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A bstract

W e consider FCNC and CP violating processes m ediated by gliino exchange In gen—
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eralized supersym m etric theories. W e present the constraints on avour ') changing
squark m ass term s at the electrow eak energy scale, focusing our analysison F = 2 tran-
sitions. Resuls are also given for F = 1 CP oconserving processes both in the hadronic
and Jptonic sectors, while we lim it ourselves to som e ram arks on the relevance of box

diagram s In the evaluation of % .
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F lavour changing neutral currents (FCNC) and CP violating processes provide us with a
powerfiil toolto constrain the m ass spectrum of supersym m etric partickes {-3]. Lately, there
hasbeen a renewed interest in the analysis of these processes, in connection w ith the study of
supersym m etric grand-uni ed theories (SUSY -6 U T s) [4]and of supersym m etry (SUSY ) break-
Ing In e ective supergravities which em erge as the Iow energy lim it of superstring theories BI.
Indeed, from the FCNC tests one can obtain relvant constraints on the m echanisn of SU SY
breaking and on the interactions of farm ions up to the supergraviy breaking scale. O ne very
e cient way to cbtain such constraints is to analyse gluino-m ediated FCNC processes, which
can be sizeable due to the presence of the strong coupling £, 31. These avour changing (FC)
transitions arise if the squark m ass m atrices are not diagonalizable w ith the sam e transform a—
tions which diagonalize quark m ass m atrices. In this case a convenient choice is to keep the
glunoquark-squark (§ g ¢q) vertices diagonal in avour space. This can be obtained by
applying to the squark elds exactly the sam e transformm ations that diagonalize the quark m ass
m atrices. In this basis, usually called the superKM one, all avour changing e ects are due to
o -diagonalm ass insertions in squark propagators [6]. A s long as the ratio of the o -diagonal
entries over an average squark m ass ram ains a an all param eter, the rsttem in the expansion
obtained by an o -diagonalm ass Insertion represents a suiable approxin ation. The advan-—
tage of thism ethod is that it avoids the soeci ¢ know ledge of the sfermm ion m assm atrices, and

sin pli es the phenom enological analysis.

The presence of o -diagonalm ass tem s at the electroweak scale can be due to the niial
conditions: SUSY breaking tem sm ay yield contrbutions which are not universal, ie. they are
not proportional to the unit m atrix In avour space. O themw ise, even starting w ith universal
m ass contribution to sfermm ions in the SUSY soft breaking sector, renom alization e ects from
the starting poit, ie. the scalk of supergravity breaking, down to the Fem i scale can bring
about a m isalignm ent between g and g m ass m atrices i, 3]. This latter situation is what
we encounter In the m .nin al SUSY standard m odel. For instance, consider the m ass m atrix
squared of the scalar partner of the left-handed down-quarks d;, . At the scalk of supergravity
breaking thism atrix consists ofthe SU SY conserving contribution m gqm i (wherem 4 denotes the
down quark m ass m atrix) and the SUSY breaking universal contriution m ?II. However, the
term h,Q H u® ofthe superpotential generates a logarithm ically divergent contribution which is
proportional to hyh? and, hence, tom ym? (m, beihg the upquark m assm atrix). Hence the
resulting & m assm atrix squared at the Femm i scale is:

2
m dr, di,

Sw itching now to the superKM basis, rotating the ¢ elds together w ith the g ones, we obtain
o -diagonalm ass tem s due to the presence of the last tetm in eg. @). From eg. (L) i is
easy to realize that the m ass insertion needed to accom plish the transition from &, to dy, (]

avour Indices) is given by:

= mgqm + m 2T+ cm ,m Y @)

h i
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iL j_j= cK (mfliag)zKy i3
where K is the CabiboK obayashiM askawa m atrix and m {*? denotes the diagonalized up-

quark m ass m atrix. In the ©llow ing, w ith the notation ( )ij» we mean the m ass insertion
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Figure 1: The gliino box diagram s for S = 2 transitions.

needed for a transition from a squark g to gy with A = (L;R) and B = (L;R). Actually,
as particularly em phasized in ref. {], the above expression for ( fL );3 may be somewhat
m iskading since one m ight think that the term c in the rhs. of eq. @) is a constant (ie.
Independent of the SUSY breaking scale) or at m ost depends logarithm ically on i. On the
contrary, the onedoop RGE’s show that c depends quadratically on that scale. Since also
the average squark m ass is proportional to this scale, the m eaningfiil param eter for our m ass
insertion approxin ation is the din ensionless quantity = =m ?,wherem denotes at the same
tin e the average squark m ass and the typical SUSY breaking scale. This cbservation is of
utm ost relevance if one wants to understand the scaling of the SUSY contridbution to FCNC
with increasing squark masses. The powers of v In the denom nator which are present to
com pensate or m ass insertions in the num erator do not have to be considered ifalso is
proportional to m?. This justi es why gluino-induced FCNC SUSY contributions rem ain still
sizeable even rgm asses above 1 TeV R, aswe w ill see in what ©llow s. Two peculiar features
oftheM SSM should be noted. The rst isthat in thism odel there is a sharp hierarchy am ong
the ag: ( 11)i3>> ( 1r)iy >> ( rr)iy Wwith i6 J, due to the di erent number of m ass
Insertions needed to accom plish the various transitions. The second peculiar feature is the
an allness of these tem s due to the super-G IM m echanian . W e stress that there is no reason
In the general case to expect such a pattem of FC e ects.

T here exist three m ain analysis of the constraints on  ’s in the literature: ref. [, §,9]. In
particular, n ] som e previous discrepancies are discussed and m ore em phasis is provided on
the constraints on the im agihary parts ofthe ’sgiven by CP violation.

W e now come to the results of our analysis conceming the tems ( 11 )i, ( 1r)iy @and

( rr)iy In the u—and d-sectors. In the follow ing we consider the case in which ( g )iy *
( rz)i3- W ewillcomm ent Jater on the analogous contributions in the charged Jepton sector.



First we consider F = 2 FCNC processes. In the down sector the ;5 m ass Insertions
are bounded by the K K massdi erence and by the CP violating param eter ( 1») and the
Bg Bgmixing ( 13), whik the only available bound in the up-sector concems , from D D
m ixing.

The e ective ham iltonian for S = 2 processes can be cbtained from the calculation of
the diagram s In  g. 1. W e give below themass di erence m  , obtained by considering the
m atrix elem ent of the e ective ham iltonian between K aon states:
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where we have denoted by Z the quantity

2
m
Z = 7K2 @)
(m s + m d)

and the finctionsM (x) and G (x) can be fund in ref. {]]. Conceming this calculation we nd
som e discrepancies w ith ref. ], '8]. M ore details on the sub #ct willbe provided in ref. {(].
O urnum erical results on the lim itsobtained from F = 2 processesare shown In Tables l:'_:and
9,and n qures?, g, 4.

Letusnow tum to F = 1 FCNC processs. W e obtain lin its from b ! s decays ( 33)
in the squark sector. Num erical results are given in table 3.

Tab]e::?q show sthatthedecay o! s+ )doesnotlim itthe ;1 Insertion fora SUSY breaking
ofO (500 G eV).Indeed, even takingm 4 = 100G eV, the temm ( 3)11, isonly m arginally lin ited
(( Lu)23< 083 orx= 1). Obvicusly, ( 3;)z isSmuch more constrained sincewith a g FC
m ass Insertion the helicity Jp needed for ! s+ ) isrealized In the gluino Intemal line and
so this contribution has an am plitude enhancem ent of a factor m 4=m ;, over the previous case
w ih LL »

A sin ilar analysis can be performed in the Jptonic sector where the masses m and m 4
are replaced by the average skpton m ass and the photino massm . respectively. A clear but
In portant point to be stressed is that the severe bounds that we provide on the ; and .gx
m ass Insertions in the Jptonic sector and the consequent need for high degeneracy of charged
skptons, only apply if ssparate lepton num bers are violated. Tt iswellknown that in theM SSM
the Jepton numbers L.; I and L are ssparately conserved because of the diagonality of the
soft breaking tem s and the m asslkessness of neutrinos. If at least one of this two properties is
not present one can have partial lepton num ber violation. A particularly interesting exam ple
is the case where neutrinos acquire a m ass through a seesaw m echanisn (for its SUSY version

and the inplications Hr FCNC see {[1]). In tabl 4 we exhbit the boundson {, and i,



T
X Re & iL Re & iR Re $ LL & 2R
03| 19 10°2 79 10° 25 103
10| 40 102 44 10°3 28 10°
40| 93 10°2 53 10° 40 10°
2 2 '
X Re LL Re & LR Re & - & 2R
03| 4% 1072 56 107 16 10°2
10| 98 1072 33 107 18 10°2
40| 23 10° 36 107 25 107
x Re ()7, Re (L | Re By (Bhan ]
03| 47 102 63 107 16 107
10| 10 101 31 102 17 1072
40| 24 101 35 107 25 107

Tabkl: Lin JtSODRe(lj)AB (lj)CD ,WJth.A,'B ;C ;D =

and ordi erent values of x = m §=m2.

(L;R), fora squark m assm

500G ev

X I (5,)), In (%), qjﬁn (%), (8).. 7
03] 15 10° 63 10° 20 10°
10| 32 10°3 35 104 22 104
40| 75 10°3 42 104 32 10
Tablke 2: Linitson In &, s 4 CD,wjthA;B;C;D = (L;R), Pra squark massm =

500G &V and for di erent values of x = m §=m2 ]

Tabl 3: Lin itson the

values of x = m§=m2.

d
23

X 513 LL 33 LR
03 44 13 10°?
10 82 16 10°?
490 26 30 10°?
from b! s decay fora squark m assm

500G eV and fordi erent



X %2 LL %2 LR
03|41 103 |14 10°
10|77 103 |17 10°
50|32 102 |38 10°
X %3 LL %3 LR
03 15 89 10°
10 29 11 101*
50| 12 10° |24 101
X %3 LL %3 LR
03 28 17 1072
10 53 20 1072
50 22 44 10°7?
Tablk 4: Linitson the § from 1!

di erent values of x = m 2=m?.

1l Jepton decay ora skpton massm = 100G &V and for




X | (%), 3] I (%) 3
03|10 10! |14 10°
10] 48 10! |20 10°
4026 10! |63 10°

Tabke 5:Linitsfrom & on In ¢, , ora squark massm = 500G &V and fordi erent values

ofx = mfj:mZ.

com Ing from the Iimitson ! e ; ! e and ! , for a slepton mass of O (100 G&V)
2

and fordi erent values of x = m 2=m?. Our results con m those obtained in refs f7, §1.

Fially we m ake a short comm ent on the gluino-induced FC contrbution to % (the in—
terested reader should consult ref. EQ] for a m ore thorough discussion). A comm on feature of
the past literature on this point was the em phasis on the rol of superpenguins, while superoox
contributions were thought to be negligble. In our recent work 8] we show that box contribu-
tions yield a sizeable Interference e ect with the superpenguins ones. The results conceming

the bounds on the in agiary partsof ( {,).p and ( )z from & foran average squark m ass

of500 G &V are provided in tabk §. Tt is apparent from a com parison oftablk? and tablke§ that
SUSY m odels w ith predom nantly 1; or rr contrlbutions to CP violation (like the M SSM )
tend to be superweak, while m odels w ith sizeable 1z are likely to bem illiweak. C om plete ex—
pressions for the ssparate box and penguin contributions to the S = 1 e ective ham iltonian
w ill be provided in a forthcom ing paper filJ]. The in plications of the constraints obtained in
thiswork on SUSY G U T s and on theories w ith non-universal soft breaking tem s are presently
under study [LQ1.
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Figure 4: The Re & - ¢ ., @sa function ofx = m=m?, for a squark massm =
100G ev .



