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A bstract

W estudy thee�ectofnew avorchanging SUSY phasesarising in thesquark m ass

m atrix in sem ileptonic decays B ! X s‘
+ ‘� ,and B ! K (�)‘+ ‘� ,(‘ = e;�). SUSY

e�ectsareparam etrized usingthem assinsertion approxim ation form alism .Constraints

on SUSY contributionscom ing from otherprocesses(e.g. b! s,B ! K �‘+ ‘� )are

taken into account. Chargino and gluino contributions to photon and Z-m ediated

decays are included and non-perturbative corrections are considered. W e study the

correlation between the CP (and forward{backward) asym m etries and the expected

valueoftheinclusivebranching ratio.Severalpossiblescenariosaredistinguished and

discussed according to the m assinsertion thatisconsidered.
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1 Introduction

Forthcom ing B -factoriesareassum ed to providea greatam ountofdata on m any decaysof

the B m esonswhich have notbeen observed so far[1]. A study ofthisdecaysboth in the

SM and in itsextensionsiscom pelling.

The transitions B ! X s‘
+ ‘� decays have been deeply studied. The dom inantpertur-

bative SM contribution hasbeen evaluated in ref.[2]and latertwo loop QCD corrections

havebeen provided [3]{[5].Recently thetwo loop SM m atching conditionshasbeen worked

outin ref.[6].c�cresonancescontributionsto theseresultsareincluded in thepaperslisted

in ref.[7]. Long distance corrections can have a di�erent origin according to the value of

thedilepton invariantm assoneconsiders.O (1=m 2
b)correctionshavebeen �rstcalculated in

ref.[8]and recently corrected in refs.[9,10].Nearthepeaks,non-perturbativecontributions

generated by c�c resonancesby m eansofresonance-exchange m odelshave been provided in

refs.[9,11,12,13]. Far from the resonance region,instead,ref.[14](see also ref.[15])

estim ate c�c long-distance e�ects using a heavy quark expansion in inverse powers ofthe

charm -quark m ass(O (1=m 2
c)corrections).

An analysis ofthe SUSY contributions has been presented in refs.[16]{[19]where the

authorsestim atethecontribution oftheM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM ).

In refs.[17,18]theauthorsconsider�rsta universalsoftsupersym m etry breaking sectorat

the Grand Uni�cation scale (Constrained M SSM ) and then partly relax this universality

condition. In the latter case they �nd that there can be a substantialdi�erence between

theSM and theSUSY resultsin theBranching Ratiosand in theforward{backward asym -

m etries. One ofthe reasons ofthis enhancem ent is that the W ilson coe�cient C 7(M W )

(see section 2 fora precise de�nition)can change sign with respectto the SM in som e re-

gion ofthe param eterspace while respecting constraintscom ing from b! s. The recent

m easurem entsofb! s [20]have narrowed the window ofthe possible valuesofC 7(M W ).

Hence,itisworthwhile considering B ! X s‘
+ ‘� in a m ore generalSUSY fram ework then

justthe Constrained M SSM .In reference [21]the possibility ofnew-physics e�ectscom ing

from gluino-m ediated FCNC isstudied.Possible relevantSUSY contributionscom ing from

neutralHiggsbosonsloopsin the large tan� regim e are analyzed in ref.[22]. The process

B ! X s�
+ �� in the ipped SU(5)SUSY{GUT m odelisconsidered in ref.[23]. E�ectsof

SUSY phasesin m odelswith heavy �rstand second generation sferm ionshavebeen recently

discussed by the authors ofref.[24]. They study the e�ect ofthe � and A t term s in the

M SSM Lagrangian on the branching ratio ofB ! X s‘
+ ‘� and no avorchanging phase is

assum ed.Hereweconsidertheim pactofpossiblenew phasesin theavorchanging partof

thesquark m assm atrix.

A SUSY \m odelindependent" analysis ofthese decays has been provided in ref.[25]

where SUSY e�ectsare param etrized using the M assInsertion Approxim ation (M IA)[26].

In this fram ework one chooses a basis for ferm ion and sferm ion states in which allthe

couplings ofthese particles to neutralgauginosare avordiagonal. Flavorchanges in the

squark sectorareprovided by thenon-diagonality ofthesferm ion propagators.Thepattern
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ofavorchangeisthen given by theratios

(�
f

ij)A B =
(m

~f

ij)
2
A B

M 2
sq

; (1)

where(m
~f

ij)
2
A B aretheo�-diagonalelem entsofthe ~f = ~u;~d m asssquared m atrix thatm ixes

avori,jforboth left-and right-handed scalars(A;B =Left,Right)and M sq istheaverage

squark m ass (see e.g.[27]). The sferm ion propagators are expanded in term s ofthe �s

and the contribution ofthe �rstterm ofthisexpansion isconsidered. The genuine SUSY

contributions to the W ilson coe�cients willbe sim ply proportionalto the various �s and

a keen analysisofthe di�erentFeynm an diagram sinvolved willallow usto isolate the few

insertionsreally relevantfora given process.In thisway weseethatonly a sm allnum berof

thenew param etersisinvolved andageneralSUSY analysisism adepossible.Thehypothesis

regarding the sm allness ofthe �s and so the reliability ofthe approxim ation can then be

checked a posteriori.M any ofthese�sarestrongly constrained by FCNC e�ects[27,28,29]

or by vacuum stability argum ents [30]. Nevertheless it m ay happen that such lim its are

not strong enough to prevent large contributions to som e rare processes. An estim ation

ofbranching ratios and asym m etries was �nally provided considering the lim its on the �s

existing atthetim e.

In ref.[31]itisnoted thatrecentCLEO [32](90% C.L.)upperlim iton the branching

ratio of

BR
�
B
0
! K

0�
�
+
�
�
�
< 4:0� 10�6 (2)

gives lim its on the M Istronger than the ones ofref.[25]and new constraints on W ilson

coe�cientsarederived.

So farin theSUSY-M IA analysesall�shavebeen considered asrealparam etersasthis

isthe relevantpartin orderto bettercontribute to branching ratiosand FB-asym m etries.

Howevereventualphasesofthese M Ican m odify otherobservableswhich m easure the CP

violation (CPV) in these decays. In this paper we want to investigate this possibility in

the inclusive decay B ! X s‘
+ ‘� and give an estim ate also in the exclusive channelsB !

K (�)‘+ ‘� for‘= e or�.

Fortheexclusivechannelsacom m entisin order.W hiletheSM estim atefortheinclusive

process B ! X s‘
+ ‘� is quite wellestablished, m uch m ore uncertain is the issue ofthe

exclusive m odes. Theoreticalerrorsare stilllarge forB ! K (�)‘+ ‘� due especially to the

com putation ofhadronic m atrix elem ents and/or form factors. A num ber ofapproaches

has been used to determ ine them and the interested reader can look in ref.[31,33]and

referencestherein.A genericanalysisofpossiblenew physicse�ecton theseexclusivedecays

ispresented in ref.[34];howeverin thispapertheauthorsdonotm akeany hypothesison the

source ofnew physics.SUSY-M IA m odelscan predictdeviationsfrom theSM m uch larger

than theactualtheoreticalerrors.From an experim entalpointofview thepresence ofnew

phasesin them assinsertionsissurely m uch easierto beobserved in theexclusive channels

than in the inclusive one. In order to give an estim ate ofCP violation in the exclusive

channelswereferto thecom putation oftheauthorsofref.[31].W e�nd thattheam ountof

CPV ispractically thesam eon theinclusiveand theexclusivetransitions.Thetreatm entof
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theexclusivedecay howeverallow ustotakeintoaccounttheconstraintcom ingfrom Eq.(2)

and thusto updatetheresultsofref.[25].

The m easure ofCPV gives us im portant inform ations on possible SUSY extension of

theSM .Eithertheexperim entalm easurewillorwillNOT reproducewithin thetheoretical

error (say � 20% forthe inclusive decay and � 30� 40% forthe exclusive ones) the SM

expectation for the BR’s and FBA’s, the detection ofCPV willrepresent an im portant

testforsupersym m etry. M oreover,in ref.[25]itwaspointed outthatallSUSY e�ects in

B ! X s‘
+ ‘� can be param etrized in term soffew M I’s,nam ely (�

u;d

23 )LL and (�
u;d

23 )LR . W e

haveconsidered both thepossibility thatallthe�scontributetothevariousobservablesand

thecasein which only theLL sectorofthesquark m assm atrix isavorchanging.In allof

these scenarioswe havestudied how them easuresofBR’s,FBA’sand CPV arecorrelated.

Given a m easureofoneobservableitisso possible to deduce whataretheexpectationsfor

theothers.

A very particularbehaviorisobserved ifonly LL m assinsertionsare allowed. Ifthese

insertionsare real,no big signalhasto beexpected. Howeverifthey acquire an im aginary

partthey can sizably enhancethevaluesoftheBR’s.

In allcaseswherean im portantincreaseoftheBR’sisprovided theam ountofCPV can

beatbest2-3 tim estheSM [9]valuealthough itcan beoftheoppositesign.

Instead,a depression ofthe SM result can be explained only with the help ofthe LR

insertionsand highervaluesofCPV can beexpected in thiscase.

The paper is organized as follows. In order to estim ate the CP violation a num ber of

observablescan bede�ned.W ehaveconsidered CP asym m etriesboth in thebranchingratio

and in the FBA’sand we have collected ourbasic de�nitionsin section 2. In section 3 we

sum m arize the existing constraintson m assinsertions. Section 4 and 5 discussthe im pact

ofSUSY on CP non-violatingand CP violating observablesrespectively.Finally conclusions

areprovided.

2 O perator basis and observables

Thee�ectiveHam iltonian forthedecay B ! X ‘+ ‘� (X = X s;K ;K
�)in theSM and in the

M SSM isgiven by

H e� = �
4G F
p
2
K

�
tsK tb

"
8X

i= 1

Ci(�)Q i+
�

4�

10X

i= 9

~Ci(�)Q i

#

; (3)

where

Q 1 = �sL��bL��cL�
�
cL�; Q 2 = �sL��bL��cL�

�
cL�;

Q 3 = �sL��bL�
X

q= u;::;b

�qL�
�
qL�; Q 4 = �sL��bL�

X

q= u;::;b

�qL�
�
qL�;

Q 5 = �sL��bL�
X

q= u;::;b

�qR �
�
qR �; Q 6 = �sL��bL�

X

q= u;::;b

�qR �
�
qR �;
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Q 7 =
e

16�2
m b�sL�

��
bR F��; Q 8 =

gs

16�2
m b�sLT

a
�
��
bR G

a
��;

Q 9 = (�sL�bL)�l
�
l; Q 10 = (�sL�bL)�l

�
5l; (4)

K istheCKM -m atrixandqL(R ) =
(1� 5)

2
q.W eneglectthesm allcontributionproportional

to K �
usK ub.Thisistheonly SM sourceofCPV in these decays.Ourapproxim ation isthus

equivalentto say thatSUSY istheonly origin ofCP violation.ThisHam iltonian isknown

atnext-to-leading orderboth in theSM [4,5]and in theM SSM [18,19].Them ostgeneral

low-energy SUSY Ham iltonian also containstheoperators

Q
0
7 =

e

8�2
m b�sR �

��
bLF��;

Q
0
9

= (�sR �bR )�l
�
l;

Q
0
10

= (�sR �bR )�l
�
5l: (5)

Howeverthe contribution ofthese operatorsisnegligible and so they are notconsidered in

the �naldiscussion ofphysicalquantities [25,31]. SUSY contributions to otheroperators

arenegligiblebecausethey inuenceourobservablesatan higherperturbativeorder.

The de�nitions ofthe di�erentialbranching ratio and ofthe forward-backward asym -

m etriesare (s = (p‘+ + p‘� )
2=m 2

b forthe inclusive processand s = (p‘+ + p‘� )
2=M 2

B in the

exclusiveones,�istheanglebetween thepositively charged lepton and theB ightdirection

in therestfram eofthedilepton system )

�(s) �
d �(B ! X ‘+ ‘� )

ds
; (6)

A F B (s) �

Z
1

�1

dcos�
d2�(B ! X ‘

+
‘
� )

dcos�ds
Sgn(cos�)

Z
1

�1

dcos�
d2�(B ! X ‘

+
‘
� )

dcos�ds

; (7)

A
0
F B (s) �

Z
1

�1

dcos�
d2�(B ! X ‘

+
‘
� )

dcos�ds
Sgn(cos�)

Z
1

�1

dcos�

Z

ds
d2�(B ! X s‘

+
‘
� )

dcos�ds

(8)

where X = X s; K ; K
�. Note thatforthe inclusive case itis usually considered the nor-

m alized ratio R(s)= �(s)=�(B ! X ce�);theexplicitform ulaecan befound in ref[1].For

whatconcernstheexclusive decaysa discussion ofthenon-perturbativem ethodsnecessary

to com pute the form factors is beyond the scope ofthis paper. W e have considered the

approach ofref.[31]ofLightCone Sum Rulesand the theoreticalerrorsconsidered in this

reference. In thiscase SUSY contributionscan be disentangled only ifthey are farbeyond

theform factorstheoreticaluncertainty.

In orderto com puteCP{violating e�ectsitisnecessary to includetheabsorbitive parts

ofthe m atrix elem entsofthe variousoperators. The only contributionscom e from Q 9. In

orderto use only prescription independentquantitiesitisusually considered the following
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e�ective coe�cient
~C e�

9
(s)= ~C

eff

9 (s)+ Yres(s): (9)

~C
eff

9 (s) includes both the m ixing with ofthe operators Q 1 � Q 6 and Q 8 and the pertur-

bative estim ation ofthe hadronic m atrix elem ents. Itscom plete de�nition forthe SM and

M SSM can befound again in refs.[4,5,18].Yres(s)providestheBreit-W igneransatzforc�c

resonances[7],

Yres =
3�

�2s
C
(0)

X

Vi=  (1s);:::; (6s)

ki
�(Vi! ‘� ‘� )m Vi

m 2
Vi
� sm 2

b � im Vi�Vi
(10)

with C (0)ki = 0:875 (for i= 1;:::;6) [35]. In the literature there are at least other three

di�erentparam eterizationsoftheresonantc�ccontribution:theHQET{based approach [3],

theKS{approach [12]and theLSW {approach [13]

Our�nalestim ates ofthese observables include non-perturbative e�ects (O (1=m 2
b)[9],

HHChPT [10],O (1=m 2
c) [14]corrections) and we refer to refs.[1,25]for their com plete

expressions.

Itispossible to construct severalCPV observables using the branching ratiosand the

FBA’s.W ewillconsiderthefollowing.

� Theglobalbranching ratio CP asym m etry,

A
B R
G (s)=

�(s)� CP [�(s)]
R
ds

n
�(s)+ CP [�(s)]

o : (11)

� Thelocalbranching ratio CP asym m etry

A
B R
L (s)=

�(s)� CP [�(s)]

�(s)+ CP [�(s)]
: (12)

� TheFBA di�erences

D A ;A 0 = A F B (s)(A
0
F B (s))� CP [A F B (s)(A

0
F B (s))]: (13)

In this case it is better not to norm alize this di�erence with the sum of the two

observables. A F B (s)and A
0

F B (s)can have a di�erent sign in di�erent s regions and

theirsum can benearly zero according to thevalueoftheM I’s.

Allthee�ectscom ing from them assinsertion approxim ation can beincluded in form u-

lae(6-8)writing thecoe�cientsC 7, ~C
e�
9
(s), ~C10 as

C7 = C
SM
7

+ C
D iag

7 + C
M I
7

;

~C e�

9 (s) = (~C e�

9 (s))SM + (~C e�

9 )D iag + (~C e�

9 )M I
;

~C10 = ~C SM
10

+ ~C
D iag

10 + ~C M I
10

(14)

whereallthecontributionsareevaluated attheM B scaleand thevariousC
D iag

i sum m arize

allthe contributions com ing from graphs including SUSY Higgs bosons and sparticles in
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the lim itin which we neglectallthe m assinsertion contributions(they would be the only

SUSY diagram sifthescalarm assm atriceswerediagonalized by thesam erotationsasthose

needed by theferm ions).TheexplicitexpressionsforC
D iag

i can befound in ref.[18].In the

following wewilluse[18,25],
8
><

>:

C
diag

7 (M B )= �0:18

C
diag

9 (M B )= �0:35

C
diag

10 (M B )= �0:27

: (15)

C M I
i havebeen estim ated in ref.[25]and within thesam erangeofparam eters(�’ �160,

M gl’ M sq ’ 250 GeV,M ~t ’ 90 GeV,M ~� ’ 50 GeV,M H � = 100 GeV,tan�’ 2)onegets

8
>><

>>:

C M I
7

(M B )= [� 0:19(�d
23
)LL � 33:4(�d

23
)LR � 1:75(�u

23
)LL � 0:25(�u

23
)LR ]

�
�s(M )

�s(M B )

�16=23

C M I
9 (M B )= �1:2(�u23)LL + 0:69(�u23)LR � 0:51(�d23)LL

C M I
10

(M B )= 1:75(�u
23
)LL � 8:25(�u

23
)LR :

(16)

In this equation M is the scale atwhich allgauge bosons,top quark and SUSY particles

areintegrated outatthesam etim e.Them assesofthisparticlesrangebetween say 80 and

250 GeV so thatwe have chosen M atan interm ediate scale ofaboutthe top quark m ass.

Correctionsto thisapproxim ation areincluded in theerrorsofourestim ates.

Thesign and thevalueofthecoe�cientC 7 hasa greatim portance.In facttheintegral

ofthe BR isdom inated by the jC7j
2=s and C7C9 term forlow valuesofs. In the SM the

interference between O 7 and O 9 isdestructive and thisbehaviorcan be easily m odi�ed in

thegeneralclassofm odelswearedealing with.

Thebigcoe�cientof(� u
23
)LR in C M I

10
(M B )im pliesthatthe�naltotalcoe�cientC 10(M B )

can havea di�erentsign with respecttotheSM estim ate.Asaconsequenceofthis,thesign

ofF-B-asym m etriescan betheoppositeoftheonecalculated in theSM .

Finally thevaluesofthephysicalconstantsweusearereported in table1.

3 C onstraints on m ass insertions

In ordertogiveanestim ateofCPV itisnecessarytotakeintoaccountallpossibleconstraints

on m assinsertions.

The m ostrelevant �sinterested in the determ ination ofthe W ilson coe�cients C 7,C9

and C10 are(�23)
d;u

LL;LR .

� Vacuum stability argum entsregarding theabsencein thepotentialofcolorand charge

breaking m inim a and ofdirectionsunbounded from below [30]give

j(�ui3)LR j� m t

q
2M 2

~u + 2M 2
~l

M 2
sq

’ 2
m t

M sq

: (17)

ForM sq � 300GeV thisisnotan e�ectiveconstrainton them assinsertions.
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� A constrainton (�
d;u

23 )LL can com efrom thepossiblem easureof�M B s
.

In fact the gluino{box contribution to �M B s
[29]is proportionalto (�d

23
)2LL (see for

instanceref.[29]).A possibleexperim entaldeterm ination of�M B s
,say

�M B s
< 30ps�1 (18)

would im ply that r �
�
�Re(�d23)

2
LL

�
�
� < 0:5 (19)

forsquark m assesabout250GeV.M oreovertheLL up-and down-squarksoftbreaking

m assm atrices,atscaleshigherthan theEW {breaking one,arerelated by a Cabibbo-

Kobayashi-M askawa rotation

(M d
sq)

2

LL = K
y(M u

sq)
2

LLK (20)

so thatthelim it(19)would bevalid fortheup sectortoo:

q
jRe(�u23)

2
LLj< 0:5: (21)

� Strong constraints com e from the m easure of B ! Xs. The branching ratio of

thisprocessdependsalm ostcom pletely on theW ilson coe�cientsC 7 and C
0
7 which are

proportionalrespectively to(�d
23
)LR or R L and (�

u
23
)LL.Them ostrecentCLEO estim ate

ofthebranching ratio forB ! X s  is[20]

Bexp(B ! s )= (3:15� 0:35� 0:32� 0:26)� 10�4 : (22)

where the �rsterrorisstatistical,the second issystem atic and the third com esfrom

them odeldependence ofthesignal.Thelim itsgiven at95% C.L.are[20]:

2:0 10�4 < Bexp(B ! s ) < 4:5 10�4 : (23)

W ecan de�nea C e�
7 (M B )as

�
�
�Ce�7 (M B )

�
�
�
2

=
B exp(B ! s )

�
K

�
tsK tb

K cb

�2
6�F
�g(z)

(24)

where F can be found forinstance in ref.[36]. Considering the lim itsin Eq.(23)we

�nd at95% C:L:

0:29< jC
e�

7
(M B )j< 0:41: (25)

Actually jC e�
7
(M B )j

2 = jC7(M B )j
2 + jC 0

7
(M B )j

2 and the constraint given in Eq.(25)

should beshared between thetwo coe�cients.Howeverin orderto getthem axim um

SUSY contribution,weobservethatin physicalobservablesC 0
7
doesnotinterferewith

C7,theC
0
7
C9 term issuppressed by a factorm s=m b with respectto theC7C9 oneand

7



C 0
7C

0
9 isnum erically negligible(in factC

0
9 ism uch sm allerthan C9).Forthesereasons

wechooseto �lltheconstraintofEq.(25)with C 7(M B )alone.

Thus,we can choose the totalC
eff

7 (M B )anywhere inside the allowed region given in

Eq.(25)stillrem aining consistentwith theM IA.

The lim it we get for (�d
23
)LR is oforder 10�2 and this rules out Z-m ediated gluino

penguinscontributionsto C9 and C10.

Forwhatconcerns(�u
23
)LL we �nd thatthe constraintchangessigni�cantly according

to thesign ofC
eff

7 (M B ).In thiscaseitisim portantto considerboth thepositiveand

negativeregion asthisdelta can givea non negligiblecontribution to C9 and C10.The

lim its depend on the choice ofthe param eters in the chargino sector;the num erical

resultsgiven below arecom puted forM sq ’ 250 GeV,�’ �160 GeV,m ~tR
� 90 GeV,

M ~� ’ 50 GeV,tan�’ 2 (in ref.[25]thesearetheconditionsunderwhich we�nd the

bestSUSY contributions).

� Constraintson m assinsertionsareprovided by theupdated CLEO [32]upperlim iton

theexclusivedecay B 0 ! K ��+ �� written in Eq.(2),whilenonew lim itsareprovided

by

BR
�
B
+
! K

+
‘
+
‘
�
�

< 5:2� 10�6 ;

BR
�
B
0�
! K

�
e
+
e
�
�

< 1:0� 10�5 : (26)

In ref.[31]constraintson C9;C10 arederived in thehypothesisofrealm assinsertions

while wenow considercom plex �s.In orderto perform ournum ericalanalysistaking

into accountthisnew lim itweusetheform factorsofref.[31].Although a betterun-

derstanding ofthestrongdynam icsiscom pelling,wethink thataclearsignalofSUSY

should overcom e the theoreticaluncertainties related to the calculation ofhadronic

m atrix elem ents.

Choosing theinputparam etersgiven in [31]in such a way to obtain theloosestlim its

on theW ilson coe�cients,theresultweobtain fortheintegrated BR (B 0 ! K ��+ �� )

is

BR(B 0
! K

�
�
+
�
� ) = 10�6

h
1:52+ 0:0399jC10j

2 + 0:0399jC9j
2 + 1:676jC7j

2
�

0:365Re[C10]+ 0:294Re[C9]+ 0:197Re[C7]+

0:0488Im [C7]+ 0:0168Im [C9]+ 0:273Re[C9C
�
7
]
i

(27)

wherethecoe�cientsC 7,C9 and C10 arede�ned asfollow

C7 = C
D iag

7 (M b)+ C
M I
7

(M b);

C9 = (~C
eff

9 )D iag(M b)+ (~C
eff

9 )M I(M b);

C10 = C
D iag

10 (M b)+ C
M I
10 (M b): (28)
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4 C P non-violating observables

In thissection wepresentthenum ericalresultsobtained forthem axim um enhancem entand

depression with respect to the SM expectation ofthe BR and ofthe FB{asym m etries for

theinclusivedecaysB ! X s‘
+ ‘� and fortheexclusivechannelB 0 ! (K ;K �)‘+ ‘� both for

‘= eand ‘= �.Fortheinclusivecaseweupdatetheestim atesgiven in ref.[25]dueto the

new lim itson the�scom ing from Eq.(2).

The relevant form ulae for the above quantities can be found in ref.[25]where non-

perturbative(O (1=m 2
b)and O (1=m

2
c))correctionsareprovided aswell;wereferto [25]fora

com pletelistofreferences.

A usefulway to study the dependence ofthese observableson the m assinsertionsisto

observe thatthe integrated BR and non{norm alized F{B asym m etry are polynom ialin the

W ilson coe�cients.Itisthuspossibleto writethefollowing m asterform ulae:

(B R e;�)X s
= 10�6 [(9:79;6:53)+ 0:168jC10j

2 + 0:168jC9j
2 + (41:5;13:0)jC7j

2
�

1:54Re[C10]+ 1:10Re[C9]� (22:0;2:86)Re[C7]+

0:172Im [C7]+ 0:0541Im [C9]+ 1:30Re[C9C
�
7
]]; (29)

(B R e;�)K = 10�6 [0:519+ 0:0133jC10j
2 + 0:0133jC9j

2 + 0:0373jC7j
2
�

0:122Re[C10]+ 0:113Re[C9]+ 0:189Re[C7]+

0:00783Im [C7]+ 0:00468Im [C9]+ 0:0444Re[C9C
�
7
]]; (30)

(B R e;�)K � = 10�6 [(2:25;1:83)+ 0:0481jC10j
2 + 0:0481jC9j

2 + (5:90;2:13)jC7j
2
�

0:441Re[C10]+ 0:351Re[C9]+ (�2:31;0:203)Re[C7]+

0:0584Im [C7]+ 0:0196Im [C9]+ 0:338Re[C9C
�
7
]]; (31)

(A N N
F B )X s

= 2:14� 0:0542Im [C10]� 0:467Re[C10]� 1:98Re[C7C
�
10
]�

0:246Re[C9C
�
10]+ 9:09Re[C7]+ 1:13Re[C9]; (32)

(A N N
F B )K � = 1:21� 0:0211Im [C10]� 0:263Re[C10]� 0:488Re[C7C

�
10]�

0:0882Re[C9C
�
10
]+ 2:24Re[C7]+ 0:404Re[C9] (33)

where the su�xes X s,K and K � correspond to the decaysB ! (X s;K ;K
�)‘+ ‘� and the

coe�cientC i arede�ned asin Eq.(28).

Som erem arkson theaboveequationsarenecessary.

Theintegrated norm alized globalasym m etriesaregiven by
Z

A
0
F B (s)= A

N N
F B

N i

B R (e;�)

(34)

where

N X s
= BR B ! X ce�| {z }

0:104

�2el

4�2

�
�
�
�
K �

ts

K cb

�
�
�
�

1

f(z)k(z)
= 3:3010�7 (35)

N K ;K � = ��1
B 0

|{z}
1:54 ps

G 2
F �

2
el

211�5
jK

�
tsK tbj

2
= 3:7010�7 (36)
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(thefunctionsf and g can befound forinstancein refs.[5,37],z = M 2
c=M

2
b).

There is no di�erence in the integrated non-norm alized asym m etry for electrons and

m uonswithin an accuracy of0.1 % .Theasym m etry forB ! K ‘+ ‘� vanishesidentically.

Taking into accountthediscussion ofsect.3 and theexpressions(16)forthecoe�cients

it is possible to scan the allowed param eter space looking for the extrem alvalues ofthe

observables we are interested in. W e present the results ofthis analysis drawing scatter

plotsofthe two integrated asym m etries asa function ofthe integrated B Rs. In this way

the correlation between the expectationsofbranching ratiosand asym m etries isexplicitly

worked out.W ereporttheplotsconcerning both theinclusive and exclusive decays.

W econsidertwo possiblescenarios.

A . In Figs.1{2 we have allowed all�sto vary atthe sam e tim e. The range ofpossible

valuesoftheasym m etriesisquitebroad and in ordertocom paretheSUSY resultwith

the SM expectation we have reported in table 2 the centralSM values forthe sam e

observables.

Even forvaluesofthe branching ratio around the SM expectation,a sensible SUSY

contribution to the asym m etries is possible. An enhancem ent ofthe asym m etry is

particularly favored when also a branching ratio increaseisprovided.In theM IA itis

howeverpossibleto havea strongly depressed branching ratio with respectto theSM .

In thiscase the possible values ofthe asym m etries can both be largely positive and

largely negativeand,in any case,very di�erentfrom theSM expectations.Notethen,

the strong e�ectofthe constraintfrom the exclusive channelB ! K ��+ �� : itisin

factresponsible forthe sharp cutswhich are presentforhigh valuesofthe BR’sand

oftheasym m etries.

B . In Figs.3{4wehaveconsidered whatcan beexpected ifonly the�LL aredi�erentfrom

zero.Thism ore restricted scenario can occurin severalm odelsand isquite peculiar.

In thiscase itisstillpossible a change ofsign ofC7 if�LL’sare realand interesting

resultscan in principleoccur.M oreoverwenotethatifthe�LLsacquirean im aginary

part,theBR fortheinclusivedecay can increaseconsiderably with respectto theSM

buta \depression" ishardly possible.In thiscasethebehavioroftheFBA’sisgreatly

m odi�ed,in factthey arenon m oreallowed to changesign.Thisisdueto theabsence

ofthe big (�u
23
)LR contribution to C M I

10
. Sensitive enhancem ents ofthe asym m etries

areanyway possible.

In tables3{4 we presentthe resultsand the valuesofthe W ilson coe�cientsforwhich

theextrem alvaluesareobtained.In thesetablesC SU SY
i arethetotalSUSY contribution to

theW ilson coe�cientsattheM B scale.

5 C P violating observables

Thestudy oftheCP-violating asym m etriesde�ned in sect.2 followsthesam eguide-linesof

the lastsection. Now,due to the presence ofthe resonances,we are forced to perform the

10



analysisoftheintegrated CP asym m etriesinto s regionsfarfrom resonances.

Firstweconsiderthelow-sregion (1� 6 GeV 2),see�g.5.Herewehavequitehigh values

ofthedi�erentialbranchingratiosbutthevalueoftheCP asym m etriesarejustfew percents.

An analysis presented in ref.[38]com pute a BR CP-asym m etry ofabout�0:19+ 0:17�0:19 % for

the SM in thisregion. In ourcom putation we have notconsidered the SM contribution to

CPV asweexpectthatSUSY can overcom eit.Thisisindeed thecaseon a relevantpartof

theparam eterspace.

Then we take into account the high-s region (14� 23 GeV 2),see �g.5. However for

thisparta com m entisin order.The branching ratio in thiszone ofthespectrum issm all,

plagued with resonances(see�g.5)and m akinganym easureonitrepresentsan experim ental

challenge. Also from the theoreticalpoint of view the presence of resonances m akes it

di�cult to perform a rigorousestim ate ofCP observables. W hile a better com prehension

oftheresonantbehavioroftheBR isnecessary,wepresentherea sim pleestim ateofSUSY

e�ects one can expectaccording to ourpresent knowledge. CP asym m etry in thispartof

the spectrum wasconsidered in [39]and found to be potentially large. W e have checked it

happensalso in ourfram ework.

Ourresultsare plotted in �gs.6{9.In the case ofexclusive decayswe �nd very sim ilar

resultsso thatwehavenotreported thecorresponding graphs.Letuscom m enton thetwo

possiblesscenariosoftheprevioussection.

A . In �gs.6{7 we have allowed all�s to vary at the sam e tim e. The extrem alvalues

obtained in thiscasearein tables7{8.W e�nd thatthevaluesoftheCP-asym m etries

are m uch m ore constrained in the case ofan enhancem ent ofthe BR.In the case

ofa \depression" ofthe SM resultlargervalues ofCP asym m etries are possible. In

particular,from the�rstplotin �g.6 wenotethat

� the extrem alvalues of
R
A B R

G can be in absolute value up to 6 tim es the one

predicted in theSM ;

� forvaluesoftheBR around theSM result,itispossiblethattheCP asym m etry

beup to 2-3 tim estheonepredicted in theSM .

Thus,the m easure ofCPV in these decays would represent an im portant issue for

SUSY signals. So far a SM com putation of
R
A B R

L and
R
D A ;�A is not reported to

our knowledge in literature,as their m easure is experim entally m ore di�cult to be

perform ed.Howeverwethink thatsim ilarconsiderationsarestillvalid.

B . In �gs.8{9only thecontribution ofthe�LL’sisperm itted.In �gs.8{9for(�
u;d

23 )LL = 0

the CP asym m etries are zero and the value ofthe BR for the SM + Diagonalcon-

tributionsisobtained. Ifan enhancem ent ofthe BR is realized the value ofthe CP

asym m etry isaboutthe one obtainable in the SM .In thiscase a m ore re�ned study

ofthe problem isnecessary in orderto see the interference between the SM and the

SUSY contributions.

11



6 C onclusions

A detailed analysisofSUSY contributionsto CPV in sem ileptonic rare B decayshasbeen

perform ed using them assinsertion approxim ation.W ehaveestim ated theam ountofCPV

thatcan beexpected given thepresentlim itson theM I’s.Severalobservablehavebeen taken

into account. W e have studied the correlation between the observablesand the integrated

BR forthe inclusive decays. W e have discussed the possible scenariosthatcan be realized

accordingtotheparticularinsertion oneconsiders.Thelargestdeviation with respecttothe

SM are ofcourse expected when LR m assinsertionsarepresent. In thecase in which only

LL insertionsare taken into accounta detectable enhancem entofthe BR can be expected

ifthe insertion has got an im aginary part. However in this case CP asym m etries are of

the orderofthe SM onesand a m ore involved discussion aboutthe interference ofthe two

contributionshasto beperform ed.
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m t 173.8 GeV

m b 4.8 GeV

m c 1.4 GeV

m s 125 M eV

M B 5.27 GeV

�s(m Z) 0.119

1=�el(m Z) 128.9

sin2�W 0.2334

Table1:Centralvaluesofphysicalconstantsused in thephenom enologicalanalysis

B R(e;X s) 9:610�6 B R(�;X s) 6:310�6

A F B (e;X s) 23:0% A F B (�;X s) 23:0%

A 0
F B (e;X s) 7:1% A 0

F B (�;X s) 11%

B R(e;K ) 5:710�7 B R(�;K ) 5:710�7

B R(e;K �) 2:310�6 B R(�;K �) 1:910�6

A F B (e;K
�) 17:0% A F B (�;K

�) 17:0%

A 0
F B (e;K

�) 19:8% A 0
F B (�;K

�) 24:4%

Table2:CentralSM valuesforphysicalobservables
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C SU SY
7

C SU SY
9

C SU SY
10

106B R(e) M 22:2 0:734� 0:086I �1:17� 0:182I �0:326+ 6:69I

m 4:19 0:0429� 0:0052I �1:72� 0:863I 4:23� 1:05I

106B R(�) M 17:4 0:734� 0:086I �1:17� 0:182I �0:326+ 6:69I

m 1:72 0:0429� 0:0052I �1:72� 0:863I 4:23� 1:05I

A F B M 33:5 0:613+ 0:254I �1:37+ 0:881I 0:149� 1:89I

m �33:6 0:567� 0:305I �1:98� 0:722I 7:65� 1:52I

A 0
F B (e) M 23:7 0:612+ 0:0328I 0:522� 0:88I �2:9+ 0:911I

m �19: 0:561+ 0:165I �2:05+ 0:664I 7:74+ 1:65I

A 0
F B (�) M 27:3 0:678+ 0:154I �1:15+ 0:805I �0:514� 1:46I

m �27: 0:561+ 0:165I �2:05+ 0:664I 7:74+ 1:65I

Table3:InclusivedecaysB ! X s‘
+ ‘� .M axim um (M )and m inim um (m )valuesoftheBR

and ofthe F{B asym m etries(scenario A ).C SU SY
i are the totalSUSY contributionsto the

W ilson coe�cientsattheM B scale.

C SU SY
7

C SU SY
9

C SU SY
10

106B R(e;K ) M 1:35 �0:0265� 0:0448I 0:665� 0:101I �2:13� 5:75I

m 0:0979 �0:0359+ 0:0051I �1:72+ 0:872I 4:67� 0:25I

106B R(�;K ) M 1:35 �0:0265� 0:0448I 0:665� 0:101I �2:13� 5:75I

m 0:0976 �0:0359+ 0:0051I �1:72+ 0:872I 4:67� 0:25I

106B R(e;K �) M 5:44 0:734� 0:086I �1:17� 0:182I �0:326+ 6:69I

m 0:742 0:0429� 0:0052I �1:72� 0:863I 4:23� 1:05I

106B R(�;K �) M 4:84 0:657� 0:079I �0:572� 0:218I �3:51� 1:59I

m 0:421 0:0493+ 0:112I �1:7� 0:51I 5:59� 0:501I

A F B (K
�) M 25:3 0:678+ 0:154I �1:15+ 0:805I �0:514� 1:46I

m �25:2 0:561+ 0:165I �2:05+ 0:664I 7:74+ 1:65I

A 0
F B (e)(K

�) M 33:3 0:612+ 0:0328I 0:522� 0:88I �2:9+ 0:911I

m �29:5 0:561+ 0:165I �2:05+ 0:664I 7:74+ 1:65I

A 0
F B (�)(K

�) M 36: 0:678+ 0:154I �1:15+ 0:805I �0:514� 1:46I

m �35:6 0:561+ 0:165I �2:05+ 0:664I 7:74+ 1:65I

Table 4: Exclusive decaysB ! (K ;K �)‘+ ‘� . M axim um (M )and m inim um (m )valuesof

theBR and oftheF{B asym m etries(scenario A ).
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C SU SY
7

C SU SY
9

C SU SY
10

106B R(e) M 19:3 0:647+ 0:265I 0:57+ 0:377I �5:8� 0:386I

m 8:98 0:0545� 0:0218I �0:272� 0:031I �4:93+ 0:0318I

106B R(�) M 14:6 0:647+ 0:265I 0:57+ 0:377I �5:8� 0:386I

m 6:59 �0:0181� 0:00779I �0:376� 0:0111I �4:83+ 0:0113I

A F B M 32:4 0:645� 0:235I 0:568� 0:335I �5:79+ 0:342I

m 18:9 �0:0742+ 0:0316I �0:456+ 0:0449I �4:75� 0:0459I

A 0
F B (e) M 22:8 0:605� 0:0741I 0:511� 0:105I �5:74+ 0:108I

m 2:76 �0:0741� 0:0173I �0:455� 0:0247I �4:75+ 0:0252I

A 0
F B (�) M 26:8 0:605� 0:0741I 0:511� 0:105I �5:74+ 0:108I

m 4:88 �0:0741� 0:0173I �0:455� 0:0247I �4:75+ 0:0252I

Table5:InclusivedecaysB ! X s‘
+ ‘� .M axim um (M )and m inim um (m )valuesoftheBR

and oftheF{B asym m etriesfortheLL{only case(scenario B ).

C SU SY
7 C SU SY

9 C SU SY
10

106B R(e;K ) M 0:927 0:65+ 0:253I 0:574+ 0:36I �5:8� 0:368I

m 0:48 �0:0741� 0:0173I �0:455� 0:0247I �4:75+ 0:0252I

106B R(�;K ) M 0:925 0:65+ 0:253I 0:574+ 0:36I �5:8� 0:368I

m 0:478 �0:0741� 0:0173I �0:455� 0:0247I �4:75+ 0:0252I

106B R(e;K �) M 4:65 0:647+ 0:265I 0:57+ 0:377I �5:8� 0:386I

m 2:2 0:0545� 0:0218I �0:272� 0:031I �4:93+ 0:0318I

106B R(�;K �) M 4:01 0:647+ 0:265I 0:57+ 0:377I �5:8� 0:386I

m 1:76 �0:0741� 0:0173I �0:455� 0:0247I �4:75+ 0:0252I

A F B (K
�) M 24:3 0:605� 0:0741I 0:511� 0:105I �5:74+ 0:108I

m 13:9 �0:0742+ 0:0316I �0:456+ 0:0449I �4:75� 0:0459I

A 0
F B (e)(K

�) M 32:8 0:605� 0:0741I 0:511� 0:105I �5:74+ 0:108I

m 13:7 �0:0742+ 0:0316I �0:456+ 0:0449I �4:75� 0:0459I

A 0
F B (�)(K

�) M 35:5 0:605� 0:0741I 0:511� 0:105I �5:74+ 0:108I

m 18:6 �0:0742+ 0:0316I �0:456+ 0:0449I �4:75� 0:0459I

Table 6: Exclusive decaysB ! (K ;K �)‘+ ‘� . M axim um (M )and m inim um (m )valuesof

theBR and oftheF{B asym m etriesfortheLL{only case(scenario B ).
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C SU SY
7

C SU SY
9

C SU SY
10

A B R
G (low) M 1:31 0:248+ 0:347I �1:78+ 0:652I 5:32� 0:206I

m �1:54 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

A B R
G (high) M 43:2 �0:0359+ 0:0051I �1:72+ 0:872I 4:67� 0:25I

m �44:1 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

D A 0 (low) M 0:00585 0:0439� 0:188I �1:81+ 1:09I 5:14� 4:I

m �0:00619 0:027+ 0:144I �1:82� 1:17I 5:22+ 3:33I

D A 0 (high) M 0:392 �0:0146+ 0:198I �1:47� 0:439I 4:69� 2:72I

m �0:401 �0:0514+ 0:00682I �1:69+ 0:49I 4:97+ 2:19I

A B R
L (low) M 0:292 0:248+ 0:347I �1:78+ 0:652I 5:32� 0:206I

m �0:344 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

A B R
L (high) M 4:24 �0:0359+ 0:0051I �1:72+ 0:872I 4:67� 0:25I

m �3:81 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

D A (low) M 0:00131 �0:00781+ 0:0518I �1:52+ 0:0931I 5:21� 3:01I

m �0:00143 0:027+ 0:144I �1:82� 1:17I 5:22+ 3:33I

D A (high) M 0:116 �0:0514+ 0:0821I �1:64� 0:785I 4:94� 1:56I

m �0:123 0:0199+ 0:0504I �1:76� 0:777I 4:87+ 1:68I

Table7:InclusivedecaysB ! X s‘
+ ‘� .M axim um (M )and m inim um (m )valuesoftheCP

asym m etries(scenario A )in theregionsoflow s (1{6 GeV 2)and high s (14{23 GeV 2).
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C SU SY
7

C SU SY
9

C SU SY
10

A B R
G (K �,low) M 1:24 0:248+ 0:347I �1:78+ 0:652I 5:32� 0:206I

m �1:45 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

A B R
G (K �,high) M 40:3 �0:0359+ 0:0051I �1:72+ 0:872I 4:67� 0:25I

m �40:7 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

D A 0 (K �,low) M 0:00758 0:027+ 0:144I �1:82� 1:17I 5:22+ 3:33I

m �0:0072 0:0439� 0:188I �1:81+ 1:09I 5:14� 4:I

D A 0 (K �,high) M 0:383 �0:0514+ 0:00682I �1:69+ 0:49I 4:97+ 2:19I

m �0:374 �0:0146+ 0:198I �1:47� 0:439I 4:69� 2:72I

A B R
L (K �,low) M 0:225 0:167+ 0:362I �1:68+ 0:568I 5:53+ 0:539I

m �0:263 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

A B R
L (K �,high) M 8:3 �0:0359+ 0:0051I �1:72+ 0:872I 4:67� 0:25I

m �7:91 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

D A (K �,low) M 0:00136 0:027+ 0:144I �1:82� 1:17I 5:22+ 3:33I

m �0:00126 �0:00781+ 0:0518I �1:52+ 0:0931I 5:21� 3:01I

D A (K �,high) M 0:0369 0:0199+ 0:0504I �1:76� 0:777I 4:87+ 1:68I

m �0:0356 �0:0514+ 0:0821I �1:64� 0:785I 4:94� 1:56I

A B R
G (K ,low) M 0:986 0:315+ 0:385I �1:55+ 0:885I 4:+ 0:441I

m �1:08 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

A B R
G (K ,high) M 33: �0:0359+ 0:0051I �1:72+ 0:872I 4:67� 0:25I

m �34:1 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

A B R
L (K ,low) M 0:177 0:315+ 0:385I �1:55+ 0:885I 4:+ 0:441I

m �0:195 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

A B R
L (K ,high) M 7:01 �0:0359+ 0:0051I �1:72+ 0:872I 4:67� 0:25I

m �6:95 0:122� 0:271I �1:67� 0:791I 4:63+ 0:0593I

Table 8: Exclusive decaysB ! (K ;K �)‘+ ‘� . M axim um (M )and m inim um (m )valuesof

the CP asym m etries (scenario A ) in the regions oflow s (1{6 GeV 2) and high s (14{23

GeV 2).
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Figure1: Inclusive decay B ! X s�
+ �� .ScatterplotsoftheIntegrated F{B asym m etries

(A F B and A 0
F B )versustheBR (in unitsof10�6 ).Scenario A .
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Figure2: Exclusive decay B ! K ��+ �� .ScatterplotsoftheIntegrated F{B asym m etries

(A F B and A 0
F B )versustheintegrated BR (in unitsof10�6 ).Scenario A .
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Figure3: Inclusive decay B ! X s�
+ �� .ScatterplotsoftheIntegrated F{B asym m etries

(A F B and A 0
F B )versustheintegrated BR (in unitsof10�6 ).Scenario B .
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Figure4: Exclusive decay B ! K ��+ �� .ScatterplotsoftheIntegrated F{B asym m etries

(A F B and A 0
F B )versustheintegrated BR (in unitsof10�6 ).Scenario B .
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Figure5: Branching Ratio fortheinclusivedecay B ! X s‘
+ ‘� plotted in unitesof10�6 in

thelow{ and high{s regions.
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Figure6: Inclusivedecay B ! X s‘
+ ‘� .ScatterplotsofA B R

G and D A 0 versustheintegrated

BR (in unitsof10�6 )in thelow{s region.Scenario A .
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Figure7: Inclusivedecay B ! X s‘
+ ‘� .ScatterplotsofA B R

G and D A 0 versustheintegrated

BR (in unitsof10�6 )in thehigh{s region.Scenario A .
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Figure8: Inclusivedecay B ! X s�
+ �� .ScatterplotsofA B R

G versustheintegrated BR (in

unitsof10�6 )in thelow{s region.Scenario B .
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Figure9: Inclusivedecay B ! X s�
+ �� .ScatterplotsofA B R

G versustheintegrated BR (in

unitsof10�6 )in thehigh{s region Scenario B .
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