
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
98

04
34

6v
1 

 2
1 

A
pr

 1
99

8

R PA R IT Y V IO LAT IO N :C O N ST R A IN T S A N D IM P LIC AT IO N S

Anjan S.Joshipura

Dept. de Fisica Teorica,Univ. ofValencia,

461000,Burajssot,Valencia,Spain
a
.

E-m ail:anjan@ prl.ernet.in

The constraints on trilinear R parity violating couplings �0
ijk

following from (i)

the neutrino m ass resulting due to the induced vacuum expectation value for the

sneutrino and (ii)thecharm squark interpretation fortheH ER A anom alousevents

are discussed in this talk.

1 Introduction

The Baryon and the Lepton num ber sym m etries enforced by the gauge in-

teractions and particle content in the standard m odelget broken when it is

extended to include supersym m etry. This violation is characterized in the

m inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel(M SSM )by

W R = � ~�0ijk L
0
iQ

0
jD

0c
k � ~�00ijk U

0c
i D

0c
j D

0c
k � ~�ijk L

0
iL

0
jE

0c
k + �i L

0
iH 2 ; (1)

whereprim eoverthe super�eldsindicatesthe weak basisand othernotations

are standard. The couplingsin (1)can be forbidden by im posing R sym m e-

try1.W hile the sim ultaneouspresence of~�00
ijk

and any ofthe othercouplings

is constrained severely by proton stability,the lepton num ber violating cou-

plingsby them selvesarenotconstrained asm uch.Theirpresencecan lead to

interesting signaturessuch asneutrino m asses.W ewish to discussin thistalk

two topics related to the presence ofthe the trilinear couplings�0ijk nam ely,

neutrino m assesand possible anom aly seen in the e+ p scattering atHERA 2.

W eshallspeci�cally considerthe�0-couplingsrelated to theelectron num -

berviolationsasthey arerelevantforthe description ofHERA events.M ore-

over,they are also constrained m ore strongly than the others from the neu-

trino m ass3;4. W e �rstdiscussthese constraintsand theirim portance forthe

description oftheHERA eventsand then specializeto thecharm squark inter-

pretation5.Aswewilldiscuss,thisinterpretation needssigni�cantly large�0
121

coupling in m any m odelsincluding the m inim alsupergravity based scenario.
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2 B asis choice and de�nition of�0
ijk

In orderto m eaningfully constrain the trilinear coupling,it is som etim es as-

sum ed that only a single coupling is non-zero at a tim e. W hile the physics

im plied by these couplings is basis independent,the said assum ption m akes

the constraintson �0
ijk

basisdependentsince a non-zero �0 in one basism ay

correspond to severalnon-zero �0’sin the other.

The relevanttrilinearcouplingsin eq.(1)can be rewritten 6 in the quark

m assbasisasfollows:

W R = �
0
ijk(� �idlK lj + eiuj)d

c
k (2)

whereK denotesthe standard K obayashiM askawa m atrix.Even in the m ass

basisonecould choosea di�erentde�nition forthe trilinearcouplings:

��0ijk � K jl�
0
ilk (3)

and rewrite(2)as

W R = ��0ijk(� �idj + eiK
y

lj
ul)d

c
k (4)

W ith the �rst choice, a single non-zero �0ijk can lead to tree levelavour

violationsin the neutralsector6 while thisisnotso ifonly one ��0ijk (j6= k)is

non-zero.Asan exam pleofthe basisdependence,letusnote thatthe HERA

resultscan be interpreted asproduction ofcharm squark eitherby assum ing

only �0
121

or��0
121

to be non-zero.The�rstcoupling isconstrained severely by

the neutrino m ass3 butthe second isnot. W e shallreturn to this in section

(4).

3 Trilinear couplings and neutrino m asses

The presence oftrilinearcouplings generate neutrino m assesin two di�erent

ways. Firstly,eq.(2) directly leads to 1-loop diagram s generating neutrino

m asses.Thisisa well-known contribution7;8.Butthere isan additionalcon-

tribution3;4 which resultsfrom thefollowing softterm sin thesupersym m etry

breaking partofthe scalarpotential

Vsoft = � B ~�i ~�iH
0

2
+ m

2

�iH 1

~�?iH
0

1
+ c:c+ � � � : (5)

Note thatthe W R in eq.(1)doesnotlead to the abovesoftterm satthe GUT

scalein conventionalsupergravity based m odelsif�i arezero asassum ed here.

Butterm sin eq.(5)do getgenerated atthe weak scale even in thiscase.This

factbecom esclearfrom the following renorm alization group equations3 satis-

�ed by the softparam etersappearing in (5).
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Figure 1a. FCNC constraints6 on �0
121

fora)m = 200 G eV and b) m = 50

G eV for tan� = 40. Neutrino m ass constraintson �0
121

for c) m = 50 G eV,

tan� = 15;d) m = 200 G eV ,tan� = 40 and e) m = 50G eV,tan� = 40.

f) �0
111

from neutrino less�� decay11 g)�0
111

from neutrino m assconstraints

form = 50 G eV and tan� = 40.

Figure 1b.Neutrino m assconstraintson �0
132

fora)tan� = 5 and b)tan� =

25;on �0
133

fortan� = 5 c)considering only loop contributionsand d)loop as

wellassneutrino VEV contributions.

dB ~�i

dt
= �

3

2
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�iH 1
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= �
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3
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D
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�
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H 1
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2

~�

+ 2 A �
ikkA

D
k + 2 m

Q 2

k
+ 2 m D

c
2

k

�

: (7)

where ��
ikk

� K lk�
0
ilk

and the term son RHS are the standard softsupersym -

m etry breaking param eters. It is clear that a non-zero �0
ikk

generates non

trivialVsoft atthe weak scale even when the param etersB ~�i;m
2

�iH 1

are zero

attheG UT scale.TheVsoft in eq.(5)invariably inducesthevacuum expecta-

tion value (vev)forthe sneutrino �eld and leadsto a neutrino m ass.Itturns
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outthatdueto additionallogaritham icenhancem ent,thiscontribution to the

neutrino m assdom inatesovertheloop induced contribution in thesupergrav-

ity based m odels.Theconstraintson �0
1jk

following from thiscontribution are

therefore strongerthan from the loop induced contribution considered in the

literature8.

W e have adopted the m inim alsupergravity based scenario to explicitly

derive these constraints. Fig.1a displays constraints on �0
121

;�0
111

for som e

values ofthe M SSM param eters and com pares them with the existing con-

straints. Itfollowsthatconstraintscom ing from the neutrino m assare quite

strong and com plim entary to the sim ilar existing constraints. Fig 1b shows

sim ilarconstraintson param eters�0
132

;�0
133

.M oredetailscan be found in3.

4 C harm squark interpretation ofthe H ER A events

The interpretation ofthe HERA anom aliesasdue to resonantcharm squark

production requires5

�
0
121

�
0:025� 0:034

B 1=2
(8)

where B is the branching ratio for the R violating decay ~cL ! e+ d. This

equation im plicitly depends upon the param eters ofthe M SSM through B .

These param eters m ust be such that the charm squark has the right m ass

nam ely,around 200G eV.Strictly speaking,charm squark m asscan betreated

asan independentfreeparam eterashasbeen donein recentstudies5.However

thisisnotso in a largeclassofm odelscharacterized by m 2

~cL
(M G U T )> 0 and

hence also in the m ost popular m inim al version of the supergravity based

scenario.Assum ing uni�cation ofthe gauge couplingsand gaugino m assesat

theG UT scaleM G U T = 3� 1016 G eV,onehasata lowerscaleQ 0 � 200G eV

m
2

~cL
(Q 0)� m

2

~cL
(M G U T )+ 8:83M 2

2
+ 1=2 M 2

Z cos2� (1� 4=3sin2 �W )1=2 (9)

Now m 2

~cL
(M G U T )> 0 im plies

M 2 � 74:04G eV

�
m ~cL

220G eV

�
 

1� 0:06cos2�

�
220G eV

m ~cL

� 2
! 1=2

(10)

Thisbounded valueforM 2 resultsin lightcharginotowhich charm squark

decays dom inantly reducing B to a very sm allvalue5;9 and hence �0
121

to a

large value through (8). Thisis quantitatively displayed in Fig.(2)where we

plotcontoursofconstant�0
121

satisfying eq.(8).Itisseen thatthebound (10)

does notallow �0
121

to be sm all. The required large value of�0
121

is severely

constrained from theatom icparity violation10,neutrino m ass3 and thedecay
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Figure 2.The contours (continuous lines ) ofconstant �0
121

obtained by

im posing HERA constraint,eq.(8). The contours are for values 0.05,0.08,

0.12,and 0.13.Thehorizontaldashed linerepresentsthebound on M 2 com ing

from requiring m ~cL = 220G eV. The verticaldash-dot lines represent the

bounds on the chargino m ass,the upper one for a m ass of85 G eVand the

loweronefora m assof45 G eV.Allthe abovearecom puted fortan� = 1.

K ! ��� 6. O ne m ay try to avoid 5 the last two bounds by choosing basis

given in (4) and requiring that only ��0121 is non-zero. Butthen one has the

following constraintcom ing from theneutrinolessdoublebeta decay11 in this

case.

K
y

12
��0121 � 2:2� 10� 3

�
m ~uL

200G eV

�2 � m ~g

200G eV

�1=2

(11)

This too does not allow ��0121 � O (0:1). O ne needs to allow m ore than one

non-zero�0
121

and �netunethem 5 tosatisfytheneutrinolessdoublebetadecay

constraint.

5 Sum m ary

W e haveunderlined in thistalk the phenom ena ofthe generation ofthesneu-

trino vev3 and the resulting neutrino m assin the presence oftrilinearR vio-

lating couplings.Thisadditionalcontribution isshown to restrictthetrilinear
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coupling m uch m ore strongly than the corresponding loop contribution . W e

have system atically derived these constraints. W e also discussed the charm

squark interpretation ofthe HERA events. Itwasshown thatsuch interpre-

tation requireslargetrilinearcoupling in a wideclassofm odelswhich include

them inim alsupergravity based m odel.Such a largecoupling by itselfisruled

out from other constraints but one m ay allow it by invoking new physics10

and postulating m orethan onenon-zero couplingsand �netuning them .
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