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A bstract

B 0{B
0
m ixingand aCP violation param eterin K 0{K

0
m ixing�K arestudied in the

m inim alsupergravitym odel.W esolvetheone-looprenorm alization groupequations

forthem inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel(M SSM )param etersnum erically in

ordertodeterm inethem assesand m ixingsofthesupersym m etricparticles,whileall

o�-diagonal(generation m ixing)elem entsand phasesofYukawa coupling m atrices

and those ofsquark m assm atricesare taken into account. Applying the radiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking condition and phenom enologicalconstraintsinclud-

ing therecentm easurem entoftheb! s  inclusive branching ratio,weobtain the

allowed param eterregion.W e have found thatthe presentconstraintsstillallow a

param eterregion whereboth B 0{B
0
m asssplitting �M B and �K are� 20% larger

than the standard m odelvalues. By explicit num ericalcalculations,we have also

found thatthecom plex phaseofB 0{B
0
m ixing m atrix elem entin thism odelisal-

m ostthesam easthestandard m odelvaluein a good accuracy in thewholeallowed

param eterregion.Itisshown that�M B and �K can putusefulconstraintson the

supersym m etry’s param eter space when the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa m atrix

elem ents are determ ined through the m easurem ents ofCP violations in B decay

with futureB -factories.
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I Introduction

Supersym m etry (SUSY) is one ofthe m ost favorable candidate for new physics

beyond the standard m odel(SM ).The m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel

(M SSM ),which isthe m oststraightforward supersym m etric extension ofSM ,has

been intensively studied foryears. M SSM has m any new particles such as super-

partnersofordinary particlesand extraHiggsbosons.Though theseSUSY particles

are su�ciently heavy to evade the direct search in the present accelerator experi-

m ents,they m ay give m easurable contributions to low energy phenom ena such as

avorchanging neutralcurrents (FCNC)and CP violationsthrough the radiative

corrections[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8].

M SSM hastwo kindsofsourcesofavorm ixings: a Yukawa coupling sector

and a SUSY breaking sector. The Higgs sector ofM SSM is a specialcase oftwo

Higgsdoubletm odel(THDM )categorized asm odelII[9],in which up-type(electric

charge 2=3)quarks and down-type (electric charge �1=3)quarks getm asses from

vacuum expectation values ofdi�erent Higgs doublet �elds and hence there is no

tree levelFCNC.After the diagonalization ofquark m ass m atrices,avor m ixing

between quarksappearsin thecouplingwith W boson,justasin theSM ,and in the

coupling with thephysicalcharged Higgsboson.Both avorm ixingsaredescribed

by the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )m atrix with three m ixing anglesand

oneCP violating com plex phase.

Theothersourceofavorm ixing and CP violation liesin theSUSY breaking

sectorwhich involvesSUSY particles. Since SUSY issoftly broken,squark m asses

do nothave to be diagonalized in the sam e avorbasis asthatforquarks. Fora

generalSUSY breaking sector,the SUSY contributions to the FCNC and/or CP

violating processescan easily dom inateovertheSM contributions.Such a m odelis

strongly constrained by the presentexperim entson the K 0{K
0
m ixing [1]and the

neutron electricdipolem om ent[2].

M inim alsupergravity(SUGRA)providesanattractivefram eworkfortheSUSY

breaking sectorofM SSM [10].In them inim alSUGRA m odel,SUSY isassum ed to

be spontaneously broken in the \hidden" sectorwhich couplesto the \observable"

M SSM sectoronly gravitationally so thatthe interactionsbetween the hidden and

theobservablesectorsaresuppressed by O (M �1
Planck).Theinduced softSUSY break-
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ing term shavea universalstructure:allsoftSUSY breaking m assesofsquarksand

sleptonsaredegenerate,alltrilinearscalarcouplingsare proportionalto the corre-

sponding Yukawa couplings,etc.In such a case,the avorm ixings in both quark

sectorand squark sectorareessentially determ ined by theCKM param eters.Im pos-

ing theuniversalstructure on thesoftSUSY breaking param etersata high energy

scale such asthe GUT scale,one can evaluate the softSUSY breaking param eters

and the Higgspotentialatthe electroweak scale by solving renorm alization group

equations(RGEs).Asa resultoftherenorm alization e�ectsby thelargethird gen-

eration Yukawa couplings,the Higgspotentialism odi�ed so thatthe electroweak

sym m etry breakingoccurs.Thisiscalled theradiativeelectroweak sym m etry break-

ing scenario [11]. Flavorm ixings in the squark sector are also determ ined by the

RGEs.The�rstand thesecond generationsofsquarksarehighly degeneratesothat

theconstraintfrom theK L{K S m asssplitting iseasily satis�ed.Furtherm ore,ifwe

assum e thatallSUSY breaking param etersarerealattheGUT scale,the neutron

electricdipolem om entissu�ciently suppressed [2].

Although m any analyses ofthe m inim alSUGRA m odelbased on the above

scenario have been published in literature [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,10],an extensive

study on the FCNC processes is m issing which takes into accounts the radiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking scenario and recent experim entalresults,such as

the determ ination ofthe top quark m ass [12]and the m easurem ent ofb ! s 

inclusive branching ratio [13]. In particular,from the recenttheoreticalstudieson

theb! s process[5],itisshown thatrelatively lightcharged Higgsand/orSUSY

particlesarestillallowed sincetheSUSY particles’contributionstothisprocesscan

cancelthe charged Higgscontribution depending on the sign ofthe higgsino m ass

param eter. Therefore,it is im portant to determ ine how such light charged Higgs

and/orSUSY particlescontributeto otherFCNC processes.

ThepurposeofthepresentpaperistostudytheFCNC and CP violation in the

fram eworkofthem inim alSUGRA m odel.W efocusonthreequantities:thecom plex

phaseoftheB 0{B
0
m ixing m atrix elem entM 12(B )� ei�B jM 12(B )j,which isrelated

to the CP violation in B m eson decays,B 0{B
0
m asssplitting �M B = 2jM 12(B )j,

and the�K param eteroftheCP violation in theK 0{K
0
system .UnliketheK L{K S

m asssplitting �M K in which the long distance contribution cannotbe neglected,

�M B and �K aresupposed to bedom inated by theshortdistancephysics[14],thus
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can besensitivetonew physicscontributions.In m ostofthepreviousworks[3,7,8],

B 0{B
0
and K 0{K

0
m ixing in M SSM are studied with som e sim pli�ed treatm ents

on the SUSY particle m asses and m ixing angles,such as: approxim ate solutions

ofthe RGEs which are obtained by neglecting Yukawa couplings other than that

oftop quark are used;ora sim ple form ofm assm atricesatthe electroweak scale

isassum ed. On the contrary,in the present analysis,we obtain allm assm atrices

ofSUSY particlesfrom the universalsoftSUSY breaking param etersatthe GUT

scale by a straightforward num ericalcalculation. W e include allcom plex elem ents

ofYukawa coupling m atricesand ofsquark m assm atricesin solving one-loop RGEs

forallM SSM param eterswith the universalboundary conditionsexplained above.

W ethen evaluatethee�ectivepotentialfortheHiggs�eldsattheelectroweak scale

to�nd aconsistentSU(2)�U(1)breakingm inim um in accordancewith theradiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking scenario. The obtained m assm atricesofallparti-

clesare diagonalized to evaluate the avorm ixing in the squark sector. The m ass

spectrum and them ixing arethen used to calculateB 0{B
0
and K 0{K

0
m ixing m a-

trixelem ents.Alongthisoutline,FCNC processesin B decaysand B 0{B
0
m ixingin

them inim alSUGRA m odelarestudied previously in Ref.[4].Com pared with this

work,we im prove the following points: �K is also considered;one-loop correction

to the e�ective Higgspotential[15]isincluded to determ ine the electroweak sym -

m etry breaking;no specialrelation between softSUSY breaking param etersA and

B (see Sec.II)isassum ed;and experim entalconstraintsby LEP etc.are updated

[16,17],aswellasthetop quark m assand b! s branching ratio.Itisfound that

theSUSY contributionsdo notchangethephaseoftheB 0{B
0
m ixing �B from the

SM valueappreciably forthe wholeSUSY breaking and CKM param eterspace we

considered. As for�M B and �K ,we �nd thatallthe contributions from charged

Higgs and SUSY particles have the sam e sign as the SM contribution and that a

param eterregion in which both �M B and �K are � 20% largerthan the standard

m odelvaluesisallowed by thepresentconstraints.W ealso�nd thatthereisalinear

correlation between theratio of�M B to itsSM valueand thatof�K .

Therestofthepaperisorganized asfollows.In thenextsection them inim al

SUGRA m odelisintroduced to clarify thenotationsand theassum ptionswhich we

adopt in this paper. In Sec.III,our results ofnum ericalanalyses are presented.

Sec.IV isdevoted fordiscussion and conclusions.Form ulaeforfunctionsfrom loop
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integralsand QCD correction factorsaresum m arized in theAppendices.

II M inim alSU G R A m odel

M SSM containsthreegenerationsofm atter(left-handed)chiralsuper�eldsQ i(3,2,

1=6),D i (3,1,1=3)and Ui (3,2,�2=3)forquark superm ultiplets,Li (1,2,�1=2)

and E i (1,1,1) for lepton superm ultiplets,where SU(3)�SU(2)�U(1) quantum

num bers are expressed in each bracket and the su�x i= 1;2;3 is the generation

index,and two HiggsdoubletsH 1 (1,2,�1=2)and H 2 (1,2,1=2),aswellasvector

super�eldsforgaugem ultiplets. Yukawa coupling and supersym m etric Higgsm ass

term saredescribed by thesuperpotentialW M SSM as

W M SSM = f
ij

D Q
a�
i D jaH 1� + f

ij

U ���Q
a�
i UjaH

�

2 + f
ij

L �
��
E iLj�H 1� + �H 1�H

�
2 ; (2.1)

wherefD ,fU and fL areYukawa coupling constantsfordown-typequarks,up-type

quarks and leptons,respectively, the su�ces a;b;c = 1;2;3 and �;� = 1;2 are

SU(3)are SU(2)indices,respectively. ��� and ��� are antisym m etric tensorswith

�12 = �12 = 1.

Throughout the calculation hereafter,we choose the basis in the generation

spaceforthesuper�eldssuch thattheYukawacouplingconstantsforup-typequarks

fU and leptonsfL are to be diagonalatthe electroweak scale. The Yukawa term s

in (2.1)arethen written as

W Yukawa(m Z)= f̂
kj

D

�

V
y

K M

� i

k
Q iD jH 1 + f̂

ij

U Q iUjH 2 + f̂
ij

L E iLjH 1 ; (2.2)

wherethenotation \^" standsfora diagonalm atrix.Alleigenvaluesoff̂D ,f̂L and

f̂U aretaken to berealpositive.W eusethestandard param eterization in Ref.[18]�

fortheCKM m atrix VK M .

In addition to the supersym m etric Lagrangian to be derived from (2.1),the

following softSUSY breaking term sareincluded:

� Lsoft = (m 2
Q )

i
j
eqieq

yj + (m 2
D )

j

i
ed
yiedj + (m 2

U )
j

i
eu
yi
euj

� In the W olfenstein param etrization [19] the VK M is param etrized by four param eters

(�; A; �; �). The param eters � and � are written as � + i� = � (V �

ub
Vud)=(V

�

cb
Vcd) neglecting

the higherorderterm softhe Cabibbo angle� = Vus.
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+(m 2
E )

i
j
eeiee

yj + (m 2
L)

j

i
el
yielj

+� 2
1h

y

1h1 + � 2
2h

y

2h2 � (B �h1h2 + h:c:)

+
�

A
ij

D
eqi
edjh1 + A

ij

U
eqieujh2 + A

ij

L
eei
eljh1 + h:c:

�

+

�
M 1

2
eB eB +

M 2

2
fW fW +

M 3

2
eG eG + h:c:

�

: (2.3)

where eqi,
edi,eui,eei,

eli,h1 and h2 arescalarcom ponentsofQ i,D i,Ui,E i,Li,H 1 and

H 2,respectively,and
eB ,fW and eG areU(1),SU(2)and SU(3)gaugeferm ion �elds

(bino,wino and gluino),respectively.SU(2)and SU(3)su�cesareom itted in (2.3)

forsim plicity.In them inim alSUGRA m odel,SUSY isassum ed tobespontaneously

broken in the hidden sectorwhich couplesto the observable sector(M SSM in the

present case) only gravitationally,and hence universalsoft SUSY breaking term s

areinduced in theobservablesector.Here,weassum ethatthesoftSUSY breaking

param eterssatisfy thefollowing relationsattheGUT scale:

(m 2
Q )

i
j = (m 2

E )
i
j = m

2
0 �

i
j ;

(m 2
D )

j

i = (m 2
U )

j

i = (m 2
L)

j

i = m
2
0 �

j

i ;

� 2
1 = � 2

2 = m
2
0 ;

A
ij

D = f
ij

D X A X ; A
ij

L = f
ij

LX A X ; A
ij

U = f
ij

U X A X ;

M 1 = M 2 = M 3 = M gX ; (2.4)

wherethesu�x\X "standsforthevalueattheGUT scale.W ealsoassum ethatA X ,

M gX and � areallrealparam eters.Therefore,no new CP violating com plex phase

(otherthanthatinCKM m atrix)isintroduced inthepresentanalysis.Althoughtwo

physicalcom plex phasesam ong these softSUSY breaking param etersare possible

in principle,such phaseslead to a large neutron electric dipole m om entin general

and arestrongly constrained [2].

Below the GUT scale,radiative correctionsm odify allparam etersin the su-

perpotential(2.1)and the softSUSY breaking term s(2.3),aswellasthree gauge

couplingconstantsg1,g2 and g3 forU(1),SU(2)and SU(3),respectively.Theevolu-

tion oftheparam etersaredescribed by theRGEs[3,4].According to theradiative
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SU(2)� U(1)breaking scenario [11],we num erically solve the RGEsdown to the

electroweak scalem Z and evaluatethee�ectivepotentialfortheneutralHiggs�elds:

V (Higgs) = Vtree + V1-loop ;

Vtree =
�

�
2 + � 2

1

�

jh1j
2 +

�

�
2 + � 2

2

�

jh2j
2 � (B �h1h2 + h:c:)

+
g21 + g22

8

�

jh1j
2 � jh2j

2
�2

; (2.5)

where V1-loop is the one-loop correction to the e�ective potentialinduced by the

Yukawa couplings for the third generation [15]. W e have im posed that the elec-

troweak sym m etry isbroken properly and givestherelation

hh1i = vcos� ; hh2i = vsin� ; (2.6)

m
2
Z =

g22

2cos2�W
v
2
;

where�W istheW einbergangleand � istheangleforthevacuum expectation values

ofthetwo Higgs�elds.Them agnitudesof� and B in (2.5)aredeterm ined by the

condition (2.6).

New avorm ixingsin the quark{squark{gaugino and quark{squark{higgsino

couplingscom efrom diagonalizationofthequarkm assm atricesaswellasthesquark

ones.Them assm atrix forup-typesquarksisexpressed as

� L(s-up m ass) = (equ; eu
y)M 2

eu

 
eqyu
eu

!

;

= (equi; eu
yi)

0

@
(m 2

LL)
i

j
(m 2

LR )
ij

(m 2
R L)ij (m 2

R R )
j

i

1

A

 
eqyju
euj

!

;

�

m
2
LL

�i

j
=

�

M U M
y

U

�i

j
+
�

m
2
Q

�i

j
+ m

2
W cos2�

�
1

2
�
1

6
tan2�W

�

�
i
j ;

�

m
2
R R

� j

i
=

�

M
y

U M U

� j

i
+
�

m
2
U

� j

i
+ m

2
W cos2�

�
2

3
tan2�W

�

�
j

i ;

�

m
2
LR

�ij
= �M

ij

U cot� + A
ij

U vsin� ;

m
2
R L = m

2y

LR ; (2.7)
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whereM U istheup-typequark m assm atrix M
ij

U = f
ij

U vsin� and equ istheup-type

com ponentoftheSU(2)doublet eq.Notethateven ifwetakethebasisin which M U

isdiagonalized asEq.(2.2),thesquark m assm atrix M 2

eu
isnotdiagonalized sim ul-

taneously since,dueto therenorm alization e�ect,o�-diagonalelem entsareinduced

in the softSUSY breaking param eterm atrices. Squark m assbasis isobtained by

diagonalizing (2.7)with a 6�6 unitary m atrix eUU :

eu
0
I =

�
eUU

� J

I
euJ ; I = 1;2;� � � ;6 ;

euI =

(
equI for I = 1;2;3

eu
y

I�3 for I = 4;5;6
;

eU
y

U M
2T

eu
eUU = diagonal; (2.8)

where eu0I isthe m asseigenstate ofup-type squark and T standsfortransposition.

The m assbasesofdown-type squarksareobtained in the sam eway with 6�6 uni-

tary m atrices eUD .Theavorm ixingsin thequark{squark{gaugino and thequark{

squark{higgsinocouplingaredescribed bythem ixingm atrices eUU ,
eUD andtheCKM

m atrix.

B 0{B
0
and K 0{K

0
m ixingm atrix elem entsM 12(B )and M 12(K )areevaluated

with use ofthe box diagram swhich contain variousparticlesin the internalloop.

In addition to the standard m odelcontribution (W and up-type quark loops),the

following diagram scontributeto M 12(B =K )in M SSM :

1.charged Higgs{ up-typequark loopsand charged Higgs{ W { up-typequark

loops,

2.chargino { up-typesquark loops,

3.gluino { down-typesquark loops,

4.neutralino { down-type squark loops and neutralino { gluino { down-type

squark loops.

The contribution from the box diagram s involving neutralinos is estim ated to be

sm aller than the gluino contribution and is neglected in the present calculation.

Furtherm oreweneglectthecontribution from diagram swith right-handed external
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quark linessince the avorm ixing in the right-handed sectorissm allin the m ini-

m alSUGRA m odel[20]. Consequently,ourform ulae forM 12(B )are given by the

following expressions. In the standard m odeland the charged Higgscontributions

A SM (B ) and A H � (B ) we have taken the m u;c ! 0 lim it since these contributions

arenegligiblecom pared to thetop m asscontributions:

M 12(B ) =
B̂ B �B f

2
B M B

384�2

h

A SM (B )+ A H � (B )+ A �� (B )+ Aeg(B )
i

; (2.9a)

A SM (B ) =
g42

m 2
W

(V �
tdVtb)

2
F1(xt); (2.9b)

A H � (B ) =
g42

m 2
W tan2�

(V �
tdVtb)

2
x
2
t

"
1

4xH tan2�
G 1(x

H
t ;x

H
t )

+
1

2
G
0
1(xt;xt;xH )� 2G 0

0(xt;xt;xH )

�

; (2.9c)

A �� (B ) =

2X

�;�= 1

6X

I;J= 1

g22

M �2
C

��
eU
0y

U

� I

1

�

U
y
+

� 1

�
+
�
eU
00y

U

� I

1

�

U
y
+

� 2

�

�

�

��
eU
0
U

� 3

J
(U+ )

�

1
+
�
eU
00
U

� 3

J
(U+ )

�

2

�

�

��
eU
0y

U

� J

1

�

U
y
+

� 1

�
+
�
eU
00y

U

� J

1

�

U
y
+

� 2

�

�

�

��
eU
0
U

� 3

I
(U+ )

�

1
+
�
eU
00
U

� 3

I
(U+ )

�

2

�

G
0
1(x

�
I;x

�
J;x

�
�); (2.9d)

Aeg(B ) =

6X

I;J= 1

g43

M 2
3

�
eU
0y

D

� I

1

�
eU
0
D

� 3

I

�
eU
0y

D

� J

1

�
eU
0
D

� 3

J

�

�
22

9
G 1(x

eg
I;x

eg
J)+

8

9
G 0(x

eg
I;x

eg
J)

�

: (2.9e)

Here,them ixing m atrices eU 0
U;D and eU 00

U arede�ned as

�
eU
0
U;D

� j

I
�

�
eUU;D

� k

I
(VK M )

j

k
; (2.10a)

�
eU
00
U

� j

I
�

�
eUU

� k+ 3

I

m
(u)

kp
2m W sin�

(VK M )
j

k
; (2.10b)
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where m
(u)

k (k = 1;2;3)isup-type quark m ass;M �
C and U+ are the eigenvalue and

thediagonalizing m atrix ofthechargino m assm atrix M C :

U
y
� M C U+ = �

 

M 1
C 0

0 M 2
C

!

;

M C =

 

M 2

p
2m W sin�

�
p
2m W cos� ��

!

: (2.11)

The variables x’s are de�ned as xt = m 2
t=m

2
W , xH = m 2

H � =m
2
W , x

H
t = xt=xH ,

x�I = m 2

eu0
I

=M �2
C ,x�� = M

�2

C =M �2
C and x

eg
I = m 2

ed0
I

=M 2
3 with the gluino m assM 3,and

theInam i-Lim functionsF1;2,G 0;1 and G
0
0;1 arelisted in Appendix A.W eevaluate

allm assesand m ixing m atricesatthe electroweak scale neglecting the electroweak

and SUSY threshold corrections. Overallfactors B̂ B ,fB ,M B and �B are the bag

param eter,decay constant,B m eson m ass and the QCD factor below the weak

scale,respectively.W e use theone-loop form ula for�B (see Appendix B),which is

su�cientforthepresentpurpose,sinceourm ain interestistostudy theratiotothe

SM valueand hencetheoverallfactorisirrelevant.ForM 12(K ),term swith the�rst

orderofxc = m 2
c(m W )=m

2
W haveto beincluded in thestandard m odelcontribution

A SM and in thecharged Higgscontribution A H � :

M 12(K ) =
B̂ K �K f

2
K M K

384�2

h

A SM (K )+ A H � (K )+ A �� (K )+ Aeg(K )
i

;(2.12a)

A SM (K ) =
g42

m 2
W

n

(V �
cdVcs)

2
�̂1xc+ (V �

tdVts)
2
F1(xt)

+2(V �
cdVcs)(V

�
tdVts)[xcF2(xt)� �̂2xclogxc]g ; (2.12b)

A H � (K ) =
g42

m 2
W tan2�

(

(V �
tdVts)

2
x
2
t

"
1

4xH tan
2�

G 1(x
H
t ;x

H
t )

+
1

2
G
0
1(xt;xt;xH )� 2G 0

0(xt;xt;xH )

�

+2(V �
cdVcs)(V

�
tdVts)xcxt

"
1

4xH tan
2�

G 1(x
H
c ;x

H
t )

+
1

2
G
0
1(xc;xt;xH )� 2G 0

0(xc;xt;xH )

��

: (2.12c)
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SincetheQCD correction factorsforthediagram sincluding internalcharm and up

quarks are di�erent from that for the top loop,we have included the extra QCD

factors �̂1;2 in A SM (K )[21].Explicitform sof�K and �̂1;2 aregiven in Appendix B.

TheSUSY contributionsA �� (K )and Aeg(K )areobtained from theform ulaeforB 0{

B
0
m ixing (2.9d)and (2.9e)by an appropriate change ofthe avorindices. Then

the B 0{B
0
m ass splitting �M B and the CP violation param eter �K are obtained

from M 12(B )and M 12(K )as

�M B = 2jM 12(B )j; (2.13a)

�K = ei�=4
Im M 12(K )
p
2�M K

; (2.13b)

respectively. The experim ental value for the K L{K S m ass splitting is given as

�M K = 3:51 � 10�12 M eV,and we have used the experim entalresult �� K �

�2�M K in Eq.(2.13b). Note that the contributions from penguin diagram s is

om itted to derive (2.13b).In them inim alSUGRA m odel,aswellasSM ,the�K is

estim ated to bedom inated by thebox contributions.

III N um ericalresults

Following the m ethod described in Ref.[20],we investigate the three dim ensional

param eterspace fm 0;M gX ;A X g within therangesm 0;M gX < 2 TeV and jA X j<

5m 0 fora given set oftan� and CKM param eters jVusj,jVcbj,jVubj=jVcbjand �13,

where �13 is the CP violating phase in the standard param etrization [18]and is

de�ned as e�i� 13 = Vub=jVubj. Then we repeat the whole procedure varying tan�

and the CKM param eters. The top quark m ass is �xed to m t = 175 GeV at

the electroweak scale [12]. In orderto obtain the allowed region in the param eter

space,we require each calculated point to satisfy the following phenom enological

constraints[18]besidetheconditionfortheradiativeelectroweaksym m etrybreaking

scenario [11]:

1.b ! s  inclusive branching ratio. Itis known that the b ! s  branching

ratioisapproxim ately independentof�13 and givesauniqueconstrainton the

SUSY param eterspace [4,5,6].Forthe detailprocedure to puta constraint

10



on the SUSY param eterspace,see Ref.[6].The m easurem entby CLEO [13]

requires1� 10�4 < Br(b! s)< 4:2� 10�4 ;

2.Them assofany charged SUSY particleislargerthan 45 GeV;

3.Allsneutrino m assarelargerthan 41 GeV;

4.Thegluino m assislargerthan 100 GeV [16];

5.Neutralino search resultsatLEP [17],which require �(Z ! ��)< 8:4 M eV,

Br(Z ! ��0),Br(Z ! �0�0)< 2� 10�5 ,where � is the lightest neutralino

and �0isany neutralino otherthan thelightestone;

6.ThelightestSUSY particle(LSP)isneutral;

7.The condition for not having a charge or color sym m etry breaking vacuum

[22].

In thefollowing,weshow ourresultsfor�B ,�M B and �K .

III.1 �B

In Fig.1,weshow thecom plexvalueofM 12(B )for�xed tan� = 3and CKM param -

etersjVusj= 0:221,jVcbj= 0:041andjVubj=jVcbj= 0:08withfourchoicesof�13 = �=6,

�=3,�=2 and 2�=3. The axes are norm alized to the prefactorB̂ B �B f
2
B M B =384�

2

in (2.9a).Each dotshowsthe value ofM 12(B )in the m inim alSUGRA m odeland

each cross represents the SM value. W e see that allSUGRA points lie along the

lineconnecting theorigin and thecorresponding SM point,which showsthat�B in

them inim alSUGRA m odelisequalto theSM valuewith thesam eCKM param e-

ters.Thisfactisknown previously [7,8]by analyseswith theapproxim atesolutions

ofthe RGEswhere Yukawa couplings otherthan thatoftop quark are neglected.

Ournum ericalresultcon�rm sand extendsthepreviousanalyseson thispoint.W e

have also checked thattheresultisindependentoftan�.Phenom enologically,this

hasan im portantconsequence thattheCP asym m etry m easurem entsin variousB

decay m odes including B ! J= K S gives a direct inform ation on the � and �

param etersjustasin SM even ifthere are new contributionsto �M B and/or�K ;

ifthe phase in the new contributions to M 12(B ) were di�erent from the phase of

11



theSM contribution,therelation between theCP asym m etriesin B decaysand the

CKM param eterswould bem odi�ed and henceonecould notread CKM param eters

directly from them easured CP asym m etries.

III.2 � M B

Ascan beseen in Fig.1,SUSY and charged Higgscontributionsto the m agnitude

ofM 12(B ) are allconstructive in the whole allowed param eter space. W e show

the ratio of�M B in the m inim alSUGRA m odel�M B (SUGRA)to the SM value

�M B (SM )asfunctionsofthe charged Higgsm assm H � and the lighterscalartop

m assm et1
fortan� = 3 and 10 in Fig.2a { Fig.2d. �13 is�xed to �=3 and other

CKM param eters are the sam e as those in Fig.1. Each solid line in Fig.2a and

Fig.2cshowsthevaluein THDM IIwith thesam etan� and CKM param eters.For

asm alltan� = 3,m ain non-SM contributionsto�M B com efrom both thecharged

Higgsloop (2.9c)and thechargino loop (2.9d)while thegluino contribution (2.9e)

isrelatively sm all.Thetotal�M B (SUGRA)increasesby �20% oftheSM valuefor

a charged Higgsm ass<
�
300 GeV.On the otherhand,fora large tan� = 10,the

charged Higgscontribution issuppressed as� 1=tan2�.In thatcase,thedom inant

non-SM contribution com esfrom thechargino loop only.Fig.2b and Fig.2d show

thata relatively lightscalartop isnecessary fora large chargino { scalar-top loop

contribution forboth choicesoftan�.

InordertoinvestigatetheCKM param eterdependencesof�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ),

we varied the CKM param eters within the range jVubj=jVcbj = 0:08 � 0:03 and

0< �13 < �.W e�nd thatthechangeofthenon-SM partofM 12(B )norm alized to

theSM valueislessthan O (10�4 ).Com biningwith theresulton �B ,onecan seethat

thewhole(�;�)dependence ofthecom plex num berM12(B )iscom m on to theSM

and the non-SM partsand iscanceled outin the ratio �M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )

in a good accuracy.

The lower and the upper bounds ofthe ratio �M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ) in

the param eterspace fm H � ; tan�g are shown in Fig.3a and Fig.3b,respectively.

Here we �x the CKM param etersto the sam e valuesasthose in Fig.2a { Fig.2d

since theresultdoesnotdepend on thechoice oftheCKM param eters.Therange

ofthe tan� we have scanned is2<
�
tan� <

�
55. Forthe valuesoftan� sm alleror

largerthan thisrangetheYukawacouplingconstantfortop orbottom /tau blowsup

12



below the grand uni�cation scaley. W e see thatthe largestenhancem enton �M B

(�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )>
�
1:2)isrealized forsm alltan� <

�
4 and m H � <

�
400

GeV.In thisparam eterregion,arelativelylightscalartop m et1
<
�
200GeV alsoexists

and hence both charged Higgsloop and chargino and scalartop loop contribute to

�M B (SUGRA)sizably.

Letusnow considerwhatwould change ifLEP IIshould not�nd any SUSY

signal. Since the upper bound of�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ) for given tan� and

m H � isessentially determ ined by the lowerboundsforthe m assesofSUSY parti-

cles,chargino and/or scalar top,in particular,a param eter region with relatively

large�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )isexcluded ifthelowerbound oftheSUSY particle

m assesisraisedto�90GeV.Asaresult,theupperboundof�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )

shown in Fig.3b decreases considerably, while the lower bound of the charged

Higgs m ass for each tan� is also raised. On the other hand,the lower bound of

�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )shown in Fig.3aisinsensitivetothelowerbound ofthe

SUSY particle m assesbecause the bound isessentially determ ined by the require-

m entofthe radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking. Therefore,the only change

in Fig.3a after the LEP IIconstraint is that the excluded region ofthe charged

Higgsm assisextended by �50 GeV (seeRef.[6]),though thecontoursthem selves

arenotchanged m uch.

III.3 �K

Fig.4a{Fig.4d show scatterplotsoftheratioj�K (SUGRA)j=j�K (SM )j.In com pari-

son with thecorresponding�guresfor�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ),Fig.2a{Fig.2d,

respectively,we see that j�K (SUGRA)j=j�K (SM )jand �M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )

have quite sim ilar characteristics. W e �nd actually that there is a linear relation

between �M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )and j�K (SUGRA)j=j�K (SM )j,which isshown in

Fig.5.Here,CKM param etersare�xed to thesam evaluesasthosein Fig.2a with

tan� = 3.Thislinearrelation com esfrom thefactthattheSUSY contributionsto

both M 12(B )and M 12(K )aredom inated bytheboxdiagram with thescalartop and

the chargino loop,hence the enhancem ent factoriscom m on. The sm alldeviation

y Precisely speaking,ourcalculation doesnotapply forvery large tan� � 55 where the large

bottom Yukawa coupling constantinduces the new operatorsinvolving the right-handed bottom

quark.
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of
� M B (SU G R A )=� M B (SM )

j�K (SU G R A )j=j�K (SM )j
from unity seen in Fig.5 isdue to the contributions from

charm quark.In fact,wehavechecked thattheenhancem entfactorsfor�M B and

�K coincide with each otherifweneglectthecharm quark contributionsto �K (see

(2.12b)and (2.12c)).Thisfactispreviously noticed in Ref.[8],in which asim pli�ed

form ofsquarkm assm atricesisassum edz.W ehavenum erically con�rm ed thispoint

in them inim alSUGRA m odel.

IV C onclusions

In thispaperwehavem adean extensive analysison B 0{B
0
m ixing and �K param -

eterin the m inim alSUGRA m odel. W e have found thatthe presentexperim ental

constraintsincluding therecentm easurem entofb! s branching ratio stillallows

for+20% deviation from the SM ofboth �M B and j�K j. W e also found thatthe

enhancem ent factors for �M B and j�K jhave a strong correlation. W e have seen

thatthedependenceofthe�M B from theSUSY contributionson theCKM m atrix

elem entisthesam easthatoftheSM in avery good accuracy sothattheratiodoes

notdepend on � and �.

Let us discuss im plications ofthese results to constrain the SUSY param e-

ter space. Since the e�ect ofthe new particles is at m ost 20�30% ,the present

constraintsfrom �M B and �K are notvery strong. Thisisbecause the CKM pa-

ram eters(�;�)arenotdeterm ined precisely from theotherm easurem ents.Sincewe

donotassum etheSM ,theonly availableinform ation on (�;�)isgiven by them ea-

surem entofjVubj=jVcbjwhich correspondsto
p
�2 + �2 = 0:36� 0:14.Thesituation,

however,willchangewhen theCKM param etersarem oreprecisely determ ined from

them easurem entsoftheCP asym m etry in B decaysatthefutureB -factories.Since

the phase ofthe B 0{B
0
m ixing am plitude in the m inim alSUGRA isthe sam e as

thatin theSM ,theCP asym m etriesin B -decayssuch asB ! J= K S aredirectly

related totheCKM param etersjustasin theSM case.Therefore,itwillbepossible

to extract 10�20% e�ects from the new particles after the CKM param eters are

determ ined with enough precision in thefuture.Itisthusim portanttom easureCP

violating asym m etriesin variousm odesofB decay,notjustin B ! J= K S m ode,

and to reducetheam biguitieson thehadron m atrix elem entsfB ,B̂ B and B̂ K from

z The ratio � M B (SUG RA)=� M B (SM )correspondsto the param eterR in Ref.[8].
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theoreticaland/or experim entalim provem ents. It is interesting to note that the

param eterregion in the tan� { m H � space which hasthe largestenhancem entsin

�M B and �K correspondstorelativelysm allvaluesoftan� and m H � ,i.e.tan� <
�
10

and m H � <
�
300 GeV.Thisregion roughly coincideswith the param eterregion in

which theHiggssearch m ightbedi�cultattheLHC experim ents[23]iftheLEP II

experim entsfailto �nd any signaloftheHiggsboson.Itm ay bepossible,however,

thatthe B -factory experim ents will�nd whether thisparam eter region is favored

ornotbeforetheLHC experim entsstart.
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A ppendix A Functions from loop integrals

The Inam i-Lim functions used in Eqs.(2.9b){(2.9e)and Eqs.(2.12b),(2.12c)are

thefollowing:

F1(x) =
1

(x� 1)2

(
3x3

2(x � 1)
logx + x�

11

4
x
2 +

1

4
x
3

)

; (A.1)

F2(x) = logx �
3x

4(x � 1)

�
x

x� 1
logx � 1

�

; (A.2)

G 0(x;y) =
1

x� y

(
x

(x � 1)2
logx�

1

x � 1
� (x $ y)

)

; (A.3)

G 1(x;y) =
1

x� y

(
x2

(x � 1)2
logx�

1

x � 1
� (x $ y)

)

; (A.4)

G
0
0(x;y;z) =

1

x� y

(
1

x � z

"
x

(x � 1)
logx �

z

(z� 1)
logz

#

� (x $ y)

)

;(A.5)

G
0
1(x;y;z) =

1

x� y

(
1

x � z

"
x2

(x � 1)
logx �

z2

(z� 1)
logz

#

� (x $ y)

)

:(A.6)
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A ppendix B Q C D factors

W eusethefollowing form ulaefortheQCD factors�B ,�K and �̂1;2 in (2.9a),(2.12a)

and (2.12b),respectively,which are obtained with one-loop calculations [21]. W e

haveneglected thethreshold correctionsneartheelectroweak scale:

�B = �s(m W )
6=23

; (B.1)

�K = �s(m c)
6=27

 
�s(m b)

�s(m c)

! 6=25  
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! 6=23

; (B.2)

�̂1 =
3

2

 
�s(m b)

�s(m c)

! �18=25  
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! �18=23

�

 
�s(m b)

�s(m c)

! �36=25  
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! �36=23

+
1

2

 
�s(m b)

�s(m c)

! �54=25  
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! �54=23

; (B.3)

�̂2 =
2�

�s(m W )logxc

8
<

:

9

7

 
�s(m b)

�s(m c)

! 7=25  
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! 5=23

+
35

18

 
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! 5=23

+
6

11

 
�s(m b)

�s(m c)

! �11=25  
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! �13=23

�
12

143

 
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! �13=23

�
3

29

 
�s(m b)

�s(m c)

! �29=25  
�s(m W )

�s(m b)

! �31=23

+
6

899

 
�s(m W )

�s(m b)
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�
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9
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Figure C aptions

FIG .1 M 12(B ) norm alized to B̂ B �B f
2
B M B =384�

2 for �13 = �=6, �=3, �=2 and

2�=3 with �xed m t = 175 GeV,tan� = 3,jVusj= 0:221,jVcbj= 0:041 and

jVubj=jVcbj= 0:08.Thecrossrepresentsthestandard m odelvalue.

FIG .2a Ratioof�M B in them inim alSUGRA m odeltothestandard m odelvalue

asa function ofthecharged Higgsm asswith �xed m t = 175 GeV,tan� = 3,

jVusj= 0:221,jVcbj= 0:041,jVubj=jVcbj= 0:08 and �13 = �=3. The solid line

showsthevaluein THDM II.

FIG .2b Ratioof�M B in them inim alSUGRA m odeltothestandard m odelvalue

asa function ofthelighterscalartop m asswith thesam eparam etersasthose

in Fig.2a.

FIG .2c Sam easFig.2a fortan� = 10.

FIG .2d Sam easFig.2b fortan� = 10.

FIG .3a Contourplotforthem inim alvalueof�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )onm H � {

tan� plane. Each num berattached to each contourline representsthe value

of�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ).

FIG .3b Contour plot for the m axim al value of �M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ) on

m H � {tan� plane. Each num berattached to each contourline representsthe

valueof�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ).

FIG .4a Ratio ofj�K jin them inim alSUGRA m odelto thestandard m odelvalue

asa function ofthecharged Higgsm asswith thesam eparam etersasthosein

Fig.2a.

FIG .4b Ratio ofj�K jin them inim alSUGRA m odelto thestandard m odelvalue

asa function ofthelighterscalartop m asswith thesam eparam etersasthose

in Fig.2a.

FIG .4c Sam easFig.4a fortan� = 10.

FIG .4d Sam easFig.4b fortan� = 10.
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FIG .5 Correlation between the enhancem ent factors �M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )

and j�K (SUGRA)j=j�K (SM )j.Param etersare�xed tothesam evaluesasthose

in Fig.2a.
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Figures

FIG.1:M 12(B )norm alized to B̂ B �B f
2
B M B =384�

2 for�13 = �=6,�=3,�=2 and 2�=3

with �xed m t = 175 GeV,tan� = 3,jVusj= 0:221,jVcbj= 0:041 and jVubj=jVcbj=

0:08.Thecrossrepresentsthestandard m odelvalue.

FIG.2a:Ratio of�M B in them inim alSUGRA m odelto thestandard m odelvalue

as a function ofthe charged Higgs m ass with �xed m t = 175 GeV,tan� = 3,

jVusj= 0:221,jVcbj= 0:041,jVubj=jVcbj= 0:08 and �13 = �=3. The solid line shows

thevaluein THDM II.

FIG.2b:Ratio of�M B in them inim alSUGRA m odelto thestandard m odelvalue

asa function ofthe lighterscalartop m asswith the sam e param etersasthose in

Fig.2a.

FIG.2c:Sam easFig.2a fortan� = 10.
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FIG.2d:Sam easFig.2b fortan� = 10.

FIG.3a:Contourplotforthem inim alvalueof�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )on m H � {

tan� plane. Each num ber attached to each contour line represents the value of

�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ).

FIG.3b: Contour plot for the m axim alvalue of �M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ) on

m H � {tan� plane.Each num berattached to each contourline representsthe value

of�M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM ).

FIG.4a:Ratioofj�K jin them inim alSUGRA m odeltothestandard m odelvalueas

a function ofthecharged Higgsm asswith thesam eparam etersasthosein Fig.2a.

FIG.4b:Ratio ofj�K jin them inim alSUGRA m odelto the standard m odelvalue

asa function ofthe lighterscalartop m asswith the sam e param etersasthose in

Fig.2a.

FIG.4c:Sam easFig.4a fortan� = 10.

FIG.4d:Sam easFig.4b fortan� = 10.
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FIG.5: Correlation between the enhancem ent factors �M B (SUGRA)=�M B (SM )

and j�K (SUGRA)j=j�K (SM )j. Param eters are �xed to the sam e valuesasthose in

Fig.2a.
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