large thattheresulting constraintson theparam eterspaceprecludevaluesof�(� ! e)and de which
are accessible to future experim ents.

Ifgluino-m ediated avorchanging e�ectsarefound to bevery large,whatarethebestexperim entalsignatures?

Three possibilitiesare:

i) A pattern ofCP violation in neutralB m eson decayswhich conictswith the prediction ofthe SM .

ii) Predictionsfor"K and �m B which deviate from SM predictionsform easured valuesofm t and Vub.

iii) A prediction forB s m eson m ixing (xs=xd)which di�ersfrom the prediction ofthe SM .

In Section 2 we de�ne the m inim alSU(5) and SO (10) m odels. The superpartner spectrum for these m odels is
discussed in Section 3. In Section 4 both analytic and num ericalresults are given for the hadronic processes of
interestin them inim alSO (10)m odel.W eillustratewhy in theSU(5)casethehadronicsignalsarelessrelevant.A

studyoftheseresults,and acom parison with thepredictionsforthelepton signals,allowsustoanswerquestions(A),
(B)and (C)above.W eaim atan overallview ratherthan ata detailed analysisofthevariouse�ects.In Section 5

we m ention aspects ofthe assum ptions which underlie our signatures. O ur results are sum m arized in Section 6,
where we also show thatourconclusionsare notspeci�c to the m inim alm odels,butare m ore generally true.

2 T he M inim alM odels

In thispaperwegiveresultsforavor-changing and CP violating processesin two m inim alsuperuni�ed m odels,one

based on SU(5)and theotheron SO (10).Theavorstructureofthem odelsisconstructed to beparticularly sim ple,
and thecorresponding avorm ixing m atricesofthe low energy supersym m etric theory possessa very sim ple form ,

which directly reectstheuni�ed group.Natureislikely to bem ore com plicated.In theconclusionswediscussthe
extentto which our results are expected to hold in m ore generalm odels. The predictions ofthe m inim alm odels
providea usefulreferencepoint.They providea clean estim ateofthesizeofthee�ectsto beexpected from thetop

Yukawa coupling in theorieswhere the top quark isuni�ed with otherparticlesofthe the third generation. There
are m any additionalavorand CP violating e�ectswhich could begenerated from otherinteractionsoftheuni�ed

theory and could be m uch larger then those considered here. W hile cancellations between di�erent contributions
can never be excluded,the contribution given here provides a fair representation ofthe m inim alam ount to be

expected.Circum stanceswhich could lead to a signi�cantreduction ofthe signalsare discussed in Section 5.
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A crucialassum ption,discussed in detailin Section 5,isthatthe supersym m etry breaking iscom m unicated to
the�eldsoftheM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM )ata scale abovetheuni�cation m ass,M G .For

theanalysisofthispaperweassum ethecom m unication occursatthereduced Planck scale,M P l,asin supergravity
theories[4],and furtherm oreweassum ethatatthisscalethesupersym m etry breaking isuniversal.Thism eansthat

allscalars acquire a com m on supersym m etry break m ass,m 2
0 and alltrilinearsuperpotentialinteractionsgenerate

a supersym m etry breaking trilinearscalarinteraction with com m on strength given by theparam eterA 0.Sim ilarly,

there isa com m on gaugino m assM 0.Thisboundary condition isnotcrucialto oure�ect;itisthe sim plestwhich
involvesno avorviolation,so we can be sure thatthe signalswe calculate originate only from radiative e�ectsof

the top quark Yukawa coupling.
Before introducing the two m inim aluni�ed m odels,we review the avor and CP violating signals induced by

the top quark Yukawa coupling ofthe M SSM [5,6,7]. The universalboundary condition on the supersym m etry
breaking interactionsleadsto the conservation ofindividuallepton num bersin the M SSM ,so we discussonly the
quark sector,where the superpotentialcan be written as:

W M SSM = Q �U U
c
H 2 + Q �D D

c
H 1 (1)

where �D = V
�
�D ;V is the K obayashi-M askawa (K M ) m atrix,and �U and �D are realand diagonalYukawa

coupling m atrices.Throughoutthispaperweassum ethatthelargesteigenvalueof�D ,�b,issu�ciently sm allthat
theonly Yukawa coupling which need bekeptin therenorm alization group (RG )scaling ofthetheory isthatofthe

top quark,�t.In thelarge tan� region therewillbeadditionale�ects.The oneloop RG E oftheM SSM ,including
�t e�ects,iswellknown [5,6].Forourpurposesthe m ostim portante�ectisthe reduction ofthe scalarm assesof

Q 3 and U c
3 beneath thatoftheothersquarks.Thislightnessofthe~tL ,~bL and ~tR squarksisvery well-known;itisa

feature which appearsin theradiative breaking ofSU(2)
 U(1)which occursin thistheory.W hen theleft-handed

down quarksare rotated by the m atrix V to diagonalize the quark m assm atrix,thenon-degeneracy of~bL with ~sL
and ~dL im pliesthatifthisrotation isalso perform ed on the squarksthey willacquire an o� diagonalm assm atrix.

In thispaperwe work in a m assbasisforthe squarks,so thatthe rotation V isdone only on the dL ferm ionsnot
on the ~dL scalars.Thisresultsin the appearance ofthe K M m atrix attheneutralino gauge vertices.In particular,

forthe gluino ~g we �nd
LM SSM �

p
2g3(~d

�
L T

a
V dL )~g

a
: (2)

The phenom enologicale�ectsofthisavorm ixing atthe gaugino vertex are known to be slight. There are gluino
m ediated box diagram contributions to K

0 �K 0 and B
0 �B 0 m ixing. The contribution to �m K is negligible,while

thatto "K and �m B islessthan 10% ofthe SM contribution [5,6]. Such precise statem entsare possible because
them ixing m atrix appearing in (2)istheK M m atrix,and because we know thatthegluino and squark m assesare
largerthan 150 G eV in theM SSM .Because them ixing m atrix introducesno new phases,theextra contribution to

B
0 �B 0 m ixing doesnote�ectCP violation in B m eson decays[7,8].The asym m etriesforB d ! �

+
�
� ,B d !  K s

and B s ! �K s are proportionalto sin2�̂,sin2�̂ and sin2̂ where,asin the SM ,�̂,�̂ and ̂ are the anglesofthe

unitarity triangle which closes: �̂ + �̂ + ̂ = �.
Thesuperpenguin contribution to "0K ="K islessthan about5� 10�4 [9]and,given thetheoreticaluncertainties,

isunlikely to bedistinguished from theSM penguin contribution.In theM SSM a signi�cantavorchanging e�ectis
in theprocessb! s [6,7,10].Therecentexperim entalresultsfrom CLEO show thatB:R:(b! s)isin therange

(1� 4)� 10�4 ,at95% con�dencelevel.Form t = 175� 15 G eV theSM prediction isB:R:(b! s)= (2:9� 1:0)� 10�4 .
These results provide a considerable lim it to the M SSM .However since the M SSM also involves a charged Higgs

loop contribution,the lim it does not apply directly to the gluino loop contribution,which involves the vertex of
equation (2).

The Yukawa interactionsforthe m inim alsupersym m etric SU(5)theory are given by

W SU (5) = T ��U TH + T�D
�F �H (3)

where T and �F are 10 and �5 representationsofm atter,H and �H are 5 and �5 Higgssuperm ultiplets,and the down
Yukawa m atrix can be taken to have theform �D = P V

� �
�D .V istheK M m atrix,P isa diagonalphase m atrix

with two physicalphasesand �
�U ;D are realand diagonal. Beneath M G phase rotations can be perform ed so that

P doesnotappearin thelow energy interactions.TheYukawa interactionsbecom ethoseoftheM SSM ofequation
(1) for the quarks,as wellas E c

�E LH ,for the leptons,with �D = V
� �
�D and �E = V

�

G
�
�E ,where V is the

running K M m atrix and V G itsvalueatM G .Fora given �t thescalarnon-degeneracy for~tL ;~bL and ~tR are larger
than in the M SSM .This is due to the m odi�ed num ericalcoe�cients in the RG E above M G . M ore im portantly,

since �R is uni�ed with the top quark,the ~�R has a m ass which is lowered com pared to that of~eR and ~�R . This

2



m eansthat,in them assbasisforboth ferm ionsand scalars,in addition to neutralgaugino avorm ixing fordL (as
in equation (2)),there isalso gaugino avorm ixing foreR .Schem atically representing the M SSM avorm ixing in

the gauge couplingsby
(�uV d); (~d�V d) (4)

thatforthe m inim alSU(5)theory can be written

(�uV d); (~d�V d); (~ec�V G e
c) (5)

where allferm ion �eldsare left-handed.

In SO (10)theoriesan entiregeneration isrepresented by a single spinor:16.The Yukawa interaction 16 �16�,
where � is a 10 dim ensionalHiggs m ultiplet,gives m ass to the allthe ferm ions,but does not allow generation
m ixing.W e considera m inim alSO (10)m odel[2]with Yukawa interactionswhich can be putin the form

W SO (10) = 16��U 16� U + 16�D 16� D : (6)

Allscalarsofthethird generation aresplitin m assfrom thoseoflightergenerations,so thatavorm ixing m atrices

appearatallneutralgaugino vertices,exceptthoseoftheup sector.Beneath M G theYukawa interactionshavethe
form

W
0

SO (10) = Q �
�U U

c
H 2 + Q V

� �
�D P

�2
V

y
D

c
H 1 + E

c
V

�

G
�
�E P

�2
V

y

G
LH 1 (7)

where an asym m etric basisbetween leftand righthasbeen chosen such thatV isthe usualK M m atrix,and P is
a diagonalphase m atrix with two independentphases,which we choose as

P
2 =

 
e
i’̂ d 0 0

0 e
i’̂ s 0

0 0 1

!

: (8)

Using the schem atic notation ofequations (4) and (5),the avor m ixing ofthe m inim alSO (10) theory has the
structure

(�uL V dL ); (~d�V d); (~dc�V P
2
d
c); (~ec�V G e

c); (~L�
V G P

2
L): (9)

The avor m ixing structure of the m inim al m odels is sum m arized by equations (4), (5) and (9), and the

phenom enological consequences of these form s are the subject of Section 4 of this paper. The e�ects can be
classi�ed into two types:

(A) (~d�V d)e�ects.Although them ixingm atrix isidenticalforM SSM and them inim alSU(5)and SO (10)m odels,

the e�ects in the uni�ed m odels are am pli�ed because the m odi�ed coe�cients in the uni�ed RG E lead to
largernon-degeneraciesbetween ~bL and ~dL =~sL .Thisis,however,notthe dom inante�ect.

(B) M ixing in thedR ;eR and eL sectors.W ehaveexplored theconsequencesoflepton avorviolation in previous
papers [1,3]and found the signals for � ! e and � ! e conversion to be of great interest, especially

in SO (10)where the m ixing in both helicities im pliesthatam plitudesfor the processes can be proportional
to m � rather than to m �. Also in the SO (10) case there are im portant contributions to the electron and
neutron electricdipolem om ents,which,in a standard basisand notation fortheK M m atrix,areproportional

to sin(’̂d � 2̂�)[2,3].In thispaperwe com pare these signalsto the hadronic avorviolating ones.

3 T he Scalar Spectrum

The m assesofthescalarsofthethird generation receive im portantradiative correctionsfrom thelarge �t coupling

in SU(5) and SO (10) theories. The resulting spectrum provides an im portant signature ofuni�cation,which we
presentin thissection.

In them inim alm odelsthereare6 param eterswhich play a fundam entalrolein determ ining thespectrum ,avor

and CP violatingsignalsdiscussed in thispaper.In m oregeneralm odelsotherparam etersm ay enter,and wediscuss
thisin Section 6.The6 param etersare�t (thetop quark coupling),m 0 (thecom m on scalarm assatM P l),M 0 (the

com m on gaugino m assatM P l),A 0 (the com m on coe�cientofthe supersym m etry breaking tri-scalarinteractions
atM P l),B (the coe�cientofthe Higgsboson coupling h 1h2 atlow energies)and � (the supersym m etric Higgsino

m assparam eter). The solutionsofthe RG E forthe M SSM ,m inim alSU(5)and m inim alSO (10)m odels hasbeen
given previously,including allone loop �t e�ects [3]. W e do not repeat that analysis here,but rather recallthe

strategy which we take to dealwith thislarge param eterspace
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�tG for our purposes it is m ost usefulto param eterize the top Yukawa coupling by its value at the uni�cation
scale �tG = �t(M G ). This is because the large radiative e�ects which generate our signals are induced by

thetop quark coupling in theuni�ed theory.Now thatthetop quark hasbeen found,itm ay be argued that
�tG should be given in term sofotherparam eter �tG = �tG (m t;tan�;�3),where tan� = v2=v1 is the ratio

ofHiggsvacuum expectation values.In fact,forlow valuesoftan�,�tG hasa strong dependenceon �3,and
hencewepreferto keep �tG astheindependentparam eter.Forlargervaluesoftan�,forexam pletan� � 10,

and with m t = 175� 15G eV ,�tG cannotbe largerthan unity.However,the prediction form b=m � requires
a larger value of�tG ,and hence we willnotconsiderthese largervaluesoftan� in thispaper. M uch larger

valuesoftan�,com parableto m t=m b,do allow large�tG ,butin thiscasetherewillbem any extra im portant
renorm alizations induced by the large coupling �b,which we have notincluded. Hence this paper does not

considerthe tan� � mt=m b case.

m 0 istraded forthe m assofthe righthand scalarelectron m ~eR ,since thisisofm ore physicalinterest.

M 0 is traded for the low energy SU(2) gaugino m ass param eter M 2. Note that while M 0=m 0 m ay be taken

arbitrarily large,thisisnottrueforM 2=m ~eR ,which isrestricted to belessthan aboutunity.Thisisbecause
a large value ofM 0 generates large scalar m asses through renorm alization,especially in the uni�ed theory

where Casim irsare large [3](we are insisting on m
2
0 > 0).

A 0 is traded for A e,where the selectron trilinear scalar coupling is A e�e~Le~ech1. The dim ensionless param eter
A e=m ~eR isrestricted to be in the range � 3 to + 3 forreasonsofvacuum stability.

B appearsin the Higgspotential.O n m inim izing thispotential,B istraded fortan�.

� appearsin the Higgspotential.W hen thispotentialism inim ized,�2 isdeterm ined by M 2

Z .

Hence the relevant param eter space is f�tG ;m ~eR ;M 2;A e;tan�;sign(�)g. Allour signals are displayed in the

fM 2;A e=m ~eR g plane,where M 2 and A e=m ~eR are allowed to run over their entire range. These planes are shown
forrepresentative choicesoff�tG ;m ~eR ;tan�g and negative �.O urconclusionsdo notdepend on the sign of�.

How large are the non-degeneraciesam ongstthe scalars induced by the coupling �tG in the uni�ed theory? A

sim ple guess would be that the fractionalbreaking ofdegeneracies would be � �
2

tG =16�
2 ln(M P l=M G ),which is a

few percentfor�2tG = 2.In fact,theuni�ed theory leadsto a largeCasim ir,and also �tG m ay getlargeraboveM G ,

resulting in non-degeneracieswhich are an orderofm agnitude largerthan thissim ple guess.
Num ericalresults are shown in Figure 1 for the case ofm ~eR = 300G eV in the m inim alSO (10) theory. The

resultsare insensitive to tan� and to the sign of�.There isa large sensitivity to �tG .W e take �tG = 1:25,which
isbelow the �xed pointvalue im plied by the running ofthe Yukawa coupling from M G to M P l [3].Figures1a and

1b,with relatively m inorm odi�cations,apply also to the m inim alSU(5)case with �tG = 1:4.O verroughly halfof
the A e=M 2 plane,the fractionalnon-degeneracies are above 30% . The fractionalnon-degeneracy is larger for the

sleptonsthatforthesquarks.Thisisbecause a radiative correction to allsquark m assesproportionalto thegluino
m ass tendsto restore the squark degeneracy. W e callthisthe \gluino-focussing" e�ect;itis especially prom inent

for large gaugino m asses. In SO (10) the non-degeneracies ofthe left-handed and right-handed squarks are very
sim ilar. The sam e is true for left and right-handed sleptons. This is the m ost im portant di�erence between the
m inim alSU(5)and SO (10)m odels:in theSU(5)casetheleft-handed sleptonsareessentially degenerate,asarethe

right-handed down squarks.
Thedistinctive,large scalarnon-degeneraciesofFigure 1 willprovide an im portantindication ofuni�cation.A

precise m easurem entofthese non-degeneracieswillprovide an essentialcom ponentofthe elucidation ofthe avor
structure ofthe uni�ed theory.

4 Signals ofm inim alSO (10)

The m inim alSO (10)m odelhasavorm ixing angles atallneutralgaugino vertices,exceptthose involving the up
quark.Furtherm ore,the weak scale theory involvestwo additionalphases,’̂s and ’̂d,beyond those ofthe M SSM ,

as can be seen from equations (8) and (9). The presence ofavor m ixing at neutralgaugino vertices for both
helicities ofe and d,togetherwith these extra phases,givesa m uch richeravorstructure to the m inim alSO (10)

m odelcom pared to thatoftheM SSM orm inim alSU(5)theory.In fact,forthisgeneralreason,thehadronicsignals
in m inim alSU(5)are notespecially interesting. An explicitnum ericalcalculation showsthat,although som ewhat

largerthan the corresponding e�ectsin the M SSM ,the gluino exchange contributionsto the hadronic observables,
in SU(5),do notcom pete with the leptonic avorviolating signalsand are notconsidered anym ore hereafter.

The strong signals in the lepton sector have been stressed before [1,2,3],and are briey recalled here. The
process� ! e isinduced by a chirality breaking operatorwhich involvesthe dipole m om entstructure (��� F�� ).
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In m any theories, for exam ple the m inim alSU(5) theory, this chirality breaking im plies that the am plitude is
proportionalto m �. However,avor m ixing in supersym m etric theories breaks chirality,ifit occurs in both eL

and eR sectors,and hence in the m inim alSO (10) theory term s in the am plitude for � ! e appear which are
proportionalto m �. This gives a large rate for � ! e,as illustrated in Figure 2a,for tan� = 2,�tG = 1:25,

m ~eR = 300G eV and � < 0. Figures 3a and 4a show the � ! e rate with allthe sam e param eters as in Fig. 2a
except for �tG = 0:85 (Fig.3a) or for a scale M = 2:0� 1017 G eV for the universalinitialcondition on allscalars

and gaugino m asses (Fig.4a). A sim ilar setofdiagram sproportionalto m � dom inatesde,which isrelated to the
� ! e branching ratio by a sim ple form ula,valid overallregionsofparam eterspace

de

10�27 e� cm
= 1:3sin(’̂d � 2̂�)

r

B:R:(� ! e)
10�12

: (10)

wheretheK M m atrix elem entsaretaken to beapproxim ately real,exceptforVtd = jVtdje
�i �̂ and Vub = jVubje

�î .

W ith thisrelation,Figures2a,3a,4a can also be used to predictde=sin(’̂d � 2̂�). W e know ofno reason why ’̂d
should cancel2�̂,which com es from the K M m atrix,so thatwe do no expectsin(’̂d � 2̂�)to be m uch less unity.

Theprocessof� ! e conversion in atom sisinduced by two operators:oneisthechirality breaking dipoleoperator
involving (��� F�� ),with an am plitude proportionalto m �,while the other is the chirality conserving operator

involving (�@�F�� ). The derivative in this operator has a scale ofthe m om entum transfer,which is set by m �,
so that these contributions are subdom inant. The dom inance ofthe (��� F�� ) operator im plies that in titanium

the ratio �(� ! e)=�(� capture) is 200 tim es sm aller than B:R:(� ! e). This result applies over allregions of
param eterspaceofthem inim alSO (10)m odel.In any event,itissim ply a reection ofthedom inanceofthe���

F��

operator,and hence cannotbe construed asa unique signature ofSO (10). However,the processes � ! e,� ! e

conversion and de are very incisive probes ofSO (10) superuni�cation,and in the rest ofthis section we com pare

them with probesin the hadronic sector.

"K and dn

The dom inant gluino-m ediated diagram contributing to the �S = 2 e�ective Lagrangian involves the exchange

of one ~dL type squark and one ~dR type squark. In the lim it of keeping only the ~b contribution, and setting
m ~bL

= m ~bR
= M 3,thisdiagram gives:

L
�S = 2

e� =
�
2
3(M 3)
12M 2

3

jVtsVtdj
2
e
i(’̂ d �’̂ s)y

2[2(�daR s
b
L )(�d

b
L s

a
R )� 6(�daR s

a
L )(�d

b
L s

b
R )] (11)

where color indices a;b are shown explicitly. The param eter y � 0:77 appears because two ofthe avor m ixing

m atricesare right-handed,and
(VG )ti = yVti (12)

where i= d;s.ThisLR contribution islargerthan the LL and R R contributionsby aboutan orderofm agnitude,
dueto the(m K =m s)2 enhancem entofthehadronicm atrix elem ent.Such an e�ectischaracteristicofSO (10),since

itisnotthere in the M SSM orin m inim alSU(5).W e use the vacuum insertion approxim ation:

hK
0
j(�daR s

a
L )(�d

b
L s

b
R )j�K

0
i= 3hK 0

j(�daR s
b
L )(�d

b
L s

a
R )j�K

0
i=

1
2

�

m
2

K fK

m s + m d

�2

;

asseen in latticecalculations[12].fK isnorm alized in such away thatfK ’ 120M eV .Notethathereand elsewhere

we do notinclude the Q CD corrections,unlessotherwise stated.
The �S = 2 gluino-m ediated am plitude isim portantfor" K ratherthan for�m K ,and itgives:

j"K j
~g

SO (10)
=

�
2
3(M 3)

9
p
2M 2

3

f
2

K m
3

K

(m s + m d)2�m K

y
2
jVtsVtdj

2 sin(’̂d � ’̂s)=

’ 2:2� 10�2 sin(’̂d � ’̂s)
�
300G eV
M 3

�2 �
�
�
VtsVtd

4� 10�4

�
�
�

2 �180M eV
m s + m d

�2

: (13)

At�rstsightequation (13)would appeartoexcludecolored superpartnerslessthan about1TeV;howeveroursim ple
analytic estim atesare considerable overestim atesasthey neglectthe com pensating e�ectsof ~dL ,~sL exchange,and

theydonotgivethefulldependenceon thesuperpartnerparam eterspace.Nevertheless,theim portanceofj"K j
~g

SO (10)

isborne outby the num ericalresults,which we discussshortly.

5



The two m ost powerfulhadronic probes ofthe m inim alSO (10) m odelare "K and dn,hence we now give our
analytic resultsfordn which we take to be 4

3
dd,where Le� = 1

2
dd ��d��� F�� i5d and

dd = e
�3(M 3)
54�M 2

3

m b(M 3)yjVtdj
2 A b + � tan�

M 3

sin(’̂d � 2̂�) (14)

where y is given in equation (12) and we use,as before,the analytic approxim ation ofkeeping only the gluino
diagram with internal~b squark,and set m ~bL

= m ~bR
= M 3. The param eter m b(M 3) is the running b quark m ass

renorm alized atM 3.Thisgives

dn = 4:2� 10�26 e� cm �
m b(M 3)
2:7G eV

�
�
�
Vtd

0:01

�
�
�

2
y

0:77

�
300G eV
M 3

�2
A b + � tan�

M 3

sin(’̂d � 2̂�): (15)

In Figure 2b we show the num erical contour plot for jdn=sin(’̂d � 2̂�)j, and in Figure 2c a contour plot of
j"K j

~g

SO (10)
=sin(’̂d � ’̂s)j,where"K j

~g

SO (10)
isthecontribution to "K from thegluino box diagram only.Theroughly

verticalcontours,at least in "K ,reect the structure im posed on the scalar non-degeneracy by gluino focussing,
shown in Figures1b and 1c.Thisisin m arked contrastto thelepton signalsof� ! e and de shown in Figure 2a,

which reecttheslepton non-degeneracy ofFigure1a.Figures2a,2b,2cclearly show thata large�tG ,assuggested
by b� � uni�cation,with therunningoftheRG E in thefullrangefrom MP lto M G ,leadsto � ! e asthedom inant
probe ofthe m inim alSO (10) m odel. Already the present bound of5� 10�11 on the rate excludesa large portion

ofthe param eter space. O utside this range,both the gluino exchange contribution to dn and "K are,anyhow,
negligibly sm all. The situation does change,however,ifone looks at Fig.s 3 and 4. As noticed in the previous

section,the gluino focussing e�ect m akes non-degeneracy in the squark sector less prom inent than in the slepton
sectorand,assuch,also lesssensitiveto a reduction in �tG and/orin thescale fortheinitialcondition oftheRG E.

In turn,although � ! e rem ainsasa very sensitive probe,itisnow possible thatgluino m ediated contributions
to dn and "K becom e relevant,with gluinosin the (200� 300)G eV m assrange.

Forsuperpartnerparam eterssuch thatj"K j
~g

SO (10)
= "K = 2� 10�3 ,and forequalphases: ’̂d � ’̂s = ’̂d � 2̂�,dn

ispredicted to bevery closeto itspresentexperim entallim it.Hence"K and dn provideroughly com parableprobes

ofthisnew physics.However,the new physicsin "K m ustbe disentangled from the SM background.
A crucialpoint em erges from Figures 3c,4c. For a given ’̂d � ’̂s it is only over a relatively sm allregion of

the plane that "K j
~g

SO (10)
willm ake a contribution to "K that we can disentangle from the SM contribution. The

sam e statem ent applies to the planes drawn for di�erent values off�tG ;m ~eR ;tan�;sign�g. This is partly due to
thegluino focussing e�ecton thescalarm asses,butisalso becausetheSM involvesB K ,Vtd,m t in such a way that

itwillbe very hard to identify contributionswhich are atthe levelof"K =5 orless. Contrast thisto the situation
with dn,where each factor of10 im provem entin the experim entallim it rules out large areas ofparam eter space.

For this reason we view dn as an excellent probe ofthe SO (10) m odel. It has a dependence on the superpartner
param eters which is som ewhat orthogonalto that ofde,as can be seen by com paring Figures 3a and 4a with 3b

and 4b.
Theneutron electric dipole induced by theK M phase in theM SSM hasbeen recently studied in ref.[13]and is

found to be below 10�27 e� cm .In the approxim ation ofneglecting allYukawa couplingsexceptthe top one in the
RG Es,asdone here,there isno one loop contribution to dn in the M SSM asin m inim alSU(5).

"
0

K
="K

M uch presentexperim entale�ort is aim ed at determ ining the size ofCP violation in the direct decays ofneutral
K m esons: "

0
K ="K . How large are the gluino-m ediated penguin contributions to this? The SM contribution is

dom inated by W exchange generation ofthe penguin operator �d�s@�G �� ,where G �� isthe gluon �eld strength,
with coe�cient / Im V tsV

�
td=M

2

W . In either the M SSM or m inim alSU(5) or SO (10) m odels,the gluino-m ediated

penguin contribution doesnotcom pete because M W isreplaced with a largersuperpartnerm assm ~q orM 3.
However,an interesting new possibility em erges in the m inim alSO (10)m odel: a contribution to "0K ="K from

a gluino-m ediated chrom oelectric dipole m om ent operator proportional to m b. The relevant �S = 1 e�ective
Lagrangian is,with ourusualanalytic assum ptions:

L
�S = 1

e� = g3(�Q C D )
�3(M 3)
36�M 2

3

A b + � tan�
M 3

m b(M 3)yjVtsVtdj�

�

n

e
i(’̂ d � �̂) �dR �

�� �

2

a

sL G
a
�� + e

i(�̂�’̂ s)�dL �
�� �

2

a

sR G
a
��

o

: (16)
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No exact proportionality relation holds between dn and "
0
K ="K since the photon is attached only to the internal

squark line,whereasthe gluon,in the chrom oelectric dipole m om ent,m ay also be attached to the gluino line.

To evaluate (16)we use m atrix elem ents[14]

h��;I = 0jgs �dR �
�� �

2

a

sL G
a
�� jK i = � h��;I = 0jgs �dL �

�� �

2

a

sR G
a
�� jK i=

=
p
3
11
8
f
2

K

f3�

m
2

K

m s

m
2

�D � 0:37G eV2;

where D = m
2

K =�
2

Q C D � 0:3,giving

j"
0
K j

~g

SO (10)

j"K j
=

w jIm hL�S = 1

e� ij
p
2j"K jReA 0

= 3:1� 10�4
�
300G eV
M 3

�2 A b + � tan�
M 3

sin(’̂d � �̂)+ sin(’̂s � �̂)
2

: (17)

W ehaveused w = 1=22,ReA 0 = 3:3� 10�7 G eV ,j"K j= 2:3� 10�3 and m b(M 3)= 2:7G eV .Thisisto becom pared

with the expectation from the SM form t = (175� 15)G eV :"0K ="K = (3� 10)� 10�4 [14].
Thenum ericalresultsfor"0K ="K areshown in Figures2d,3d,4d for[sin(’̂d � �̂)+ sin(’̂s � �̂)]= 2.Com paring

Figures b for dn and d for "0K ="K one �nds that,in the region where these predictions could be ofexperim ental

interest,there isan approxim ate num ericalrelation

�
�
�
�

"
0
K

"K

�
�
�
�

~g

SO (10)

’ 10�4
�

sin(’̂d � �̂)+ sin(’̂s � �̂)

2sin(’̂d � 2̂�)

�

�
dn

10�26 e� cm
: (18)

Hence we see that,for the phase ratio in square brackets ofunity,the gluino-m ediated contribution to "
0
K ="K is

already constrained to be not greater than the SM contribution. G iven the theoreticaluncertainties in both the
penguin and the chrom oelectric dipole m atrix elem ents,we �nd it unlikely that the gluino-m ediated contribution

to "0K ="K could be identi�ed in thiscase.

� m B d

The rest of this section is devoted to a discussion of B m eson signatures of the m inim alSO (10) m odel. The
gluino-m ediated box diagram sforneutralB m eson m ixing induce an e�ective Lagrangian

L
�B = 2

e� =
�
2

3(M 3)
12M 2

3

jVtdj
2

�

e
2i�̂(�dL 

�
bL )

2 + y
2
e
2i(’̂ d � �̂)(�dR 

�
bR )

2

+ ye
i’̂ d [2(�diR b

j

L
)(�dj

L
b
i
R )� 6(�diR b

i
L )(�d

j

L
b
j

R
)]

�

+ (d ! s;�̂ ! 0): (19)

Using the vacuum insertion approxim ation,this leads to a contribution to the m ass di�erence for the neutralB d

m esonsof

�m B d
j
~g

SO (10)
=

2�2
3(M 3)
9M 2

3

jVtdj
2
f
2

B d
m B

�
�
�
�

1
4
e
2i�̂ +

y
2

4
e
2i(’̂ d � �̂) + ye

i’̂ d

�
�
�
�

(20)

where the three term scorrespond to LL,R R and LR contributionsrespectively. ForK 0 �K 0 m ixing the LR term s
dom inatebecauseofa factorofm 2

K =m
2
s enhancem entofthem atrix elem ent.No such factoroccursin theB system ,

butthe vacuum insertion approxim ation suggeststhatthe LR term stilldom inates,giving

�m B d
j
~g

SO (10)
’ 2:7� 10�10 M eV

�
300G eV
M 3

�2 � fB

140M eV

�2

; (21)

with fB norm alized in thesam eway asfK .In thelim itthattheLR operatorcontributionsdom inateboth "K j
~g

SO (10)

and �m B d
j
~g

SO (10)
,we can write a relation

j"K j
~g

SO (10)

�m B d
j
~g

SO (10)

’
1

2
p
2

f
2

K

f2
B

m
3

K

�m K (m s + m d)2m B

yjVtsj
2 sin(’̂d � ’̂s) (22)

which isapproxim ately independentofthe superpartnerspectrum and ofjVtdj.Inserting num bers:

�m B d
j
~g

SO (10)

3:5� 10�10 M eV
’

0:1
sin(’̂d � ’̂s)

j"K j
~g

SO (10)

2:3� 10�3
�

�
fB

140M eV

�2 �
m s + m d

0:18G eV

�2
�
�
�
0:04
Vts

�
�
�

2

(23)
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dem onstrating that�m B d
j
~g

SO (10)
can only be a large fraction oftheobserved �m B d

ifsin(’̂d � ’̂s)issm all,unless
the vacuum insertion approxim ation forthe LR operatorisan overstim ate.

The num ericalresults for �m B d
j
~g

SO (10)
,assum ing dom inance ofthe LR contribution,are shown as a contour

plotin Figures2e,3e,4e.

The contours ofFigures 2e,3e,4e are norm alized to the observed value �m B d
= 3:5 � 10�10 M eV . As in the

com parison ofdn and "K with the leptonic signal,forvaluesofthe param etersasin Fig.2,�m B d
j~g isconstrained

to be too sm allto be ofinterest. W e therefore consider only the cases ofFig.s 3,4. A usefulparam eter in our
discussion ofthe phenom enology is

r=
�m B d

j
~g

SO (10)

�m B d
jSM

; (24)

with the top m ass in the SM contribution setto 175G eV . In particular,itisconvenientto considerthree regions
ofthe supersym m etric param eterspace:A,B and C:

A r � 0:1. In this region we �nd that allgluino-m ediated contributions to the hadronic observables provide
only very sm alldeviationsfrom the SM predictions. The only exception to thisisdn. From Figures 3e and

4e we see thatthisisa very large region.

B r � 0:1:A point with r = 0:1 is provided by: �tG = 0:85,tan� = 2,m ~eR = 300G eV ,A e=m ~eR = 2 and
M 2 = 80G eV . At this point,M 3 = 250G eV ,m ~b

= 200G eV ,m ~q = 400G eV and m ~t1
= 100G eV . This

illustratesthatregion B can be reached withouttaking superpartnerm assestoo close to theirpresentlower
lim its.

C r � 0:5. An exam ple ofa point in this region is provided by: �tG = 0:85,tan� = 2,m ~eR = 300G eV ,
A e=m ~eR = 1 and M 2 = 50G eV . At this point,other m asses are approxim ately: M 3 = 150G eV ,m ~b

=

150G eV ,m ~q = 300G eV and m ~t = 100G eV .The gluino m assisnow below 200G eV ,so we expectthatthis
region willbeprobed attheFerm ilab collider.Itisclearthatvaluesofr largerthan about1 areexcluded by

presentlim itson the gluino m ass.

The m ajority ofour discussion willconcern 0:05 < r < 1 (which includes regions B and C) as this is the region

where thehadronicsignaturesare im portant.However,itisim portantto realize thatm uch oftheparam eterspace
hasr� 0:1,and hence can only be probed by the lepton signals.

To discussthephenom enology oftheseparam eterregions,itisim portantto considerthetheoreticalpredictions
forj"K jand for�m B d

,which includeboth SM and gluino m ediated contributions(neglecting othersupersym m etric

contributions).W e �nd a usefulapproxim ation to be:

j"K j� 2:26� 10�3
�BK

0:5

�
�
�
Vtd

0:01

�
�
�

2

[1:8sin2�̂ + 11:5rsin(’̂d � ’̂s)] (25)

and

�m B d
’ 2:1� 10�10 M eV

�BB

0:5

�
fB

140M eV

�2 �
�
�
Vtd

0:01

�
�
�

2 �
�
�e

2i�̂ + re
i’̂ d

�
�
� (26)

where in each equation the �rst term ,involving �̂,is the SM result while the second term ,involving r,is the
supersym m etric contribution.Note thatwe have setm t = 175G eV .W e have also introduced a Q CD correction �

tim esa fudge factorB K (B B )forthe m atrix elem entsofthe appropriate operators.

A naturalexpectation isthatallphases,�̂,̂,’̂d and ’̂s,and theirdi�erences,are oforderunity.Thiswould
exclude region C as j"K jispredicted to be too large. W e willdiscussregions A and B when the phasesare large.

In region A there islittle to say,the supersym m etric contributionsprovide sm allcorrections,especially for�m B d
.

In region B supersym m etriccontributionsto j"K jareasim portantastheSM contribution,howeverthecorrections

to �m B d
are sm all. Fits to the data willtherefore yield the usualvalue for jVtdj,but sin2�̂ willbe replaced by

[sin2�̂ + 7rsin(’̂d � ’̂s)]and willchange by a large am ount.

In the sm allregion C,sin(’̂d � ’̂s)�< 0:1. The supersym m etric correctionsto �m B d
can be signi�cant,so that

jVtdjm ay change by asm uch as50% . Fitsto data are now m ore com plicated asthey involve �̂,’̂d and ’̂s. Since

allphases have the sam e origin,it is plausible that in region C they are allsm all,oforder 0.1. In this case the
CP violation which has been observed in nature is produced dom inantly by sources other than the K M m atrix.
Although we do not�nd itlikely,the K M m atrix could be realin regionsB and C.

Figures3,4b and 3,4d show thebehaviorofdn and "0K j
~g

SO (10)
="K in theseregions.Region C isclearly excluded by

dn unless ’̂d � 2̂� isa sm allphase,which again suggeststhatallphasesshould besm allin thisregion.In regionsB

and C,dn isclose to discovery.A search to thelevelof10�27 e� cm willprobe a substantialfraction ofregion A.In
regions B and C,the supersym m etric contribution to "0K ="K is expected to be at the 10�4 level. W hetherit can
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Standard M odel
and M inim alSU(5)

M inim alSO (10)

de;dn | sin(’̂d � 2̂�)

"K sin2�̂ sin(’̂d � ’̂s)

"
0
K ="K sin �̂ sin(’̂d � �̂)+ sin(’̂s � �̂)

B d ! �
+
�
� sin(2�̂ + 2̂) sin(’̂d + 2̂)

B d !  K s sin2�̂ sin ’̂d

B d ! D
+
D

� sin2�̂ sin ’̂d
B s ! �K s sin2̂ sin(’̂s + 2̂)

B s !  K s | sin ’̂s

Table 1: �̂ and ̂ are de� ned by: Vtd = jVtdje
� i�̂,Vub = jVubje

� î. ’̂d;s are de� ned by equations (8)
and (9). \| " indicates signalis too sm allto be ofexperim entalinterest. For B m eson decays: in the
Standard M odeland m inim alSU(5) theory the entry gives the CP violating coe� cient ofthe sin� m B t

oscillatory term . Forthe m inim alSO (10)m odelthe entry givesthe contribution to this coe� cientfrom
the gluino exchange contribution to M 12. Thism ustbe com bined with the SM contribution,asshown in
equations(25)and (26).

be distinguished from the SM contribution isvery dependenton the sizesofthe phaseswhich appear,’̂d � �̂ and

’̂s � �̂,com pared to the phase ’̂d � ’̂s thatoccursin "K .

� m B s

The expression for the gluino-m ediated contribution to B s m ixing is obtained from equation (20) by the replace-
m ents:Vtd ! Vts,�̂ ! 0,’̂d ! ’̂s and fB d

! fB s
,giving

�m B s
j
~g

SO (10)
=

2�2
3(M 3)
9M 2

3

jVtsj
2
f
2

B s
m B

�
�
�
�

1
4
+
y
2

4
e
2i’̂ s + ye

i’̂ s

�
�
�
�
: (27)

Ifthe LR contributionsdom inate �m B j
~g

SO (10)
,we �nd

xs

xd
’

�
�
�
Vts

Vtd

�
�
�

2 f
2

B s

f2
B d

�
�
�
�

1+ re
i’̂ s

e2i�̂ + rei’̂ d

�
�
�
�

(28)

valid forany value ofr.D eviationsfrom the SM prediction are � 10% ,’ 10% ,� 100% forregionsA,B and C.

C P violations in B decays

W hen atagged neutralB m eson decaystoCP eigenstatea,thereisan oscillatory term in thedecay rateproportional
to sin(�M + �a) sin(�m B t) which is ofopposite sign for B 0 and �B 0 decay and therefore violates CP.The phase

�M isthephaseoftheappropriateB m eson m ixing am plitudeM 12,whilethephase�a istheCP violating phaseof
thedecay am plitudeforB 0

! a.The valuesofsin(�M + �a)forvariousa in theSM are shown in the �rstcolum n
ofTable 1.

In supersym m etric theories �a is the sam e as in the SM :diagram s involving superpartners provide only very
sm all corrections to b quark decay am plitudes. Hence the possible signals of new physics are via the m ixing

am plitude phase �M .In the M SSM and m inim alSU(5)m odelsthe supersym m etric contributionsto the B m ixing
am plitude have the sam e phase as the SM contribution. Hence �M is unaltered,and the �rst colum n ofTable 1

applies also to the M SSM and m inim alSU(5)theories. However,as can be seen from equations (20)and (28),in
the m inim alSO (10)m odelthe supersym m etric contributionsto B d;s m ixing have phases’ ’̂d;s. In the case that

these supersym m etric contributionsto B m eson m ixing dom inate theSM contribution,thequantity sin(�M + �a),
forvarious�nalstatesa,isshown in the 2nd colum n ofTable 1.Thissituation orr � 1 can occur,butoverm ost

ofparam eterspace r< 1.Since
M

d
12 ’

�
�M

d
12

�
�
SM

(e2i�̂ + r e
i’̂ d ) (29a)
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M
s
12 ’ jM

s
12jSM (1+ r e

i’̂ s) (29b)

and the relevantm ixing phase �M i
isthe phase ofM i

12,we �nd thatin regionsA and B

�
d
M ’ 2�̂ + rsin(’̂d � 2̂�) (30a)

�
s
M ’ rsin ’̂s (30b)

Hencewhen rissm allthedeviationsfrom theSM pattern ofCP violation in neutralB m eson decaysisproportional

to r,and isalso sm all.
In region C the phases �iM deviate considerably from the SM form . For exam ple for r = 1, f�dM ;�

s
M g =

f
’̂ d

2
+ �̂;

’̂ s

2
g,which di�ersgreatly from f2�̂;0g ofthe SM .In thisregion we have argued thatitislikely thatall

phases are sm all,in which case the m ixing phases are f2�̂ + r’̂d=(1+ r);r’̂s=(1+ r)g. The m ost notable feature

isthat,unlike the SM ,allasym m etriesshould be sm all. W e stressagain thatregion C only correspondsto a very
sm allportion ofthe param eterspace.

b! s

Finally we considerthe processb! s.The e�ective Lagrangian forb! s can be written in the generalform :

L
b! s

e�
=

e

2
m b(m b)[A L �sR �

��
bL F�� + A R �sL �

��
bR F�� ] (31)

in which case the branching ration forb! s isgiven in term softhe sem i-lepton branching ratio via

B:R:(b! s) = B:R:(b! ce��)
48�3�
G 2

F

jA L j
2 + jA R j

2

jVcbj
2
I(1� 2

3�
�3(m b)f)

= 1:3� 1013 G eV 4(jA L j
2 + jA R j

2) (32)

where I ’ 0:5 isa phase-space factorand f ’ 2:4 isa Q CD correction factor,both occurring in B:R:(b! ce��).
In ourusualanalytic approxim ation we have

A
~g

R
=

8
27

�3(M 3)
12�M 2

3

jVtsj

�

� 7+ �b
A b + � tan�

M 3

�

(33a)

A
~g

L
= ye

i’̂ sA
~g

R
(33b)

where �b = m b(M 3)=m b(m b).W e therefore obtain

B:R:(b! s)j~g
SO (10)

= 1:1� 10�4
�
300G eV
M 3

�4 �

1� �b
A b + � tan�

7M 3

�2

: (34)

Note that this branching ratio is obtained by sim ply squaring the gluino am plitude,and it ignores the SM and
charged Higgscontributions,chargino contributionsand theirinterferences.

Thenum ericalresultforthegluinocontribution tob! s areshown in Fig.2f,3f,4f.In view oftheuncertainties
on theSM contribution to thisprocess,they can hardly play a signi�cantrolein any situation.Therateforb! s

is on the other hand known to place a constraint on the param eter space ofthe M SSM m ostly determ ined from
charged Higgsand chargino exchanges[10].W enoticethatin theparam eterspacedisplayed in allplotsofFig.s1� 4

thecharged Higgsm assrangesfrom 300G eV to 1000G eV .Correspondingly only a very sm allregion oftheSO (10)
param eterspace isexcluded by b! s,where the � ! e and de signaturescan be seen.

In them inim alSO (10)m odelthebestsignaturesarethelepton avorviolating processesand theelectricdipole
m om entsofthe electron and neutron.These signaturescan be probed by future experim entsovera wide range of

param eter space. O versom e ofthis param eter space gluino-m ediated contributions to "K are signi�cant. O vera
restricted region ofparam eterspace gluino-m ediated contributionsto "0K ="K and to �m B could beidenti�ed.The
latter could lead to deviations from the pattern ofCP violations in neutralB m eson decays expected in the SM .

In certain sm allregionsofparam eterspace the deviationsfrom theSM could be very large.However,overm ostof
param eterspace,the relative m eritsofthe varioussignalsare assum m arized in Table 2,shown in the conclusions.
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5 T he A ssum ptions.

Theavorand CP violating signalswhich wecom puteareinduced by thetop Yukawacoupling oftheuni�ed theory.

Although the calculations ofthis paper are done in speci�c sim ple m odels,the signals occur in any theory which
satis�esthree criteria (barring som e kind ofavorsym m etry restoration atthe uni�cation scale):

i. Atleastone helicity ofthe � lepton isuni�ed in the sam e representation asthe top quark.

ii. Supersym m etry ise�ectively unbroken down to the weak scale.

iii. The supersym m etry breaking param etersare hard (have no power-law m om entum dependence)atthe scale

M G ofthe uni�ed interactions.

Itiscertainly possibletoconstructtheorieswithouteach oftheseassum ptions.However,thepredom inantparadigm

ofsupersym m etric uni�cation does satisfy allthree criteria. In this section we give argum ents in favor ofeach of
these assum ptions.

In uni�ed theories with three generations only,it is inevitable that the �rst assum ption is justi�ed. In SU(5)
or SO (10) there m ust be som e lepton in the sam e irreducible representation as the top quark. This could notbe

dom inantly thee or�,otherwise thesignalsthatwearediscussing,such as� ! e,would bem uch largerthan the
presentexperim entallim it.Hence,to very high accuracy,the top quark isuni�ed with the � lepton in thiscase.

In uni�ed m odelswith N + 3 generationsand N m irrorgenerations,thereisno fundam entalreason why thetop
quark and � need be in the sam e representation [16]. The lepton uni�ed with the top quark could be superheavy.

The statesofthe lightgenerations willbe determ ined by the structure ofthe superheavy m asseswhich m arry the
N m irrorgenerationsto N ofthe generations. These m assm atricesm ay break the uni�ed group so thatthe light
states do not �llout com plete representations ofthe uni�ed group. Although such rearrangem ent ofgenerations

ispossible,itwould typically lead to a K obayashi-M askawa m atrix with orderunity intergenerationalm ixing,and
hence appearsto usnotto be preferred.

The second assum ption,ofweak-scale supersym m etry,is m otivated by the successfulprediction ofthe weak
m ixing angle,atthepercentlevel,in superuni�ed m odels.Furtherm ore,thedynam icalbreaking oftheelectroweak

sym m etry induced by thelarge top Yukawa coupling connectsthescale ofsupersym m etry breaking to theZ boson
m ass.

W e believe the third assum ption is that which is m ost open to question. There is no com pelling physical
m echanism for supersym m etry breaking. Ifthe avor and CP violating signals are shown to be absent to a high

degree,then itm ay be a sign thatthe supersym m etry breaking issoftatscale M G ,and isnotconvincing evidence
that quark-lepton uni�cation is false. Ifthe breaking ofsupersym m etry is com m unicated to the particles ofthe

M SSM at energy scales m uch less that M G ,then the supersym m etry breaking interactions willnot reect any
inform ation aboutthe uni�cation at higher energy,and our signals disappear. O ursignals are presentin theories
wheresupersym m etry breaking occursin a hidden sector(with �eldsZ i)such ascan occurin supergravity [4].This

sectoriscalled \hidden" because beneath som e scale M there are no renorm alizable interactionswhich couple the
hidden �elds to those ofthe M SSM (denoted � a). Thus beneath M the com m unication between these sectors is

solely via non-renorm alizable operators such as M �1 [Zi� a� b� c]F ,M �2 [Z y

iZj� y
a� b]D . An im portant assum ption

is that the physics at scale M ,which generates these operators is avor-blind,treating allgenerations equally.

Considering the D operator for sim plicity,its coe�cient at the scale M can therefore be written as � ij�ab. O n
renorm alizing this operator to lower energies it will receive radiative corrections from the interactions of both

observable and hidden sectors. However the hidden sector interactions are avor-blind,so these renorm alizations
m aintain the form �ij�ab and sim ply renorm alize �ij. W hen supersym m etry breaksin the hidden sectorwe insert

Fi vacuum expectation values into the operator to generate a supersym m etry breaking m ass for the observable
scalar�eldsm 2

ab = (�ijF �
i Fj=M

2)�ab.In theabsence ofobservablesectorrenorm alizationsthisisa universalm ass.
However,thefactor�ab appeared becauseoftheavorindependenceofthephysicsatscaleM which generated these

non-renorm alizable operators.Beneath M ,theobservable interactions,which do depend on avor,renorm alize the
coe�cientaway from proportionality to � ab.Furtherm ore,asfarasthe observable interactionsare concerned,itis

sim ply a question ofrenorm alizing the m assoperator� y
a� b from M down to low energies.

This fram ework is not ideal for two reasons. Firstly we do not understand why the physics at M which

generatesthese operatorsshould be avorindependent.Ifitgrossly violated avorsym m etry between the lightest
two generations,itwould lead to m ~e and m ~� being very di�erent,giving B:R:(� ! e)� 10�4 . Hence we sim ply

im pose thisinitialavorindependence asan experim entalnecessity. Secondly,supersym m etry breaking occursat
an interm ediate scale,F 1=2

i
� (M W M P l)

1=2,the origin ofwhich isnotunderstood.
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Nevertheless,thisfram ework can occur in the contextofN = 1 supergravity theories,in which case M is the
reduced Planck m ass,M P l. So far it has appeared preferable to alternative schem es with softer supersym m etry

breaking,atleastbecause gravity providesthe desired non-renorm alizable interactions.

6 C onclusions

In this paper we have studied hadronic avor and CP violating phenom ena generated by the large top quark
coupling in supersym m etric grand uni�ed theories. W e have com puted the gluino-m ediated contributions to "K ,

"
0
K ="K ,�m B ,b! s,dn and CP violation in neutralB m eson decaysin two sim ple m odels. The physicsatthe
uni�ed scale,M G ,is reected at low energies in the scalar superpartner spectrum and in avor m ixing m atrices

at neutralgaugino vertices,which have characteristic form s for the m inim alSU(5) and SO (10) m odels. In the
m inim alSU(5) m odelthe avor m ixing m atrices occur at allneutralgaugino vertices for the dL and eR sectors,

while in the m inim alSO (10)m odelm ixing occursalso in the dR and eL sectors.
An im portant,universal,feature ofthe hadronic signals is that they have a m uch larger dependence on the

gaugino m assthan theleptonicsignals.A large gluino m asscontributesa largeavor-independentradiativecorrec-

tion to thesquark m asses,thusreducing thenon-degeneraciesproduced in theuni�ed theory.Thisgluino focussing
e�ect can be seen in Figures 1b,c,d where the squark m ass shows a strong dependence on the gaugino m ass. In

the lepton sector the gaugino focussing is m uch less im portant,as can be seen from a com parison ofFigures 1a
and 1b,c,d.

The hadronic avor-changing and CP violating e�ects ofthe m inim alSU(5)theory are very sim ilar in nature
to thoseoftheM SSM ,although num erically som ewhatlarger.Them ostim portantlim iton theparam eterspaceis

therefore provided by b! s,and itisunlikely thatthe gluino m ediated contribution be dom inant[11].However,
there rem ain large regions ofparam eter space where the rare � processes,such as � ! e,are large and provide

the only probe ofthisnew avorphysics.
The additionalavorm ixing m atricesofthe m inim alSO (10)m odelm akethe hadronic avorand CP violating

signals larger and richer than in the SU(5) m odel,as was also the case for the leptonic channels. A study ofthe

contour plots ofFigures 2,3,4 shows that a criticalrole is played by the value of�tG and/or ofthe scale M for
the initialconditionson the RG Es.The hadronic avorand CP violating signalscan be signi�cant,relative to the

leptonicones,only forrelatively low valuesof�tG and/orM .Thisisan indirectconsequenceofthegluino focussing
e�ect.In such a case,even fora nottoo lightgluino,the discovery ofdn m ay be possible.

As the gluino m ass is lowered,with allphases oforder unity,the �rst process which acquires an im portant
gluino-m ediated contribution is "K . M ost striking is the possibility that,even with colored scalars heavier than

300G eV ,"K m ay receive non-K M supersym m etric contributions as large as the SM contribution. This could be
identi�ed by a failureoftheSM to accom m odatetheobserved valuesof"K ,�m B and jVubj.Atpresentsuch �tsare

lim ited by the f2B uncertainty in �m B ,which am ountsto a 50% e�ect. In thisregion,where the supersym m etric
contribution to "K iscom parableto theSM one,and whereallphasesareoforderunity,�m B receivesa correction
from gluino-m ediated diagram satm ostof(10� 20)% .Thisleadsto deviationsfrom theSM pattern ofCP violation

in neutralB m eson decay atm ostof(10� 20)% level.
Forstilllighter valuesofthe gluino m ass,in the region of200G eV ,the gluino m ediated contribution to "K is

so large thata com bination ofphases m ustbe m ade sm all. This suggests thatin this region allthe CP violating
phases are sm all. Nevertheless the gluino-m ediated contribution to �m B can be com parable to that ofthe SM ,

m eaning thatalthough theCP asym m etriesin B m eson decay aresm allthey show very large deviationsfrom those
predicted by the SM .The m ostsalientfeaturesofourresultsare sum m arized in Table 2.

W ehavechosen to study them inim alSU(5)and SO (10)m odelsbecausetheorigin oftheavorviolating e�ects
are dom inated by the top quark coupling ofthe uni�ed theory,and because the avorm ixing m atrices are sim ply

related to the K M m atrix.In m ore generalm odelsone expectsthat

� The avorm ixing m atrices atthe gaugino verticeshave the sam e hierarchicalpattern ofm ixing as the K M

m atrix,buthave entrieswhich di�ernum erically from those ofthe K M m atrix.

� The squark and slepton m asses m ay receive im portant radiative corrections to their m ass m atrices from

couplingsin the uni�ed theory otherthan �t.

How willour conclusions be m odi�ed for these theories? The di�ering avor m ixing m atrices increase the uncer-
taintiesin the am plitudes. Hence,the relative im portance of"K ,b! s,�m B and � ! e m ay change,causing
the contours ofFigures 2,3,4 to shift by,say,factors of3. This could m ean that the m odi�cations to CP vi-

olation in B decays are larger (or sm aller) than for the m inim alm odels. The additionalradiative corrections to
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>>>>:
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p
signi�cantsearches

| notrelevant
� constrainton param eters

� � dom inantconstraint

the scalar m ass m atrices willsim ilarly increase uncertainties. Those radiative corrections which produce further

non-degeneracies willenhance oure�ects,while radiative corrections which produce avor-changing scalar m asses
could add orsubtractto oure�ects,depending on the signs. Barring som e sortofavorsym m etry restoration at

M G ,precise cancellations are unlikely,and certainly would not be expected to occur in m ore than one process.
Hence we believe that,to within factors of2 or3 in am plitude,the resultsofthispapercan be interpreted asthe
m inim um expected signaturesofallm odelswhich satisfy the assum ptionsdiscussed in the previoussection.

Thegluino-focussing e�ectwillbepresentin alltheories.Itisuna�ected by changesin theavorm ixing angles,
and itse�ectsareenhanced iftheuni�ed theory produceslargersquark non-degenereciesthan discussed here.Hence

we can state very generally that:

(A) Hadronic avor and CP violating processes exclude only very sm allregions ofparam eter space,those with
low gluino m ass.

(B) Forslightly highervaluesofthegluino m ass,therearevery interesting contributions,especially to "K butalso
to �m B ,which could be discovered by thefailure ofSM �tsto these quantitiesand by future m easurem ents

ofCP violation in B decays.

(C) Lepton avorviolation,such as� ! e,and electric dipole m om ents,de and dn,provide the m ostpowerful

probe ofthisavorphysicsofuni�ed theories.Thisisbecause,unlike the hadronic probes,the signalscould
be observed overa very wide region ofparam eterspace.
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Figure1:Contourplotsofthem assesofthethird generation scalarsin m inim alSO (10)form ~eR = 300G eV
and �tG = 1:25:(a)m ~�R =m ~eR ;(b)m ~bL

;(c)m ~bR
=m ~dR

and (d)the lighteststop for� < 0.

Figure2:Contourplotsin m inim alSO (10)form ~eR = 300G eV,�tG = 1:25,� < 0,tan� = 2,and m axim al
CP violatingphases(seetext)for(a)B:R:(� ! e);(b)dn;(c)"K ;(d)"0K ="K ;(e)� m B ;(f)B:R:(b! s).
In the hadronicobservablesonly thegluino exchangecontribution isincluded.

Figure3:Sam easin � g.2 exceptfor�tG = 0:85.

Figure4:Sam easin � g.2 exceptforthe initialconditionson the RG Estaken at2:0�1017 G eV.
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