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W e discuss how to extract non-Standard M odel e ects from B -factory phenom enology. W e then analyze the prospects for
uncovering evidence for E ective Supersym m etry, a class of supersym m etric m odels w hich naturally suppress avor changing
neutralcurrents and electric dipolem om entsw ithout squark universality or am allCP violating phases, In experin entsat BaB ar,

BELLE,HERAB,CDF/DOand LHCB.

T he principle of naturahess In plies that physics be-
yond the standard m odel m ust be present at or below
the \'t Hooft scale" 4 my =g, 1Tev :_ﬁ] In the next
few years several experin ents w ill probe F lJavor C hang—
Ing NeutralCurrents FCNC) and CP violation in the B
system , providing both new tests of the Standard M odel
(SM ) and potential clues to new physics up to energies
near 1000TeV . These experin ents m ay be the rst to
provide evidence forphysicsbeyond the SM .New physics
In rare decays ofB m esonsand in studies of CP violation
In the B4 and B¢ system s can originate from : two non-
SM phases 4;s Inthe B = 2 operators forB 4;s m ixing;
new phasessin the B = 1b! dandb! s hadronic
transitions (\penguins"); disagreem ent between CP vi-
oltion in the B system and in the kaon system; or
departure of m s, and/or m s, from SM predictions.

In this Letter we show that all of the above e ects
are lkely to occur and may be measurable in a class
of theories recently proposed by three of us, called
\E ective Supersym m etry" ['LZ:]. E ective Supersymm e—
try is a new approach to the problem of naturahess in
the weak Interactions, providing an experin entally ac—
ceptable suppression of FCNC and electric dipole m o—
ments (EDM s) for the rst two fam ilies while avoiding

ne tuning in the H iggs sector. In such a theory nature
is approxin ately supersym m etric above a scale M”, w ith
1Tev M < 20TeV. Unlike the M inin al Supersym —
m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) i_ﬂ] how ever, m ost ofthe
superpartners have m ass of order M” and only the H ig-
gsinos, gauginos, top squarks, and lft handed bottom
squarks need be lighter than the "t Hooft scale. FCNC
and EDM s for light quarks and leptons are an all even
for large CP violating phases in supersymm etry break-
Ing param eters, due to approxin ate decoupling of the

rst two fam ilies of squarks and sleptons. Below M, the
e ective theory does not appear supersym m etric, but is
nevertheless natural, because of substantial cancellations
In quadratically divergent radiative corrections.

T he superpartner spectrum ofE ective Supersymm e—
try can resul from new gauge interactions, which are
responsble for supersym m etry breaking and which cou-
Pl more strongly to the st two fam ilies than the top
quark and up-type H iggs. These new nteractions could
also explain the ferm ion m ass hierarchy and the absence
of observed B and L violation.

W e have com puted the possible e ects on B factory
physics from the light gaugios, H iggsinos, and top and
bottom squarks. W e nd di erent and larger e ects are
possble than in theM SSM w ith squark universaliry 84
or alignm ent t_E;]. Nonuniversalm asses for the third gen—
eration of squarksand slkeptons have also been considered
n E,-'j.], and the e ects of nonuniversalm asses and new
phases for the third generation of squarks on B physics
has been considered previously in the context of grand
unied theories B,d].

B factory experin ents w ill be able to distinguish the
e ects of the standard m odelCKM phases IIL-Q:]:

VgV, VedV,
arg Ve argy Yced¥eb
VuaVip VgV,
VuaVyp 0 VioVyp
arg ——— arg ——
Vcdvcb VtSVus
V.,V VugV,
arg Jtbts 1 arg YudVus
VpVes VeaVeg

from the e ects ofnew physics (such as supersymm etric
box and penguin diagram s) [_lg]. Note that w ith these
de nitions there are tw o identities,

+ o+ = ; 1= % @)

From direct m easurements of CKM param eters, and
the assum ption that there are no new physics contri-
butions to decay am plitudes which can com pete w ith
SM tree level processes, j' < 02. Note however that
!> 0 (10 ®) requiresboth CKM non-unitarity and new
physics In K {K m ixing. CKM unitarity also constrains
J j< 0:03.

W e rst consider the e ects of new physics through
B = 2 operators. M any of the tine dependent
asymm etries resulting from the interference between
B°{B° m ixing and decay into CP eigenstates [[4] are
clanly predicted in the Standard M odel as a func-
tion of the CabibboK obayashiM askawa CKM) pa-
mmeters [13]. W hile the direct decay am plimdes
In table 1 will be dom inated by SM physics, the
CP violhting asymm etries which result from interfer-
ence between m ixing and decay are sensitive to gaug—
nos, Higgsihos, and squarks through box diagram s
which can produce nonstandard B = 2 e ects.
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D ecay Quark P rocess Acp
B! b! uud sin 2 ( a)
B! D*D b! ccd sh2( + q)
B! K b! o sh2( + g+ !)
B ! D¢pkK b! cus;ucs !

B! DcpK 04
BJ! b! ocs sin 2 ( s)
B! D.K b! cusjucs 0 + 25

Tablk 1. CP asymm etries m easured in B decays

This new physics m ay be param eterized by two phases
dr s+
, }arg —}Bd"sﬁgnjgd;si . @)
s 2 1'Bd;s:H 2M j3d;si ’
where H ! is the e ective Ham iltonian including both
standard and SUSY contrbutions, and HZ" only in-
cludes the e ects of the standard m odelbox diagram s.
W ith these de nitions, CP violating asymm etries in
B processes m easure the angles as indicated in table 1.
T hese processes have been discussed in the SM in I_l-é]
T he m easurem ents of g and + 4 are somewhat
In uenced by penguin contributions, whose e ects must
be rem oved l_l-g;] A subtle point is the presence of ! In
Acp DrBJ ! K. This arises since we cannot assum e
thephase n K {K m ixing isgiven by the SM analysis E_d].
Howeverwe do know , shce k is an all, that the phase is
nearly the sam e asthat In K decay, given by argVy4V, ¢ .
P rovided that penguin contributions to the decays of
table 1 can be removed, ; ; 4;! and s may be
extracted from experin ents {d] as indicated ;n gures 1
and 2. W ith the additionalassum ption ofCKM unjrarjty,
is quite sm all, and ; m ay be extracted separately [L6].
W e can estin ate the sizes ofthese e ectsby com paring
the superpartner contribution to B = 2 operatorsw ith
the Standard M odel. E ective Supersymm etry requires
the squarks Qs and T to havemasses < 1TeV. These
m asseigenstatesarem xturesof avoreigenstates W here
squark avor, indicated by a lower case letter, is de ned
by the gliino coupling to the corresponding quark) {_Z,'_l-j:]

T o t

3
Qs B Zir VB+ Viss+ Vigd G)
c
+74
cT Vcbb‘l' Vess+ Vcdd’
je4
+277 ;
uT B+ Vyss+ Vgad
T ZhE+ zic+ z2icuwe 4)

HereV isthe CKM m atrix, while the Z factors arise
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Fig 1. Solid triangk corresponds to the CKM unitarity
condition VyqVyp + VegVy, + VgV, = 0. The angles (

q) and ( + 4) aremeasured; ; and 4 may then ke
reconstructed from know ledge of V3.

from diagonalizing the squark m assm atrix In the quark
m ass elgenstate basis (we neglect eftright squark m ix-
Ing, which is sm all iIn realizations ofE ective Supersym —
metry which hage been studied to date @6). The z

matrjoessatjsﬁ i:u;c;tjz'gff: 1 i:u;c;th'J'I.JTf: 1.
N aturalness in poses order of m agnitude constraints on
the Z factors: to avold ne tuning in the H iggs sector,

we require
1Tev

PE IR 3RS FRar 3< )

w hile naturahness ofthe squark m assm atrix requires f_l-z:]:

q sz .
¥, ri< max o~ Vol 7 6)

L Mg
:ZSTj< m ax —T;—3 7
M
and sim ilarly with u replaced by c.
T he box dj;dgram swih left handed light squarks and
gluinos give [18]

2

H? = 36ﬁ(z;‘{Bng )2 £1 (%g)Q1 (7)
B
64 10*  1000GeV Veg + 28 2Q .
Gev? m 0:05 v
w here
Q1= bL d LbL d g
11+ 8x  19% + 26x Iog &) + 4x% log (x)
f1 x)=
@ =xp
X 0
ZSOB Z i1 Vig; q d;s;b :
i=ujc;t

and we have evaliated the function at x4  mZ=m’ '
0.

Unless gluinos are signi cantly heavier than squarks,
charginos and neutralinos (which does not occur in any
realization of e ective supersym m etry discussed in the
literature E_Z,'é]), box diagram s from chargino and neu-—
tralino exchange produce a contribution suppressed by
O(w=s)? 0: when compared with the gluino boxes.
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Fig 2. Solid triangk corresponds to the CKM unitarity
condition ViV, + VsV, o+ VgV, g = 0. Theangkes ( %+ )
and ( s) can be measured in B demays whik is
constrained by CKM unitarity.

P ossible exceptions are the charged H iggsino and charged
H iggsboxesw hich are proportionalto é . However these
have the sam e phase as the standard m odel contribution.

From eq. E"/: we see that even TeV m ass squarks can
produce an orderone e ect on B 4{B 4 m xing, detectable
viaa 4 aslhrmgeas =2,0rvia a ratio or x=x4 Where
Xsid m g, .= B,, ) Which iswelloutsidethe SM range.
For Bs{Bs m ixing the e ects of the superpartner box
diagram s can only be com parable to the SM contridbution
for rather light ( 200G e&V) b squarks and gliinos. A
measuram ent of ¢ larger than 02 would suggest that
gluinos and a squark are lighter than 400 Gev.

In theSM g signi cantly constrainsthe CKM m atrix.
However g ocouldbedom nated by the contribution from
supersym m etric particles, even if all superpartners are as
heavy as500TeV . W ith 20TeV massesforthe rsttwo
fam ilies of squarks and w ith susy m ixing angles for the

rst tw o generations squarksoforderthe C abbibo angle,
the CP violating susy phases In the down and strange
squark couplingsm ust be less than O (1=30) or the kaon
CP violating param eter ¢ would be too large :[21!]. Note
that suppressing this susy contrbution to x does not
preclide observingnew CP violating phasesin B physics.
H owever an interesting possibility isthat an approxin ate
CP symm etry rendersallphases (ncliding CKM phases)
an all. In this case the CP violating asymm etries in B
decays would allbe too am allto be easily m easured.

In eithertheM SSM or In e ective supersym m etry it is
possblethat m g, could receive a signi cant supersym —
m etric contribution which has the sam e phase as the SM
contrbution. Thus the values of ; detem ined by B
physics could disagree w ith the values in the SM given by
Vub; M g, and k ,even if 4;s are too sn allto m easure.

Supersymm etry may also have signicant e ects
through B = 1 operators. Contributions to both the
b! dand b ! s penguins can be comparabl to that
ofthe SM but w ith di erent phases, provided gluino and
third fam ily squark m assesare lighterthan 200G &V . The
SM predictions for penguin operators, and m ethods for
extracting their e ects from CP asymm etries has been
extensively discussed [15,9416,19]. In the standard m odel

there isa lJarge uncertainty in the phase oftheb ! dpen-
guin, however the uncertainty In the phase oftheb ! s
penguins isoforder ifthethreeby three CKM m atrix is
unitary. Thusone can search fornew CP violating phases
In penguin contrbutionsvia, eg., the CP asymm etry in
BagBg)! Ks.

Box and electroweak penguin diagram s involving su—
perpartners can a ect the rates, polarizations, and lep-
ton mom entum distrbutions in b !  (s;d)¥Y ' , which
can also be tested In B factories. In theM SSM w ith uni-
versality, the only potential discrepancies larger than 5%
arise through changes In the coe cient C 4 [_2-(5_] in the ef-
fective Lagrangian (we follow the notation of .f_Zl:]) .InEf
fective Supersym m etry w ith am all leftright squark m ix—
Ing and heavy charged H iggs the corrections to C; are
anall. W ith a bottom squark lighter than 100G ev
and gluino lighterthan 200G €V it ispossble to change
the size and/or phase of the coe cient C ¢ by asmuch as
30% . Ifthe bottom and/or top squarks, the weak gaug-
nos and the charged skpton and/or sneutrino have
m asses 100 Gev, it is possbl for box diagram s to
change the size and phase 0fCy;19 (orthe Iepton only)
by amaxinum of0O (10% ).

The B factories will also search for m ixing and CP
violation in the D © system , which are both predicted to
bevery snallin the SM  (xp 10 “{10 °,
b bo=@2 po) 10 2{10 4, 10 4{10 ©)
f_Z-Z_i]. In E ective Supersym m etry there can be signi cant
contrbutionsto xp from both heavy squarksw ith m asses

M and from the lighter third fam ily squarks, wih
com parablem axin um possble size. For exam ple the box
diagram sw ith a right handed top squark and gluinosgive
a contrbution

mpo= po

2 2
MypBp £ |
Xp = W](ZET Z3)Ff1 &g) 8)
|
~2 p
1§ 1000Gev f5 Bp A A
m 2 200M eV 0:0025

where again we have taken x4 * 0:1. T he current exper-
in entalbound is (xp < 009) R3]. Cham decaysw illbe
dom nated by the SM contrdbution and so there are no
signi cant new ocontributions to yp . W e conclude that
unless suppressed by avor symm etries, D °{D ° m ixing
could be much larger than In the SM , although substan—
tially an aller than the current experim entalbounds. T he
superpartner contribution m ay also have a di erent phase
than the SM contrbution. If m po and =2 tum out
to be com parable, p could beO (1), although p isdi-
cult tom easure ifD °{D ° m ixing isvery slow . In principle
D °{D ° m ixing a ects the extraction ofthe CKM param —
eter ! from B ! DcpK decays; however such e ects
are suppressed by xp ;yp , and are negligble. However
even if ; isanall, xp may be as large asO (10 2), and
then CP violation in interference between D ° m ixig and
decaysm ight be detectable P4].



In summ ary, E ective Supersym m etry, with natural-
ness and with M~ 20TeV, allow s for Interesting new
physics for B factories. O bservable possbilities which
are preclided in other supersym m etric m odels (assum —
Ing R-parity conservation) inclide large values for the
new physics param eters 4 and s, and large new phases
inb! spengumns. D°{D % mixig is likely to be much
larger than in the standard m odel but very di cul to
observe. N ote that observation of large 5, non-standard
phasesin b! s penguins, orm easurable deviation from
theSM inb! ;s)Y ' ,would inply that gluinos and
third fam ily squarks are lighter than
within near tem experin ental reach. E ective super-
symm etry sharesw ith other supersym m etric m odels the
possbility of nonstandard contributions to g and B g {
B4 m ixing.
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