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A bstract

At natural values of param eters of the m odel dicussed, the con—
tribution of the chrom oelctric dipol m om ent of the squark to the
neutron electric dipolemoment EDM ) exceeds considerably the ex—
perin entalupper lim it for the neutron EDM . A s strict bounds on the
param eters of the m odel are derived from the atom ic experin ent w ith
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1. The possbility of CP <violation being generated by the spontaneous
symm etry breaking in the Higgs elds interaction was pointed out in fii]. A
m ore realistic m odelbased on this idea was suggested later P] and contains
at Jeast three doublets of com plex H iggs elds.

In them ost am bitious approach onem ay try to ascribe to thism echanisn
the CP -odd e ects cbserved In K -meson decays. In this case, however,
not only the m asses of charged H iggs bosons would be mather Iow 3, 41.
Various estin ates for the neutron EDM in this version §,§,71, 8] lead to the
predictions:

di)=e 10 ** 10 “an; @)

well above the experin ental upper Iin i [, 1Q]:
din)=e < 7 10%*am; @)

But then one can pass over to a m ore "natural" version of this m odel,
w ith heavy H iggs bosons. O f course, in this case the m odel is regponsible
for only a an all portion of CP «wiolation in kaon decays. Tt would be new
physics, a new source of C P -violation, supplem ental to that generating the
e ects already cbserved.

T he dom inant contridution to the dipole m om ents in thism odel is given
by diagram s ofthe type 1 w ith a heavy particke (tquark, W “boson or H iggs)
propagating in the upper loop [[1]. For the neutron dipole m om ent this ap—
proach is further elaborated upon In {12, {3, 14]. In particular, it is pointed
out there that, In the m odeldiscussed, the neutron EDM is controlled by di-
agram 2 w ith the tquark propagating in the upper loop, but both wavy lines
corresoonding to ghions. The e ective operator generated by this diagram is

1
H.= Edcqs sie(Chy 3)

where 8 = 2=2 are the generators of the colour SU (3) group. The con-
stant d° in expression (@) is called the quark chrom oelectric dipole m om ent
(CEDM).

T he value of the dquark CEDM , as cbtained directly from diagram 1, is
2,131

d = gspG_—md .
2 16 3
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In this expression g, is the quark-glion coupling constant, ¢ = g§=4 ; G
is the Fem i weak interaction constant, m 4 is the quark mass, InZ, and
Im Z'y are C P violating param eters of the m odel. Functions £ and g describe
the CEDM dependence on the ratio of the tquark m ass to the m ass of the
Iightest neutral Higgs boson, z = m?=M >,. Atz 1 both functions are
cbse to unity. Their general z dependence is given in Refs. [I1,13]. An
analogous expression was derived in Refs. f12,13] for the u-quark CEDM .
To nvestigate the CEDM ocontribution to the cbservabl e ects, we have
to bring the expressions 3), {4) down from the scale of M 200 GeV to
the usualhadronic scale m 1 G&V . In particular, to substitute form 4 the
usual current m ass value 7 M €V, we have to Introduce the renomn alization
group RG) factor

"
#12=23

sM™ )
s )

Now, theQCD sum rule technique, used below to estin ate the CEDM con—
tribution to cbservable e ects, is applied directly to the operators of the

type

%9 s taG®;
which include g, explicitly. This brings onem ore RG factor [15]

"
#2=23

sM™ )
s)

On the other hand, as distinct from Refs. [[2,713], we see no special reasons
to bring the explicit  factor, entering the expression @), down from the
high-m om enta scaleM , where it isde ned at keast aswellasatm 1Gev.
The overallRG factor, introduced in thisway Into omula &), is

" #l4=23
Now , assum ing
ImZof@)+g@)] MInZofE) g@] 1;
we arrive at the llow Ing num erical estin ate for the quark CEDM :
d 3 10¥am: 6)



2. However, the m ost serious problm isto nd the CEDM contribution
to the neutron dipolem om ent. H ere our conclusionsdi er from those ofRefs.
f[2,13]. The sinplest way [1§] to estin ate this contribution is to assum e,
Just by din ensional reasons, that d (n)=e is roughly equalto d° (obviously, the
electric charge e should be singled out ofd (), being a param eter unrelated
to the nuclon structure).

In a more elborate approach [1§], the neutron EDM is estin ated in
the chiral lim it via diagram 3, acoording to Ref. fL'}]. For both u-and d-
quarks, the contribution of operator (3) to the CP -odd N N constant g y y
is transform ed by the PCAC technique to the sam e expression:

< pigas tqG® in>= f—l < pigu  BdG* n>: (7

W e Include the quark-gluon coupling constant g; explicitly into the above
relation since the corresponding estin ate based on the QCD sum rules refers
directly to the last m atrix elem ent. T his estin ate gives a value close to

15Gev?. Formomenta 1 GeV in thisestinate, we takeg 2. Then
the resul for the neutron EDM is:

do)=e 2 10 m; @)

which exceeds the experin ental upper Iim i @).

Let us ntroduce the ratio of the neutron dipol m om ent, as induced by

aCEDM, to & itself:
_ d(n)—e: )
d° @
Tts value cbtained In this approach, = 0{7, is quite close Indeed to unity.
In our opinion, this good agreem ent w ith the above sim plem Inded result
enhances the reliability of both estim ates.

A quite essential contrbution to the neutron EDM can be induced by
the chrom oelectric dipoke m om ent d° (s) of the squark [14]. The gain in the
m agniude of d° (s), as com pared to the dquark CEDM , is the lJarge ratio of
the quark masses, ms=m4 20.

O n the other hand, for the squark, the ratio

. = : (10)



should bemuch an aller than uniy. Indeed, according to the QCD sum rule
calculations of Ref. Ei], it is about 0.1. One should mention that other
estin ates [, 18] predict for the ratio (I0) a value an order of m agniude
am aller, and this sm aller prediction wasused in Ref. {14].

Then, how rliablk istheestimate ¢ = 0:17? There are strong indications
now that the adm ixture of the ss pairs In nuckons is quite considerable. In
particular, it refers to the spin content of a nuckon. And though these
Indications refer to operatorsdi erent from s 5 t©sG?® , they give serious
reasons to believe that the estim ate

s 01 11)

is Just a conservative one.
Atthisvalue of  the resulting contribution ofthe squark CEDM to the
neutron dipole m om ent

dn)=e = 6 10®an 12)

is larger than the experin ental upper lin it @) aln ost by an order ofm agni-
tude.

3. At last, ket us com pare the predictions of the m odel discussed w ith
the result of the atom ic experin ent. The m easurem ents ofthe EDM of the
m ercury isotope '*’Hg have resulted {191 in

dt®Hg)=e < 9 10%an: 13)

A coording to calculations of Ref. P(], it corresponds to the upper lin it on
the dquark CEDM
d° < 24 10*°m 14)

The prediction (§) exceeds this upper lin i by an order of m agnitude.

O ur analysis dem onstrates that very special assum ptions conceming the
param eters of the m odel of spontaneocus CP violation in the H iggs sector
(such as largem assM o ofthe H iggsboson, an allvalues ofthe C P -violating
param eters In Z 4, In Z°°, etc) are necessary to reconcile the predictions ofthis
m odelw ith the experin ental upper lin its on the electric djpole m om ents of
neutron and *’Hg.



Such ne tuning will change as well the prediction of the m odel for the
electron EDM . it willm ake m uch am aller the acospted now prediction
de) 10 *’ an {[1,21,22], which isonly an order ofm agnitude below the
present experim ental upper lin it P31.
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