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Abstract

W e present a param etrization of the supersym m etric standard m odel w ith—
outR pariy thatpem itse cientphencm enologicalanalysesofthe fiillm odel
w ithout a priori assum ptions. Under the param etrization, which is charac—
terized by a sihglke vacuum expectation value for the scalar com ponents of
the Y = 1=2 super elds, the expressions for treelevel m ass m atrices are
quie sin ple. They do not nvolve the trilinear R -parity violating couplings;

how ever, the bilinear ; tem s do enter and cannot be set to zero w ithout ad—
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ditional assum ptions. W e set up a fram ework for doing phenom enology and
show som e illustrative results for ferm ion m ass m atrices and related bounds
on param eters. W e nd in particular that large values of tan can suppress

R parity viclating e ects, substantially weakening experin ental constraints.
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I. NTRODUCTION

A softly broken supersymm etry (SUSY ) around orbelow the scale ofa TeV isno doubt
the m ost popular extension of the Standard M odel. M ost SUSY studies concentrate on
a \m inin al" version of such a m odel which contains two electroweak symm etry breaking
H iggs doublets and an ad hoc discrete symm etry, called R -parity, which essentially distin—
guishes particles from superpartickes. The phenom enological role of R pariy is to forbid
B-or L-num ber violating couplings for which there are in portant experim ental bounds, for
Instance those from superparticle m ediated proton decays. H owever, strict R -parity conser—
vation isnot required to satisfy these bounds. Furthem ore, allow ing R -parity to be broken,
either spontaneously through sneutrino VEV ’s or explicitly in the Lagrangian, gives rise to
Interesting phenom enology. T his has becom e a sub gct of much interest recently (for som e
recent review s and references, see [ 2]). Because of the Jarge number of possble R -parity
viclating RPV) couplings, m ost studies in pose assum ptions to restrict the analyses to a
particular subsst of RPV oouplings. W e w ish to adopt a purely phenom enological point of
view that allow s an analysis ofallthe RPV couplings w ithout a priori assum ptions. In this
letter we present our perspective on the param etrization of the general RPV Lagrangian
and show som e Initial results. Here we concentrate on tree level results for m ass m atrices
in the fem ion sector, especially In the Jarge tan regin e; a m ore detailed study w ill appear

elssw here.

II.PARAMETRIZATION OF R-PARITY VIOLATION

T he m ost general renom alizable superpotential for the supersym m etric standard m odel
w ithout R -parity can be w ritten as
h A A~ ANg Aph A 0 ANg A A Ao Ap. AN i
Wo= "y LEHD+ hROTHUL +  GLPDE + ( LOLPER 4+
where (@;b) are SU 2) indices, (i;3;k) are fam ily ( avor) indices, and ( ; ) are (extended)

avor indices from 0 to 3withf ’s denoting the fourdoublet super edswih Y = 1=2.



and " are antisym m etric in the rst two indices as required by SU (2) and SU (3) product
rules respectively. In the lim it where 3 ; ijk; ijk and ; all vanish, one recovers the

expression for the R -parity pressrving m Inin al supersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ),

with £, denti ed asH 4. In that case, the two H Iggses acquire vacuum expectation values

(VEV’s) and the Jpton and quark Yukawa couplings are given by h§, 2 o & 2 ox),

h$ iOk , and -hj , respectively. In the generalcase, the fullexpression forW togetherw ith

all adm issbble soft SUSY breaking tem s should be used to construct the scalar potential
and solve forthe vacuum . T he solution is then expected to nvole VEV ’s forall ve neutral
scalars, ie. for both the H iggses and sneutrinos In the usual term inology.

Tt is not necessary, however, to retain all ve VEV'’s in param etrizing the m odel, be-
cause the freedom associated w ith the choice of avorbasis creates redundancy am ongst the
param eters. For exam ple, In the M SSM , the two 3 3 com plex m ass m atrices —é’“—zh‘-jk and
15’C‘—§h‘1?‘k corresoond only to ten real param eters describing the six m ass eigenvalues and the
CKM -m atrix. And although there are m odels attem pting to construct the full high-energy
m assm atrices 3] in particular avorbases, so far as low -energy phenom enology is concemed
the di erent bases cannot be distinguished. A fruitful strategy in the M SSM  is therefore to
choose a avor basis that param etrizes the two Yukawa m atrices i and h® w ith exactly ten
param eters, nam ely assum Ing one m assm atrix to be given by the diagonal eigenvalues and
the otheram ultiple ofthe CKM -m atrix and the other diagonaleigenvaliem atrix. Sin ilarly,
In param etrizing the general supersym m etric standard m odel w ithout R parity, U (3) avor
rotations for §;;0¢ ;0¢ and ES aswellasa U (4) rotation orf, can be exploited.

The above observation is not new . The popular param etrization exploiting the avor
rotations has all ’'s exospt , as well as two of the sneutrino VEV'’s (v's) st to zero
(rotated away) H]. (Th this context sneutrinos refer to the scalar com ponents of the three
L, super eldsasde ned In the basiswhere the ;’s are zero.) Note that the lpton Yukawa
m atrix h§ cannot then be taken asdiagonalized, since the fillf basisis already xed. This

(sihgle— ) param etrization was introduced originally in studiesof RPV e ectson the kptons



under the assum ption that the trilnear RPV couplings are zero ¥]. Extending its usage to
the m ost general RPV scenario proves di cul. For instance, the chargino-charged—Jepton

m assm atrix in a generic basis is given by
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Tt is easy to see that under the single- param etrization a set of -couplings associated
w ith the nonzero sneutrino VEV still rem ain, m aking the analysis of the m ass eigenstates
quite com plicated. A nalogously, 0—ooup]jngs w ill enter the down-quark m ass m atrix along
w ith the nonzero sneutrino VEV . It has also been pointed out that rotating away the ;’s
does not sim plify the analysis of the scalar potentialbecause the RPV soft m ass tem s also
contribute to the sam e quadratic tem s H].

Wewish to nd a relatively sin ple param etrization not requiring a priori assum ptions.
W e propose here to use the U (4) rotation to set all sneutrino VEV ’s (ialE DﬁiE) to zero,
leaving a single VEV for DﬁoE . W e keep all of the whike the rest of the leptonic avor
rotations are used to set h§, diagonal. Inh our new basis, the (tree-level) m ass m atrices for

all the fermm ions do not nvolve any trilinear RPV oouphhg&_l . In particular, M . is given by
1

o

s M, 8 0 0 0c¢
B 2 C
B C
E%é% , 0 0 0%
B
Mo=E o lmloog; (3)

B

E 0 20m20§
@ g

0 5 0 0 m,
wherem; = hié’d—z . The quark mass m atrix for each sector nvolves only one VEV and
therefore assum es the sam e orm as in the M SSM . T he neutralino-neutrino m ass m atrix is
then given by
!The scalarm assm atrices are also much sin pli ed as there are only two non-zero VEV ’s, ¥ and

v, . Further details w illbe discussed in f6].



o

M, 0 Z» 2% g g

0 M, %= 2w g g

o

91Vu 92Vu 0

gd1Vg 92Vg

@)

=
z
Il
[caveloviosiveluviovvvuv/uvivs/ov/uvivsive/ovivsov/uvivsios/ovlvs BN @)
(@) o N
(@) o
N
N [ N
(@] (@] (@] N
(@] o (@]
o (@] (@]
N
o (@) (@]
w
1200000000000 0000000000 0N
~e

(@)
(@)
w
o
o
o
(@)

T he sin plicity of the m ass m atrix expressions is obvious. W e would lke to re-em phasize
that this is achieved w ithout any a priori assum ptions; we have sim ply chosen to param etrize
themodelin a speci ¢ avorbasis![/]. In our basis, we identify the H jggs[—fl ( ﬁo) as the
Y = 1=2 doublkt that bears the ullVEV am ong the L ’s, and in the Interesting region of
relatively an all ;’sour three L;’s align wellw ith the charged—Jepton m ass eigenstates.

Our singleVEV param etrization helps to sin plify analysis of the m odel in both the
ferm ion and scalar sectors. W e will take advantage of this to illustrate below som e novel
features ofthe m odel in the large tan regin e. T he param etrization also provides a fram e
work that easily allow s a fullphenom enological analysis ofthem odel, w ith both bilinear and
trilinear RPV ~temm s adm itted. F nally, allparam eters are assum ed to be real | potentially
rich CP violating features of the m odel are not considered here.

Before going on to our analysis, it is worthwhilke to further clarify som e issues about
the param etrization of R parity violation. The singleVEV param etrization, w ith explicit
bilinearRPV -tem s, doesnotm anifestly exhibit sneutrino VEV ’s. N evertheless, it ispossible
to use this fram ew ork to describe a spontaneously broken R -pariy soenario, which isde ned
by the existence of sneutrino VEV ’s In som e basis where allexplicit RPV tem s vanish. A
rotation of the I would connect such a basis to ours. Note that if we perform such a
rotation to our shgleVEV basis, in general not only bilinear ( ;) tem s but also trlnear
and soft SUSY breaking RPV -tem s w illbe introduced aswell. A sin ilar perspective holds

form odels w ith R -parity broken spontaneously via VEV (s) of extra singlet super el (s) at



som e higher scale. In that case, the extra super eld (s) have to be integrated out to recover
the supersymm etric standard m odel. Such m odels are naturally formulated in a m ixed
param etrization @], ie. with both ;’sand DﬁiE ’s.

T here are also discussions in the literature which consider the M SSM with only a few
RPV -tem s added whil the \sneutrino VEV ’s" are assum ed to be zero. O ne should be par-
ticularly carefil In interpreting the m eaning of the assum ptions in such cases. A s inplied in
the above discussion, in posing such assum ptions at the Lagrangian levelisnota ( avor) ba-
sis or param etrization independent procedure. C ombining such assum ptions w ith a speci ¢
choice ofbasis is a potential source of confiision and som etin es inconsistency. In our opn—
ion, a clear interpretation is provided by beginning w ith the Lagrangian in the shgleVEV
param etrization we proposed above. A given m odel is then identi ed by specifying which
RPV -tem s are not adm itted. An im portant related point is that so Iong asthe ;’sarenot
allassum ed to be zero, the L;’s are not exactly indenti able as the physical charged lptons,
nor are the chargihos and neutralinos, for instance, the sam e states as in the R -parity con—
serving M SSM . The vanishing ofthe ;’s, iftaken, would be an assum ption. A 11in all, whilke
soeci cRPV modelsm ay bem ore naturally form ulated in a particular param etrization, the
singleVEV param etrization, we believe, provides a particularly e cient framework for a

m odel independent study of constraints on and phenom enology of R -parity violation.

ITT.ANALYSISOF NEUTRAL FERM ION M ASSMATRIX

T he generation of non-zero neutrino m ass(es) is one of the m ost prom nent features of
R parity violation. A s a result the experin ental neutrino m ass bound has been used to put
constraints on various RPV -couplings B]. Two neutrino eigenstates are keft m asskess at the
tree level, whik the third one gainsa m ass through the RPV —-couplings ( ;’s) to the higgsino,
as can be seen from Eqg.@). Note that the m assive eigenstate is In generala m xture ofall
three neutrino states. In fact one can use a sim ple rotation to decouple the m assless states.

The ramaining 5 5 massm atrix is then given by
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where

and the corresponding m assive neutrino state is given by

Jei= —g.it+ 29,1+ — 9.1 (7)

5 5 5

T he com m on strategy to ocbtain the neutrino m ass corresoonds to assum ng a small  where

M ,“ adopts a \seesaw " structure. T his gives

_ detM @ 1
detM , , 2

NV ood &+ )
o BxM, (X922+gf)'\725jn cos ]

@)

5

where we have substituted v, = voos , v, = vsin ,and M, = xM ,. Note that for large
tan , cos is a suppression factor. For exam ple, at tan = 45, saturation of the m achine

bound of24M eV Q] form . albwsa , value as large as the chargho m ass scake M , and

5
the higgsino m assm ixing param eter, ,.Now, large . valuesarebeyond the validity ofthe
\seesaw " analysis; however, an altemative perturbative analysis can be perform ed treating
the EW -symm etry breakingterm sin M, asa perturbation. The rst order part can then
be diagonalized exactly w ithout any assum ptions about the m agnitude of ;. The resuling

zero elgenvalue is lifted by the perturbation to give

2
m = }5vzoo§ (x§+gf); o)
4 (2+ 2)xM,

w ith the eigenvector In the originalbasis given by

5J1V COS 5J2V COS O
2xM » 2M o 5 0

10)




O ne can rew rite Eq.@) to obtain a bound on ,:

2
2 < 4x OM I 5 (bound) . (11)
oo &P+ g?)  4xM ,m

5 (bcund)
A sM , ncreases, the denom nator above drops to zero, beyond which there is no bound on

s. Fortan = 45, this happensatM, 210G eV . W e note that In order to use the
machine massbound of 24M &V form . poungy, We have assumed , = ,= 0,ie. ;=
(,: ,: ,=0:0:1).

T he perturbative result in Eq.@1) is bome out by exact num erical results from diag—
onalizing the neutral form ion m ass m atrix, as illustrated in Figure 1, rtan = 45; the
corresponding resul ortan = 2 isalso shown for com parison. The di erence between
bounds for the two cases is striking. In both cases we see that the neutrino m ass bound
on ; = ; here) is tighter for low values of j ,jand weakens as j ,Jjis increased. For
tan = 45,valuesof . in the hundreds of G €V are com plktely consistent w ith the 24M &V
bound for viabl regions ofthe M ,; ,) param eter space. And agan, orM , lJarge enough,
wegetno limiton , atall

T here are potentially m uch stronger bounds on neutrino m asses from cosm ological con—
siderations which however depend on the decay m odes and other assum ptions so that a
neutrino m ass above an M &V is not de nitely ruled out {L0]. There are also other experi-
m ental constraints on neutrinom asses and m ixings. In this rstpaper, ourpurpose is sin ply
to illustrate the advantage of perform ing the analysis in the singleVEV param etrization as

well as to point out the Interesting suppression of RPV e ects in the hrgetan regine.

IV.CONSTRAINTS FROM CHARGINO-CHARGED LEPTON MASSMATRIX

How arethe ;’sotherw ise constrained particularly in the large tan regin e? Couplings
of the charged Jeptons to the Z° are wellm easured and can constrain the ;’s through the
chargino-charged Jpton m ass m atrix. In Ref. [11], various 2 °-couplings constraints on R -

parity violation are studied assum ing the trilinearRPV couplingsvanish. W e follow basically



the sam e strategy (out w ithout the latter assum ption) and our param etrization allow s the
constraints to be cast explicitly in temn s of the m agnitudes of the ;. For the large tan
regin e, we nd a weakening ofthe constraints asa result ofcos suppression factor(s) even
stronger than that illustrated above for the neutrino case.

W e begin w ith a perturoative approach as in the neutral fem ion sector. A ffer we diago—
nalize tsupper?2 2 (chargio) block,M . Eqg.(3)) consists of two diagonalblocks of fully
diagonal sub-m atrices and a Iower 3 2 o -diagonal block containing the ; param eters.
T he latter is taken as a perturbation to the diagonalm atrix. It is then a sin ple exercise to

obtain the m atrix elem ents [4] :

P—
, ; 2M, cos
UY@d+ 2;1) = ;
M, 2M2sin cos
. iMz
UY @A+ 2;2) = , ; 12)
oM, 2M2sin ocos
mj; i EMW sn + oS
UY @i+ 2;1) = i : ’ );
(M, 2M2sin cos VP
m; ;5 2+ 2M 2 CI)SZ
Uy @i+ 2;2) = ™, — ) ; 13)
(M, 2M2sin ocos P
w ith
UgM Ur = d]ang aiM o;m;;m,; m;g ; (14)

where index i refers to one of the three Ieptonic states. These m atrix elem ents are the ones
needed for studying lptonic physics. T hey characterize the gaugino and higgsino contents
ofeach Jeptonicm ass eigenstate.

The Z °boson coupling to the m ass eigenstates is given by

1 1+
% 5, . g syl 0o

LZ
200S * Qo2 o2 ]

int

15)

U sing the results above, together w ith unitarity of the UY and UJ m atrices, we have, for
large tan where formul sin plify,
K’L _ 2 i ]MWZ C032
ij 2M 2
0 2
i jmimj(M22+ 4Mw2)

4 2
OMZ

+ 50 2sn®,);

Kij = j_j2 S:iI'l2 w . (16)




Note that whik Eq.{13) isvalid forall ve charged ferm ion states, the above given form ul

for the couplings £7%{" ’s are only for the three leptonic states, to which we Iim i the present
discussion. In accordance with the perturbational approach, the results contain \sm all"
ratios such as —0 . The deviations from standard universality in A% are typically ignored,
being suppressed by two factors of the m—o m ass ratios. But the coresponding deviations
in &% have a cos’ suppression, which fortan = 45, for exam ple, gives a factor of 10° .
The in portant point to note here, In the Jarge tan regin e, isthat A%, or A%, could wellbe
signi cant In com parison w ith the&’;’s.

W ith the A" formul , i is then straightforward to check the constraints di erent
processes nvolving universality violation or FCNC {11}] in pose on the — ratios. Speci cally,
we check coupling universality and left-right asym m etry, aswellas tree level Z © Y, \ couplings
through branching ratios of various z° ! 2%, ' 3Yand ! 3 processes. W hen a
constraint allow s the ratios to be larger than unity, it essentially goesaway, from the present
perturbative persoective. T his happens for all ofthese constraints fora su ciently largeM ,

except the one from ! e e e ,whith has a much stronger experin ental bound. For

tan = 45,M, > 1535Ge&V elim inates allbut the latter process from which we obtain

J: 2Je yg 107M 2 a7)

2

0

W ith an adm issble gauginho massM , of the order 100G €V, this only surwviving constraint

gives a num erical bound on 31—22] 10 3 only (the signs ofthe ; do not a ect any of the
0

results presented here) . Furthem ore, the sam e behavior appearswhen the z° ! w idth

constraint is considered.

In the perturbative calculation, the m ;’s are approxin ated by the m;’s, the physical
charged lepton m asses. In the exact com putations, we num erically integrate from ;= 0
(or which the m ; are exactly the m;) to the nal ; values. This is necessary to nd an
accsptable st of m 4’s that yield the correct physical charged lepton m asses for a given sst
of i’s.W ealsothen nd the charginom asses, which now depend on the ;’s. Forexampl,

them ninum ; values required to give both chargino m asses above 90G &V fortan = 45

10



and ,: ,: ;= 0:1:1areshown in Figure 2.

T he num erical results also bear out the perturbative analysis of the couplings (in Jepton
and Z ° decays) m entioned above. Bounds from B R .( ! ee’e )< 10" Plareshown
In Figure 3. Herewe plot contoursof s assumingaratio , : , : ;= 1:1:0.Aswih the
neutrino m ass bound, the lin it on , ism ore strict for Iow values of j ;3. The substantial
weakening ofthe constraint for large tan iswell illustrated in the gure. Num erical studies
of the other processes m entioned above give no restriction on the m axinum allowed valies

of forj ,3M, > 10GeV (@gan fortan = 45), as indicated by the perturbational results.

V.SUMMARY

In summ ary, we have presented and illustrated w ith exam ples the m erits of the single—
VEV param etrization of supersym m etry w ithout R -parity (see also {]1), which can be used
In phenom enological studies w thout requiring speci ¢ m odeldependent assum ptions. O ur
analysis asoutlined above also indicates a strong suppression ofRPV e ects from thebilinear

; tem s In the Jarge tan  regin e. W e note that the trilnear RPV oouplings play no rok
In the analysis discussed here, though they are expected to have an in portant rol in the
other aspects of the m odel. T his is, however, exactly what m akes a com prehensive analysis
ofthe fullm odel feasible under the param etrization . Further details of such an analysis w i1l

be reported in future work.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1:

M axinum allowed valuesof . (in GeV) consistent withm < 2dMe&V (, : , : ;=
0:0:1).M,=xM,,withx= %tan2 w assum ed from gaugino uni cation
M, = 91:19G eV ;sih?, = 023). The region above or outside ofa given contour is exclided

for .’sabove the Indicated value.

Figure 2:
M himum valuesof . (In G&V) required to give both chargino m asses above 90G &V
(,: ,: 3=0:1:1). The area above or outside of a given contour has both chargino

masses> 90G eV for .’sabove the indicated value.

Figure 3:
M axinum allwed values of . (in G eV ) consistent with B R .( l eete )< 101
(,:,: 53=1:1:0). The region above or outside of a given contour is excluded for ,’s

above the indicated value.
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FIGURES

FIG.1. Maxinum allowed valuesof ¢ (in GeV) consistent withm < 24M &V
(,:,:3=0:0:1). M, =xM,,wihx= %tan2 w assum ed from gaugino uni cation
M, = 91:19GeV ;sih? , = 023). The region above or outside of a given contour is excluded for

s’s above the Indicated value.
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FIG.2. M nhinum valuesof ; (in G&V) required to give both chargino m asses above 90G &V

(;: ,: 3=20:1:1). The area above or outside of a given contour has both chargino m asses

> 90GeV for .’sabove the indicated value.
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FIG. 3.

BR.( l eete )< 1012

values

consistent

w ith

(,:,: 3=1:1:0). The region above or outside of a given contour is excluded for ;’s above

the indicated value.
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