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T he constraints on trilinear R parity violating couplings gjk follow ing from (1)

the neutrino m ass resulting due to the induced vacuum expectation valie for the
sneutrino and (ii) the cham squark interpretation forthe HERA anom alousevents
are discussed in this talk.

1 Introduction

The Baryon and the Lepton num ber symm etries enforced by the gauge in—
teractions and particle content in the standard m odel get broken when it is
extended to Inclide supersymm etry. This violation is characterized in the
m Inin al supersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ) by

Wrp= "5 LopF “FufDp v LILSES+ S LiH, @)

w here prin e over the super elds indicates the weak basis and other notations
are standard. The couplings in ('_f) can be Porbidden by In posing R symm e~
try?. W hile the sin ultaneous presence of ”%k and any of the other couplings
is constrained severely by proton stability, the lepton number violating cou-—
plings by them selves are not constrained asmuch. T heir presence can lead to
Interesting signatures such as neutrino m asses. W e w ish to discuss in this tak
two topics related to the presence of the the trilinear couplings gjk nam ely,
neutrino m asses and possble anom aly seen in the e* p scattering at HERA 2.
W e shall speci cally considerthe “-couplings related to the electron num —
ber violations as they are relevant for the description of HERA events. M ore—
over, theyI ,are also constrained m ore strongly than the others from the neu-
trino mas€¥. W e rst discuss these constraints and their in portance for the
description ofthe HERA events and then specialize to the cham sgquark inter—
pretation®. A swew illdiscuss, this interpretation needs signi cantly large 9,,
coupling In m any m odels Including the m nim al supergraviy based scenario.
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2 Basis choice and de nition of gjk

In order to m eaningfiilly constrain the trilinear coupling, it is som etim es as—
sum ed that only a single coupling is non—zero at a tine. W hik the physics
In plied by these couplings is basis independent, the said assum ption m akes
the constraints on  {;, basis dependent since a non—zero  ° in one basism ay
correspond to severalnon—zero s i the other.

T he relevant trilinear couplings in eqg. (].) can be rewntten'@ In the quark
m ass basis as ollow s:

Wg = Sjk (1K 15+ ejuy)dy @)
where K denotes the standard K obayashiM askawa m atrix. Even in the m ass
basis one could choose a di erent de nition for the trilinear couplings:

T 3)

and rew rite 6'_2) as
Wr = %% ( idj+ eK/ Ul)dc (4)

W ih the rst choice, a s:ng]e non-zero Sjk can lead to tree level avour
violations in the neutral sect:or'6 while this is not so ifonly one Sjk (36 k) is
non-zero. A s an exam pl of the basis dependence, ket us note that the HERA
results can be interpreted as production of cham squark either by assum ing
only 9, or 9, tq be non—zero. The rst coupling is constrained severely by
the neutrino m ass? but the second is not. W e shall retum to this in section

).

3 Trilinear couplings and neutrino m asses

T he presence of trilinear couplings generate neutrino m asses in two di erent
ways. Firstly, eq. ('_2) directly leads to 1{lgpp diagram s generating neutrino
m asses. T,his is a weltknown contrbution?#. But there is an additional con—
tribution®# which resuls from the Hllow ing soft tem s in the supersym m etry
breaking part of the scalar potential
Vsoft = B~i NiH§+m21H1 ~EHE+ cct

Note that theW g in eq.@') does not lead to the above soft term sat the GUT

scak In conventional supergravity based m odels if ; are zero as assum ed here.
But tem s in eq.@) do get generated at the weak scak even in this casg. This
fact becom es clear from the ©llow ing renom alization group equations? satis—

ed by the soft param eters appearing in (id) .
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Figure la. FCNC oonstrajnts:§ on 9, Prajm = 200GeV andb) m = 50
Gev Prtan = 40. Neutrino m ass constraintson %,, orc)m = 50 GeV,
tan = 15;d)m = 200 GeV ,tanl_= 40 and e) m = 50GeV, tan = 40.
f 9, from neutrino kss  decay'l g) ;; from neutrino m ass constraints
form = 50Ge&V and tan = 40.

Figure 1b.Neutrinom ass constraintson J;, ora) tan = 5andb) tan =
25; on (1)33 fortan = 5 ¢) considering only loop contributions and d) loop as
well as sneutrino VEV contributions .
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where ., Kx ?Jk and the term s on RH S are the standard soft supersym —
m etry breaking param eters. It is clear that a non-zero ?kk generates non
trivial Vgore at the weak scale even when the param eters B ., ;m ZlH , are zero
attheGUT scale. The Vgorr In 9. 5_5) Inhvariably induces the vacuum expecta-—

tion value (vev) for the sneutrino eld and leads to a neutrino m ass. It tums
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out that due to additional logaritham ic enhancem ent, this contribution to the
neutrino m ass dom inates over the loop induced contribution in the supergrav—
iy based m odels. T he constraints on ?jk follow ing from this contribution are
therefore stronger than from the loop induced contribution considered in the
ltteraturet.

W e have adopted the m inin al supergraviy based scenario to explicitly
derive these constraints. Fig. la displays constraints on  $,,; 9,, or some
valies of the M SSM param eters and com pares them wih the existing con—
straints. It follow s that constraints com ing from the neutrino m ass are quite
strong and com plin entary to the sin ilar existing constraints. Fig 1b shgws
sin {lar constraints on param eters 05,; 255 . M ore details can be found in®.

4 Cham squark interpretation ofthe HERA events

T he Interpretation Qf the HERA anom alies as due to resonant cham squark
production J:equjresg
0 0:025 0034 @)
121 T g1
where B is the branching ratio or the R viclating decay &, ! e"'d. This
equation im plicitly depends upon the param eters of the M SSM through B .
T hese param eters m ust be such that the cham squark has the right m ass
nam ely, around 200G €V . Strictly speaking, cham squark m ass can,be treated
asan independent free param eter ashasbeen done in recent studiest . H ow ever
thisisnot so In a ]argec]assofmode]scharacte:::lzedbymiL Mcur)> 0Oand
hence also in the most popular m inin al version of the supergravity based
scenario. A ssum ing uni cation of the gauge couplings and gaugino m asses at

the GUT scakMgyr = 3 10'°GeV,onehasata owerscakQ, 200Ge&V
mZ Qo) mZ Mgur)+ 883+ 1=2M ] cos2 (L 4=3sh’ 4 )77 (9)

Now m? Mgyr)> O inplies

m g, 220G ev
1 006cos2 —— (10)

M, 7404G&V ———
220G ev m e,

Thisbounded value orM , resuls in light charging to which cham squark
decays dom nantly reducing B to a very sm a]lva]uelé":? and hence 221 to a
large value through @'_d) . This is quantitatively digplayed iIn Fig.(2) where we
plot contours of constant 821 satisfying eq.(Ej) . It is seen that the bound ('_l-(_)')
does not allow 9,, to be small. The required large value of. {,, is severely
constrained from the atom ic parity vio]atjonﬁq, neutrino m asst and the decay
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Figure 2. The contours (continuous lines ) of constant J,; obtained by
Inposing HERA constraint, eg.(8). The contours are for valies 0.05, 0.08,
012, and 0.13. T he horizontaldashed line representsthe bound on M , com ing
from requirihg m. = 220Ge&V. The vertical dash-dot lines represent the
bounds on the chargino m ass, the upper one for a m ass of 85 G &V and the
Iowerone bramassof45 GeV .Allthe above are computed fortan = 1.

K ! :9 Onemay try to avo:'d:é the last two bounds by choosing basis
given in g-fﬂ) and requiring that only 9%,; is non—zero. But then one-has the
follow ing constraint com ing from the neutrinoless doubl beta decay'ilaI in this
case.

5 M o, 2 m g 1=2

200G ev 200G ev

Ky, % 22 10 11)

This too does not allow %5 20 (0:d). One needs to allow m ore than one

nonzero J,; and netune them ¥ to satisfy the neutrinoless double beta decay
constraint.

5 Summ ary

W e have ynderlined in this tak the phenom ena of the generation of the sneu-
trino vev? and the resulting neutrino m ass in the presence of trilinear R vio—
lating couplings. T his additional contrdbution is shown to restrict the trilinear
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coupling m uch m ore strongly than the corresponding loop contrbution . W e
have system atically derived these constraints. W e also discussed the cham

squark interpretation of the HERA events. It was shown that such interpre—
tation requires large trilinear coupling In a w ide class ofm odels which include
the m nin al supergravity based m odel. Such a large coupling by iself is ruled
out from other constraints but one m ay allow i by nvoking new phys:icsEq

and postulating m ore than one non-zero couplings and ne tuning them .
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