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W e discuss how to extract non-Standard M odele�ects from B-factory phenom enology. W e then analyze the prospects for

uncovering evidence forE�ective Supersym m etry,a class ofsupersym m etric m odelswhich naturally suppressavorchanging

neutralcurrentsand electricdipolem om entswithoutsquark universality orsm allCP violatingphases,in experim entsatBaBar,

BELLE,HERA-B,CD F/D 0 and LHC-B.

The principle ofnaturalness im plies that physics be-

yond the standard m odelm ust be present at or below

the \’tHooftscale" 4�m W =gw � 1TeV [1]. In the next

few yearsseveralexperim ents willprobe FlavorChang-

ing NeutralCurrents(FCNC)and CP violation in theB

system ,providing both new testsoftheStandard M odel

(SM ) and potentialclues to new physics up to energies

near 1000TeV. These experim ents m ay be the �rst to

provideevidenceforphysicsbeyond theSM .New physics

in raredecaysofB m esonsand in studiesofCP violation

in the B d and B s system scan originate from : two non-

SM phases�d;s in the�B = 2 operatorsforB d;s m ixing;

new phases in the �B = 1 b ! d and b ! s hadronic

transitions (\penguins");disagreem ent between CP vi-

olation in the B system and � in the kaon system ; or

departureof�m B d
and/or�m B s

from SM predictions.

In this Letter we show that allof the above e�ects

are likely to occur and m ay be m easurable in a class

of theories recently proposed by three of us, called

\E�ectiveSupersym m etry" [2]. E�ective Supersym m e-

try is a new approach to the problem ofnaturalness in

the weak interactions,providing an experim entally ac-

ceptable suppression ofFCNC and electric dipole m o-

m ents (EDM s) for the �rst two fam ilies while avoiding

�ne tuning in the Higgssector. In such a theory nature

isapproxim ately supersym m etric abovea scale ~M ,with

1TeV � ~M <
� 20TeV. Unlike the M inim alSupersym -

m etricStandard M odel(M SSM )[3]however,m ostofthe

superpartners have m ass oforder ~M and only the Hig-

gsinos,gauginos,top squarks,and left handed bottom

squarksneed be lighter than the ’t Hooft scale. FCNC

and EDM s for light quarks and leptons are sm alleven

for large CP violating phases in supersym m etry break-

ing param eters, due to approxim ate decoupling of the

�rsttwo fam iliesofsquarksand sleptons.Below ~M ,the

e�ective theory doesnotappearsupersym m etric,butis

neverthelessnatural,becauseofsubstantialcancellations

in quadratically divergentradiativecorrections.

The superpartnerspectrum ofE�ective Supersym m e-

try can result from new gauge interactions,which are

responsible forsupersym m etry breaking and which cou-

ple m ore strongly to the �rsttwo fam ilies than the top

quark and up-type Higgs. These new interactionscould

also explain the ferm ion m asshierarchy and theabsence

ofobserved B and L violation.

W e have com puted the possible e�ects on B factory

physicsfrom the lightgauginos,Higgsinos,and top and

bottom squarks.W e �nd di�erentand largere�ectsare

possiblethan in theM SSM with squark universality [3,4]

oralignm ent[5].Nonuniversalm assesforthe third gen-

eration ofsquarksand sleptonshavealsobeen considered

in [6,7],and the e�ectsofnonuniversalm assesand new

phasesforthe third generation ofsquarkson B physics

has been considered previously in the context ofgrand

uni�ed theories[8,9].

B factory experim ents willbe able to distinguish the

e�ectsofthe standard m odelCK M phases[10]:
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from the e�ectsofnew physics(such assupersym m etric

box and penguin diagram s) [11]. Note that with these

de�nitionstherearetwo identities,

� + � +  = �; ! =  � 
0
� � : (1)

From direct m easurem ents of CK M param eters, and

the assum ption that there are no new physics contri-

butions to decay am plitudes which can com pete with

SM tree levelprocesses,j!j<� 0:2. Note however that

! > O (10� 3)requiresboth CK M non-unitarity and new

physicsin K {�K m ixing. CK M unitarity also constrains

j�j< 0:03.

W e �rst consider the e�ects ofnew physics through

�B = 2 operators. M any of the tim e dependent

asym m etries resulting from the interference between

B 0{�B 0 m ixing and decay into CP eigenstates [12]are

cleanly predicted in the Standard M odel as a func-

tion of the Cabibbo-K obayashi-M askawa (CK M ) pa-

ram eters [13]. W hile the direct decay am plitudes

in table 1 will be dom inated by SM physics, the

CP violating asym m etries which result from interfer-

ence between m ixing and decay are sensitive to gaug-

inos, Higgsinos, and squarks through box diagram s

which can produce nonstandard �B = 2 e�ects.
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Decay Q uark Process A C P

B 0

d
! �+ �� �b! �uu �d sin2(� � �d)

B 0

d
! D + D � �b! �cc�d � sin2(� + �d)

B 0

d
!  K s

�b! �cc�s � sin2(� + �d + !)

B � ! D C PK
� �b! �cu�s;�uc�s  � ! �

B 0

d
! D C PK

� 0+ �

B 0

s !  � �b! �cc�s sin2(� � �s)

B 0

s ! D �

s K
� �b! �cu�s;�uc�s  0� � + 2�s

Table1.CP asym m etries m easured in B decays

This new physics m ay be param eterized by two phases

�d;�s:

�d;s �
1

2
arg

�
hB d;sjH

full

e�
j�B d;si

hB d;sjH
SM

e�
j�B d;si

�

; (2)

where H full

e�
is the e�ective Ham iltonian including both

standard and SUSY contributions, and H SM

e�
only in-

cludesthe e�ectsofthe standard m odelbox diagram s.

W ith these de�nitions, CP violating asym m etries in

B processes m easure the angles as indicated in table 1.

These processes have been discussed in the SM in [14].

The m easurem ents of� � �d and � + �d are som ewhat

inuenced by penguin contributions,whose e�ectsm ust

be rem oved [15]. A subtle pointisthe presence of! in

A C P forB 0

d
!  K s.Thisarisessincewecannotassum e

thephasein K {�K m ixing isgiven by theSM analysis[9].

Howeverwedo know,since�K issm all,thatthephaseis

nearly thesam easthatin K decay,given by argVudV
�

us.

Provided that penguin contributionsto the decaysof

table 1 can be rem oved,�;�;�d;! and � � �s m ay be

extracted from experim ents [9]asindicated in �gures1

and2.W ith theadditionalassum ptionofCK M unitarity,

� isquitesm all,and �s m ay beextracted separately [16].

W ecan estim atethesizesofthesee�ectsby com paring

thesuperpartnercontribution to �B = 2 operatorswith

the Standard M odel. E�ective Supersym m etry requires

the squarks ~Q 3 and
~�T to have m asses <

� 1TeV. These

m asseigenstatesarem ixturesofavoreigenstates(where

squark avor,indicated by a lowercaseletter,isde�ned

by thegluino couplingto thecorrespondingquark)[2,17]
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�
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�

� Z
q

tT

�
~t

Vtb
~b+ Vts~s+ Vtd

~d

�

(3)

+ Z
q
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�
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�

+ Z
q

uT

�

~u

Vub
~b+ Vus~s+ Vud

~d

�

;

~�T � Z
�u
tT
~�t+ Z

�u
cT
~�c+ Z

�u
uT
~�u : (4)

HereV isthe CK M m atrix,whilethe Z factorsarise

α
βγ
θd

α−θd

Vub

Fig 1. Solid triangle corresponds to the CKM unitarity

condition VudV
�

ub+ VcdV
�

cb+ VtdV
�

tb = 0.The angles(� �

�d)and (� + �d)are m easured;�;� and �d m ay then be

reconstructed from knowledge ofjVubj.

from diagonalizing the squark m assm atrix in the quark

m asseigenstate basis(we neglectleft-rightsquark m ix-

ing,which issm allin realizationsofE�ectiveSupersym -

m etry which have been studied to date [2,6]). The Z

m atricessatisfy
P

i= u;c;t
jZ

q

iT
j2 = 1 ;

P

i= u;c;t
jZ �u

iT j
2 = 1.

Naturalness im poses order ofm agnitude constraints on

the Z factors: to avoid �ne tuning in the Higgs sector,

werequire

jZ
q

cT
j;jZ

q

uT
j;jZ

�u
cT j;jZ

�u
uT j<�

1TeV

~M
: (5)

whilenaturalnessofthesquarkm assm atrixrequires[17]:

jZ
q

uT
j<� m ax

�
m ~Q 3

~M
;jVubj

�

; (6)

jZ
�u
uT j<� m ax

�
m ~�T

~M
;
m ~Q 3

~M

�

;

and sim ilarly with u replaced by c.

The box diagram swith lefthanded lightsquarksand

gluinosgive[18]

H
~g

e�
=

�2s

36m 2

~B

(Z
q

dB
Z
q�

bB
)2f1(xg)Q 1 (7)

�

�
6:4� 10� 12

G eV
2

� �
1000G eV

m ~B

� 2 �
Vtd + Z

q

uT

0:05

� 2

Q 1;

where

Q 1 = �b�L�d�L
�b
�

L

�
d�L

f1(x)=
11+ 8x � 19x2 + 26x log(x)+ 4x2 log(x)

(1� x)3

Z
q

q0B
�

X

i= u;c;t

ZiT Viq0; q
0
� d;s;b:

and we have evaluated the function atxg � m2
~g=m

2

~B
’

0:1.

Unless gluinos are signi�cantly heavier than squarks,

charginosand neutralinos(which doesnotoccurin any

realization ofe�ective supersym m etry discussed in the

literature [2,6]),box diagram s from chargino and neu-

tralino exchange produce a contribution suppressed by

O (�w =�s)
2 � 0:1 when com pared with thegluino boxes.
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Vub

δ
γ’

θs

Fig 2. Solid triangle corresponds to the CKM unitarity

condition VtbV
�

ub+ VtsV
�

us+ VtdV
�

ud = 0.Theangles(0+ �)

and (� � �s) can be m easured in B s decays while � is

constrained by CKM unitarity.

Possibleexceptionsarethecharged Higgsinoand charged

Higgsboxeswhich areproportionalto �4t.Howeverthese

havethesam ephaseasthestandard m odelcontribution.

From eq.7 we see that even TeV m ass squarks can

producean orderonee�ecton B d{�B d m ixing,detectable

via a �d aslargeas� �=2,orvia a ratio forxs=xd (where

xs;d � �m B s;d
=�B s;d

)which iswelloutsidetheSM range.

For B s{�B s m ixing the e�ects ofthe superpartner box

diagram scan only becom parabletotheSM contribution

for rather light (� 200G eV) b squarks and gluinos. A

m easurem ent of�s larger than 0.2 would suggest that

gluinosand a squark arelighterthan � 400 G eV.

In theSM �K signi�cantlyconstrainstheCK M m atrix.

However�K could bedom inated bythecontribution from

supersym m etricparticles,even ifallsuperpartnersareas

heavyas500TeV.W ith � 20TeV m assesforthe�rsttwo

fam ilies ofsquarksand with susy m ixing anglesfor the

�rsttwogenerationssquarksofordertheCabbibboangle,

the CP violating susy phases in the down and strange

squark couplingsm ustbe lessthan O (1=30)orthe kaon

CP violating param eter�K would be too large[2].Note

that suppressing this susy contribution to �K does not

precludeobservingnew CP violatingphasesin B physics.

Howeveran interestingpossibility isthatan approxim ate

CP sym m etryrendersallphases(includingCK M phases)

sm all. In this case the CP violating asym m etries in B

decayswould allbe too sm allto be easily m easured.

In eithertheM SSM orin e�ectivesupersym m etry itis

possiblethat�m B d
could receiveasigni�cantsupersym -

m etriccontribution which hasthesam ephaseastheSM

contribution. Thus the values of�;� determ ined by B

physicscould disagreewith thevaluesin theSM given by

Vub;�m B d
and �K ,even if�d;s aretoo sm allto m easure.

Supersym m etry m ay also have signi�cant e�ects

through �B = 1 operators. Contributions to both the

b ! d and b ! s penguins can be com parable to that

oftheSM butwith di�erentphases,provided gluino and

third fam ilysquarkm assesarelighterthan 200G eV.The

SM predictions for penguin operators,and m ethods for

extracting their e�ects from CP asym m etries has been

extensively discussed [15,9,16,19].In thestandard m odel

thereisalargeuncertaintyin thephaseoftheb! d pen-

guin,howeverthe uncertainty in the phase ofthe b! s

penguinsisoforder� ifthethreebythreeCK M m atrixis

unitary.Thusonecan searchfornew CP violatingphases

in penguin contributionsvia,e.g.,the CP asym m etry in

B d(�B d)! �K S.

Box and electroweak penguin diagram s involving su-

perpartnerscan a�ect the rates,polarizations,and lep-

ton m om entum distributions in b ! (s;d)‘+ ‘� ,which

can also betested in B factories.In theM SSM with uni-

versality,theonly potentialdiscrepancieslargerthan 5%

arisethrough changesin the coe�cientC 7 [20]in the ef-

fectiveLagrangian (wefollow thenotation of[21]).In Ef-

fectiveSupersym m etry with sm allleft-rightsquark m ix-

ing and heavy charged Higgs the corrections to C7 are

sm all. W ith a bottom squark lighter than � 100G eV

and gluinolighterthan � 200G eV itispossibletochange

thesizeand/orphaseofthecoe�cientC 9 by asm uch as

30% .Ifthe bottom and/ortop squarks,the weak gaug-

inosand the � charged slepton and/or� sneutrino have

m asses � 100 G eV,it is possible for box diagram s to

changethesizeand phaseofC9;10 (forthe� lepton only)

by a m axim um ofO (10% ).

The B factories willalso search for m ixing and CP

violation in the D 0 system ,which are both predicted to

beverysm allin theSM (xD � �m D 0=�D 0 � 10� 4{10� 5,

yD � �� D 0=(2�D 0) � 10� 2{10� 4, �D � 10� 4{10� 6)

[22].In E�ectiveSupersym m etry therecan besigni�cant

contributionstoxD from both heavysquarkswith m asses

� ~M and from the lighter third fam ily squarks, with

com parablem axim um possiblesize.Forexam plethebox

diagram swith arighthanded top squarkand gluinosgive

a contribution

xD =
�2sM D B D f

2

D

54m 2

~�T
�D

j(Z �u
uT Z

�u
cT )j

2
f1(xg) (8)

� 5� 10� 4

 

1000G eV

m 2

~�T

! 2 �
fD

p
B D

200M eV

� 2 �
Z �u
uT Z

�u
cT

0:0025

� 2

whereagain wehavetaken xg ’ 0:1.Thecurrentexper-

im entalbound is(xD < 0:09)[23].Charm decayswillbe

dom inated by the SM contribution and so there are no

signi�cant new contributions to yD . W e conclude that

unless suppressed by avor sym m etries,D 0{�D 0 m ixing

could be m uch largerthan in theSM ,although substan-

tiallysm allerthan thecurrentexperim entalbounds.The

superpartnercontribution m ayalsohaveadi�erentphase

than the SM contribution.If�m D 0 and ��=2 turn out

to becom parable,�D could beO (1),although �D isdi�-

culttom easureifD 0{�D 0 m ixingisveryslow.In principle

D 0{�D 0 m ixing a�ectstheextraction oftheCK M param -

eter � ! from B ! DC PK decays;howeversuch e�ects

are suppressed by xD ;yD ,and are negligible. However

even if�D issm all,xD m ay be aslargeasO (10� 2),and

then CP violation in interferencebetween D 0 m ixingand

decaysm ightbe detectable[24].
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In sum m ary,E�ective Supersym m etry,with natural-

ness and with ~M � 20TeV,allows for interesting new

physics for B factories. O bservable possibilities which

are precluded in other supersym m etric m odels (assum -

ing R-parity conservation) include large values for the

new physicsparam eters�d and �s,and largenew phases

in b ! s penguins. D 0{�D 0 m ixing is likely to be m uch

larger than in the standard m odelbut very di�cult to

observe.Notethatobservation oflarge�s,non-standard

phasesin b! s penguins,orm easurable deviation from

the SM in b! (d;s)‘+ ‘� ,would im ply thatgluinosand

third fam ily squarks are lighter than � 200 G eV,i.e.

within near term experim entalreach. E�ective super-

sym m etry shareswith othersupersym m etricm odelsthe

possibility ofnonstandard contributions to �K and B d{
�B d m ixing.
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