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Abstract

W e com pare the branching ratios for b ! s and � ! e in term s ofcon-

straining the param eter space in supersym m etric SO (10) grand uni�cation

m odelswheresupersym m etry isbroken softly nearthePlanck scaleby gener-

ationally sym m etricoperators.W eobservetwo generalcases.O newith sm all

tan� = 2 and theotheronewith largetan� having third generation Yukawa

coupling uni�cation atthe G UT scale.

W e show that for sm alltan� the branching ratio constraints allow only

a sm allerregion ofparam eterspace for� > 0 com pared to � < 0 forgluino

m ass<� 500 G eV.W ith large tan�,we �nd acceptable regionsofparam eter

space with j�j<� 1 TeV only for � < 0. The dom inant constraint on large

tan� with � > 0 param eterspaceisfound to begiven by theb! s branch-

ing ratio, while for large tan� with � < 0 it is found to be given by the

� ! e branching ratio. In m any ofthese acceptable regions,we �nd that

the� ! e branching ratio ispredicted to bewithin oneorderofm agnitude
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ofitscurrentexperim entalbound. W e also show thatthe usually neglected

gluino m ediated diagram s in b ! s can not be ignored in som e regions of

param eterspace,especially forlarge tan� scenarioswhen the gluino m assis

nearitslowerexperim entalbound.
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Recently it has been dem onstrated [1{4]that supersym m etric grand uni�ed theories

(GUTs) with soft supersym m etry (SUSY) breaking term s which are generated near the

Planck scalecan predictlepton avorviolating processeswith highly signi�cantrates.Due

to the present experim entallim its,this is shown to be especially true for � ! e. The

� ! e decay hasbeen studied forboth SO(10)and SU(5)grand uni�cation. Itisfound

that SO(10) grand uni�cation [5]predicts the greater rates ofthe two as a result ofits

unifying all�elds ofa particular generation into one m ultiplet [2]. The decay has been

studied forboth sm all[1,2]and large tan� [4],and found in both casesto som etim esrule

out param eter space and som etim es predict rates only one or two orders of m agnitude

beneath the current experim entallim it. In this paper,we exam ine regions ofparam eter

space forwhich the � ! e branching ratio hasinteresting valuesby which itcould be a

signalforsupersym m etric grand uni�cation,and testto see ifthoseregionsarereduced by

consideration ofthequark avorviolating processb! s.Ithasalso recently been shown

[6]in thecaseofsm alltan� SU(5)grand uni�cation thatwith thepresentaccuracy in the

determ ination oftheb! s branching ratio,onecan notneglectthee�ectsofrunning the

softSUSY breakingparam etersabovetheGUT breakingscaleand should includethegluino

m ediated deacy am plitudewhen thegluinom assisnotparticuarly large.Thiswillbefound

to be true with SO(10) grand uni�cation as well,and especially true for the large tan�

casewheresom etim esthegluino m ediated am plitudecan beeven largerthan thestandard

m odel(SM )am plitude. W e willalso �nd thatapplying the constraints from both decays

sim ultaneously,asm ustbedone,lim itsavailableparam eterspacem uch m oreseverely than

oneofthetwo constraintsalonewould.W ewillbeprim arilly interested in regionsforwhich

the m agnitude of�,the coe�cient ofthe Higgs superpotentailinteraction �H 1H 2,is <� 1

TeV,so asto avoid m odelsrequiring a �netuning oftheirparam eters[7].

The prediction ofsigni�cant rates for lepton avor decay processes and the increased

im portanceofthegluino m ediated b! s decay am plitudearetheresultofthefactthatin

GUTsthetop isuni�ed with otherthird generation �eldswhich then also feeltheradiative

e�ectsoftherelatively largetop Yukawa coupling.Ifa universalsoftsupersym m etry break-
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ing condition exists ata scale M X > M G ,then the radiative corrections in the m asses of

these third generation �elds’softSUSY breaking scalarm assesare m anifestaslnM X =M G

[8]ratherthan suppressed aspowersof1=M G ,whereM G istheGUT breaking scale.Renor-

m alization causesthesoftSUSY breaking m assesforthe�eldsuni�ed with thetop �eldsto

becom elighterthan theothertwo generationsofthose�elds,and leadsto a suppression of

theGIM m echanism in processesm ediated by these scalar�elds.Thedegree to which this

occursdepends,ofcourse,on the size ofthe top Yukawa coupling and M X i.e. the larger

valuesthesehavethegreaterthesuppression oftheGIM m echanism is.To understand the

subtlepointsofthesee�ectsand how they lead toa substancialenhancem entofthe� ! e

branching ratio in the case ofSO(10)over the case ofSU(5) grand uni�cation,one m ust

exam inetheavorchangingam plitudesin theinteraction basisasdiscussed in detailin Ref.

[2].W ewilltakeM X = 2:4� 1018 GeV through outthispaper.AbovetheGUT scalewewill

usetheoneloop renorm alization group equations(RGEs)asforexam pleappearin Ref.[2],

although weuse theconvention gaugino m assM ! �M in theRGEsofthatreference for

thetri-linearscalarsoftbreaking SUSY term sA i so asto beconsistentwith theconvention

we willuse for our s-particle m ass m atrices [9]. W e willtake the SO(10) gauge coupling

beta function to be bG = �3 asan ad hocchoice since ourcalculation isnotvery sensitive

to itsvalueand wedo notknow thecom plete�eld contentoftheGUT m odel.W ewillalso

use �s(M Z)= 0:121 and M G = 2� 1016 GeV with the M G scale coupling �G = 1=23:9.W e

willcalculatetheparam eter� atthetreelevel.

Below theGUT scalewewillusetheoneloop RGEsin m atrixform in the3� 3generation

space fortheYukawa couplingsand softSUSY breaking param etersasfound in Ref.[9,10]

ratherthan justrunning theeigenvaluesofthesem atricesasisoften done.Although doing

thisdoesnotprovideany new inform ation when tan� = 2,when tan� islargeitallowsone

to know the relative rotation ofsquarksto quarksand sleptonsto leptons. W hen tan� is

sm all,one can diagonalize both the 3� 3 up Yukawa m atrix �U and allofthe softSUSY

breaking m assm atricesatthescaleM X oftheuniversalboundary condition,and they will

then alwaysrem ain diagonal.In thiscase,forexam ple,them ixing between a down squark
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softbreaking m assm atrix and thedown quark m assbasisisdeterm ined by theKM m atrix,

which diagonalizes�D when in thebasiswhere�U isdiagonal.On thecontrary when tan�

islarge,both the top and bottom Yukawa couplings are large and have im portante�ects

in the RGEs. Hence,ifone choosesthe softbreaking m assm atricesto be diagonalatthe

scale M X they willno longerbe diagonalatthe weak scale since both �U and �D can not

bediagonalized sim ultaneously.

TheSM expression fortheb! s am plitudehasbeen derived in Refs.[11,12],and the

expressionsforthe additionalM SSM am plitudeshave been derived in Refs.[10,13,14].W e

willuse the expressions given in Ref.[10]because those expressions use the squark m ass

eigenstate basisderived from the full6� 6 m assm atrices,aswillbe discussed below,and

autom atically incorporatesm ixing between \right-handed" down squarksand right-handed

down quarksasisinevitable with eitherlarge tan� orSO(10)grand uni�cation. W e will

includetheW -boson,charged Higgs,chargino,and gluinom ediated am plitudes,howeverwe

willneglectthe neutralino m ediated am plitude since we �nd thisto be inconsequentialin

allviableregionsofparam eterspace.Thecalculation isperform ed in thebasiswhere�D is

diagonalattheweak scale.In term softhem asseigenstatesqand currenteigenstatesq0 for

quarks,weuse dL;R = d0L;R and uL;R = V u0L;RV
T
R ,where V istheKM m atrix and VR isthe

analogousm ixing m atrix fortherelativeright-handed rotation between d and u.In theSM

VR isnotofany physicalsigni�gance,howeverhereitwille�ectthechargino-quark-squark

vertex.

Neglectingtheam plitudeforbL ! sR ,theleading-orderQCD corrected branchingratio

B forb! s isgiven by

B (b! s) =
�(b! s)

�(b! ce��)
B (b! ce��); (1)

where B (b! ce��) = 0:107 is the experim entally determ ined value, and �(b! ce��) =

G 2
F m

5
B =192�

3jVcbj
2
g(m c=m b) with g(m c=m b) being the phase space factor and m c=m b =

0:316.Theinclusive width fortheb! s isgiven by

�(b! s) =
m 5

b

16�
jc7(m b)j

2
(2)
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TheQCD corrected am plitudec7(m b)isgiven as

c7(m b)= �
16=23

�

c7(M W )�
8

3
c8(M W )

h

1� �
�2=23

i�

+

8X

i= 1

ai�
bi; (3)

with ai and bi being given in ref.[15],� = �s(M W )=�s(m b),forwhich wewilluse� = 0:548.

The present experim entally accepted range forthis branching ratio is(1� 4:2)� 10�4 [16]

at the 95% C.L.. The term s c7(M W ) and c8(M W ) are respectively A ,the am plitude for

bR ! sL evaluated atthescaleM W anddivided bytheb-m assm b and A g,theam plitudefor

bR ! sLg also given in Ref.[10]divided by thefactorm b

q

�s=�.The e�ective interactions

forb! s and b! sg aregiven by

Le� =
m b

2
(A s�

��
PRbF�� + A gs�

��
PRbG ��)+ h:c:: (4)

In calculating c7(M W )and c8(M W ),we willuse the conventionalapproxim ation oftaking

the com plete M SSM to be the correcte�ective �eld theory allthe way from the scale M G

down to M W ,and henceignorethreshold corrections.

W eacknowledgethatsinceweareworkingwithSO(10)granduni�cationwithM X > M G ,

thattherewillnecesarilly bea gluino m ediated contribution to bL ! sR ,howeverwe �nd

thiscontribution to notbe ofm uch signi�gance in any ofthe scenarioswhich we consider.

Thisisdispitethefactthatthegluinom ediated contribution tobR ! sL isoften im portant.

Threem ajordi�erencesexistbetween thesetwocontributionstothebranchingratio.Firstof

all,thethegluino m ediated bL ! sR  contribution doesnothavean interferenceterm with

an appreciable SM am plitude orany otherappreciable M SSM am plitude. Secondly,even

though the~g� ~bR � sR and the~g� ~bL � sL vertexeshavethesam em ixinganglesattheGUT

scale due to the sym m etric natureofthe 10-dim ensionalHiggs,the \right-handed" m ixing

angleissm allerthan the\left-handed" m ixing angleattheweak scale.To understand this

onecan observethecaseofsm alltan�,wherethe~g� ~bR � sR vertex’sm ixing angleisgiven

by jVts(M G )j� 0:03 since right-handed quark m ixing anglesV R
ts essentially do notrun in

theM SSM :

16�2
dln

�
�
�VRts

�
�
�

dt
= �2�2t

�s

�b
� 2�2b

�c

�t
; (5)
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ascan be surm ised from Ref.[17],while the ~g� ~bL � sL vertex’sm ixing angle isgiven by

jVts(M W )j> jVts(M G )j. In factforsm alltan� ifone uses1� V �
tbVtb � 0,the ratio ofthe

two gluino m ediated am plitudesm ay beestim ated asfollows:

�
�
�
�

A L! R

A R ! L

�
�
�
� �

�
�
�
�
�
�

V R
ts (M W )

Vts(M W )
�
G 2

�
~bL;~bR

�

� G 2

�
~bL;~dR

�

G 2

�
~bR ;~bL

�

� G 2

�

;~bR ~dL

�

�
�
�
�
�
�
; (6)

wherethefunctionsG 2(x1;x2;)aregiven in Ref.[2]and used forthecaseofgluinom ediated

decay in Ref.[6]. Thirdly,even though ~bR and ~bL have the sam e m assterm satthe GUT

scale,thisisnottrueattheweak scale.W ith low tan�,~bL’sm assisdriven lowerthan that

of ~bR .Although theoppositeistrueforlargetan�,therethem ixing anglefor~g� ~bR � sR is

furthersuppressed,duein partto thenatureoftheboundary condition atM G .In noneof

the exam plesthatwe look atdo we �nd jA L! R =A R ! Ljto be greaterthan about0:65,and

furtherin the regionswhere A L! R=A R ! L isgreaterthan 0:5 the param eterspace isruled

outby eitherthe� ! e ortheb! s branching ratio being too large.On theotherhand,

we�nd thecontribution to thebranching ratio of� ! e from thewidthsof�L ! eR  and

�R ! eL to bevirtually thesam e[2].

Using notation analagousto thatused forb! s in Ref.[10],we now give the expres-

sionswe use to calculate the � ! e branching ratio. � ! e hasthe following e�ective

Lagrangian:

Le� =
m �

2
(A 1e�

��
PR �F�� + A 2e�

��
PL�F��)+ h:c:; (7)

wherewehaveincluded helicities.A 1 and A 2 aregiven by

A 1 = �
�
p
�

2cos2�W
p
�

4X

j= 1

6X

k= 1

1

M 2
~lk

� (8)

��p
2G

jk�

0lL

� �p
2G

�jke

0lL

�

F2

�

x ~�0
j
~lk

�

�

�p
2G

jk�

0lR � H
jk�

0lL

� �p
2G

�jke

0lL

� m ~�0
j

m �

F4

�

x ~
�0
j
~lk

�)

A 2 = �
�
p
�

2cos2�W
p
�

4X

j= 1

6X

k= 1

1

M 2
~lk

�

��p
2G

jk�

0lR

� �p
2G

�jke

0lR

�

F2

�

x ~�0
j
~lk

�

�
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�p
2G

jk�

0lL + H
jk�

0lR

� �p
2G

�jke

0lR

� m ~
�0
j

m �

F4

�

x ~
�0
j
~lk

�)

where the convention xab = m 2
a=m

2
b hasbeen adopted and M ~lk

are the slepton m asseigen-

states.ThefunctionsF2(x)and F4(x)aregiven in Ref.[10]and

G
jki

0lL = �1=2[Zj1 + cot�W Z
�
j2]�

ki
lL (9)

G
jki

0lR = �Zj1�
ki
lR

H
jki

0lL = Zj3

�

�lL Ŷl

�ki

H
jki

0lR = Zj3

�

�lR Ŷl

�ki
;

where Ŷl � diag(�e;��;��)=(g
0), Z is the 4 � 4 neutralino m ixing m atrix on the

�
~B ; ~W 3;

~H 0
1;

~H 0
2

�

basis,the factthe 4� 4 neutralino m assm atrix can have negative eigen-

values m ust be taken into account [19],and ~lL;R = �
y

lL;R
~l. As explained in Ref.[10],the

term sproportionalto the function F2 are sm allcom pared to the term sproportionalto F4

in SO(10)grand uni�cation. Forsm alltan�,the term sproportionalto F2 provide about

a 5-percentcorrection to thebranching ratio.Asonewould expect,when tan� islargewe

�nd very little di�erence between the branching ratiospredicted forthe two possible signs

of�. The Higgsino-gaugino m ediated term s are also found to provide a sm allcorrection,

about5-percent,when tan� islarge.Thewidth isthen given by:

�(� ! e)=
m 5

�

16�2

�

jA 1j
2
+ jA 2j

2
�

: (10)

Theexperim entalupperlim iton the� ! e branching ratio is4:9� 10�11 atthe90 % C.L.

[18].

The 6� 6 slepton orsquark m assm atrix can be written in the 3� 3 form shaving the

subm atricesM LL,M LR and M 2
R R asfollows:

0

B
B
@

M lLM
y

lL M 2
lLR

M
2y

lLR M
y

lR M lR

1

C
C
A : (11)
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Ata scaleM 2
X nearthePlanck scale,the3� 3 blocksacquiretheform :

M lLM
y

lL = m
2
01;M

y

lR M lR = m
2
01;M

2
lLR = 0; (12)

where we have taken the M X scale tri-linearsoftSUSY breaking scalar coupling A 0 = 0.

Forsim plicity,we willtake A 0 = 0 in allofthe casesthatwe consider. These 3� 3 m ass

m atricesm ustberun down to theweak scalewhereonem ustadd them assterm sthatarise

from weak scale gauge sym m etry breaking including the weak scale D term s. The weak

scale softSUSY breaking 3� 3 m assm atricesm ay be expressed in term softhe universal

softbreaking param eters.Hence,theweak scale3� 3 m atricesm ay bewritten as:

�

M lLM
y

lL

�

ij
= aijM

2
10 + bijm

2
0 +

�

M lM
y

l

�

ij
+ (13)

M
2
Z cos2�

�
1

2
� sin2�W

�

�ij;

�

M
2
lLR

�

ij
= (cijM 10 + � tan�)(M l)ij ;

�

M
y

lR M lR

�

ij
= dijM

2
10 + eijm

2
0 +

�

M lM
y

l

�

ij
+

M
2
Z cos2�

�

�1sin2�W

�

�ij;

where M 10 isthe gaugino m assatthe M G scale and the dim ensionless coe�cients are de-

term ined by the num ericalsolutionsofthe RGEs[10]. W e can write the up and the down

squark sectorsin thesam e6� 6 m atrix form with the3� 3 blockslooking likethoseshown

above.

Sinceweareworking with theSO(10)uni�cation group,theaboveequationsforthelow

energy m ass m atrices m ay be m odi�ed by additionalD-term swhich are generated atthe

GUT breaking scale M G . A D-term contribution m ay appearwhen the rank ofthe group

is reduced due to the gauge sym m etry breaking [20{22]. In the case ofSO(10) breaking

to the SM gaugegroup,therank isreduced by oneand thebroken generatorsconstitute a

U(1)subgroup. In thiscase,the D term contribution can be described by one additional

by param eter,which we willrefer to as m 2
D . The scalar m asses get m odi�ed [4]at the

uni�cation scaleasfollows:
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m
2
H 1;H 2

= m
2
10 +

8
>><

>>:

2

�2

9
>>=

>>;

m
2
D ; (14)

m
2
Q ;U;E ;D ;L = m

2
16 +

8
>>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

1

1

1

�3

�3

9
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>=

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>;

m
2
D : (15)

These additionalterm slead to an additionalterm proportionalto m 2
D in the expansion of

each 3� 3 squark orslepton m assm atricesM LM
y

L orM
y

R M R atthe low scale. One m ust

rem em berthatwhen X Y �
P

iYim
2
i 6= 0 attheM G scale onem ustadd an additionalterm

to the soft breaking scalar m ass RGEs which scales in a sim ple fashion (see Ref.[4]). In

SO(10)m odels,X Y (M G )= M 2
H 2
(M G )� M 2

H 1
(M G ).

In largetan� sceneriosdueto thee�ectofthebottom Yukawa coupling now being large

as wellas the top Yukawa coupling,it is very di�cult to m ake (m 2
H 2

+ �2) negative so

asto break the electroweak sym m etry and yetkeep the pseudoscalar m ass-squared m 2
A =

m 2
H 1
+ m 2

H 2
+ 2�2 positive,howevertheintroduction oftheadditionalGUT scaleD-term scan

solvethatproblem .Therequirem enttokeep thepsuedoscalarm ass-squared positivegivesa

lowerbound on thepossiblesizeofm 2
D fora choiceofalloftheotherparam eters.An upper

bound isim posed on m 2
D through therequirem entthatallofthedown squark and slepton

m ass eigenstates rem ain positive. For sm alltan� since only the top Yukawa coupling is

large,wedo nothavetheabovem entioned problem .In thiscase,thelowerbound on m 2
D is

0.Forsim plicity and because thepresence ofa nonzero m 2
D raisesthe value ofj�j,we will

take m 2
D = 0 fortan� = 2,butwe willinvoke the param eterin the fullallowed range for

largetan�.

In the high tan� cases, we assum e the com plete uni�cation ofthe third generation

Yukawa couplings. This m eans thatboth M SSM Higgsdoublets com e from the sam e 10-

dim ensionalrepresentation Higgs�eld.Thiswould seem to indicatethatalloftheYukawa

10



coupling m atricesareidenticalattheGUT scale,which can notproducea realisticferm ion

m assspectrum and quark m ixing param etersatthelow scale.Howeverifoneassum esthat

only the (3;3)entries ofthe Yukawa m atrices are direct couplings to the low m ass Higgs

�eld and theothercouplingsarisefrom non-renorm alizableoperatorsinvolving superheavy

�elds,then itispossible. M axim ally predictive Yukawa textures have been developed for

thiscasewhich useonly fouroperatorsareasfollows[23]:

�
i=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 �ziCi 0

zi;Ci yiE e
i� �xiB

0 xiB A

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (16)

wherexi;yi;ziand �xi;�yi;�ziareClebsch factors.Todeterm inethefourm agnitudes,thephase,

and tan�,one should use the six best determ ined low energy param eters as discussed in

Ref.[23]. From this reference,we choose to use for our exam ple the ansatz which is its

M odel6,which appearsto givethem ostcom fortable�tto thelow energy data am ongstits

m odels.W ith thatansatzwewilllook attwoscenarioscorrespondingtotwodi�erentvalues

ofA � �t(M G ). In the �rstexam ple,case (i),A = 1 and tan� = 57:15 and thisgivesus

thepolem assm t = 182 GeV and therunning m assm b = 4:43 GeV.In thesecond exam ple,

case(ii),A = 1:18 and tan� = 58:86 and thisgivesusthepolem assm t = 184 GeV and the

runningm assm b = 4:35GeV.In runningthesinglethird generation YukawacouplingA and

softSUSY breaking param etersbetween M X and M G ,wem akethesim plifying assum ption

that�t istheonly largeYukawa coupling in theGUT scalem odel,and thathencethesoft

breaking m atricesrem ain diagonalasonerunsthem down from M X to M G .

W e also assum e forlow tan� that�t is the only large tri-linear coupling in the GUT

scalesuperpotential,and atthescaleM G wetake�U and thescalarm atricestobediagonal,

and take�D = �E = V ��D
diag

V y with allparam etersevaluated atM G .W ealsoalwaystake

the tri-linear soft breaking param eter m atrices A U ;D ;E(M G ) to be diagonal,and take the

tri-linearcouplingsto be given by the sym m etric com bination fA U ;D ;E;�U ;D ;Eg=2 atM G .

(SeeRef.[2])In thelow tan� scenarioaswellasin both ofthelargetan� exam ples,ourKM

m atrix is typically described by the following fourparam eters: jVusj= 0:22,jVcbj= 0:44,
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jVub=Vcbj= 0:7,and theJarlskog CP violation param eter2:8� 10�5 .Thisprovidestheratio,

jV �
tsVtb=Vcbj

2
= 0:96,relevantto theb! s branching ratio.

Now beginning with low tan� = 2,we willdiscussthe results. W e use �t(M G )= 1:25,

which givesthetop quark thepolem assm t= 176 GeV.W eforego theM G scaleconstraint

m b = m � and give the b-quark a M S running m ass of4:35 GeV.W e display the � ! e

rate as log10(B =4:9� 10�11 ). W e plot both branching ratios as functions ofthe M X scale

param eter m 0 for �xed values ofthe M G scale gaugino m ass M 10,and also as a function

ofM 10 for �xed values ofm 0,in the Figs 1 and 2. The signi�gance ofM 10 for the weak

scalegaugino m assesisthatthegauginom assM i= �iM 10=�G .Asfortheotherparam eter,

the universalsoftSUSY breaking scalarm ass m 0 isclose to the low scale \right-handed"

s-electron m ass,and di�ersfrom itonly by therenorm alization e�ectsofGUT scalegaugino

loopsand bino loopsbelow theGUT scale.

Fornegative valuesof� (Fig.1),� ! e (Figs1b.and 1e)rulesoutthe sm allervalues

ofthe gaugino m asses although they are allowed by the b ! s branching ratio (Figs1a,

1d). Forany value ofm 0,M 10 needsto be around 100 GeV forthe allowed regions. Also

largevaluesofgaugino m assesand m 0 tend to increasetheam ountof�ne-tuning needed in

them odel,and invite largervaluesofj�j.W enotethat,roughly j�j’ 500 GeV when M 10

is’ 240 GeV.W e also plot,rA g
� jA ~g=A SM j,the absolute value ofthe ratio ofthe gluino

m ediated contribution to the bR ! sL am plitude to the SM am plitude,and �nd thatin

theregionsallowed by both decaysitcould beaslargeas10% .Forexam plewhen m 0=700

GeV and M 10=130 GeV,the ratio is about 0.09. One also observes that,in the � ! e

plottherearetwo allowed regionsofm 0 foreach valueofM 10.Forexam plewhen M 10=225

GeV,we�nd thatvaluesofm 0 between 0-200 GeV aswellasvaluesgreaterthan 600 GeV

areallowed.

Forpositive values of�,the lower values ofthe gaugino m asses are disfavored by the

b! s branchingratio(Figs2a,2d).Thebranchingratioreducestom oreacceptablevalues

athighervaluesofgaugino and scalarm asses. Forvaluesofj�j< 800 GeV,one also �nds

thatthe gluino diagram isneverfound to contribute m ore than 13% than thatofthe SM
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am plitude.The� ! e branching ratio plots(Figs2b.and 2e)havetwo regionsofallowed

m 0 values for a particular value ofM 10. For exam ple when M 10=150 GeV,we �nd that

valuesofm 0 between 0-160 GeV and also valuesgreaterthan 450 GeV areallowed.

Now we look atthe resultsforthe two previously m entioned high tan� cases: case (i)

with A = 1,and case(ii)with A = 1:18.Forneithercasedo we �nd param eterspace with

acceptable values ofthe b ! s rate forpositive � <
� 1 TeV.In fact,roughly � needs to

be atleast 1300 GeV to �nd an acceptable rate. Forthis reason,we only show plots for

thecaseswith negativevaluesof�,wherewe�nd thepredom inantconstraintto com efrom

the � ! e rate.W hen tan� islarge ,the valuesobtained forthe � ! e branching ratio

and r� jA ~g=A SM jasa function ofj�jwhen � > 0 arevirtually identicalto thoseobtained

when � < 0.The plotswe show areparam etric plotswith the param eterm 2
D varying over

itsallowed range. Aspreviously stated,we have chosen to use M odel6 ofRef.[23]. Ifwe

had chosen a di�erent m odelofthe type given in that reference,the am ount ofleptonic

avorviolation would di�erin a predictableway,asdiscussed in Ref.[4].In particular,the

� ! e branching ratio isfound to beproportionalto (�L�R =3)
2
,where�L � �xe=(�xd � �xu)

and �R � xe=(�xd � �xu). In M odel6,(�L�R=3)
2
= 0:36,however in allnine m odels the

factorrangesfrom 0.1to10.Hence,in ourplotsoflog10(B R(� ! e)=4:9� 10�11 )although

thevalueofthisfunction being0correspondstotheexperim entallim itin them odelweuse,

forallninem odelstheexperim entallim iton ourplotscould correspond to valuesaslow as

�0:56 orashigh as1:44.

In Fig. 3a we plotthe b ! s branching ratio asa function of� with m 0=1000 GeV

forcase (i). The curves are fordi�erent valuesofM 10. In Fig 3b,one notesthatvalues

ofM 10 greater than 145 GeV are disfavored by � ! e rate though they are allowed by

the b! s rate. To �nd the interesting regionsforthe signalof� ! e,we need to look

forthe partofthe curve which projectson the sam e � space asthatdone by the b! s

curvehaving thesam evalueofM 10 and wherethe� ! e branching ratio iswithin a order

ofm agnitudebeneath theexperim entalvalue.To illustratethegluino contribution wealso

plot rA g
as a function of� for di�erent values ofthe gaugino m asses in Fig. 3c. In the
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regionsallowed by the both the decay processesthe gluino diagram am plitude isfound to

besam eorsom etim eslargerthan theSM am plitude.In factin theinteresting regions,the

gluinodiagram contribution can beasm uch fourtim esgreaterthan thatoftheSM diagram .

Forcase (ii)we need to raise m 0 to about2200 GeV in order to �nd any appreciable

regionsallowed by the� ! e branching ratio.Forthisexam ple,in theintersesting region

allowed by both decayswe have that� liesbetween about-136 and -250 GeV asshown in

�gs4aand 4b.Thegluino diagram contribution (Fig.4c)isashigh asonly 8 percentofthe

SM contribution in thisregion.The requirem entoflargegaugino m assfortheexistence of

thisparam eterspaceisthecausefora relatively sm allgluino contribution.

W e now sum m arize the constraints on the param eter space given by considering both

decayssilm utaneously. Forsm alltan� with � < 0 one�ndsthat,a largerangeofgaugino

m assesforany value ofscalarm assisallowed by b! s branching ratio,butthe � ! e

rateisfound in generalto bem orerestrictive on thelightergaugino m asses.In thecaseof

� > 0 with sm alltan�,itistheb! s branching ratio which providesthem orestringent

constraintand in generalforbidsM 10 to be lessthan about180 GeV.Forlarge tan� with

� <0,b ! s allowsa largerrange ofgaugino m assesthan � ! e does,which tendsto

ruleoutlargervaluesofj�j.On theotherhand forlargetan� with � >0,b! s rulesout

alltheparam eterspacethathas� <� 1 TeV.

In this letter,we have given �rst com plete calculation ofb ! s branching ratio in

SO(10)grand uni�cation with avoruniform softSUSY breaking term sintroduced atthe

reduced Planck scale,although with thisboundary condition thebranching ratioforb! s

hasbeen calculated forSU(5)grand uni�cation with low tan� in theliterature[6].W ehave

perform ed thecalcualtion forboth largetan� with �t= �b atthegrand uni�cation scaleand

forlow tan� = 2. Forthe purpose ofcom parison with the constraints provided by m uon

avor violation,we have also plotted the � ! e rate over exactly the sam e param eter

space. As discussed previously in our third and fourth paragraphs and unlike previous

SO(10)calculationsfrom thereduced Planck scale,ourcalculationsusethecom plete6� 6

squark and slepton m assm atricesand includeallavorm ixing e�ectsinduced through the
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one-loop RGEs by the M SSM yukawa coupings,which are im portant for the large tan�

calculation since�t= �b = �� atthegrand uni�cation scale.

In conclusion, ifone is to calculate the decay rate for the avor changing processes

in a SUSY GUT with SUSY breaking com m unicated by gravity above the GUT breaking

scale in the form ofsoft breaking m ass term s, it is essentialto include the GUT scale

renorm alization group e�ects.Them utualconsideration ofexperim entallim itson hadronic

and leptonic avor violating decays can give strong constraints on param eter space,and

gives som e preference to negative values of�. One then �nds there are som e regions of

param eterspace which are allowed by both the b ! s and the � ! e decay rates,and

whereitm ay soon bepossibletosearch forthesignalfornew physicsin theform of� ! e.
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Figure captions

Fig.1 :Plotsfortan� = 2 and � < 0.

a)b! s branching ratio asa function ofM 10.

b)Log10B r(� ! e)=4:9� 10�11 asa function ofM 10.

c)rA g
� A ~g=A SM asa function ofM 10.

The �ve curvesin each ofa),b),and c)correspond to m 0=0,100,200,300,and 400

GeV,and arelabeled with theirvaluesofm 0.

d)b! s branching ratio asa function ofm 0.

e)Log10B r(� ! e)=4:9� 10�11 asa function ofm 0.

Thethreecurvesin both ofd)and e)correspond to M 10=100,150,and 225 GeV,and

arelabeled with theirvaluesofM 10.

Fig.2 :Sam easFig.1 caption except� > 0.

Fig.3 :Plotsforthelargetan� case(i)with A=1 and � < 0.Forallplots,m 0 = 1000 GeV.

a)b! s branching ratio asa function of�.

b)Log10B r(� ! e)=4:9� 10�11 asa function of�.

c)rA g
asa function of�.

The curvescorrespondsto the gaugino m asses M 10=65,105,145,185,225,and 265

GeV,and arelabeled theirvaluesofM 10/GeV.

Fig.4 :4a.Plotsforthelargetan� case(ii)with A=1.18and � < 0.Forallplots,m 0 = 2200

GeV.

a)b! s branching ratio asa function of�.

b)Log10B r(� ! e)=4:9� 10�11 asa function of�.

c)rA g
asa function of�.

Thecurvescorrespondsto thegaugino m assesM 10=250,275,300,and 325 GeV,and

arelabeled by theirvaluesofM 10/GeV .
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100 150 200 250 300 350 400
0

1

2

3

4

5

100 150 200 250 300 350 400
-2

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

75 100 125 150 175 200 225 250
0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

(a)

(b)

(c)

Bb->sg [10-4]

Log10(B/B
exp

)m->eg 

rAg

M10/GeV

M10/GeV

M10/GeV

0 GeV

0 GeV

400 GeV

400 GeV

400 GeV

20



Fig.  1
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Fig.  2
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Fig.  2
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Fig.  3
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Fig.  4
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