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Abstract

W e com pare the branching ratios forb! s and ! e in tem s of con-
straining the param eter space In supersym m etric SO (10) grand uni cation
m odels w here supersym m etry isbroken softly near the P lJanck scale by gener—
ationally sym m etric operators. W e observe tw o general cases. O new ith an all
tan = 2 and the otheronew ith large tan having third generation Yukawa
coupling uni cation at the GUT scale.

W e show that or smnalltan the branching ratio constraints allow only
a an aller region of param eter space or > 0 compared to < 0 for gluino
mass < 500 GeV.W ith largetan ,we nd acceptable regions of param eter
space wih § §< 1 TeV only or < 0. The dom lhant constraint on large
tan wih > 0 param eter space is found to be given by theb ! s branch-
ing ratio, whik for large tan w ih < 0 i is found to be given by the

! e branching ratio. In m any of these acceptable regions, we nd that

the ! e branching ratio is predicted to be w ithin one order of m agniude
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of its current experim entalbound. W e also show that the usually neglected
gluino m ediated diagram s In b ! s can not be ignored in som e regions of
param eter space, especially or large tan  scenarios when the gliino m ass is

near its lower experin entalbound.



Recently it has been dem onstrated [L{4] that supersymm etric grand uni ed theories
GUTs) wih soft supersymm etry (SUSY ) breaking tem s which are generated near the
P lanck scale can predict lepton  avor violating processes w ith highly signi cant rates. D ue
to the present experim ental lin is, this is shown to be especially true or ! e . The

! e decay hasbeen studied for both SO (10) and SU (5) grand uni cation. Tt is found
that SO (10) grand uni cation [5] predicts the greater rates of the two as a resul of its
unifying all elds of a particular generation into one multiplet P]. The decay has been
studied forboth snall I 2] and large tan  #], and fund in both cases to som etin es rule
out param eter space and som etinm es predict rates only one or two orders of m agnitude
beneath the current experin ental lim it. In this paper, we exam ine regions of param eter
gace Prwhich the ! e branching ratio has interesting values by which i could be a
signal for supersym m etric grand uni cation, and test to see if those regions are reduced by
consideration of the quark avor vioclating processb ! s . It has also recently been shown
[6] In the cassofamalltan SU (5) grand uni cation that w ith the present accuracy in the
determm ination oftheb ! s branching ratio, one can not neglect the e ects of running the
soft SU SY breaking param eters above the GU T breaking scale and should include the gluino
m ediated deacy am plitude when the gluino m ass is not particuarly large. Thisw illbe found
to be true with SO (10) grand uni cation as well, and especially true for the large tan
case where som etin es the gliino m ediated am plitude can be even larger than the standard
model (SM ) amplitude. W e will also nd that applying the constraints from both decays
sim ultaneously, asm ust be done, 1im its available param eter space m uch m ore severely than
one ofthe two constraints alone would. W e w illbe prin arilly interested in regions forwhich
the m agnitude of , the coe cient of the H iggs superpotentail nteraction H ;H,, is <1
TeV, so0 as to avold m odels requiring a ne tuning of their param eters f7].

T he prediction of signi cant rates for lpton avor decay processes and the increased
In portance oftheglunomediated b! s decay am plitude are the result of the fact that n
GUT sthe top isuni ed w ih other third generation eldswhich then also feel the radiative

e ects ofthe relatively large top Yukawa coupling. Ifa universal soft supersym m etry break—



Ing condition exists at a scale M x > M g, then the radiative corrections In the m asses of
these third generation elds’ soft SUSY breaking scalarm asses are m anifest as nM y =M ¢
B] rather than suppressed aspowers of1=M ¢ , whereM ; isthe GUT breaking scale. Renor-
m alization causes the soft SUSY breaking m asses forthe eldsuni ed wih thetop eldsto
becom e Iighter than the other two generations of those elds, and lads to a suppression of
the GIM mechanism in processes m ediated by these scalar elds. T he degree to which this
occurs depends, of course, on the size of the top Yukawa coupling and M x ie. the lJarger
values these have the greater the suppression ofthe GIM m echanian is. To understand the
subtle points ofthese e ects and how they lead to a substancialenhancem ent ofthe ! e
branching ratio in the case of SO (10) over the case of SU (5) grand uni cation, one must
exam Ine the avor changing am plitudes in the interaction basis as discussed in detailin Ref.
Rl.WewilltakeM x = 24 18 GeV through out thispaper. Above the GUT scakwewill
use the one loop renom alization group equations RGE s) as for exam ple appear in Ref. B],
although we use the convention gaughomassM ! M In the RGEs of that reference for
the tri-lnear scalar soft breaking SUSY temm s A ; so as to be consistent w ith the convention
we will use for our sparticle m ass m atrices B]. W e will take the SO (10) gauge coupling
beta function tobely; = 3 asan ad hoc choice since our calculation is not very sensitive
to its value and we do not know the com plete eld content ofthe GUT model. W ew illalso
use Myz)= 0:12landMg = 2 1 Gev with theM ; scale coupling ¢ = 1=239.W e
w il calculate the param eter  at the tree evel.

Below theGUT scakewew illusetheone loop RGEsinm atrix form in the3 3 generation
sace for the Yukawa couplings and soft SUSY breaking param eters as found in Ref. 8;10]
rather than jist munning the eigenvalues of these m atrices as is often done. A hough doing
this does not provide any new infomm ation when tan = 2,when tan is large it allow sone
to know the relative rotation of squarks to quarks and skptons to Jptons. W hen tan is
an all, one can diagonalize both the 3 3 up Yukawa matrix ; and all of the soft SUSY
breaking m assm atrices at the scale M y of the universal boundary condition, and they will

then always ram ain diagonal. In this case, for exam ple, the m ixing between a down squark



soft breaking m assm atrix and the down quark m ass basis is determ ined by the KM m atrix,
which diagonalizes p when In thebasiswhere  isdiagonal. O n the contrary when tan
is Jarge, both the top and bottom Yukawa couplings are large and have in portant e ects
In the RGEs. Hence, if one chooses the soft breaking m ass m atrices to be diagonal at the
scale M x they willno longer be diagonal at the weak scale sihce both ¢y and p can not
be diagonalized sim ultaneously.

The SM expression fortheb! s amplitude hasbeen derived in Refs. {I1,12], and the
expressions for the additionalM SSM am plitudes have been derived in Refs. l(13/14]. W e
w ill use the expressions given in Ref. {I(] because those expressions use the squark m ass
eigenstate basis derived from the full6 6 m ass m atrices, as w ill be discussed below , and
autom atically lnocorporatesm xing between \right-handed" down squarks and right-handed
down quarks as is nevitable w ith either Jarge tan or SO (10) grand uni cation. W e will
Include the W -boson, charged H iggs, chargino, and gliino m ediated am plitudes, however we
w ill neglect the neutralino m ediated am plitude since we nd this to be inconsequential in
all viable regions of param eter space. T he calculation is perform ed in the basiswhere [ is
diagonalat the weak scale. In tem s of the m ass eigenstates g and current eigenstates o or
quarks, weuse dpzx = &)z and up g = Vu) z Vi ,where V isthe KM matrix and Vg is the
analogousm ixing m atrix for the relative right-handed rotation between d and u. In the SM
Vr isnot of any physical signi gance, however here i wille ect the chargho-quark-squark
vertex.

N eglecting the am plitude forly, ! sz, the lkading-orderQ CD corrected branching ratio

B Prb! s isgiven by

b! ) ’
where B ! o= ) = 0:107 is the experim entally detemm ined value, and ! o= ) =

G2m3=192 ¥ 45 g @ =my) with g 0 .=m ) being the phase space factor and m =my, =

0316. The Inclusive width fortheb ! s isgiven by
5
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The QCD oorrected am plitude ¢ (n ) is given as

h i %8

_ 8 _ .
o my)= ' o My) 36 M) 1 23 a Xy 3)
=1

wih a; and b behg given n ref. [[§], = My )= sMmy), Orwhich wewilluse = 0:548.

T he present experin entally accepted range for this branching ratio is 1 42) 10 [4]

at the 95% CL.. Thetetmso My ) and g My ) are respectively A |, the am plitude for

by ! s, evaluated atthescaleMy and divided by theb-m assmy and A 4, the am plitude for
a__

Ix ! sygalo given n Ref. l] divided by the factorm, .= . The e ective Interactions

forb! s andb! sgaregiven by
Mp — _
L. =7(As PrlF + A s PrkG )+ hxc:: 4)

In calulbatng oo My ) and g M i ), we w ill use the conventional approxin ation of taking
the com plte M SSM to be the correct e ective eld theory all the way from the scale M ¢
down toM i , and hence ignore threshold corrections.

W e acknow ledge that shoewe areworking w ith SO (10) grand uni cationwihM x > M ¢,
that there w ill necesarilly be a gluino m ediated contrbution toly, ! sz , howeverwe nd
this contrloution to not be of m uch signi gance :n any of the scenarios which we consider.
T his isdigpoite the fact that the gluinom ediated contrdbution toly; ! s, isoften im portant.
Threem aprdi erences exist between these tw o contrbutionsto thebranching ratio. F irst of
all, thethegluinomediated by, ! sz ocontrbution does not have an interference term w ith
an appreciable SM am plitude or any other appreciable M SSM am plitude. Secondly, even
thoughtheg & sz andtheg 1§ s, vertexeshave the sam em ixing anglkesattheGUT
scale due to the symm etric nature of the 10-dim ensional H iggs, the \right-handed" m ixing
angle is an aller than the \leff-handed" m ixing angle at the weak scale. To understand this
one can observe the case of analltan ,wheretheg & sz vertex/sm ixing anglk is given
by ¥ M¢)j 003 since right-handed quark m ixing anglks V.8 essentially do not run in
the M SSM :

dh ¢
16 °——= 27

= 2 =5 5)



as can be summ ised from Ref. fl7], whiktheg 1§ s, vertex’sm ixing anglke is given by
VesMy )J> VesM)J In fact oramalltan ifoneuses1l Vg Vg, 0, the ratio of the
two gluino m ediated am plitudes m ay be estin ated as follow s:

AL R VE My ) G2 Bk G, B idk
Artiy Vs Mu ) G, &8 G2 i&kd

©®)

where the finctions G , (x1;%,;) are given .n Ref. P]and used for the case of gluino m ediated
decay in Ref. [§]. Thirdly, even though 1§ and Iy have the sasme mass term s at the GUT
scale, this isnot true at the weak scale. W ith low tan ,1§ 'sm ass is driven lower than that
ofkx . A though the opposite is true for large tan , there them xing angle forg & sz is
further suppressed, due In part to the nature of the boundary condition at M ¢ . In none of
the exam ples that we Jook at dowe nd A g=Ar) 1 Jto be greater than about 0:65, and
further in the regionswhere A, g =Ar: 1, IS greater than 05 the param eter space is ruled
outby eitherthe ! e ortheb! s branching ratio being too large. O n the other hand,
we nd the contrbution to the branching ratiocof ! e from thewidthsof ; ! & and
r ! e tobevirually the sam e R].

U sing notation analagous to that used forb! s i Ref. [{0], we now give the expres—

sions we use to calculate the ! e branching ratio. ! e has the follow ing e ective

Lagrangian:

m
Le =— @18 Px F +A;& Py F )+ hx:; )

=

where we have Included helicities. A; and A, are given by

b x4 x6 1
A, = 419_20082 - —j:1k:l@ ®)
piegi pieoﬁ‘e Fo Xop
3
S~ 5k % P e M !
2Gor  Hop 2G o1, - F, X“‘;I;
b Xt X6 1
B 2008 y _jzlkzlq

P_ . P— .
2G 2G ¢ F, Xoop
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m
= 5k x Pz ke M
26X +mX TGk Fi X
m 3k

w here the convention x,, = m §=m§ has been adopted and M p are the skpton m ass eigen—

states. The functionsF, (x) and F; (x) are given in Ref. [I(] and

Gli= 1=2Byu+ oot 4 2Z,] & ©)
Gom = Zu m
A ki

ki _
Hop =253 oY1

ki .
Hrg =233 =wrY1 7

where Y, diag(<; ; )=@%, Z is the 4 4 neutralino mixing matrix on the

B ;W3 HY;HY Dbasis, the fact the 4 4 neutralino m ass m atrix can have negative eigen—
values must be taken into account {19], and Lz = 7 1. Asexplained in Ref. [[(], the
tem s proportional to the fiinction F, are am all com pared to the tem s proportional to Fy
In SO (10) grand uni cation. For anall tan , the tem s proportional to F, provide about
a 5percent correction to the branching ratio. A s one would expect, when tan is argewe

nd very little di erence between the branching ratios predicted for the two possbl signs
of . The Higgsihogaugino m ediated tem s are also found to provide a sn all correction,
about 5percent, when tan is Jarge. The w idth is then given by:

5
m 2

(Led)=gr5 Pad+pd (10)

T he experin entalupper limit on the ! e branching ratio is4:9 16! atthe 90% C L.
fgl.

The 6 6 skpton or squark m assm atrix can be written in the 3 3 fom s having the

Iml

subm atricesM 1, M 1z and M 2, as follows:
0
BMuoMy Mig

DO -

1)
2
Myr MzpMr



Atasca]er near the P lanck scals, the 3 3 blocks acquire the fom :
MpMy=mgl;MiMr=mgl;M:, =0; (12)

where we have taken the M y scale trilinear soft SUSY breaking scalar coupling AY = 0.
For sim plicity, we willtake A® = 0 in all of the cases that we consider. These 3 3 mass
m atricesm ust be run down to the weak scale where onem ust add the m ass tem s that arise
from weak scale gauge symm etry breaking incliding the weak scale D temm s. The weak
scale soft SUSY breaking 3 3 massm atrices m ay be expressed in tem s of the universal

soft breaking param eters. Hence, the weak scale 3 3 m atricesm ay be w ritten as:

2 2
MM Y ij=aileo+bijmo+ Mleij+ (13)
MZZCOS2 - S:iI12 W ij 7
2
MJLR ij: (Cj_'M10+ tan )Ml)ij;
MM g ij:dijMfo+eijm§+ Mleij+
M/ cos2 lsin® & 57

where M 1, is the gaugiho m ass at the M ¢ scale and the din ensionless coe cients are de—
term ined by the num erical solutions of the RGEs {1(]. W e can w rite the up and the down
squark sectors In thesame 6 6 m atrix form with the 3 3 blodks looking lke those shown
above.

Sihce we are working w ith the SO (10) uni cation group, the above equations for the low
energy m ass m atrices m ay be m odi ed by additional D ~term s which are generated at the
GUT breaking scale M ¢ . A D-tem contribution m ay appear when the rank of the group
is reduced due to the gauge symm etry breaking R0{22]. In the case of SO (10) breaking
to the SM gauge group, the rank is reduced by one and the broken generators constitute a
U (1) subgroup. In this case, the D tem ocontrlbution can be described by one additional
by param eter, which we will refer to asm? . The scalar m asses get m odi ed ] at the

uni cation scal as ollow s:



8 9
2 2 : 22 2
Hom, — Mgt mpy; (14)
2%
8 9
1
1
2 2
mé;U;E;D;L:m§6+ 1 m]?) : (15)
3
37

These additional term s kad to an additional termm proportionaltom? in the expansion of
each 3 3 sguark or skpton massm atricesM (M orM /M at the low scale. One must
rem em ber that when Xy F . Yim f & 0 at theM ; scale onemust add an additional term
to the soft breaking scalar mass RGEs which scales n a sinplk fashion (see Refl E!]). In
SO (10) models, Xy Mc)=M;, Mg) M7 Mg).

In argetan soenerios due to the e ect ofthe bottom Yukawa coupling now being large
as well as the top Yukawa coupling, it is very di cult to m ake m 12{2 + 2) negative so
as to break the electroweak symm etry and yet keep the pssudoscalar m asssquared m;‘; =
mi +mfi +2 ? positive, however the ntroduction ofthe additionalGU T scaleD ~tem s can
solve that problem . T he requirem ent to keep the psuedoscalarm ass-squared positive gives a
lowerbound on the possblk size ofm 2 fora choice ofall of the other param eters. A n upper
bound is In posed on m g through the requiram ent that all of the down squark and slepton
m ass eigenstates ram ain positive. For samall tan since only the top Yukawa coupling is
large, we do not have the above m entioned problem . In this case, the lowerbound onm 2 is
0. For sin plicity and because the presence of a nonzero mg raises the value of j jwe will
takem? = 0 ortan = 2, but we will invoke the param eter in the full allowed range for
large tan

In the high tan cases, we assum e the com plte uni cation of the third generation
Yukawa couplings. This m eans that both M SSM H iggs doublets com e from the sam e 10-

din ensional representation H iggs eld. Thiswould seem to indicate that all ofthe Yukawa

10



coupling m atrices are denticalat the GUT scale, which can not produce a realistic ferm ion
m ass spectrum and quark m xing param eters at the low scale. H owever if one assum es that
only the (3;3) entries of the Yukawa m atrices are direct couplings to the low m ass H iggs
eld and the other couplings arise from non-renom alizable operators mvolving super heavy
elds, then i is possible. M axin ally predictive Yukawa textures have been developed for

this case which use only four operators are as ollow s R31:

=
eIt ©

z;C; yiEet xB o)

s B3
0 zC; O %
K
0 x;B A
where x;;vi;2z; and x;;V;; z; are C osch factors. To determ ne the fourm agnitudes, the phase,
and tan , one should use the six best determm Ined low energy param eters as discussed in
Ref. P3]. From this reference, we choose to use for our examplk the ansatz which is its
M odel 6, which appears to give them ost com fortable t to the low energy data am ongst its
m odels. W ih that ansatz we w ill ook at two scenarios corresoonding to two di erent values
of A tMg). Inthe rstexampl, case (i), A = 1 and tan = 57:15 and this gives us
thepokmassm: = 182 G&V and the minningmassm = 4:43 G &V . In the second exam ple,
case (i),A = 1ld8and tan = 5886 and thisgivesusthepolkmassm,= 184 GeV and the
runningm assmy = 4:35G eV . In running the single third generation Yukawa coupling A and
soft SUSY breaking param eters between M y and M ¢ , we m ake the sin plifying assum ption
that . isthe only large Yukawa coupling In the GUT scale m odel, and that hence the soft
breaking m atrices ram ain diagonalas one runs them down from My toM ¢ .
Wealoassume r low tan that . is the only large tridinear coupling in the GUT
scale superpotential, and at the scaleM ¢ wetake y and the scalarm atrices to be diagonal,
andtake p = =V dB9y ¥y ith allparam eters evaluated atM 5 . W e also always take
the tri-linear soft breaking param eter matrices Ay p z M ¢ ) to be diagonal, and take the
tri-linear couplings to be given by the symm etric combmation fAy 5 g; vp g2 at Mg .
(SeeRef. 'Q]) In the Iow tan soenario aswellasn both ofthe argetan exam ples, ourKM

m atrix is typically describbed by the follow ng four param eters: V.sj= 022, Vgj= 044,
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Vus=Vsj= 0:7, and the Jarlskog CP violation param eter 2:8 1C° . This provides the ratio,
V. Ve=Ve3 = 0:96, rekvant to theb ! s branching ratio.

Now beghning wih low tan = 2, we willdiscuss the results. Weuss M) = 125,
which gives the top quark thepolemassm= 176 GeV .W e Porego the M ; scale constraint
my, = m and give the b-quark aM S running mass of 4:35 G&V . W e diplay the | e
rate as log;, B=4:9 10"). W e plot both branching ratios as functions of the M y scale
param eter m o for xed values of the M ¢ scale gaugino mass M 19, and also as a function
ofM 19 Por xed values ofm o, n the Figs 1 and 2. The signi gance of M ;9 for the weak
scale gaugino m asses is that the gaughomassM ;= M 0= ¢ . A s Prthe other param eter,
the universal soft SUSY breaking scalarmassm , is close to the low scale \right-handed"
selectron m ass, and di ers from it only by the renomm alization e ectsofGU T scale gaugino
Joops and bino loopsbelow the GUT scalk.

For negative valuesof (Figl), ! e (Figs lband le) rulks out the an aller values
of the gaugino m asses although they are allowed by theb ! s branching ratio Figs la,
1d). For any value ofm 3, M 19 neads to be around 100 G&V for the allowed regions. A lso
large values of gaugino m asses and m ( tend to increase the am ount of ne-tuning needed In
the m odel, and invite larger values of j 3. W e note that, roughly 7 j* 500 G&V when M 1
is’ 240GeV.Wealoplt, AyAsu J the absolute value of the ratio of the gluno
m ediated contrbution to thely ! s, amplitude to the SM am plitude, and nd that in
the regions allowed by both decays it could be as large as 10% . For exam ple when m (= 700
GeV and M 1,=130 G&V, the ratio is about 0.09. One also cbserves that, in the I e
plot there are two allowed regions ofm ( oreach value ofM 5. Forexam ple when M 4= 225
G&V,we nd that valuesofm  between 0200 G &V aswell as values greater than 600 G &V
are allowed.

For positive values of , the lower values of the gaugino m asses are disfavored by the
b! s branching ratio F igs2a, 2d). T hebranching ratio reduces to m ore acceptable values
at higher values of gaugino and scalar m asses. For values of j j< 800 G&V, one also nds

that the gliino diagram is never found to contribute m ore than 13% than that of the SM
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amplitude. The ! e brandhing ratio plots Figs 2b. and 2e) have two regions of allowed
m values for a particular value of M 1. For example when M =150 G&V, we nd that
values ofm ; between 0-160 G &V and also values greater than 450 G&V are allowed.

Now we look at the resuls for the two previously m entioned high tan cases: case (i)
wih A = 1,and case (i) with A = 1:18. For neither case do we nd param eter space w ith
acceptable valies of the b ! s rmate Prpositive < 1 TeV.In fact, oughly needs to
be at least 1300 G&V to nd an acosptable rate. For this reason, we only show plots for
the cases w ith negative values of , where we nd the predom inant constraint to com e from
the ! e mate.W hen tan is large ,the values cbtained forthe ! e branching ratio
andr Ag=Agy jasa function of j jwhen > 0 are virtually identical to those cbtained
when < 0. Thepltswe show are param etric plots w ith the param eterm 2 varying over
its allowed range. A s previously stated, we have chosen to use M odel 6 of Ref. P3]. Ifwe
had chosen a di erent m odel of the type given in that reference, the am ount of lptonic

avor violation would di er in a predictable way, as discussed in Ref. @]. In particular, the
! e branching ratio is found to be proportionalto ( R=3)2, where | xX.= &g Xy)
and r  Xe=@&q %,). M Model6, (1 z=3)° = 036, however in all nine m odels the
factor ranges from 0. to 10. Hence, .n ourplotsoflog;; BR ( ! e )=4:9 16') although
the value of this function being 0 corresoonds to the experin ental lim it In them odelwe uss,
for allnine m odels the experim ental 1im it on our plots could correspond to values as low as
056 orashigh as 1:44.

In Fig. 3awepbttheb ! s brandcing ratio as a function of wih my=1000 G&V
for case (i) . The curves are for di erent values ofM ;5. In Fig 3b, one notes that values
ofM 19 greater than 145 G &V are disfavored by ! e rmate though they are allowed by
theb ! s mate. To nd the Interesting regions for the signalof ! e , we need to look
for the part of the curve which progcts on the same goace as that done by theb ! s
curve having the sam e value of M 1o and wherethe ! e branching ratio isw ithin a order

ofm agnitude beneath the experin ental value. To illustrate the gluino contribution we also

plt ry, as a function of for di erent values of the gaugho masses in Fig. 3c. In the
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regions allowed by the both the decay processes the gluino diagram am plitude is found to
be sam e or som etin es larger than the SM am plitude. In fact in the Interesting regions, the
gliino diagram contribution can be asmuch four tin es greaterthan that ofthe SM diagram .

For case (i) we need to raise m( to about 2200 G&V In order to nd any appreciable
regions allowed by the ! e branching ratio. For this exam ple, In the Intersesting region
allowed by both decays we have that liesbetween about -136 and 250 G&V as shown in

gs4a and 4b. The gluino diagram contribution F ig. 4c) isashigh asonly 8 percent ofthe
SM contribution in this region. T he requirem ent of large gaugino m ass for the existence of
this param eter soace is the cause Por a rlatively am all gluino contridbution.

W e now summ arize the constraints on the param eter space given by considering both
decays siln utaneously. Forsnalltan with < 0 one ndsthat, a Jarge range of gaugino
m asses for any value of scalarmass isallowed by b ! s branching ratio, but the ! e
rate is found In general to be m ore restrictive on the lighter gaugino m asses. In the case of

> Owih analltan , it istheb! s branding ratio which provides the m ore stringent
constraint and In general forbids M 14 to be Jess than about 180 G&V .For large tan w ih

<0,b! s allowsa lamger range of gaugiho massesthan ! e does, which tends to
rule out larger values of j j. On the otherhand for argetan wih >0,b! s mlsout
all the param eter space that has < 1 TeV.

In this ltter, we have given st complte calculation of b ! s brandhing ratio in
SO (10) grand uni cation with avor uniform soft SUSY breaking temm s Introduced at the
reduced P lJandk scale, although w ith thisboundary condition the branching ratio forb ! s
hasbeen calculated for SU (5) grand uni cation with low tan in the literature E6]. W e have
perform ed the calcualtion forboth largetan wih (= y atthegrand uni cation scaleand
for ow tan = 2. For the puyose of com parison with the constraints provided by muon

avor violation, we have also plotted the ! e rmate over exactly the sam e param eter
soace. A s discussed previously in our third and fourth paragraphs and unlike previous
SO (10) calculations from the reduced P lanck scale, our calculationsuse the complkte 6 6

squark and slepton m assm atrices and inclide all avorm ixing e ects lnduced through the
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oneloop RGEs by the M SSM yukawa coupings, which are In portant for the large tan
calculation sihoe (= = at the grand uni cation scale.

In conclusion, if one is to calculate the decay rate or the avor changihg processes
In a SUSY GUT wih SUSY breaking comm unicated by gravity above the GUT breaking
scale In the form of soft breaking m ass tem s, it is essential to include the GUT scalke
renom alization group e ects. T he m utual consideration of experim ental lim its on hadronic
and lptonic 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 eter space which are allowed by both theb ! s and the ! e decay rates, and
where itm ay soon be possble to search forthe signal fornew physics in the form of ! e
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Energy grants D E-FG 06-854ER 40224 and D E-FG 02-94ER 40837.

15



REFERENCES

IR .Barbiriand L. J.Hall, Phys. Lett. B 338 212, (1994).

RIR .Barbierd, L.J.Hall, and A . Strum ia, NucL Phys. B445 219, 1995.

BIR .Barbieri, L.J.Hall, and A . Strum ia, NucL Phys. B449 437, 1995.

41P.Ciafaloni, A .Rom anino, and A . Strum 8, IFUP-T H 42-95.

B]H .G eoryi, in particles and F ilds, proceedings of the AP S D iv. of Particles and F ields,
ed.C .Carlson;

H .Frtzsch and P .M inkow ski, Ann.Phys. 93 193 (1975).

[7]For a m ore rigorous de nition of netuning and naturalhess upperbounds, sse the
follow Ing references:

G .W .Anderson and D .J.Castano, Phys. Lett.B 347, 300 (1995);Phys.Rev.D 52, 1693

BlL.J.Hall, V.A .Kostekcky, and S.Raby, Nucl PhysB267 415, (1986).

O]V .Barger, M .Berger, and P.0O hm ann, Phys.Rev.D 49 4908 (1994).

[L0] S.Bertolini, F .Borzum ati, A .M asiero, and G .Ridol , NucL Phys.B353, 591 (1991).

L1]T.mamiand C.S.Lim, Prog. Theor. Phys. 65, 297 (1981).

[12]N .G .Deshpande and G .Eilam , Phys.Rev.D 26, 2463 (1982).

3]N .Oshino, Nucl Phys. B 404, 20 (1993).

[l4]R .Barbieriand G .F .G ludice, Phys. Lett. B 309, 86 (1993).

[L5]A .J.Buras,M .M isiak, M .M unz, and S.Pokorski, Nucl Phys.B 424, 374 (1994).

16


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9502239
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9509212
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9505392

L7]E.M a and S.Pakvasa, Phys.Rev.D 20, 2899 (1979).

[18] Particle D ata Booklet.

9] JF .Gunion and H E .Haber, Nucl. Phys.B272,1 (1986).

R0]J.S.Hageln and S.Kelky, Nucl. Phys.B 342 95, 1990.

R1]A .Faraggi, J.S.Hagelin, S.Kellkey and D .V .N anopoulos, Phys.Rev.D 45, 3272 (1992).
R2]Y .Kawamura, H .M urayam a and M . Yam aguchi, Phys. Lett B 324, 52 (1994).

3]G .Anderson, S.D in opoloulos, L. J. Hall, S.Raby, and G .D . Starkm an, Phys. Rev.

D 49, 3660 (1994).

17



F igure captions

Fig. 1

Fig. 2

Fi. 3

Fig.4 :

:Pbtsfortan = 2and < 0.

a)b! s branching ratio asa function ofM 1.

b) LogipBr( ! e )=4:9 10! asa fiunction ofM 5.

C) ra, Ag"Agy asa function ofM .

The wve curves in each ofa), b), and c) correspond to m (=0, 100, 200, 300, and 400
G &V, and are lJabeld w ith their values ofm .

d) b! s branching ratio as a function ofmg.

e) LogioBr( ! e )=49 106! asa function ofm .

T he three curves n both ofd) and e) correspond to M 1= 100, 150, and 225 G &V, and

are labeled w ith their values ofM 4.

: Same asFig. 1 caption except > 0.

:Pbtsorthe argetan case ) with A=1and < 0.Forallplots,m,= 1000 Ge&V.

a)b! s branding ratio asa function of

b) LogiopBr( ! e )=4:9 16' asa fiunction of

C) ra, asa function of

T he curves corresponds to the gaugino m asses M ;9= 65, 105, 145, 185, 225, and 265

G &V, and are labeld their values ofM 1,/G &V .

4da.Plotsorthe argetan case ({) withA=118and < 0.Forallplts, my= 2200
Gev.

a)b! s branching ratio as a function of

b) LogiogBr( ! e )=4:9 13! asa function of

C) ra, asa function of

T he curves corresponds to the gaugino m asses M (4= 250, 275, 300, and 325 G &V, and

are lJabeled by their values of M 1,/G &V .
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